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Wise Up Guys! 

The Feminists are 
waging a war 
against you and 
you're losing. 

In the media, government, 
courts, education, and 
business, the Feminists 
violate your rights with 
impunity while taking what 
they don't deserve and can't 
handle. The cult of Feminism 
is turning you into a second 
class citizen and America into 
a Feminarchy that pampers 
and preferentially treats 
females in accordance with 
the evolutionarily incorrect 
tenets of Feminazism. 

Want you're rights back? 
Want to be treated fairly and 
with respect rather than like a 
disposable dog? Want an end 
to the incessant defaming, 
demeaning, denigrating, 
demonizing, and dissing of 
men? Then take a first step, 
join with other guys who 
participate in this internet 
forum of Truth, Justice and 
the American Ideal. Add your 
voice to the voices of, by and 
for men so as to shine the 



Don't be intimidated! 
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Truth, Justice and the American Ideal was set up by New York City attorney Roy Den Hollander with the help of a 
few of his buddies as a result of the rampant discrimination he experienced at the hands of Feminists and their 
sycophants in Federal, New York State and New York City agencies and courts when he tried to right the wrongs 
done to him and the harm caused his property by a Russian mafia prostitute, procurer, former mistress to a Chechen 
warlord, money launderer, drug smuggler who was aided by her mob associates. (And no, he didn't know she was a 
prostitute, Russian mafia member or secretly feeding him drugs at the time he married that Ho.) 

Here's the gist of the story, titled Stupid Frigging Fool (fool for believing a man could find justice in a system 
infected with feminism): 

A middle-aged American lawyer while managing a Moscow detective agency, Kroll Associates, falls for a young, 
beautiful, six-foot-one, vat-dyed blonde hair, wolf-eyed Russian girl who uses black magic, narcotics and feminine 
duplicity to play him for a ticket to America's sex market in the Big Apple. Married to this bane and living in New 
York City, he finally becomes suspicious of her, a little slow for an attorney sporting an MBA with honors from 
Columbia University's Business School. He starts investigating whether she's engaging in prostitution with her Flash 
Dancers' customers, which, with the aid of Russian federal and military intelligence agents and other sleuthing 
techniques, ultimately takes him through a Minotaur labyrinth of the international Russian Mafia's sex industry in 
Moscow, Krasnodar, Cyprus, Mexico City and New York. Along the way, members of the Chechen Special Islamic 
Regiment, or Baraev clan, and various Russian mobsters step out of the shadows to threaten him, his informants and 
witnesses. The Baraev clan subsequently led the taking of 700 hostages at a Moscow theater in 2002. 

Digging through the Russian netherworld revealed not only the truth about the attorney's wife and her confederates 
but also the lunacy of modern-day Russian culture. Seeking justice through the feminist-infested American judicial 
system and emasculated U.S. Federal agencies exposed the widespread discrimination against men in modern-day 
feminarchy America. 

Here are the two main characters of Stupid Frigging Fool —guess which one is the fool. 
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FEMINAZISM FEMINAZI SCAMS ORGANIZATION 


spotlight of truth on the 
rampant discrimination 

against men today. 

This forum means to 
communicate, enlighten, 
educate, and elucidate about 
the growing Feminazi tyranny 
over the minds of men and 
social institutions. We aim to 
become the Feminazis' worst 
nightmare by speaking up, 
providing knowledge, 

distributing information, and 
exercising the courage to 
expose the truth about this 
latest feminine curse upon 
men—for truth is the best 
disinfectant. 

WHAT IS FEMINAZISM ? 


Click on Stupid Frigging Fool to read the story and on Appendices for photos, videos, audio tapes and documents 
referred to in the story. 

Click below if you have: 

Been scammed. tricked, cheated, ridiculed or intimidated by Feminazis? 
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Wise Up Guys! 

The Feminists are 
waging a war 
against you and 
you're losing. 

In the media, government, 
courts, education, and 
business, the Feminists 
violate your rights with 
impunity while taking what 
they don't deserve and can't 
handle. The cult of Feminism 
is turning you into a second 
class citizen and America into 
a Feminarchy that pampers 
and preferentially treats 
females in accordance with 
the evolutionarily incorrect 
tenets of Feminazism. 

Want you're rights back? 
Want to be treated fairly and 
with respect rather than like a 
disposable dog? Want an end 
to the incessant defaming, 
demeaning, denigrating, 
demonizing, and dissing of 
men? Then take a first step, 
join with other guys who 
participate in this internet 
forum of Truth, Justice and 
the American Ideal. Add your 
voice to the voices of, by and 
for men so as to shine the 



What's Feminazism? The most virulent form of female irrationality, greed and lust for power over men that 
ever stalked this planet. It's the belief system of allied special interest groups and individual females trying to 
steal society's benefits for girls and their hermaphrodite sycophants while saddling men with the most 
loathsome of society's burdens. Feminazis believe females—solely because of their sex—are superior to men 
at the tasks for which Mother Nature made men. Feminazis, as with the princesses of old, want a tyranny 
over men. They are out to break and collar men into doing what they want—and they are succeeding. Think 
of it as an extension of your girlfriend or wife getting her way around the home, but now her capricious 
behavior and bossiness has spread to society by the Feminists. 

Click below if you have: 

Been scammed. tricked, cheated, ridiculed or intimidated by Feminazis? 
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Wise Up Guys! 

The Feminists are 
waging a war 
against you and 
you're losing. 

In the media, government, 
courts, education, and 
business, the Feminists 
violate your rights with 
impunity while taking what 
they don't deserve and can't 
handle. The cult of Feminism 
is turning you into a second 
class citizen and America into 
a Feminarchy that pampers 
and preferentially treats 
females in accordance with 
the evolutionarily incorrect 
tenets of Feminazism. 

Want you're rights back? 
Want to be treated fairly and 
with respect rather than like a 
disposable dog? Want an end 
to the incessant defaming, 
demeaning, denigrating, 
demonizing, and dissing of 
men? Then take a first step, 
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Have you been scammed, tricked, cheated, ridiculed or intimidated by Feminazis? Have any of these 
situations happened to you? 

Were you unfairly judged at work, in school, before a government agency or in court because your 
dispute was with a girl? 

Did Feminist authorities let the girl get away with something while demeaning and ridiculing you? 

How often has some feminazi princess told you what words to say or scolded you for exercising your 
freedom of speech: "You mean woman, not girl!"? 

Have you run into govermnent agencies that are so infected with feminazi bigotry against men or so 
intimidated by America's feminine tyrants that the agency refuses to execute its duties because it means 
assisting you—a man? 

Does the TV news tick you off with its estrogen deficient ditzes slanting stories to make guys look like 
demons while portraying girls as angels, or excusing females for the multiple murders of their young 
children—usually boys—by blaming some guy somewhere or some imaginary chemical imbalance? 

Does Hollywood insult you with those she-male movies that graft the male qualities of honor, courage 
and toughness on to some pretty, shapely dame who couldn't fight her way out of a paper bag but lies 
with an uncanny natural ability? 

Has a feminazi infested court system issued against you a temporary order of protection to a low down, 
lying ho without you even being present to defend yourself? 

Were you denied admission to an educational institution while dames who were dumber got in? 

Has a female ripped you off, intentionally caused you emotional distress or other harm and gotten away 
with it by shedding crocodile tears or accusing you of sexual harassment or a battery that never 
happened? 

Have you been suckered by feminazi propaganda or intimidated by feminine opprobrium into going out 
with fat, flabby and over the hill females who continually denigrate you? 

Are you fed up with wives murdering their husbands and not getting the electric chair, which is what you'd get for 
killing a spouse. Take the broad who drove her Mercedes over her husband three times, left the car parked on his 
body, claimed it was an accident, and will be eligible for parole in 10 years to do it to some other guy. It's time for a 
little justice. Raise your voice with us by Registering to participate in this forum for Truth, Justice and the American 
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Truth, Justice and the American Ideal is an internet forum dedicated to fighting for justice by freeing men from the 
Feminist lash in a country created by men. Since the 1970s, men have fallen prey one by one to organizations of 
political correctionalist females bent on creating a tyranny in which men's rights are trampled by selfish, irrational 
feminist whims. No longer do the courts and media consider men innocent until proven otherwise, now men are 
guilty—always and everywhere, regardless of the evil visited on them by females. Feminazis and their sycophantic 
androgynies claim their despotism over thought, speech and action justified by passed oppression. What oppression? 
Nearly fifty-eight thousand men died in Vietnam—forty percent were draftees. Only eight, not eight thousand, not 
eight hundred, but eight American girls died there. Around 1.8 million more females voted for Lyndon Johnson then 
men in 1964. Today, men occupy ninety percent of the worst, most dangerous jobs in America . If it weren't for 
men, these conniving, power hungry, evolutionary incorrect feminists would be serving as Nazi broodmares, 
Japanese comfort-girls or Commie secretutes. 

Men are beginning to realize that only by working together can we defeat the feminist scourge of intolerance and 
terror abroad in the land. Truth, Justice and the American Ideal is an initial effort to stand up to the feminist-enemy 
whenever they try to foist their evolutionary-wrong beliefs or attempt to act as the moral police in a country founded 
by men and predicated on freedom of thought and speech. We intend to confront this menace and fight for the 
freedom of men by using truth and knowledge, for now, as our sword. The greedy grasp of feminist-tyranny is upon 
us, and their ramparts of evil challenge the freemen of America to battle Feminazi cruelty if they dare! 


Click for the the true story Stupid Frigging Fool . 
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Preface 


I Married a Witch 


Lips to whisper lies, lips to kiss a man and make him suffer. 
I will treat him like a slave. Make him suffer body and soul. 
Now we will see about hands resisting me. 

The Author 


We have the power to act against injustice. 
We may not always succeed, 

But we can make it pay a price. 

So that next time, 

It may think twice. 

If you can make them laugh at you, 

They will not expect something serious. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 1 

Dream Lover 

On a warm July night in Moscow 1999,1 was rushing back to my apartment on 
Kutuzovsky Prospect, slightly drunk, and hoping that the party I had walked by earlier in the 
evening was still going. I couldn’t get out of mind the two tall, beautiful Russian girls I had 
spotted. They were wearing full-length black gowns, standing and talking outside the party that 
had overflowed from the basement office of the building. Russian babes are real women—not 
like the man-haters in America who try to act like men, or at least how they perceive men to act. 
No, young Russian women—I should say “girls” because to them the term “women” is an insult 
that means “old ladies”—are pure femininity—dazzling, sweet smelling lures waiting to give 
delights, understanding and loyalty. 

It was just before midnight as I walked around the comer into the driveway to my front 
door. I smiled on seeing a handful of people still partying outside. I began to reconnoiter for an 
opportunity, but stopped when I heard a couple of guys speaking English—two middle-aged 
American men wrapped in a haze of desire were flirting with two teenage Russian girls. Being 
middle-age myself, this looked like the place for me. I started talking with the two guys. One of 
the Americans was a dentist and the other ran a restaurant-disco-casino called Fellini’s in 
Moscow. Both were obvious low-life amateurs when it came to girls, with one trying to give 
fashion tips to the seventeen year old by playing with her hair and repeatedly tying and untying 
her open blouse underneath of which she wore nothing. I guess the summer nights get very 
wann in Moscow for girls. My aging eyes strained to see through the darkness, only partially lit 
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by the corner street lamp and the neon light over the basement office door. After my eyes 
soaked in as much as they could of the seventeen year old, I turned my attention to the sixteen 
year old, who had the type of face I liked but could only speak Russian, while I couldn’t say 
anything in Russian beyond the level of a three year old. So, I headed toward the heart of the 
party to find my own piece of heaven on earth. But, before reaching the basement door, a 
Russian man speaking good English said in an authoritative tone, “This party is for members 
only.” 

Being a slightly obnoxious American lawyer, I responded, “So what do I have to do to 
become a member?” 

“Are you an American?” he asked. 

“Of course I am,” I replied, a little full of myself. 

His demeanor instantly changed to friendliness, the type only a fool would trust. He 
introduced himself as Leo, and motioned me to go inside. I descended half a dozen stairs on the 
outside of the building, ducked my head to avoid hitting the top of the doorframe and walked 
into the party. I saw ten or more Russian girls—all in their late teens or early twenties. Even 
better, there were hardly any guys, and those guys were all Russians. I had stumbled into a gold 
mine of females. Although I was twenty years or more older than these babes, I was an 
American, and that made me prime meat in the eyes of virtually all Russian girls, especially 
when compared to Russian men. Russian guys generally dress better and show better manners 
towards girls, such as, opening doors for them, putting on their coats and the like. But Russian 
girls consider them weak, physically dirty, prone to alcoholism, undependable and notoriously 
unfaithful. 
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At the bar, which looked like the type a working class family in Queens would have in its 
basement, I saw a cute girl of around twenty. My opening line in English prompted her to get up 
and walk away. “Oh well, I guess I’ll have a drink instead,” I said to the empty bar stool and 
turned to order a drink. 

The bartender spoke some English and we struggled through a rudimentary conversation. 
He told me the basement was the office of a modeling firm run by Leo, and that there were 
models’ parties every Friday night. I had hit pay dirt. 

I heard someone behind me say my name, turned and there she stood—blond, a few 
inches taller than me, blue-gray eyes—stunningly beautiful and with an innocent, fresh smile 
beaming from her face that told me I was the one and only. A glow seemed to surround her, and 
I fell like a sack of bricks. I knew I could not let her get away, as she was “the one.” 

“Hi I’m Angelina.” 

“I’m Roy,” I gushed in anticipation. “Do you want a drink?” 

“No, but you like to go outside?” 

“Sure,” I said, thinking / will go with you anywhere. 

Outside, I suggested we sit down on an outcrop of the building. She was concerned that 
the paint was wet. I tested it and said, “Seems to be dry.” We sat and talked. Angelina spoke 
fair enough English so we could communicate. During our conversation, a bizarre notion struck 
me that this girl would be a worthy opponent, but I pushed it out of my mind. She worked as a 
model and dancer, lived in Krasnodar near the Black Sea, was twenty-three and didn’t have a 
boyfriend at the moment. As a teenager she won the long jump championship of Russia three 
years in a row but then injured her foot, which sunk her athletic career. She earned an 
undergraduate degree in Physical Education and started graduate school, but the lack of money 
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caused her to pursue dancing and modeling. One of her modeling pictures hung in an exclusive 
clothing store just a few blocks down Kutuzovsky. 

Unlike America, Russia offers few occupations in which people can make a decent 
living. Once I helped a friend deliver food to a couple in Moscow, both of whom had doctorate 
degrees and taught at a prestigious university but were starving because all their income went to 
feed their child. The lady who cleaned my Moscow apartment held a PhD in public health. Jobs 
with the government paid so little that she and other health workers ignored their official duties 
in order to earn money by providing menial services to foreigners and Russian gangsters. 

Outside of Moscow, there are even fewer opportunities to find jobs that pay well enough to 
afford decent shelter and prevent hunger. 

Angelina said Leo invited her to Moscow for a week to do some modeling. She stayed in 
an apartment Leo kept for his out of town models on the other side of the courtyard that 
separated the buildings in the apartment complex. The two teenage girls were also staying in the 
same apartment. It was late, and Angelina needed to work the next day. She asked me to walk 
her to the apartment, since the courtyard had no lights and was a darken tangle of shrubbery and 
trees the size of a city block. The Soviets tended to build everything on a gargantuan scale, 
probably to over come a justified feeling of inferiority. Moscow’s main city streets are six and 
eight lanes wide. 

On our way, I naturally asked her out for the next day, Saturday. 

She said, “I must make modeling tomorrow afternoon but after I have time. Call Leo to 
see if it okay with him.” 

Surprised, I asked, “What does Leo have to do with it?” 
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“I need his permission.” I thought that strange. Why should a modeling agent have to 
give his permission for one of his girls to go on a date? 

“Okay, I’ll call him,” and she gave me his telephone number and the one for the 
apartment she stayed in. 

At her door I hugged her and tried a kiss on the lips but no go. She was taller than me, 
and all she had to do to put her lips out of reach was to look upward. Even on tiptoes, I couldn’t 
get near those luscious red promises on this girl of at least six feet three inches in her shoes. All 
right, I could wait and said good night. I walked back through the darkness under the trees 
wondering why Leo needed to okay my dating one of his models. Probably Angelina wanted to 
make sure Leo didn’t have another modeling shoot scheduled for tomorrow evening or for the 
day after, but she could ask Leo that herself. Or perhaps Leo required prior approval for his 
models to go on a date to make sure they didn’t show up the day after with bags under their 
eyes—understandable. Back at the party, I asked the two Americans I had met earlier about this 
Lriday night event I stumbled into worked. They were distinctly unenlightening. When I 
mentioned that I would be going out with Angelina the next night, the Lellini casino manager 
snapped, “No, she’s not going out with you. Angelina and the two teenage girls are going to a 
party at my casino.” I held my tongue and my martial arts training as the anger flashed into my 
brain. Who was this low life telling me whom I could date? But he quickly added in a 
reconciliatory fashion that I should also come to the party. Keeping my options open, I agreed, 
thinking maybe I will work something out where Angelina and I are alone. 

I went home, but sensing something was wrong. I thought about forgetting Angelina but 
then reasoned: let’s see what happens. After all, I might enjoy a little Russian adventure. 
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Manhunt 


The next afternoon, Angelina called to ask whether I had talked to Leo about going out 
with her that night. I said, “No, I thought you had to go to the party at the Fellini Casino.” She 
laughed. 

“Don’t worry about it,” she said. “Call Leo now; he in his office.” 

“Okay,” and why not I thought. 

I felt elated that this beautiful, young, Russian girl wanted to go out with me instead of 
going to a casino party, which is considered the height of the social circuit in Russia. Then 
again, Russians also considered McDonalds as the chic place to dine. 

On the telephone, Leo invited my downstairs to his office. My third floor apartment 
overlooked the basement entrance to his modeling agency. Many successful Russian businesses 
operate out of the basements of residential buildings, especially in prestigious neighborhoods 
such as Kutuzovsky Prospect. Zoning regulations, as with other laws in Russia, are basically 
meaningless unless a government official wants a bribe to keep an un-enforced law un-enforced. 

Once again, I descended the steps to the office entrance now blocked by a steel door with 
a peephole—rang the bell, waited while some one inside scrutinized me and listened to a number 
of locks unlocking and the sliding of a heavy metal bar. The door opened to show a smiling, 
pretty, young girl. She didn’t say a word, just walked me down the hall toward Leo’s office. 

The hallway sported artsy photographs of scantily clad young ladies—typical for a model 
agency. In his office, however, were a couple of not so artsy framed Penthouse covers. 

Leo greeted me with a firm handshake and a friendly hello, introducing himself as Leonid 
Perlin. His greased back, black hair and overly dark clothes did little to alleviate the sense of 
sleaze that pervaded his office. He motioned me to a black leather chair in which I sunk well 
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below the level of the desk at which Leo took a seat. A not so subtle way of trying to make 
visitors feel weak unless they had more power than Leo. At the time I did, so the difference in 
height didn’t matter. 

“What brings you to Moscow?” he asked. His English was better than Angelina’s. 

“I’m a lawyer and business consultant from New York City who was hired by an 
American firm to manage and improve their Russian operations.” Actually, my employer 
originally hired me to assist the firm’s manager, Joe Serio, by marketing its services to Western 
companies in Russia. But when I arrived in Moscow, Serio had decided to leave and the 
manager’s job fell to me. 

“What firm?” 

“Kroll Associates,” I told him despite Serio’s warning to keep a low profile because the 
firm did investigations and security work. Serio tended to over dramatize the job, imaging 
himself a secret agent behind enemy lines. 

Leo never heard of the company. “What’s its business?” he asked. 

“It’s essentially a modern day private detective firm. Western companies that want to do 
business with Russians, or even Russian companies operating in their own country, hire us to 
investigate their potential partners, suppliers and buyers. Sometimes we also track down funds 
that disappeared from a joint venture or business transaction. We even provide physical 
protection for businessmen in Russia.” 

“Is it dangerous?” 

“Not for an American,” I responded. “But the Russians who assist us could have 
problems.” 

“Are you here permanently?” 
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“No, my consultancy contract is for six months, then back to America unless it’s 
extended.” 

Now it was my turn to ask questions—still feeling in the back of my mind something odd 
about this place. “And what about you? What do you run here?” 

“A modeling agency and introduction business.” 

“What’s an introduction agency?” I honestly asked. 

“We bring together foreign men and Russian girls. If an American man wants a pretty, 
young wife, we can introduce him to as many girls as he wants over a period of a week. If the 
girl he chooses is interested in him, then she can visit him in America so that they can get to 
know each other better.” 

“Do many of the introductions end in marriage?” 

“I won’t take on men clients over forty. The difference in age is too great between a 
twenty-year-old girl and a man over forty.” Leo didn’t answer my question, but that’s a common 
tactic among Russians who want to avoid the truth, which means most Russians. I let it go, not 
really caring about his dating business’ success. 

He pushed some papers about his introduction services and fee schedule across his desk. 
The English version was awkwardly written, and I assumed this guy probably didn’t find much 
business for his introduction services by using such an advertising brochure. For a fee of about 
$5,000, Leo will meet the American client at the airport, set him up in an apartment for a week, 
arrange for meals and interpreters and show him pictures of lots of girls from which the client 
chooses the ones he wants to meet. Leo kept using the word “client,” which struck me as strange 
in describing men who buy a bride. But what did I know, never having used an introduction 
agency myself. 


8 



“Very interesting,” I insincerely said. “If I come across any American guys looking for a 
Russian wife I’ll send them to you.” 

“Please do. I am always ready to help out an American,” he replied. 

I changed the topic to my reason for being there. “What about last night’s party? 

Angelina said I needed to ask you about taking her out tonight. Is that right?” 

“Alina is a very beautiful and independent girl. She does some work for me.” 

“Who’s Alina?” I asked. 

“That’s what we call her around here, but she uses the name Angelina.” 

I immediately assumed the two names were Russian derivations of each other. A Russian 
name can take on many different forms depending on the relationship between the person and the 
one using the name. Some forms are considered formal, some friendly and others endearing. 

One name can have three or more different forms. 

“What kind of work does she do?” I asked, looking for consistency. 

“Modeling and dancing,” he responded. 

“So what about this Friday night party of yours? How does it work?” I asked matter-of- 
factly. I didn’t want to press too hard because once a Russian thinks someone is digging into his 
affairs—the iron curtain falls. But I wanted infonnation to put to rest my instinct’s subtle sense 
of suspicion about Leo’s business while at the same time giving the girl I had fallen head-over¬ 
heels for a fair chance. After all, my suspicions might simply result from my ignorance of an 
alien culture. Similar behaviors in dissimilar societies often have different meanings. 

Leo said, “Every Friday night I have a party where I bring together some girls and men. 
The men pay fifty dollars to get in and they meet the girls.” 

“Where do you get the girls?” I asked as though searching for the source of the Nile. 
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“I have books of very pretty girls, mostly from Moscow but also other Russian cities. 
They send me their pictures hoping to become models. I invite them to my studio where I take a 
few photos. Unfortunately, most of the girls cannot afford a professional portfolio, but I do what 
I can with snap shots. We could make big business with an investment that allowed me to shoot 
professional portfolios.” 

I knew Leo was referring to me when he said, “We.” My eight years of traveling to the 
remnants of the “Evil Empire” made me wary of investing money with Russians. They have a 
proclivity of using investments for personal needs or sending them to their overseas bank 
accounts. Then they concoct some lame story about how the money disappeared. Many 
Russians in their blind arrogance actually believe Americans should feel honored to be cheated 
by them. Leo’s books, however, did contain pictures of some real beauties, so I fded away his 
business proposal in my memory on the chance that some western modeling agency might want 
to exploit this Russian gold mine of feminine girls. 

“So what happens at your Friday night parties?” I continued, still not sure what went on. 

“When a man sees a girl he likes, I introduce the two of them. If she likes him, then they 
decide what to do.” 

“What do you mean, they decide what to do?” 

I expected a knowing smile, but none came. “They make their own arrangement. Maybe 
the man will take her to a club, begin dating her, even possibly marrying her or something else.” 
That “or something else” exhibited the Russian knack for euphemisms, and my heart started 
sinking. 

“So they decide on a price for going to the ballet or opera or some place else and begin a 
romance.” 
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“Right,” he said. “It’s the same as an Internet dating service. The man pays so much to 
meet some girls. They talk and decide which way the relationship will go, if any.” Stated that 
way, it all made sense and began alleviating my nebulous suspicion about Angelina. 

“So what’s the going rate?” I asked. 

“A hundred dollars or more. It all depends on the couple.” 

I could afford that, I mused. 

Leo continued that his modeling business wasn’t doing too well because he didn’t have 
the capital to compete with “Red Star,” Russia’s top modeling firm. According to him. Red Star 
made lots of money because it hired out many of its models as prostitutes, which Leo refused to 
do. Red Star, he said, could also squash any serious competition because it belonged to a 
powerful organized crime group or Krisha as the Russians call them. A more descriptive 
American term is Racketeer Influenced Corrupt Organization or RICO, which is a group of 
people or businesses whose moneymaking involves one illegal activity or another. In Russia, 
most businesses, including foreign companies, cannot survive without engaging in some illegal 
activities, and virtually every successful Russian business—whether legitimate, criminal or a 
mixture of both—is part of a Krisha or RICO. The mixture of criminal and legal activities is 
actually the preferable way of doing business throughout all levels of the Russian economy, 
especially for large conglomerates. Not only businessmen commit crimes and belong to or rely 
on Krishas, so do universities, many media outfits and trade unions. It’s a way of life created out 
of centuries of corruption that has turned Russia into a land of RICOs. 

Krishas are not just a group of former KGB and military thugs meeting at “social clubs” 
the way the American mob does, but include government officials reaching as high as the 
President and his inner circle. Krishas cut deals, merge and war with each other. Taken together 
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they comprise the Russian mafia and, some say, the Russian State. Krishas may extort money 
from foreign companies in the form of “charitable contributions.” These help avoid certain “acts 
of the gods” that could destroy a company’s assets, disappear an executive or cause over zealous 
scrutiny by a government agency. The big money for Krishas, however, comes from sweetheart 
deals with the government and Presidential decrees that favor a Krisha’s legitimate business 
activities. The government—national, regional, and local—still runs the show in Russia, and the 
real boss of a Krisha is usually a big shot in one of the levels of government with the boss of 
bosses for Russia being its President. Federal Security Service or F.S.B. agents, who are in the 
agency’s reserves, still keep an eye on major corporations and ha nk s by working in them. Any 
enterprise or individual who wants to make money needs government backing and approval. 

The former Mayor of Moscow, Yuri Luzhkov, and his Krisha controlled all major real 
estate developments in the city because the city still owned all the land. His group also ran the 
counterfeiting of western goods in Moscow. Many officials from the police to Luzhkov’s inner 
circle received a cut. President Yeltsin’s inner circle, which masterminded the election of 
Vladimir Putin in 2000, consisted of various Krishas cooperating in a loose form of a 
confederacy. The Krishas amassed huge empires of oil, natural gas, media, automobile 
production and aluminum manufacturing and were publicly headed by the so-called oligarchs. 
But even the oligarchs were merely front men for powerful officials, and the fortunes of their 
empires rose and fell depending on the governmental clout of their political godfathers. Over a 
handful of years, one Krisha allied with Yeltsin gained control of the aluminum industry through 
the assassination of dozens of executives and government officials. Everyone knew the Chernoy 
brothers were behind the slaughter, but no prosecutions ever resulted. The Chemoys 


12 



subsequently became clients of Kroll Associates and Putin carried on in the Yeltsin tradition— 
only the names of the criminals changed. 

Leo complained he couldn’t compete too vigorously with “Red Star” because of its 
Krisha, so he expanded his business into “exotic” films. Not what I wanted to hear. He added, 
perhaps reading my face, “No sex, just scantily clad girls and guys—a coed Sports Illustrated 
swimsuit issue in moving pictures. Actually, I’m waiting for three girls right now to show up to 
go shoot a film.” 

After some more discussion, the three girls for the exotic video showed up. Naturally, 
Angelina was one of them. I guess I suspected it all along but still couldn’t imagine that the girl 
I was crazy about wore next to no clothes in moving pictures. She was surprised to see me, as if 
I had just learned something about her she did not want me to know. I promised Leo I would 
keep in touch; we exchanged business cards. I told Angelina I would call her after the shoot, 
kissed her on the cheek and left. 

Now I hoped that kiss on the cheek would tell her that I was sincerely interested in her as 
a person, which for me made no sense. If I were ten years younger, I would have run the other 
way as fast as I could. All my life I avoided girls who sold vicarious thrills because I assumed 
them promiscuous. True I did not know for sure what Angelina did, maybe as she said, “Just a 
model and dancer,” but the situation didn’t feel right. The importance of my health and physical 
condition always made me fearful of catching something from overly promiscuous girls. Also, 
when I get a girl’s clothes off, I cannot keep myself from putting my face between her legs. The 
idea of ingesting the remnants of the prior inhabitant of a girl’s intimate parts simply makes me 
gag. But I reasoned that Angelina must value her health as highly as I do mine; after all, she was 
an athlete. She won the Russian female long jump championship for her age group three years in 
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a row when in high school, so I doubted she’d engage in any risky activities. Still I wondered 
what I was doing but kept stumbling along. 

Angel Baby 

Later that afternoon, Angelina once again called me before I had the chance to telephone 
her to arrange for our date. That kiss on the cheek must have worked. She realizes I really care 
about her. 

She asked whether I had a camera and told me to bring it. She sounded enthusiastic. 
When we met on the other side of the courtyard, I remembered my discussion with Leo and gave 
her a hundred dollar bill. 

“What is this for?” She asked as if insulted. 

I figured I was paying for a date that night, so her question threw me. Guess she’s just a 
typical girl after all, and Leo was trying to pump me for money. So as not to insult her further, I 
said, “It is a gift. Leo suggested it. I understand how difficult it is to live in Russia, so I am sure 
you can use it.” She considered it was too much, but I insisted. 

Putting her arm on my shoulders and insisting that I walk on her right, even though the 
Russian tradition is for guys to walk on the girl’s left, we headed to the Park of Victory. 

Angelina ‘s six feet three inches in her shoes made her at least three inches taller than me so that 
her arm rested naturally across the top of my shoulders. I felt the strange comfort of a woman 
who cared enough to take me under her wing. 

Most Muscovites consider the Park of Victory the ugliest park in their city, but I like it. 
The place is huge. A large open plaza lined with fountains leads up to a thousand foot tall 
obelisk. Behind it, located at the top of a wide expanse of stairs, is a semi circular museum that 
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opens out toward the obelisk. The top of the museum looks like a flattened Gennan Kaiser 
helmet. 

Walking with Angelina, I felt young again. I felt hopeful. Angelina was tall and 
beautiful. She wore her blond hair down to her shoulders and everyone was looking at her. 

“Why does everybody look at me?” she naively asked. 

“Because you are beautiful,” I said. Although I felt a little jealous, since looking like an 
obvious American and not a bad looking guy, Russians usually stared at me, especially the girls, 
but now even the girls were starring at Angelina. 

I said to myself, ““So what, this doll is with me, it is warm, it is sunny and I am 
somebody, at least in Russia.” Moscow has beautiful weather for two months during the 
summer, and it stays light until 11 pm. My life was looking up. 

The moment we entered the park, Angelina wanted her picture taken with both her 
camera and mine. This girl knew how to strike a pose, no awkward moments in front of the 
camera for her. She clearly had modeling talent. As we walked along, we stopped for a few 
more photographs, and she got a man to take our picture together. Angelina impressed me as 
smart and educated although her English required me to speak slowly and use more common 
words than a lawyer normally would. But what really struck me was the good heartedness that 
beamed from her smile as if coming from the soul of a happy little girl. She led me to a bench 
on the landing behind the museum that overlooked acres of trees interrupted by long promenades 
radiating in different directions. The sun neared the western horizon in front of us. 

“Do you read numbers?” she asked. 

“What do you mean?” 

“Give me your birthday and I will read your numbers.” 
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“Oh, numerology,” which I considered along with palm reading, astrology, magic and 
religion a pathetic attempt by people to find meaning in their insignificant lives. But if going 
along will bring me closer to this pretty girl, I won’t rain on her parade. 

“Okay,” I said and proceeded to he about my birth date. Naturally, I wanted her to think 
I was younger; otherwise, she might not see me as a boyfriend. Still, it made me feel guilty 
because what she thought she was about to discover, since she clearly believed in numerology, 
would not apply to me. To her, I would be someone else. 

She pulled out a small notebook and pen from her purse. That impressed me. How many 
girls carry pen and paper? I noticed she wore a lot of rings on both hands. Scribbling 
calculations and drawing graphs with a believer’s intensity, she concluded that besides having 
money, I had all the attributes necessary to get what I wanted out of life. I partially agreed since 
I had some investments, but didn’t know what I wanted from life. 

She responded, “Don’t worry you will, and then nothing will be able to keep you from 
your dream.” 

“Okay,” I said, sadly wishing I had a dream, and asked, “What is your dream?” 

“To be a model and have my picture on a magazine cover.” 

“You’re lucky, you know what you want.” I said with genuine admiration. 

We talked more about her hopes, and I realized that despite James Joyce’s criticism of 
modeling as a pornographic art, I admired her conviction to pursue her dream no matter what. I 
offered her encouragement with my usual career counseling speech, which I have never been 
able to follow myself. Everyone is born with a set of aptitudes that makes him particularly suited 
for a certain occupation. Each of us knows what that is when we are young but often allow 
others to convince us to pursue a different career in order to assure that we can make a living. 
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What most people do not understand is that if you do what you love the money will come, at 
least in America. Angelina, however, was a young lady from Krasnodar that had an even worse 
economy than Moscow. In Krasnodar, as with most of Russia outside of Moscow, over a 
majority of the people were unemployed, underemployed or were owed months in back pay. 
Many were literally starving. Angelina’s mother worked as a college instructor and gymnastic 
coach but earned only $35 a month, just enough to get by. Some retired folks on worthless 
pensions committed suicide rather than face the shame of begging in order to survive. Yet 
Angelina had the guts to pursue her heart’s desire trapped in a dangerous land with few 
opportunities. I felt like a pampered western dandy. 

“Can I read your palm?” she asked. 

“Alright,” I agreed continuing to indulge her obvious belief in the supernatural; after all, 
it made for conversation and drawing closer to this delicious girl. 

As she scrutinized both my palms, she said, “You are intelligent, a hard worker and have 
many talents.” Then, as if surprised, she paused and finally said with noticeable concern, “You 
also have a guardian angel watching over you.” 

Always feeling the victim of life, I responded, “I doubt it!” 

“No,” she strongly insisted, “There is an angel who protects you from evil. She is with 
you now.” 

I was a little surprised by her conviction, but then my heart jumped hoping what I was 
about to say was true. “Maybe it is you Angel?” Her concern turned to a giggle and from then 
on I called her Angel. 
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She continued with her palm reading and massaging my ego by adding to my attributes, 
all of which I had heard before in readings by other girls. But then she murmured, “Hminin,” 
and looked closely at both my palms. 

“Well that’s all,” she abruptly said. 

“What do you mean?” I said. “What did you see?” 

“Oh, nothing important.” 

“Oh no you don’t. Come on, what did you see?” I continued to press even though she, 
like other fortunetellers, would probably hide any bad divinations. But she surprised me. 

“You have a short life line,” which she showed me in both hands. 

“Well that fits,” I concurred. “I can’t say I have much of a desire for longevity. My life 
has not gone the way I would have wished it. So how long do I have?” Not that I really cared. 

“You shouldn’t think like that. The God has put you here for a reason. But you must 
fight for your realization. All my life my mother and I have had to fight. When my father left 
us, he wanted to take our apartment and all the furniture and leave us with nothing. But my 
mother fought him and won. He got nothing. When I competed for the long jump 
championship, I was losing but I had one jump left. My anger drove me to fight, and I won on 
the last jump. You must not give up.” 

I felt ashamed of my wallowing but also felt joy, since I had found a unique woman—yes 
woman—in Angel: not only beautiful, feminine and smart, but wise and tough. 

I wanted to stay there forever talking with her on that bench and watching the sun si nk 
into the west, but she said, “Let’s go to the disco!” 

Out on Kutuzovsky Prospect, which ran by the park, I let her flag us a ride, since more 
cars were likely to stop for her than me. When a car would stop, she’d open the front door and 


18 



bend over in her black tights to negotiate a price with the driver while I stared at her from 
behind. A pleasing arrangement, although not as pleasing as it could have been since she wore a 
sweater tied around her waist that draped over one of the more appealing parts of a girl’s body. 

Her tenacity in finding an inexpensive ride impressed me. She tried car after car pushing 
for the lowest fare possible. No wastrel this girl—saving money delighted her. What struck me 
as sad, however, was that she negotiated to save me fifty cents to a dollar—a lot of money for 
her but small change to an American. I sensed in her a desperation about poverty and an 
unnatural joy in money. Often she’d spot on the sidewalk a kopeck, worth about l/25 th of a U.S. 
cent, pick it up and immediately break into her beaming childlike smile. My mother did the 
same for American coins when I was a kid. Poverty to Angel apparently meant starvation; to me 
it meant eating at home instead of in a good restaurant. I wondered whether I would ever be able 
to understand her. Angel finally found a ride for a price she liked. I agreed, and we headed to 
find the Propaganda Disco. 

Hailing a private car for a ride rather than a taxi is the rule, not the exception, in Russia. 
Car owners generally pick up strangers going in their direction in order to make some extra 
rubles. Sounds dangerous, but Russians don’t mug each other on a regular basis as in America. 
Perhaps it is the old Soviet regime conditioning of comradeship or fear of the police. Russians 
dread the police the way Americans do criminals. When a Russian finds himself in a dangerous 
situation, he calls his family, friends or a private security firm—never the police. The 
government pays the police so little that cops regularly resort to crime and bribes just to make a 
subsistent living. A favored moneymaker is to pull over a car and demand payment for some 
minor violation or the officer will lock the driver up, which will cost even more money for the 
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driver to bribe his way out of jail. Russians also want to keep the police in the dark because cops 
often tip off gangsters as to likely targets. 

Russia’s amateur taxi drivers do present one problem other than their occasional drunk 
driving. They don’t always know how to get to where the passenger wants to go, although they 
say they do in order to win a fare. On the other hand, they will take the time to consult their 
maps and ask other drivers. But sometimes the rider has to end the exploration of unknown parts 
and find another ride. Angel and I had such a driver and ended up walking around for about an 
hour looking for the disco. During our trek, I feared she’d think me a jerk and, like the typical 
American girl, start blaming me for the discomfort of walking around lost, but she did not. After 
a stop at McDonalds, her favorite place to eat I learned, we finally found the disco. 

As with all Moscow discos, it was small compared to New York City’s dance factories 
but just as loud. Angel danced, danced and danced some more. I had never seen anyone dance 
like her. She moved like a snake undulating to the music. She smiled sweetly like a child with a 
lollipop and then instantly turned into a temptress. However, I had too much experience with 
girls to fall for this Hollywood vamp approach, so I would laugh and then she would laugh but 
she kept returning to that femme fatale act as though by habit. It didn’t matter, I was a happy 
duck. This was the best I felt in years. None of the Russian guys tried to cut in on us as 
American clowns do in New York City—clearly the Russian guys were more civilized in that 
sense. After more than an hour of nonstop dancing, I began thinking this beautiful, young 
woman actually likes me—she likes me—and enjoys being with me. Then the realization knifed 
through my brain: “Naturally she likes you, you idiot, you paid her $100. That’s the average 
family income for a month in Moscow.” I went into a tailspin and immediately decided not to 
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touch this girl because I would never know whether her response was for money or because she 
liked me. 

We danced a little more and I said, “Let’s go.” 

“Just a few more dances?” she asked and I agreed. 

On the way back, I asked, “What did you think of the place?” 

“The crowd was too young and there was not enough room to dance. I like a lot of space 
so I can do my dance routine.” Dance routine sounded a little strange, but all girls have their 
own dance styles they use to show off. She suggested, “Let’s go to another place tomorrow 
night but also do something in the afternoon” 

“Okay, I’ll call you around noon.” Tomorrow was Sunday and I had no work to do. 

Back at her apartment, I remembered my vow not to make a move on her and didn’t. We 
talked a little, and then I kissed her on the cheek good night and left. Walking back to my 
apartment through the still-darkness of the courtyard filled with trees and shrubs didn’t alarm 
me. I enjoyed the minor sense of danger that the night offered in this precarious place, as I did in 
New York City when I’d turn now a dark alleyway late at night just for the challenge. 

Sometimes in a life, it is possible to reach a point where a person wants to know what is 
dangerous so that he can consciously pursue it. 

Despite my misgivings about Leo’s agency, something drew me to Angel. In the 
foreboding blackness of the courtyard, I discovered a theme that always controlled my life but I 
never articulated: I couldn’t fall romantically for a girl unless I liked her as a person and, more 
importantly, she liked me as a person. 
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Then She Kissed Me 


The next day Angel again called me before I had the chance to call her. This girl is 
anxious; maybe she really likes me instead of the hundred-dollar bill I gave her. 

I hurried over to meet her on the patio outside her apartment. She laughed at the lifeline 
on my palm that I had drawn longer with a pen. We walked to the Park of Victory again and 
took more photographs, mostly of her and at her direction. Actually, the day revolved around 
my taking pictures of Angel—fine with me, she was beautiful and I was falling in love. 

After a short while in the park, Angel asked, “Do you know of any other parks in 
Moscow we could go to?” 

Don’t blow this Roy, I said to myself. She didn’t think much of the disco last night, so 
here was my chance to impress her by coming up with a park that she likes. I racked my brain 
and tried hard but drew a blank. I began to sweat. 

Then Angel said, “I saw a place not far from here across a bridge in that direction.” She 
pointed east. 

“Gorky Park,” I jumped with relief. Angel was great. She saved me the embarrassment 
of failing again to come up with a place she liked. American men more often than not try hard to 
please their girlfriends of which American girls take full advantage. But in Russia the men don’t 
give a damn about a girl’s desires because they are out to please only themselves. I often 
wondered why those guys were so selfish. 

On Kutuzovsky Prospect, Angel hailed a few cars looking for the lowest price again. I 
noticed she wore the same black slacks with the same sweater tied around her waist but a 
different blouse. Girls never wear the same of anything two days in a row, so once again I 
imagined poverty stalking her like a plague. She negotiated with one driver after another. I 
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thought every price was okay, but she said, “I don’t want to waste your money. We shouldn’t 
pay people who are greedy.” 

“Okay,” I was not going to argue with this unique girl who wanted to save me money. 
What a find when compared with the gold diggers in America, a characteristic of most U.S. girls. 
Angel was not only stunningly beautiful and pleasant but also thrifty. When she thought she 
found a ride for the right price, she looked to me for final approval. This caused me to add 
respectful to her growing list of desirable qualities. American girls couldn’t hold a candle to her. 

Gorky Park is mostly an old fashion Soviet amusement park with a roller coaster, Ferris 
wheel, bumper cars and other rides. The park’s chief concession to modern times is the disco 
music, which blares so loudly a person can only escape it at a good distance from the park. 

Inside the park, we bought a couple of ice cream cones. Angel complained she did not 
want to get fat but couldn’t resist at least one ice cream. She had a weakness for sweets, just like 
me. As usual, she directed me to take pictures of her. She possessed a knack for setting up a 
shot, which I assumed came from her modeling work. Angel asked a couple of middle-aged 
ladies to take our picture together, after which I took one of the ladies with their camera. While 
focusing in on these females in my age bracket, I thanked the fates I was not back in America. 
All those political correctionalists trying to con me into dating ladies my age—meaning over the 
hill—with the he that only middle-aged maturity can fulfill my needs for a companion. Give me 
a break! Why would I want to wake up in the morning next to some overweight, flabby female 
when I can have something like Angel? 

I turned to look for her and saw some Russian sailor hitting on her about twenty yards 
away. How did that happen so quickly? She was standing right next to me only a few seconds 
ago. As I rushed over to put an end to this little scene, I wondered why her face looked as 


23 



cheerful and inviting as when she talked to me. Could she be interested in this sailor? I put my 
ann around her and kissed her on the cheek, demonstrating to both of them that I considered her 
mine. But the sailor was drunk and made an objection in Russian to which I said, “Get lost!” On 
hearing my English, he must have realized I was American and just stood there dumbfounded 
holding his beer. Sometimes Americans have that effect on Russians for they know, but often 
refuse to admit, that we won the cold war and they lost—badly. 

As we walked away, Angel said, “You do not have to worry Roy, I can handle myself.” 

“Okay, next time I will let you handle it,” I said, still a little upset. I then tried to kiss her 
on the lips in the hope of allaying my insecurity, but she yielded me only her cheek, saying, 

“You mess my lipstick.” All right, I rationalized; models place more importance on their 
appearances than the rest of us. I did try, however, to kiss her lips a few more times during the 
day but without success. Even for a model her reluctance seemed strange. 

But before those failed attempts, off to the amusement rides we went. The roller coaster, 
bumper cars and a ride that hung everyone upside down turned Angel into a little girl. She 
laughed, giggled and screamed like she was ten. I avoided the roller coaster and the upside- 
down ride knowing they would turn my stomach inside out, but Angel loved them. Just before 
the upside-down ride began, Angel sat looking like a carefree, innocent child filled with 
anticipation. All of me wanted to hold her tight, to shield her from the horrors of Russia. 

The economic situation in Russia at the close of the 20 th century was so desperate that 
many families only survived by allowing their young daughters to sell themselves. The girls call 
it “turning our bodies into supermarkets.” They used the term supermarket because under 
communism such stores did not exist. Only with the coming of the so-called market economy 
did supennarkets and rampant prostitution appear. Many high school girls and college coeds 
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team up with a couple of their friends for banyas, or bathhouse orgies. They share themselves 
among a few Russian or Western men with each girl earning $50 or more for a night. Other girls 
chose to frequent clubs where foreigners, meaning men with money, hang out. If a Russian girl 
at such a club agrees to go home with a guy, she will sleep with him but afterward demand 
money. One night stands in Russia for foreigners are exclusively business deals from the girl’s 
point of view. 

There are also parties organized by Russians where foreigners and Russian men with 
money attend. Russia’s rich are commonly called “New Russians,” and virtually all of them 
acquired their wealth through some form of criminal activity. The girls at such parties are 
considered amateur prostitutes because they sell themselves only periodically and don’t take all 
comers. These parties in the early part of an evening look amusingly like innocent grammar 
school dances where the boys cluster in groups and the girls separate into cliques waiting for the 
overly shy boys to approach them. But the similarity ends with a few drinks and the lap dancers 
doing their strip tease that leads them into taking off the clothes of some of the guys. 

Meanwhile, the organizer scurries from table to table introducing guy to girl and pushing them 
into nocturnal deals. As the evening wears on, the bleak, hopeless reality of Russia, ever present 
behind the smiles and laughter, pushes its way through with the bone chilling realization that 
many girls attend these parties because they are chronically hungry and desperate. Most of them 
dream about a family and career after graduation but for now they must survive. Russia also has 
lots of professional prostitutes who are in it to make as much money as they can in order to 
afford the glamorous life. No regrets for them, just greed. 

Angel got off the upside-down her ride all smiles. We walked around to some more 
attractions, holding hands or her arm lying across my shoulders with me always on her right. At 
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the magic house where curved mirrors change a person’s appearance, Angel would only let me 
take a picture of her image in the mirror that made her look thinner. She clearly worried about 
her weight, as I guessed all models and dancers do. It was early evening, so I suggested we go 
eat at the Stardust Diner. 

“What’s a diner?” she asked. 

I tried to explain but decided it would be better to just go there and show her. The 
Stardust looks like a diner out of the nineteen fifties, which it emphasizes with lots of American 
fifties memorabilia hanging on the walls. The food is mainly American as is the music. When I 
ordered a root beer, she thought it was an American beer with alcohol. I smiled, gave her a taste 
and she liked it. It was as pleasing to me as showing a daughter new and wondrous experiences. 

“So Angel, what other dreams do you have?” 

“My dream to buy an apartment in the City of Krasnodar for me and mother,” she said 
with determination. 

“I thought you already lived in Krasnodar.” 

“No, my house in little village outside of the city. It not a good place to live—very 
dangerous. I want mother to have a decent apartment. She an honest woman who lived a hard 
life. She deserve better.” 

“A worthy goal,” I said. “What kind of an apartment are you looking for?” 

“At least two rooms.” 

Russians describe apartments by the total number of rooms excluding the kitchen and 
bathroom. A two-room apartment consists of one bedroom and a living room—pretty good for 
just a mother and daughter in Russia. 

“How much does such an apartment cost?” I asked. 
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She hesitated in answering, apparently debating whether to tell the truth or not. I could 
not understand why the reluctance, so I said, “What’s the big deal. How much does it cost?” 

“Around $15,000,” she finally said. 

“Not too bad,” I replied like an ignorant American who did not realize at the time that 
from her economic perspective $15,000 was as hard to come by as $450,000 would be for me. 
The average monthly income for a family in America was 30 times greater than a family in 
Russia. Just multiplying a price by thirty yields an amount that allows an American to 
understand what the cost of something means to the average Russian. 

Not understanding how high a hurdle this Russian girl had set for herself, I matter-of- 
factly asked, “How are going to make it?” 

“Earlier this year I danced in Cyprus where I saved up a fair amount.” 

“That must have been nice: warm climate, sun and sea. Where did you dance?” 

“In a night club,” she answered. 

Sounded as though she worked as a go-go girl. “What type of dancing?” 

“Modern,” she quickly answered, clearly a euphemism for go-go dancing. 

“How did you like it?” 

“Very much. I am an artist. I use my movements to paint a picture and communicate 
what I feel inside. It gives me great joy to express myself to music” 

“Not unlike Isadora Duncan,” I said. 

“Exactly,” she replied. Once again, I was impressed. I always enjoyed hanging out with 
artists because they seemed different then the rest of us: more exciting life-styles, or was it that 
they used art as an excuse for reprehensible conduct? 
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“So how much did you save up dancing.” I intrusively asked while a strange idea took 
form in my head. 

“Oh, some,” she evaded. Russians are even more reluctant than Americans to talk about 
their finances because most Russians fear robbery or extortion by criminals, which for them 
includes the tax authorities. Every Russian who earns income has to file with an individual tax 
inspector who will demand a bribe if there is any indication that the person made more money 
than reported. But nearly all Russians underreport their incomes because of the ridiculously high 
tax rates, so the inspectors concentrate on those who appear well off betting they can pay the 
largest bribes. In response, Russians try to keep a low financial profile in order to pay as small a 
bribe as possible to the tax inspectors along with evading taxes. In a society where most people 
once squealed on each other under the Communists, a low profile meant telling nothing to 
anyone. 

Still, I pressed, “How much is some? Don’t worry, I am not going to tell anyone.” 

She got that look again about whether to tell the truth or not. 

“Well, I saved around $6,000.” She reluctantly answered. 

“So how are you going to make the rest?” 

“I will have to go dance in some other country. I cannot earn that kind of money in 
Russia.” 

The look of lost on her face when she said that tugged at my heart. I wondered whether 
she used the word dance as a euphemism for other activity and called it art so she could live with 
herself. I hurriedly finalized the idea bouncing around in my head. 

“I may go to Mexico,” she added. 
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Oh, brother, a tall, blue-eyed blonde in Mexico. Now there’s an invitation to trouble. 
Besides, for some strange reason, ever since I was a little kid, I hated Mexico even though I 


never visited there. 

“Look, I will lend you $10,000,” I offered in an effort to protect her from the world. 

“You kid me.” 

“No I am serious, or I would not say it.” 

“You’re crazy. Why do you want to help me? Who am I to you? Do you want to control 
me by my owing you money? I do not want to owe anyone a lot of money,” she said as if 
holding a knife ready to strike. 

Her hostility instead of gratitude threw me. All I could mutter was, “I love you.” 

“Why? You don’t even know me and I don’t know you. How can you love someone 
without knowing them?” 

Regaining some of my composure, “It’s possible to meet someone whom you know at 
first sight is the one—the one you do not want to lose. That’s how I felt the moment I turned 
around and saw you at Leo’s party. Your image entered through my eyes and touched something 
in my unconscious. Look,” I added defensively, “if you are worried about owing me the money, 
we can make it a long tenn agreement and essentially forget about it if you can’t pay me back.” 

She tensed her face, narrowed her eyes and stared unflinching into my eyes in that 
peculiar Russian fashion of trying to third degree someone into telling the truth. But I was 
telling the truth, although it made no sense to hand over ten grand to a Russian model and dancer 
whom I met two days earlier. 

I added, “I don’t want you doing something stupid just to make $ 10,000. You know 
things are a lot more dangerous today then they use to be.” But I could tell she was not buying 
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it. Maybe something inside her stubbornly resisted owing anybody anything. An admirable 
quality—independence, but in the extreme, it can lead to unnecessarily desperate acts. 

“I won’t do anything stupid,” she firmly said. 

“I hope so for your sake, but think about my offer, okay.” 

“I will,” she replied, but I knew she wouldn’t. 

“So when are you going to Mexico?” 

“I’m not sure. Leo is trying to make arrangements now, but it difficult to get visas.” 

That was an understatement. Most governments considered young Russian women the 
least desirable visitors or immigrants. Just the opposite of what many men believed, including 
me. I suspected the worldwide feminist conspiracy responsible for such stupid government 
policies, especially in America. The feminists knew they couldn’t compete with the beauty and 
strength of Russian girls. 

I sincerely but sadly said, “I hope everything works out well for you, and you get your 
apartment. If I can help, let me know.” We finished dinner around 10:00 PM as the sun began 
to set and strolled over to a small park with a couple of oversized statutes of former Communist 
leaders. Many of the ubiquitous symbols of communism and its cult of personality still stood 
throughout Russia in tribute to the bankrupt economy that couldn’t afford to tear them down and 
as an unintended concession to the old Soviet ways of hypocrisy and dishonesty that continued 
throughout the country. 

Angel said, “There is a church near here that I want to go to. Today is Sunday and I 
haven’t gone to church yet.” 

“Okay let’s go. Which way?” Religion meant nothing to me, but I enjoyed the 
architecture of churches. 
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“Down that street,” she pointed. On our way, Angel choreographed a few more pictures 
of herself with me as the adoring photographer. 

At the Russian Orthodox Church, Angel put a kerchief on her head, crossed her self and 
we entered. 

With the fall of the Soviet Union, the Russian Orthodox Church began picking up the 
pieces of the influence it previously held under the czars. It seemed as though the entire 
population got religion at once. The government, whether federal, regional or local, provides a 
lot of financial and other assistance to the Church, just as it did under the czars. The Moscow 
City Government used tax revenues to finance part of the rebuilding of the Cathedral of Christ 
the Savior that Stalin blew up because he didn’t like it intruding on the view from his office 
window. The remainder of the money to resurrect the Cathedral came from criminals enriched 
by their corrupt allies in government who together continue to loot public assets. And that’s a 
lot, since the government still owns or controls much of the property in Russia. The head of the 
Church often consults with powerful officials who generally give him what he wants, such as 
when President Yeltsin issued decrees, which have the effect of law, making it difficult for other 
religions to recruit followers. 

Angel quietly bought a few candles and gave me one. 

“What do I do with this?” I asked. 

She whispered, “Go around to a painting of one of the Saints and light the candle from 
another candle burning in front of the picture. When you light the candle, ask the Saint to protect 
a loved one or make a wish and put the lighted candle in one of the holders.” 

I am generally open-minded to different philosophies, but this type of religious mumbo 
jumbo could not logically help me or anyone I cared about. Yet in the back of my mind, I knew 
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forces I couldn’t explain had wasted my life, so I decided why not light a candle—maybe it 
would work. Besides, I knew enough diplomacy to respect the beliefs of others—especially 
those of a young and pretty “other” of the opposite sex. 

“How do I know which Saint to choose?” I asked. “These paintings all looked the same 

to me.” 

“There,” she pointed to one, “he will help you.” 

I could not think of any loved ones alive or dead whom I wanted to protect. Actually, I 
couldn’t think of any loved ones at all, so I asked this ancient painting to keep Angle safe and 
make her mine for at least a few years. 

Russian churches that survived the Commies, as did this church, are hundreds of years 
old and often small and intimate inside by American standards. There are no seats, so during a 
service the faithful stand facing a wall of paintings and icons inlaid with goal and silver that 
reaches to the ceiling. Believers think that heaven exists behind the wall of religious symbols. 
Once the archbishop in Kursk allowed me to walk behind an icon wall at his diocese but would 
not let my interpreter join me since females aren’t allowed. It didn’t look like heaven to me— 
dusty, dirty with metal struts propping up the wall as if scenery for the theater. Maybe I was 
missing something. 

Angel moved from saint to saint, crossing herself, lighting candles and praying. She 
obviously believed, since no one would go through that ritual as many times as she did with such 
an earnest expression and not believe. I felt somewhat envious. Maybe religion offered more 
than a last delusory hope for the desperate. 

We walked out of the church into the Moscow night. Angel wanted to go back to the 
Park of Victory because at night the water fountains lit up red and she wanted to take more 
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pictures. So back we went. The bright red lights thrilled her, she struck her poses—which never 
stopped amazing me, I took the pictures and finally our last role of film in her camera ran out. 
Both of us were too tried to bother with a disco, so we decided to go the next night, Monday. 

We crossed under Kutuzovsky Prospect heading back to her apartment. Because the 
streets are so wide in Moscow, the city built underpasses for pedestrians; otherwise, people 
would have to run a gauntlet of the less than considerate Moscow drivers speeding along these 
multilane highways. 

I innocently suggested, “Let’s stop at my apartment, and I will get you another role of 
film for your camera.” 

When we got to my apartment building, she stopped without me realizing it. I kept 
walking toward the entrance until I noticed she wasn’t at my side. I turned with a questioning 
look and thought I saw a scared little girl. “I’ll wait here,” she said. 

“Come on. I’m only going to get you a role of film. You might like to see the 
apartment.” I meant what I said. She followed me into the building. In the elevator, I tried to 
ease her obvious fears that I would put the make on her, “It’s a nice apartment. Joseph Stalin’s 
daughter used to live there.” We entered the apartment. “Look around,” I said, “I will go get the 
film.” I walked through the living room to the bedroom, grabbed the film, turned to go back out 
and there was Angel sitting on my bed. 

“Oh, why did you do that?” I said disappointedly, believing she felt obligated to pay me 
back for the $100 and the rides at Gorky Park. 

“Let me give you a massage,” she said without emotion. 

“All right,” sadly admitting to myself she’s not the girl of my dreams that Bobby Darin 
sang about in “Beyond the Sea.” So, I might as well enjoy a night of fun for all my time. I sat 
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next to her, tried to kiss her, but instead she made me take off my shirt and to my surprise gave 
me a real, non-sexual, massage. I returned the favor. Lying face down she lifted her halter top 
up to her neck, which gave me a look at the side of her naked left breast. A vision I would 
ponder often over the next month. She undid the sweater around her waist revealing a red paint 
stain on the seat of her tights. I realized that when I had told her to sit down outside of Leo’s 
party, the paint where she sat was not dry. I felt guilty for ruining this girl’s tights for she 
probably could not afford another pair. I decided to buy her another pair. I gave Angel a polite 
massage, enjoying every minute of it and keeping my hands respectfully away from her intimate 
areas, although I kept debating whether to make a serious move on her. After all, here was this 
beautiful girl lying on my bed with her topped pulled up. But I decided no. I was going to show 
her I was different than those other guys—that I wanted a long-term relationship, not a one-night 
stand. 

“Thanks,” she said. “That was a good massage.” I gave her the film and we left. 

“You are a good man,” she said as I walked her across the courtyard to her apartment. 
“You the only one who did not sexually push yourself on me. All other men always want 
something.” 

This time when we said good night standing outside her apartment, she kissed my lips but 
in away they had never been kissed before. She held my face with both her hands as I looked 
upward into her face and kissed me with light, very short caresses that became stronger and 
stronger until she pressed a long hard kiss on my lips. When she pulled back with a slightly 
artificially sounding sign, I was hers. What a great sensation. Looking up into her face I felt 
safe, cared for and loved. Here was a reason for living. We agreed to go to a disco the next 
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evening. Then I returned back through the dark twisted forest to my apartment, happy I had 
come to Russia. 

Let’s Dance 

At work on Monday, I recounted my weekend to the outgoing American manager Serio 
whom I was replacing. He knew Russia better than I, and all he said was don’t fall in love too 
quickly with a Russian. I laughingly responded that I had already fallen. 

In the evening, Angel called me just as I returned from work. These Russian girls were 
great; they have the courage and finesse to pursue men without appearing desperate like 
American girls. Once again we arranged to meet on the patio outside the apartment where she 
was staying. On my way out, I grabbed the Moscow Times, which publishes a description of the 
crowd, atmosphere and happenings at the most popular discos, clubs and other entertainment 
spots. Like most Russians, Angel preferred American and European music. I also took the 
flowers I had bought for Angel on my way home from work. Russian tradition calls for giving a 
girl 3, 5 or another odd number of flowers because even numbers are considered unlucky. Also 
seven is usually the maximum number you give a girl because, as Russian men say, you don’t 
want her to think you can’t live without her. Funny, I always thought that was one of the 
definitions of love. Anyway, at the time I did not know about these Russian conventions but 
lucked out by giving Angel three flowers. 

“Oh, they are beautiful,” she exclaimed with her bright, happy, childlike smile. “They 
smell great and their color show how you see me. I am doing my Masters Thesis on the 
psychological meaning of color.” 

“I thought you studied Physical Education,” I said surprised. 


35 



“That was my undergraduate degree, but I am going for a graduate degree in Practical 
Psychology. I am very good at it.” 

This put Angel in a new light. She not only possessed the physical strength and temper 
of the will of an athlete but also studied how to influence the emotional and behavioral 
characteristics of people. Much more impressive, and maybe I should be a little more careful for 
Angel’s sunny smile hid a keen intelligence. But why should I worry, I graduated with honors 
from George Washington University Law School and Columbia University Business School, so 
how much of a threat could she pose to me. Besides, a thesis on colors seemed a bit superficial, 
so I blindly followed my heart. 

“What do your graduate studies tell you about these pink and white carnations?” I asked 
as we walked over to the Park of Victory, since it was too early to hit the discos. “When you 
were looking for flowers to give me, your soul was trying to match its feelings for me with the 
colors.” 

“I’m not sure about my soul, since I do not believe I have one...” 

“Everybody has a soul,” she quickly interjected. 

“Well, let’s just say my unconscious mind prodded me to choose these flowers.” 

“Okay, if that is how you can understand it,” she politely replied. “Your unconscious 
mind felt a hannony between the way you thought of me and the color of the flowers.” 

“I can believe that. When I was trying to decide what flowers to buy, I concentrated on 
the shapes and colors, hoping to sense which ones seemed right for you. I looked over a bunch 
of flowers until I felt these were the right ones. But why did I choose pink and white?” 
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“Every color expresses a feeling,” she explained with a teacher’s patience. “When your 
eyes took in the red it spoke passion to you and the white touched your feelings of innocence 
when with me.” 

“I understand, passion and the innocence of childhood—a strange combination.” 

We sat on the same bench as we did our first evening in the park looking west at the 
falling sun while I held my arm around her waist. She told me more about her Masters Thesis by 
going through the primary and secondary colors and the types of emotions they evoke in the 
human soul or for me the unconscious mind. She wrote the colors down in her little notebook as 
she explained the results of her research with the pride of a dedicated scientist. 

“So when will you receive your Masters?” I asked. 

“Probably never,” she wispily said. “I stopped my studies because my mother and I 
needed money. I sometimes wish I had not wasted two years of studying and teaching after 
college but started modeling right away.” 

“What would you rather do? Pursue your Masters or model.” I said. 

“Model,” she responded. 

“So now you are doing what you want. You are lucky. Most people, like me, never 
pursue their first best destiny. Most just look for a secure occupation that will enable them to 
survive but not flourish. You are going after what you really want. I envy you.” 

“You envy me,” she laughed. “Let’s go to the disco.” Maybe she missed the point, but it 
would come up again as these types of conversations always continue throughout a relationship. 

We headed off searching for a disco using the Moscow Times as our guide, but it was 
Monday night and even Moscow discos were dead. Still, the ones we did visit based on the 
Times’ descriptions made me wonder whether a reporter had recently visited any of them. Many 
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discos change or disappear quickly in Moscow as owners move on to new money laundering 
schemes, loot the business or meet a violent end. The high incidence of unnatural death among 
all types of Russian businessmen contributed to the drop in average life expectancy for males 
from 65 to 59 years since the fall of the Soviet Union. Many Russians consider liquidating rivals 
as just another way to compete successfully. 

After rejecting a few discos, we saw the Metallica Casino-Disco while riding down New 
Arbat; Angel suggested we check it out. Moscow casinos can’t compare with Atlantic City or 
Las Vegas. They are small with tiny neon signs and offer no special attractions other than young 
pretty girls for sale inside. Angel thought the place too expensive, and one of the numerous 
tuxedo hoods guarding the door kindly referred us down the block to the Mirage Disco. 

Hoods or euphemistically security guards are common for any Russian business where a 
fair amount of cash exchanges hands. These guards usually comprise the more brutal members 
of Russia’s intelligence agencies, military or national police force. Most security personnel 
continue to work at their official jobs because that enables them to carry firearms and use 
government power to assist their employers or clients. Russia has one of the toughest gun 
control systems in the world, so only persons connected with certain government agencies have 
access to firearms. That means government employees and their associates do most of the 
shooting and killing. 

When the Soviet Union collapsed, law and order collapsed with it. Many high-ranking 
government officials, seeing a capitalistic opportunity, recruited intelligence, law enforcement 
and military personnel to moonlight for the private security firms those officials set up. The 
firms sell services once furnished by the police. Each firm belongs to a Krisha controlled by 
influential members of the local, regional or national government. 
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Security at the Mirage frisked me but made Angel walk through a metal detector in 
deference to her sex. Another indication of the schizoid way that Russian men treated Russian 
girls—at times respectful, protective but also fearful. I have seen Russian coeds put to flight 
hostile, drunken Russian men or shame them into obsequiousness. But at other times, Russian 
men will punch-out a girlfriend with no qualms at all. 

The disco was nearly empty but spacious with the feel of class. The maitre d’ 
courteously seated us. Angel put her flowers by her chair, and we ordered drinks and salads— 
she wanted to lose weight. 

“Let’s dance,” she said grabbing my hand and leading me to the center of the dance floor, 
which we had to ourselves. I then saw why she had complained about the crowded dance floor 
at Propaganda. This girl needed room to dance. Her anns moved in rhythm with her legs and 
body as she glided across large parts of the floor. She did not gyrate but flowed, undulating 
sensuously, releasing the magic of a young girl’s heart, which put a smile on my face that I 
couldn’t wipe off no matter how hard I tried. As we danced more people entered the disco, but 
for a long time we were the only ones out on the floor—the center of attraction, as our small 
audience looked on. I loved it. Angel’s dancing beat mine, but I had a few good moves. I 
moved in close to Angel rubbing my abdomen against hers and sliding around to her rear where, 
without touching, I would reach around in front of her and run my hands over her breast and 
towards her groin. She would spin away with a little girl giggle and go into her temptress 
routine, parting her mouth and lowering her eyelids. Every so often she would clasp her two 
hands together with both index lingers pointing at me to simulate a pistol. She would jerk her 
hands back as if shooting and then blow the smoke from the barrel with her parted lips. I didn’t 
understand the symbolism but so what. At times I suggestively kneeled in front of her looking 
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straight at the V between her legs and moved forward toward her as she moved away with a 
knowing smile. What fun, and I felt we were drawing closer to each other out on that dance 
floor. 

We took a few breaks whenever Angel thought a particular song was not good for 
dancing. I ran out of steam around one in the morning. I could tell she wanted to dance all night 
long, but I had to work the next day. As we left the club, a couple of girls entered. She stared at 
them with an expression on her face that made me think she was jealous because they were as 
tall and blond as her. 

“What’s the matter?” I asked. 

“Prostitutes,” she disparagingly said. 

“How can you tell? 

“I know,” she said. 

Gee, I thought, she must really hate prostitutes. I just stay away from them. 

When we got back to our building on Kutozovsky, she realized she had left her flowers at 
the disco. 

“Let’s grab a ride back,” I said. 

“But it will cost you money. It doesn’t make sense to spend the money for a car just to 
get some flowers.” 

“It’s only a few dollars.” 

“Yes, but you can use that money to buy food,” she replied. “There were times when my 
mother and I didn’t have enough to buy bread—we went hungry, so you must think ahead before 
spending any money.” 
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I really admired Angel’s concern for me and felt terribly sad that life had not treated her 
better. I hoped I would be able to change that. 

“You’re right Angel—for Russia. But in America people with the level of education and 
skills of you and your mother can easily make enough for a comfortable living without worrying 
about going hungry. Believe me, the cost of the ride to pick up the flowers will not result in me 
missing a meal.” 

“America must be so different than here,” she said. “You decide.” 

“Well, these were the first flowers I gave you, so they symbolize the future of our 
relationship. I do not want to abandon them in a disco. Let’s hail a car.” 

“You are crazy,” she said good-naturedly, “to go back for flowers.” 

When we arrived at the disco, Angel said, “You must go in to get them, I will not. And 
make sure you look in mirror when inside.” The tone of her voice rushed me inside before I 
realized how strange that she wouldn’t come in and what she said about a mirror. 

On my way up the stairs, I imagined I would have to go through the garbage to find the 
flowers. But when I entered the disco, the maitre d’ just looked as if he was waiting for me and 
showed me over to the bar without saying anything. He pointed to the flowers in a vase waiting 
for their owner’s return. These Russians really have some endearing characteristics. They were 
so considerate as to take the trouble to put the flowers in water. What a pleasant surprise. It 
seemed to me that they sincerely wanted the romance of a Russian and American to blossom. I 
thanked everyone but didn’t give a tip because they would have felt insulted. Once when I gave 
a Russian waitress a big tip, she got insulted and gave half of it back. On the way out, I looked 
in a mirror and finally remembered that Russians, always superstitious, believe if you go back to 
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get something you forgot, you have to look in a mirror to avoid any negative repercussions. So if 
looking in the mirror made everything fine, why didn’t Angel come inside with me? 

I soon forgot my question when I handed her the flowers. Angel beamed her smile and 
said with wonder, “I can’t believe you did this. You are crazy.” Those words made me feel like a 
Knight in a fairy tale, willing to do the impractical just to please the princess. What was 
happening to me? 

Outside her apartment, Angel delighted me with her special brand of quick light kisses 
leading up to one strong long one—kissing her just kept getting better and better. 

I told her I couldn’t make plans for the following night because Kroll’s Director of 
European Operations, Anne H. Tiedemann, was in town from London and wanted to give a 
farewell party to the departing manager Serio. 

“I just as soon skip the party and go out with you,” I said. 

“But work is important,” she wisely replied. “It enables you to live and enjoy what life 
has to offer. You must do what is required.” 

“True, true, but some bosses are just a pain because they’re too insecure and narrow 
minded for the position they hold. That’s generally true of American Feminazis. And 
Tiedemann is not just a Feminazi but a lesbian—two strikes.” 

“What’s a Feminazi?” Angel asked. 

“The same as a feminist, usually an unattractive American girl who blames men for 
everything that ever went wrong in her life. A feminazi thinks if she were a man she would be 
rewarded for the superior talents she has deluded herself into believing she possesses. They 
generally don’t even realize that the reason they keep their jobs, despite their incompetence, is 
the accident of nature that made them a girl.” 
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“I don’t understand,” Angel said. 

“When a woman becomes pregnant, there is a point where the child could become male 
or female. It can go either way. So the fact that I am a man and you are a girl was the result of 
accidents of nature.” 

“I understand,” she added mimicking me in a teasing way because I often adopt a 
professorial approach in explaining something. 

“There is an interesting theory that comes out of this biological ability to end up as a boy 
or a girl. Whether man or woman, we always feel that part of us is missing. You had the 
potential to be a boy, and I the potential to be a girl. We both miss the other half that neither of 
us became. And it is that other half whom we are looking for as a lover—someone to make us 
whole. Understand?” 

“Uh-huh,” was all she said. 

“Well, anyway, just to wrap up my exposition, these American Feminazis threw away the 
powers that millions years of evolution gave them in order to hold their own with men. They 
now try to act the way they perceive men as acting. The result is they make themselves 
caricatures, neither men nor women, just uncivil she-males, or I should say she-devils. They 
don’t realize that evolution designed men with certain abilities and women with certain abilities 
so that they would work together as a team by uniting the missing half with each complementing 
the other.” 

“You must be able to deal with anybody,” Angel said, not really understanding the 
tragedy that had befallen American women over the past twenty-live years. 

“You’re right, but American men are tired of dealing with American Feminazis, so we go 
to Russia, South America or Asia to find real women like you who know their power lies in their 
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femininity. Mother Nature evolved men to be attracted to femininity not masculinity. American 
girls do not realize the power they have given up in their foolish quest for dominance. Some 
even believe they can exercise the power of both sexes, but combing opposites usually cancels 
each other out, leaving a zero, which is how many American men see American women. I’m 
sorry, I’m preaching.” 

“It’s alright. It helps me understand you better,” she said as she hugged and kissed me. 
“Call me if the party ends early. Good night.” 

Someday We Will Be Together 

At work the next day, I mentioned to Serio the story about retrieving the flowers from the 
disco. He responded, “This is Russia! She might want you to save your money, so you can 
spend it on her.” 

“A possibility,” I said as my suspicions temporarily reared their hydra heads again. 

Kroll’s farewell party for Serio took place at a fancy restaurant, by Russian standards, in 
the western part of Moscow where the New Russians build their million-dollar “dachas,” a term 
that literally means summerhouse, alongside the plebeian dachas of the average Muscovite. 

Most Russians live year-round in city apartments. There is no suburban sprawl as in 
America, only large forests, steppes or intermittent tracks of dachas. City residents visit their 
dachas over the weekends or for longer periods of time. The spread of dachas grew out of a need 
for food rather than a desire for leisure. Under Leonid Brezhnev, the Soviets realized their 
collective farms could no longer feed the population, so they started providing small plots of 
government land to large numbers of apartment dwellers to grow food for personal consumption 
in order to stave off mass starvation. The Government craved out sections of some forests and 
plains and divided the cleared land into parcels ranging from a tenth of an acre to a third. 
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Russians planted anything they could grow and eat on these little plots of real estate. They built 
small cottages and shacks for shelter during the growing and harvesting seasons from early 
spring to the end of September or October. Apartment dwellers turned into master gardeners 
eternally searching for seeds, which like everything else were in short supply. On Fridays during 
the summer, a mass exodus began from every Soviet city. People left work early, jostling each 
other for seats on trains and buses to get to their mini-farms for tending over the weekend. These 
little plots of homegrown food avoided starvation for many under the Communists by producing 
around 80% of Russia’s potatoes and vegetables and one-third of the meat and milk. By 1991, 
30% of Russia’s families supplemented their meals with dacha grown food. 

Today, the average Russian still scurries off every weekend in the spring and summer to 
fend off hunger. Dacha gardens in the late 1990s accounted for 50% of Russia’s agricultural 
production. Also in the late 1990s, the New Russians invaded certain dacha areas, such as 
western Moscow, outside of the urban centers. The New Russians, or perhaps more accurately 
old Russians no longer restrained by the Communist Party from engaging in rampant thievery 
and other crimes, acquired loot and influence to acquire large plots of land on which they build 
palatial homes. No hunger there. These few have plenty because the many of Russia have next 
to nothing. The New Russians require lots of security, however, as is always the case with 
thieves fearing that someone else will do to them what they do to others. 

The western Moscow restaurant was decorated as a Czar’s hunting lodge to cater to the 
delusions of grandeur of the racketeers living in the area. The food was ordinary as in most 
Moscow restaurants. For a good meal, a foreigner needed to eat in the home of a Russian 
acquaintance. But unless the acquaintance belonged to the class of New Russians, his family 
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would have to scrimp on other meals the rest of the month in order to live up to the tradition of 
Russian hospitality. 

The Kroll party ended late, but Angel and I still met for a short while on the patio outside 
her apartment. In the darkness, her kisses changed to longer ones with more feeling. I lightly 
caressed with the back of my fingers one of her breasts. 

“Please don’t,” she said. “I too get excited from touching and need release.” 

“Okay,” I complied. I never heard that kind of honesty from American girls. They 
always try to make a man feel as if they are doing him a favor by allowing him to touch them. 
American girls are very adept at making a man feel guilty, as if he foisted his natural desires on a 
reluctant female. In truth, girls reap most of the sexual satisfaction because they enjoy sex more 
than men; otherwise, they wouldn’t risk the burdens of pregnancy as often as they do. If a man 
faced the same risk, the enjoyment he receives from sex could never drive him to the same level 
of promiscuity as the average girl. Angel admitted the power that passionate caressing had over 
her, and I found that refreshing. 

For the next two nights we danced until morning. She wanted to dance and dance all 
night long. The euphoria I felt when with her and anxiousness when not made me want to be by 
her side always. We only kissed and hugged, but I was in heaven—I was in love and also 
exhausted, since I had to work each day. At times I felt like the dancing dead, but as one of the 
Russian investigators in the office said, “You can sleep later, enjoy yourself now while you’ve 
got the chance.” So, I enjoyed myself but felt a little hurt when she asked me not to dance so 
close to her because it interfered with her dance routine. I always saw dancing as a way for two 
people to join together emotionally by following the impulses for intimacy that the music frees 
from their unconsciousness. But Angel wanted room to perform, so I remained at a distance. 
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Besides her dancing, Angel could also sing. On our last night out, she sang to me Whitney 
Houston’s classic “I Will Always Love You,” and actually hit all the notes. I was impressed and 
on top of the world. 

My perception of her world grew but it didn’t mean I fully grasped it. Her words painted 
a relentless fight to survive the forces of Russia that incessantly denigrate and threaten not only a 
person’s pursuit of happiness but also one’s very existence. I felt deeply sorry for Angel. As 
happens so often in the Russia that grinds people’s dreams under foot, her father turned into an 
alcoholic when she was eight, and from then on her happy childhood turned into a nightmare. 
Once when her mother went on tour as a dancer, her father and his drunken friends ate the food 
her mother left for Angel, so she went hungry for days. Another time when she was thirteen, she 
said he attacked her sexually, but what exactly happened she wouldn’t say. Other times she said 
he physically beat her and half suffocated her with a pillow. Outside the family she ran into the 
medieval nightmare of a quasi-Moslem culture. Angel’s parents moved from Samara, Russia to 
Grozny, Chechnya when she was little. Once she reached puberty, she said the men on the 
public buses sometimes grabbed intimate parts of her body, including between her legs. As a girl 
in that culture, she told me she couldn’t do anything about it. At night she could not venture out 
after eight o’clock for fear that some man would rape her or decide to carry her off to live with 
him. In 1991 at sixteen, Angel’s mother divorced her father, and mother and daughter moved to 
Krasnodar. The Soviet Union had just collapsed, and the nightmare of an alcoholic, abusive 
father and Muslim Chechnya were replaced by the merciless brutality of Russia’s market 
economy relentlessly stalking the two of them she said for destruction, as it did so many other 
honest and hard working Russians. Angel tried teaching to help her and her mother survive, but 
the money couldn’t even pay for a telephone, so she turned to modeling and dancing. 
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She told me the modeling jobs Leo had lined up for her during her stay had fallen through 
because the employers thought her overweight, including the producers of the “exotic” film. In 
Russia the only type of modeling that pays livable wages is fashion, which requires very thin 
girls. America, on the other hand, has many different types of modeling that pay well, such as 
sports. Despite the lack of work, she always appeared cheerful, but must have felt crushed and 
frightened after coming all the way to Moscow in the hope of earning a couple of hundred 
dollars only to go home empty handed. I could not imagine the fear that looming hunger created 
in the breast of this sweet girl. I decided to give her some more money when she left. 

Angel asked me to help her get to the airport late Friday afternoon for her flight back 
home to Krasnodar. I hired Kroll’s driver and his car, picked up a large bouquet of flowers and 
arrived outside her apartment at the time she wanted, but the driver and I ended up waiting about 
a half hour—very uncharacteristic of Angel, who always kept close track of the time. During the 
wait, I realized that she never invited me inside the apartment where she stayed. The one in 
which Leo housed his models from out of town. Why not I wondered, but then forgot about it 
when Angel suddenly appeared out of nowhere all a glow, giggly and pleased. 

“Where did you come from?” I asked. 

“I just shopping.” But she didn’t carry any bags, not even her purse. Before I could ask 
another question, she beamed, “Oh, the flowers are beautiful. They are so big. How will I carry 
them with everything else? No matter I will manage, I always do. I carried eight bags when I 
came back from Cyprus and didn’t lose any of them.” Eight bags—I liked her can do attitude. 

“Why so many bags when you flew back from Cyprus?” I asked. 

“Oh, I was bringing lots of presents.” 

“How many bags did you go to Cyprus with?” 
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“Two,” she said. 

Lots of presents was right, I thought! 

I took her aside out of hearing range of the driver knowing how private Russians are 
about some things. “I hope this will help,” and pressed another $100 bill into her hand. 

“I can’t take this,” she objected. “It’s too much.” 

“Take it,” I insisted. “You said that Leo couldn’t find you any work while you were here. 
This will make up for that.” 

“But it is too much. You have to think about yourself,” she pushed. I am always a little 
surprised when someone, especially a girl, expresses concern for me. Angel had a good heart. 
“Look, I can afford it and besides you need it more than I do.” 

“Tha nk you.” She put her arm around my shoulder, smiled innocently and kissed me, 

“My trip would have been a waste if I had not met you.” That made me feel great. 

“If you need more, call me,” I said, not realizing she probably couldn’t even afford the 
long distance telephone call. 

“I couldn’t do that,” she resisted. 

“I want to help Angel, so call or write.” 

“How can you help me if you are in Moscow and I am in Krasnodar? This is Russia and 
you are an American. If you need help, you call me.” She said with a knowing smile that 
puzzled me until I dismissed it as bravado. 

“Angel, you, like so many other Russians I have met, underestimate us Americans. 
Remember we won the cold war, not Russia.” 

Looking down into my eyes she smiled a wolfish grin, “But you are in my country now. 
Russians can be very dangerous—I know.” 
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“Angel, you don’t get it. I am an American lawyer with resources. I can go anywhere I 
want and probably solve any problem that comes up.” 

“Just keep yourself safe in Moscow and write me.” Her caring made me fell wanted. 

She wrote down her address and pager number. “I do not have a telephone, but you can 
call me at this number at a friend’s house this Saturday around nine in the evening. When you 
call I will try to answer, but if someone else does just ask for Angelina. Don’t say anything else 
to them and don’t call that number unless I tell you to.” 

“Okay, but why the cloak and dagger?” I asked surprised. 

“Russians are very envious. If they think you have more than them, they will make 
trouble for you—try to tear you down or take what you got. It best to keep your life to yourself 
unless you sure you can trust someone and that takes time. You are too open, you must be more 
careful with what you say to Russians.” 

“What can a Russian do to me?” 

“Oooo, you will be surprised. We have many ways,” she again wolfishly grinned. 

Naturally, I ignored her warning, believing it was time for Russians to put away their 
secretive Soviet mentality and join the civilized world. 

“Here, this is to protect you.” She gave me a wallet size card with religious figures on it. 
“These are icons of three saints who will keep you safe. Keep them with you at all times, 
Moscow is a dangerous place for Westerners, and I do not want anything to happen to you.” I 
was skeptical that the reproduction of ancient portraits could protect me, yet a long-time-ago 
college course in Quantum Mechanics and my recent readings of Joseph Campbell made me 
realize that as Hamlet said there are more things in heaven and earth than are dreamt of in our 
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philosophies. Anyway, the card was small and fitted in my wallet, so I ended up keeping it next 
to my favorite picture of Angel and me at Gorky Park. 

“When are you coming back to Moscow?” I asked. 

“I don’t know yet but I will let you know. It depends on what jobs there are.” 

“Well, I can always come to Krasnodar for the weekend,” I suggested. 

“You must be patient. Do not let yourself become crazy—wait for me.” 

“Okay, I will wait.” 

I held her all the way to the airport with my head on her shoulders. Weren’t these roles 
supposed to be reversed, I wondered? After all she wasn’t my mother. We kissed goodbye, 
promised to write and I would call her Saturday evening. Things were going my way. Angel 
told me on one of our dates that she didn’t have a boyfriend—part of me wanted to believe it but 
part of me did not. Whether she told the truth didn’t seem to matter at this point. I knew Angel 
wasn’t mine yet, but I was sure I would eventually win her, as I had every other girl I managed to 
kiss on the lips. Besides, how could any Russian man compete with an American—an American 
lawyer at that? Russian guys might act smoother with the ladies, but only an American man will 
give them respect and compassion. 

Riding with my driver back to the office, I asked him did he see where Angel came from 
when she appeared out of the blue. He didn’t know but was sure she didn’t come from the 
direction of the shops as she said because he would have seen her in the rear view mirror— 
bizarre. 

On Saturday, promptly at 9 PM, I telephoned the number in Krasnodar that Angel had 
given me. A middle-aged woman answered, but Angel immediately got on the line. I told her I 
missed her dearly and asked when she’d return to Moscow. She didn’t know but told me to 
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“keep my patience.” We only talked a few minutes. I wanted to go on longer, but she had to 
meet her mother. She gave me a date and time to call her again at that number. On the next call, 
I talked to apparently the same middle-aged woman in broken English for less than a minute 
before Angel took the receiver. After another all too short conversation, Angel insisted that I 
throw the number away saying it no longer worked. As a good lawyer would, I naturally kept it. 

Angel changed the way we communicated. I no longer called a number on a specific day 
and time. She’d telephone to give me a number to immediately ring her back on so that she 
could, as she said, avoid the costly long distance bills for which she didn’t have the money. I 
kept those numbers as well. At the end of our telephone conversations, she always said do not 
call that particular number again unless she told me to. After a while, all of these 007 
precautions seemed more ridiculous than suspicious, but every so often I wondered why. I told 
one of the Russian investigators at work about the convoluted ways of reaching her. He 
suggested we investigate her. It wouldn’t cost much, but I declined. This was the girl I loved—I 
should trust her. 

Black Slacks 

After a month of coming up to speed on Kroll’s operations for the former Soviet Union, 
August marked my first month as manager. The six-month contract I signed with Kroll required 
me to not only direct the detective agency’s investigations and security details in Russia but also 
improve its administration and market its services to Western companies. Neither the previous 
manager nor his and now my boss Tiedemann, who worked in London, had a clue about running 
a business or dealing with employees. Tiedemann also tended to violate both Russian and 
American laws despite or because of her cop mentality. I had a lot to do, which was good, since 
Angel was in Krasnodar. One of my tasks involved resurrecting Kroll’s newsletter on the 
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political and economic situation in Russia that we began sending to the firm’s clients doing 
business in Russia. 

The presidential election, unless canceled—such things did happen in the former Soviet 
Union, would take place in the spring or summer of the following year, 2000. Many contenders 
were jockeying for position. It was a little unclear, but the Russian Constitution seemed to 
prevent Boris Yeltsin from running for a third term. As though a law ever stopped a Russian 
intent on enriching himself, which Yeltsin and his associates did repeatedly. Yeltsin’s health, 
however, made another run for him unlikely unless the Russians were dumb enough, and they 
weren’t, to accept a nearly brain dead President. Yeltsin and his allies had looted the country for 
seven years, so to continue their plundering his inner circle, whom the press duped the “Family,” 
needed a compliant candidate to succeed the President. But rampant corruption, a criminal 
economy and the falling standard of living for most Russians made such a candidate’s chances of 
winning the Presidency nil. 

Yeltsin chose as his successor Vladimir Putin, the then Prime Minister and former head 
of the Federal Security Force, known in Russia as the F.S.B. After the collapse of the Soviet 
Union in November 1991, the K.G.B. was renamed F.S.B. for public relations reasons. The 
F.S.B. continued to conduct intelligence operations inside and outside of Russia, and is basically 
a combination of America’s Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Central Intelligence 
Agency. Kroll’s investigators used their extensive intelligence experience, contacts and 
knowledge of Russian politics to conclude that Putin would never win the Presidential election. 
He was politically savvy in the back rooms but unknown to most Russians, never held elected 
office and an incompetent manager. Most observers of the Russian scene reached the same 
conclusion. We sent out our newsletter predicting the party fonned by an alliance between the 
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Mayor of Moscow, Yuri Luzhkov, and the former Prime Minister of Russia, Yevgeny Primakov, 
was the odds on favorite to win next year with Primakov taking the Presidency. But a year in 
Russia is an eternity and not just for politics. 

On the weekends, I usually worked and took long walks in the Park of Victory where 
Angel and I used to stroll. I felt lonely and missed her. Once in a while, I’d go out night 
clubbing with my American friends, but to my mind none of the girls could hold a candle to 
Angel. They did not interest me, partly because I thought Angel more beautiful, courageous, 
good-hearted and in need of my help but also I can only go out with one girl at a time. A serial 
monogamous my friends call me. I never understood how some of them managed to date more 
than one girl at a time. Where do they find the time and the emotional equipoise? Sex is 
enjoyable, but I always felt it only made sense with someone I really liked and trusted. 

Otherwise, why engage in such intimacy that opens the heart and makes one vulnerable to 
another person. A heart closed with deceit or mistrust prevents not only an emotional but 
metaphysical intenningling where lovers experience their beings living and breathing inside of 
each other during sex. Assuming both are capable of multiple orgasms, sex is then a physical act 
that transposes into a transcendental union with another part of the universe, a living part, that 
dispels the illusion of being condemned to existing separately and apart. How I dreamed of such 
a union with Angel despite a sense of uneasiness that she brought into my life. In one letter to 
her, I wrote: 

“I am concerned for you, I worry about you, I want you to be happy and successful. 

Why? Because I believe the fates have decided to make it so. There is a current running through 
the universe affecting everything. When a person’s intuition accesses that current, it tells him 
what he must do or what road to take. If he does not, then he will forever regret it as Eugene 
O’Negin did in Pushkin’s play. After the happy week we spent dancing, walking, talking and 
hugging, it is clear to me that if I have any purpose left, it is to help you. 

“As I said, I do not know about the world you work in and, perhaps because of that, I 
think it is dangerous. However, danger and risk may be necessary in order to pursue your career. 
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This is usually part of any career; there are always risks that a person must take to succeed. But 
if you are taking risks or increasing your danger to obtain the apartment, I can lend you fifteen 
thousand instead of ten, and you can pay me back when you want. Then you can court the world 
for your career and know that the risks are worth your success. 

“I know what you are saying, “Who is this crazy American? Why does he want to help 
me? What does he want from me? Well think of it this way. You gave me the card with the 
icons to protect me. I could not have given it to myself because I did not know about it and am 
not a believer. You know about it and you are a believer, so your concern for me caused you to 
do what you could in this world to protect me. Well my concern for you causes me to do what I 
can to protect you.” 

I started looking into modeling in Europe and America for I knew Angel didn’t have a 
clue about how to pursue her occupation in the countries that paid good money for models. 

Russia never had a free flow of infonnation available to the public. Under the Soviets, 
information meant power, but now under the Nomenklatura freebooters, information means 
money. Access to government documents is not a matter of right but of cash. Enough hard 
currency can buy any information the government possesses, and for former dictatorships like 
Russia, that’s a lot. The Soviets and present government officials kept multiple records of 
everything. A transaction in America that takes one document takes three or more in Russia with 
everyone in required to sign somewhere. In order to avoid forgeries, Russians perfect complex 
scrawls that Swiss bankers would envy. Angel must have spent days perfecting her intricate 
signature. Growing up in such an environment that tightly controls information, Angel could 
never imagine the wealth of data available to her on modeling in the West. 

I checked out a few modeling web sites and ordered a couple of books over the Internet 
with my credit card. Angel, like most Russians, did not have a credit card. They preferred to 
pay cash, since it did not leave a record from which the tax authorities could estimate incomes. 
Neither did most Russians own a computer, and among those that did, few could afford the 
twenty dollars a month for Internet service. I also contacted a close friend in New York City 
who used to model for tips on how Angel should go about breaking into the business and even 
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posted on Kroll’s London computer bulletin board, which employees used for personally related 
messages, that I was looking for contacts in the modeling industry for a Russian model friend of 
mine. Surprisingly, my London boss Tiedemann responded immediately to my message, but 
chastised me for posting it because she said “Russian model” meant whore. I almost quit right 
there and then. A man would not have wasted his time or good relations with one of his direct 
reports by butting into someone’s personal affairs. Where did this lesbo man-hater get off 
accusing my girlfriend—who was superior to my boss in every way—of being a whore? 

Decades ago, I vowed never to take a job in which my immediate boss was a Feminazi, but 
Serio’s surprise abandonment of Kroll, a firm he vowed never to work for again, left me the 
Moscow manager having to deal with a female that couldn’t get her sexes straight. Well, at least 
Tiedemann was in London, had she worked in Moscow, I would have left for New York. 

Remembering that Angel had ruined a pair of her black tights by sitting on wet paint at 
my suggestion during Leo’s party, I asked the female, office accountant to suggest a store where 
I could pick up a pair. She told me to try Gumm, the department store on Red Square. Not 
knowing Angel’s size, I took along the picture of the two of us standing together at Gorky Park. 

I figured the sales girl could guess Angel’s size by comparison. I found the same type of tights, 
but they carried a price tag of $ 120. Who could afford these prices in Russia—only the New 
Russians. But they were for Angel, so I charged them. 

Later, I asked one of the Russian investigators why the accountant would suggest such an 
expensive store? He said, “Russians use to value intelligence and art but, today, only money. 

The more you pay the better, even if what you get is not worth the price. Paying a lot enhances 
your status and shows you are better than others. She naturally assumed you did not want to lose 
prestige by paying a low price for the tights.” 
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I explained to the accountant the American preoccupation with getting what you pay for 
or better, not less, and asked her to recommend a place where a person could find bargains for 
my future reference. She referred me to one of the many open-air markets in Moscow where 
small merchants group together to sell different wares and where most Russians shop. Every 
Russian city has these types of markets that first became popular in the middle ages. 

I tried sending flowers to Angel in Krasnodar, but Russia did not have an FTD florist 
system. Just another example of the difficulty of organizing a nationwide payment system for 
goods because of the fear that someone would devise a scheme for defrauding customers by not 
delivering the promised products. Russian businessmen do not play fair. The only thing moral 
to them is what furthers their interests, and they will commit any crime, they will lie and they 
will cheat and to them that is moral. In Russia, if a businessman tricks someone, it is the 
victim’s fault for not protecting himself. Naturally, a social system of con artists coupled with a 
legal system incapable of enforcing the rule of law makes economic progress nearly impossible. 
Russia, however, is not a lawless country. It has the laws on the books necessary for a modern 
economy to function, but most laws are not enforced because of corruption and the pervasive 
Russian mindset of not caring what happens to their fellow citizens. 

The postal system among cities barely functioned because employees opened mail they 
thought might contain something of value or just dumped letters in the garbage to avoid the work 
of delivering them. Angel meant too much for me to allow a heartless culture to crush our 
burgeoning romance or her hopes, so I sent her letters by DHL and left little messages on her 
pager such as, “Just a reminder that someone is on your side, thinking about you and waiting to 
help” or just “Love Roy.” Toward the end of August, Angel sent me two very sexy pictures on 
which she splashed some of her perfume. She, like most Russian girls, had a love affair with 
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perfumes, probably to help mask the odor when with Russian men who didn’t bath very often 
and rarely used deodorant. One of the photographs showed her evocatively posed, stretched out 
on a large bed dressed only in a black lace top and black panties. On the back she wrote in red 
ink “For you Roy! from passionate Angelina,” which she covered with a few red lipstick kisses. 
In the other, a shot from her waist up, she stood in her bra while sexily pulling one shoulder strap 
down. “Your mysterious Angelina” in red with red kisses adorned the back. The pictures lifted 
my spirits, but I wondered who took them, most likely an old boy friend. I replied with a 
message on her pager: 

“I received your photographs and put them on the pillow next to mine so that I could 
smell your perfume the night through and dream of you. Can you squeeze yourself into the next 
letter you send? Then when I open it, you will pop out. Good idea—right. But if your magic 
only works on me and not letters, then please send more pictures with your perfume. I miss you 
terribly. There is no sunshine when you are gone, so let me pay for your trips to Moscow and 
then there will be lots of sunshine here.” 

Angel called a few days later to make my wish come true. She would fly into Moscow 
late Friday evening. 

“Will you pick me up at the airport?” she asked. 

“Sure,” I would do anything for her. “How long are you going to be here?” I naturally 
hoped a long time. 

“I don’t know. It depends on my business with Leo. I may go to Mexico with him and 
another girl to do some modeling.” My heart sank. If there was one country I never liked, it was 
Mexico. Well, I would wait and see rather than worry about something that might not happen. 

On the way to the airport with my driver, I stopped at one of the many roadside stands 
selling flowers. Russians are enamored with flowers. The subways, the roadways are populated 
with little stands selling all types of flowers even in the middle of Moscow’s artic winters. 
Driving up to the airport, I sensed that Angel was not going to be in town long and that she 
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would try to sleep some place other than my apartment. All right, I knew it would take a while 
to win her. At the airport, carrying a large bouquet of assorted flowers, I scanned the crowd 
coming off the airplane on the dimly lit tarmac. Many of Russia’s airports do not have gantries 
for deplaning; instead, like American airports in the 1950s, the passengers descend a stairway 
that is rolled out to the plane. I was anxious not to miss her, which was rather foolish, because in 
her street shoes at six feet three inches—six-one in bare feet—she stood taller than most and her 
beauty out shined our girls. I broke out in a smile when I spotted her and waited until she passed 
through the opening in the fence between the runway and parking lot. We hugged and kissed 
each other. 

“The flowers are great, they are so beautiful,” she happily said. 

“How was the flight?” 

“I was so tired that I kept falling asleep, but the seats were so small that I kept falling 
against the man next to me.” 

“He must have enjoyed that.” 

She laughed, “Can you take me to Leo’s? I need to see him tonight.” 

Not a problem, since Leo’s office was in the basement of the building where I lived. In 
the car heading to Leo’s, I couldn’t help but hug her all the way. 

“Listen, Roy, I am going to stay in the flat Leo has for his out of town models. Okay?” 
Angel said. Naturally, I felt let down, but there was nothing I could do. 

“You know you can stay in my apartment if you want. Nothing will happen unless you 
want it to.” I always found that when a girl was ready for sex, she’d make a clear move. All I 
needed to do was make myself available and wait, so I continued to wait for Angel. 
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At Leo’s office, Angel talked with him privately behind closed doors. When she came 
out she said, “I guess it is fate. I will stay in your flat because Leo has other girls staying in his 
place.” 

“Don’t worry. You can have my bedroom; it has a lock on it and I will sleep on the 

coach.” 

She smiled assuredly, looked down into my face and ran her hand through my hair as 
though I was a little boy, “I not afraid. Let’s go. I have much to do tomorrow. I will leave early 
Sunday morning to fly with Leo to Mexico City.” Rats! She was going to Mexico; now I began 
to worry. 

“How long are you going to be there?” 

“My visa is only for two weeks, so I will probably be back by the middle of September.” 

For some reason I felt otherwise and said, “No. I think you will be there for a long time.” 

“That’s not possible; my visa is only for two weeks. I will do some modeling and come 
back with Leo soon. Don’t be pessimistic.” 

“We will see.” 

In my apartment, I showed her the bed where we innocently gave each other massages a 
month earlier. She just stood there as if demanding something. 

“Don’t worry, here are some clean sheets. It’s a comfortable bed.” I added, but she still 
just stood there like a princess demanding something. I finally guessed and made the bed for 
her. 

Before going to sleep, we had a bite in the kitchen and talked about her upcoming trip 
and what she wanted to do the next day, Saturday. Russians tend to spend lots of time sitting 
around the kitchen table, drinking tea, nibbling on small cakes and talking late into the night. 
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We didn’t stay up very late because Angel was tired from her two-hour flight. She retired to my 
bedroom, and I prepared the couch in the living room for me. Before turning out the lights, she 
called me into the bedroom to kiss her good night. When I walked in, she was completely under 
the covers except for her face and long flowing blond hair. She looked like a defenseless but 
overwhelmingly beautiful little girl beaming innocently up at me. I kissed her lips and forehead 
and said good night. 

You’ve Got The Magic Touch 

The next morning, Angel woke me early because she needed to find some medicine 
before she flew off to Mexico the following day. Finding medicine in Moscow is often an 
exasperating chore, outside of Moscow—often impossible. We trudged from one pharmacy to 
another for about three hours until she found a medicine that was an approximation for what she 
wanted. Under the Communists, Russia did not have an economy dedicated to satisfying 
consumers’ needs and wants because most of the wealth went for guns, bombs and missiles. 
After the fall of communism, the consumer still goes without because much of the wealth flows 
into the overseas bank accounts of the crooked government officials. 

I asked Angel what kind of medicine she was looking for but only got a vague response 
of “a preparation to cleanse my body.” I couldn’t figure out what cleansing the body meant, 
some Russian health habit probably. I didn’t pry and soon forgot about it once she found what 
she wanted and we headed, at her suggestion, to the Exhibition Center in North Moscow. 

The Exhibition Center used to house exhibits touting the latest technological 
achievements that claimed to make life in the Soviet Union a utopia compared with the West. 
Because of press censorship, most of the empire’s citizens didn’t know that the Soviet Union 
lagged behind the West by years and decades in nearly all areas of modern life except for rockets 
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and nukes. After the fall of the Soviet Union, Russians finally saw an accurate picture of life 
elsewhere and realized that their piece of the planet resembled not just a third world nation but 
more like a fourth. South American countries made better cars and appliances, and I could easily 
find restaurants in Amazon jungle towns serving food far superior to Moscow eateries. The 
managers of the Exhibition Center, however, quickly adapted to the new hunger of Russia’s 
citizens for Western ways by setting up an amusement park. 

Inside the Center, Angel’s eyes went big at the sight of a loop-de-loop and the largest 
Ferris wheel I ever saw. Something about rides turned Angel from a hardheaded model into an 
excited, happy little girl. It was as if an eight year old took over the six feet one inch body of this 
physically matured woman. We chose an open seat on the Ferris wheel that hung its inhabitants 
out in mid-air 75 meters above the ground rather than an enclosed compartment. At the top, as 
we looked over the Moscow skyline on an overcast day, the mature woman pushed out the 
joyous child to wonder how she and her mother would fair in the land of criminals. It made me 
want to help but also began my understanding of what her agent Leo had meant when he said 
that Angelina was a very strong-willed girl. She wanted to make it on her own without any 
charity. Angel next hopped on the loop-de-loop, which I avoided not wanting to lose the 
contents of my stomach. I took some pictures catching her screams of pleasure streaking along 
upside down and then grinning as she wobbled off the ride. 

After the Exhibition Center, we window-shopped along Tverskaya Street, Moscow’s 
Fifth Avenue but even more expensive. In one shop, I bought her a lipstick for twenty dollars. 
Outside she cooed it was the most expensive present anyone had ever given her. That shocked 
me. How could the world not have adorned this twenty-three year-old beauty with suitcases of 
gifts? I could not fathom such, but here before me stood the evidence. And then it hit me as to 
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why she avoided kissing on the lips until late at night—she could not afford to put on lipstick 
more than a couple of times a day. Such desperate straits wrenched at my heart. We crossed the 
street to Patio Pizza, a restaurant chain that ran Pizza Hut in Russia, probably through some form 
of unfair competition or threats. During our meal we ended up talking about prostitution. 

As the broad-minded condescending liberal, I remarked, “I can understand why someone 
who does not have enough to eat or decent shelter would sell their body. I could never hold that 
against any girl.” 

I didn’t mean Angel by any stretch of the conversation, but she apparently thought I did 
and blurted out, “I am not a prostitute. My body not a supermarket.” 

“I didn’t say you were. I only said I can understand how a girl in desperate straits could 
end up working as one,” I quickly replied trying to straighten out the misunderstanding. 

Rather than allow the miscommunication to spiral into an argument, she surprisingly said, 
“You are a man who has a good heart. I don’t meet many like that. You are very special!” That 
made me feel great and hopeful I would eventually win her love. She added, “I will tell you all 
about my past the next time we meet.” 

That surprised me since I never had asked about her past, which was her business. But if 
she wanted to talk about it to further our understanding of each other, fine, so I said, “Okay, it’s a 
deal.” 

Next, we went to one of the open-air markets to buy food for dinner, which Angel 
volunteered to cook. She warned me to watch my wallet because such markets were filled with 
thieves and con artists—not unlike Russia as a whole I mused to myself. The food was 
amazingly cheap by my standards, but she haggled over every purchase saving rubles and 
kopecks and smiling like a Cheshire cat after besting some merchant. It turned out that she was 
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right about the thieves. My wallet did not disappear, but my mobile did. Angel almost broke 
down in tears, saying, “I should not have brought you here. It is my fault. Your mobile was so 
expensive, what will you do.” 

“Kroll paid for the mobile, so don’t worry about it. You were not to blame. Let’s go 
back to my apartment and have dinner.” 

When she walked into my kitchen, she put on her glasses and changed from the hard 
bargainer of the market place to a homemaker. She looked ten years older, not just to my eyes 
but in the photographs. Angel moved effortlessly from one role to another, not just in 
mannerism, but in her physical appearance as though she could turn from vamp to little girl to 
businesswoman to housewife at will. I’d never seen anything like that except in the movies. 

She made a typical Russian dinner of salad, generic meat and a couple of vegetables. The 
portions were around half the size of what Americans normally have for dinner, but that is 
common throughout Russia. I guess people can grow use to not having enough to eat, but then 
again, Americans over eat. 

Angel needed to go to bed early since she had to be in Leo’s studio downstairs at 4 AM 
to catch her ride to the airport for the flight to Mexico. Before sleep, I gave her a massage like 
last time that she wanted. I pressed between the vertebrae along her back, squeezed the muscles 
down each arm to the palm and out to the fingertips and did the same with her legs to the feet 
and toes. She reminded me to squeeze particularly hard on her feet, which were plenty big, 
eleven inches. I assumed she suffered from previous athletic injuries, as did various parts of my 
body from my lacrosse and rugby days. I then tucked her in, set the alarm for the night of early 
morning and kissed her on the lips and forehead good night. My night turned out to be not good 
at all. Something I ate kept me tossing most of the time. At first I concluded it was the weird 
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apples she had bought, but my American anti-acid had no effect. Not only my stomach felt 
strange but also my brain as it swam through conscious and semi-conscious states all night long. 
Finally the alann rang. 

We went downstairs to Leo’s studio at four in the morning. A few other people were 
there. I told Angel I’d wait until they left but she said there was no need. I sensed that my 
importance in her life had instantly diminished the moment we entered Leo’s studio. She kissed 
me goodbye rather quickly, turned and focused her attention elsewhere. No long goodbyes for 
this girl. I felt sick anyway, so I went home to slip between the sheets that still smelled of Angel 
and dreamed of salvation. But the next night while lying in bed I knew that whether Angel 
brought salvation or destruction, I would win in the end. 

You’ve Really Got a Hold on Me 

The workload at Kroll picked up dramatically in September as business always does at 
that time of year in Russia. The old totalitarian regime created behavioral patterns among 
Russians that continue to persist following the collapse of communism. The entire country 
virtually closes down in August as much of the population flocks off on their vacations to tend 
their dacha vegetable gardens. Another mass vacation takes place in December from just before 
the 25 th until the middle of January. During this time, it seems the entire country goes on a three- 
week drunk that makes it impossible to get anything done. 

Some widespread behavioral patterns reach deep into the personalities of Russians. 

Pretty young Russian girls always appear happy and pleasant toward men with influence and 
money, especially foreigners, but bitterly critical and deprecating of young Russian men just 
starting out, and nearly all Russian guys tend to exhibit a strain of moroseness as though some 
plague pursued them their entire lives. 
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Part of my job at Kroll required me to educate some of its Western clients to the reality of 
doing business with Russians. I usually told our clients that all Russian businesses and 
organizations operated to one degree or another outside the laws of accepted commercial 
activities in the United States and Europe because if they didn’t, they couldn’t survive. For 
example, any venture needed the protection of local, regional or national public officials or it 
was doomed. Protection meant paying bribes directly, or laundering the money through 
charitable organizations, or providing a hidden ownership interest in the commercial venture. 

The trick for any business venture was to remain friendly with the politicians who were in power 
at the moment. One Western bank had invested large sums with a Moscow conglomerate that 
had excellent connections with Moscow’s Mayor Luzhkov but poor relations with the people 
around Yelstin—the Family. In early September 1999, it looked like Luzhkov and Primakov’s 
political party would win the Presidency the following year, but a victory by the Family would 
endanger the bank’s investments. 

Most of the work at Kroll consisted of investigating the backgrounds of various Russian 
businessmen and their companies with which Western corporations were considering dealing. 
Kroll focused on detennining whether the Russians were sufficiently crooked to assure favorable 
treatment by the government but not so crooked as to abscond with all the Western investors’ 
funds or goods, which tended to happen quite often, or create a public relations nightmare for the 
Westerners. Some of our clients nearly stumbled into business relations with the worst elements 
of Russia’s criminal business world—the Chechens. Mayor Luzhkov and his administrators 
were making lots of money by allowing a Chechen Krisha to operate in certain areas of Moscow. 
Chechen gangsters are ruthless even by Russian standards and by no means stupid. They 
maintained control of various business facilities, such as the Armand Hammer Center, by using 
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assassinations and political clout. An effective combination in Russia, especially when assassins 
tended to use bazookas the way American mobsters once used Tommy guns. 

One of Kroll’s clients was considering a deal involving the Armand Hammer Center until 
we verbally warned its officers to stay away. A deal with Chechen gangsters could not only 
result in horrendous publicity for the company but also threaten the lives of its Moscow 
executives if a dispute arose. You don’t take Chechen gangsters guys to court. Our giving of a 
verbal rather than written report was required by Kroll’s policy in Russia of keeping references 
to specific organized crime activities out of its documents in order to prevent retaliation or their 
use by the government against Kroll. 

Generally, Kroll was on the side of the good guys who just wanted to make a reasonable 
profit in Russia even though it required practices frowned on by the American Government. But 
part of one case came our way through Tiedemann, the European head in London, who allied 
Kroll with two of the worst in Russia. Tiedemann accepted as clients the monopolists of 
Russia’s aluminum industry, which nearly caused a revolt in the Moscow office by the Russian 
investigators. The two Chernoy brothers had recently gained near complete control of the 
aluminum industry after years of competition, bloody even by Russian standards, in which at 
least forty persons, including business executives and even government officials, were murdered. 

The aluminum war began when the Chernoy brothers used their influence with the 
Family to get Yeltsin to sign a decree that exempted aluminum shipped aboard from export 
tariffs. The tariff exemption allowed Russian aluminum manufacturers to sell ingots below the 
world price but still make large profits that they siphoned into overseas bank accounts for 
themselves and friendly officials rather than reinvesting to modernize Russia’s aluminum 
industry. In effect, the decree gave aluminum manufacturers the green light to loot the industry. 
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The promise of profits was huge, and, as it turned out, so was the death rate as 
manufacturers battled for control. In the end, the Chemoy brothers won; their competition 
peacefully at rest six feet under. But the allegations of their criminal acts, evidence and many 
witnesses still lived. So the brothers hired Kroll to find out which agencies and individuals had 
information on their aluminum war activities that might cause them problems in the future. 
Tiedemann accepted the contract with the Chernoys because the price was right. And she 
accepted the contract even though it was a conflict of interest, since Kroll had previously 
investigated the Chemoys for another client. Kroll provided the brothers with the information 
requested, and they most likely purchased the files of incriminating evidence from various 
Russian agencies—not an uncommon occurrence. The F.S.B. in 1999 would sell its files for 
around $50,000. As for the witnesses, I can only imagine what happened to them. 

On any case, the way Kroll determined who knew what went to the heart of acquiring 
information in Russia. Every person with information, from close associates of the President, to 
the F.S.B., to the police, to the neighborhood librarian, will sell it for the right price. In the Bank 
of New York money laundering case, one source close to the Family and knowledgeable about 
the transfer of money overseas wanted $200,000 for his information because he would have to 
disappear once he provided it. The Bank, however, was not interested in paying that amount. 
Generally the price for information depended on how much danger its release to the public 
would put the informant in. 

A week after Angel left, I called Leo’s agency to check on their return date. The 
secretary told me Leo and Angel were coming back late Friday night on September 10 th . I 
couldn’t wait. Angel hadn’t sent me any word from Mexico probably because she was busy. 

But it didn’t matter; she would be back soon, and I would be at the airport to meet the love of my 
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life. I’d give her the short letter I had planned to send her in Mexico but couldn’t because I 
didn’t have an address. It told how I felt, which made me confident that my sincerity and 
empathy would move me closer to her heart: 

“When you left this last time, I felt lonelier then the first time. Will my loneliness 
increase every time you leave? 

“Being a dancer in a club and model must be very difficult. To enjoy doing something 
but to face criticism for doing it requires much more strength than most people have.” (Angel 
told me that most Russians look down on go go girls and models.) 

“I wish I could protect you from all the idiots of the world, but then you would not grow 
to your full potential. 

“I am you and you are me. Is that possible? 

“I hope you are all right. I, however, am not since you are far away and I worry much 
about you. Yes, you are a mature woman, but trouble, like men, is attracted to beautiful ladies.” 

The night of Angel’s scheduled return, I left work early to change into all black clothes 
and splash on the cologne that she liked. Angel was very fashion conscious and thought Russian 
men in basic black dressed better than any men in the world. However, their failure to bath 
regularly or use prodigious amounts of cologne turned her off. I made sure not to make that 
mistake. I met my driver, picked up a bouquet of pink roses because they reminded me of my 
guardian Angel, and we headed for the airport and a new chapter in my life. 

Moscow’s international airport Sheremetvo 2 is located in the middle of a forest only 
about fifteen minutes from the high-rise buildings of the city. Unlike New York City where 
office and apartment buildings gradually transfonn into suburbia, many parts of Moscow 
abruptly change from high-rises to dense forest. There are sections where one side of a road is 
lined with apartment buildings and the other side with woods. Russia lacks a middle-class, 
suburban population. Cities do have enclaves of upscale houses, but these are owned by the New 
Russians, the new thieves, and hardly middle class. The vast majority of Russians live in cities 
while the poorest occupy small villages scattered throughout the country consisting of houses 
built before the 1917 Revolution that lack hot water and modem toilets. 
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Driving down the lonely road to the airport surrounded by fields and forest, I looked at 
the night sky and felt that something was not right, but quickly pushed it out of my conscious for 
I would soon rest my head on the shoulder of my very tall soul mate. My driver and I arrived 
early and luckily found a couple of seats in which to wait. Moscow’s premier airport lacks a lot, 
such as enough tenninal seats, toilet paper and orderly lines—true everywhere in Russia. The 
concept that each person has a right to a spot in a line based on when he shows up does not 
register with Russians. They believe in the mob approach with everyone trying to cut in front of 
others or jostling their way to the front. Perhaps living in a society of limited resources where 
the last in line might starve keeps Russians behaviorally stuck in the middle ages. Angel would 
often just walk up to the front of a group amassed at a window as though no one else was 
waiting. Usually the most aggressive line cutters are New Russians who think of themselves as 
the new nobility. Perhaps they are for the average Russian never speaks up to object. 

When McDonalds first opened in Moscow, the line stretched down the block between 
two rows of metal barricades. The space between the barricades was wide enough for three 
people, but only two stood abreast, with one lane open. I could not figure the reason for the open 
lane until I saw New Russians and their black clad bodyguards using it as a passing lane to cut in 
front of everyone else. That ticked me off, so I stepped into the passing lane in order to block the 
cheaters but still kept my place with respect to the others in line. Some New Russian thugs came 
along, clearly realized I was an American by my Brooks Brothers’ suit, so they made a detour 
around me by pushing out of the way the Russians who were standing next to me. None of the 
assaulted Russians said a word. Once while at a nightclub in western Moscow where friends of 
mine in the band “No Problem” were playing, a New Russian simply pushed me out of the path 


70 



he was traversing across the floor. When I responded with a few choice words in English, he 
said, “Oh, you are an American. I apologize.” Guess if I was Russian, I’d have ended up dead. 

Sheremetov 2 consists of one passenger tenninal, dimly lit, and decorated in bleak colors 
with many employees scurrying about apparently accomplishing nothing in a very rude manner. 
Dealing with Russian bureaucrats, such as custom officials, requires an ability to act 
convincingly as either a supplicant or comedian. Bureaucrats wheel power in Russia virtually 
unrestrained as to which rules they will enforce or ignore. They are controlled only by their 
superiors, assuming their superiors know and care about an underling’s arbitrary actions. There 
are no effective appeal procedures within the administrative or legal systems for challenging a 
government official’s decision other than a “gift” of hard currency or some other valuable item. 
To avoid the cost of bribes requires winning over bureaucrats before they dig in their heels. 

When dealing with female officials, it’s best to figuratively prostrate oneself, for as with 
any girl with the upper hand, they are intransigent driven by a personal desire for the mass 
settling of old scores. With male bureaucrats, situational humor works, the more absurd the 
better. The men generally waive me through laughing because they realize the absurdity of the 
system in which they live. The females do not. Their souls, like many American feminists, 
emanate a hatred for men. The feminists blame men for everything that ever went wrong in their 
lives, including the decisions they consciously and willingly made. The reason for such hostility 
in Russian females comes from the simple fact that as between the sexes, Russia is a buyers 
market with females the sellers. In the 15 to 64 age group, there are 3.5 million more girls than 
guys out of a total of 102 million. The large disparity in numbers drive females to spend heavily 
and devote much time to advertising their wares, that is, their bodies. Their skirts are shorter and 
slit higher; their blouses more transparent and cut lower; their walks, mannerisms and smells 


71 



more feminine; their duplicity more insidious; and their goods sold more cheaply, which requires 
more customers to make a living. 

When I saw that Angel’s plane had landed, my heart pounded and I headed for the gate 
with my flowers. I saw her agent, Leo, exit from the gate first, and I knew her beauty would 
soon enter my eyes to touch my heart. I waited and waited but no Angel. Hopefully, she was 
tied up waiting for her luggage or perhaps was coming on another plane. Leo saw me and came 
over. 

“Where’s Angel?” I immediately asked. 

“She has decided to stay in Mexico for three months more.” 

My dream shattered. 

Leo saw the destitution in my face and quickly said, “She wrote you a letter and asked me 
to give it to you.” 

I took it with renewed hope, ripped it open and read. My heart broke. Leo had delivered 
a goodbye letter. 

Leo tried to cheer me by saying, “She likes you Roy, but she needs to make money to buy 
an apartment.” 

I turned, tried to throw the flowers into the trash bin but my driver stopped me, so I told 
him to give them to his wife. We left, but as we were leaving in the car I reread Angel’s letter. 
Because of her rudimentary English, I could not detennine whether any hope for my dream 
remained. I saw Leo walking to his car as we waited to exit the airport parking area. I needed 
more of an explanation about what Angel was trying to tell me in a language not her own and 
why she stayed in Mexico. So I jumped out of the car and ran over to Leo. 
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“Leo, I don’t understand from her English whether she is telling me she likes me but we 
will not see each other again, or whether we may meet again. Did she talk to you about her 
letter?” 

“I told Alina to write the letter in Russian so she would be sure that she was telling you 
what she wanted. You could then get an accurate translation, so there would be no miss 
communication. But she is very head strong and said her English was good enough.” 

“I wish she had listen to you,” I anxiously said. “Now I have a letter that I am not sure 
what it says or what she is doing in Mexico.” 

“She is safe and dancing in a club whose owners I know well,” Leo said. 

Somehow that did not relieve my anxiety for her well-being. I disliked Mexico and 
didn’t trust most Russians to tell Americans the truth about anything. It seemed they always tell 
Westerners what they think Westerners want to hear. My Russian friends said it was because 
Russians do not want to hurt another person’s feelings. I found this ridiculous, considering the 
history of brutality in Russia and the present day disregard among Russians for their fellow 
countrymen. 

Every spring, the melting snows reveal the bodies of senior citizens in the outskirts of 
Moscow. They didn’t commit suicide; they were murdered. These seniors, usually without 
families or close friends, were tricked into signing over their apartments for promises of cash, 
which they needed because their pensions didn’t provide them with enough to survive. If they 
refused to sign, their signatures were forged. They were then killed and dumped in the 
snowdrifts on the edges of Moscow. The value of even the smallest apartment rose dramatically 
in Russia’s criminal economy so as to make the murder of pensioners lucrative. If the victims 
had relatives or friends living with them, the murderers’ scheme would fail because Russian law 
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requires everyone living in an apartment to consent to its transfer. The organized gangsters that 
commit these crimes would have to kill everyone in the apartment or forge all the tenants’ 
signatures—unlikely even for Russian mobsters. 

The police could easily track the gang of criminals responsible because all levels of 
government still keep records on just about everything and everyone. Both the Czars and the 
Soviets collected vast amounts of information on citizens in order to identify potential 
opponents. Any totalitarian regime needs extensive information on the population or risk losing 
control of its subjects. Since old bureaucratic habits die-hard, government agencies continued to 
collect lots of data on people and activities. Every person whether resident or visitor within any 
city or town in Russia, must be registered at a local address. The police periodically canvas 
apartments to determine who lives there. Once an officer knocked on my door and took my 
name and business telephone number. With all that available information, identifying a body, 
connecting it to an apartment and tracking down the persons who took over and then sold that 
apartment should be easy, but no one cares because most to these pensioners were alone. 

Russia is a land without mercy. Government officials are too busy looting the country 
and the average Russian too busy trying to survive. No one has the time or instinct for 
compassion or civility. The brain’s neuron center for empathy is distinctly lacking in Russia: 
ethics is what someone can get away with. For protection and survival, Russians ban together 
into extended families of relatives and friends in which members control each other through a 
Kafka-type psychology rooted in fear. Anyone outside the family does not count. Anyone 
within the extended family must be protected because the survival or prosperity of all members 
depends on everyone. Each extended family engages in whatever activity, illegal or immoral, it 
deems necessary to further the economic interests of their collective whole. This social structure 
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of extended families, which often evolve into RICOs, include the poorest households in the 
provinces right up to Yeltsin’s inner circle and now Putin’s. 

Leo saw the doubts run across my face as to Angel’s safety and her feelings for me. He 
told me to stop by his office the next day, and we would talk. I agreed and went looking for my 
driver whom I could not find, so I hailed a ride home. All the way, I thought about the scene 
from the movie Casablanca where Humphrey Bogart waits for Ingrid Bergman at the Paris train 
station until his piano friend shows up with a good-bye note from her. As the train pulls out with 
the rain pouring down, the look on Bogart’s face expressed the dejection I felt and the way he 
threw away the note, my disgust for Angel’s actions. 

Lying in bed that night, my instinct told me to forget this girl, which is what I usually did 
when a girlfriend or potential girlfriend acted with such inconsideration. But in the discontent of 
middle age and having lived too long among overly psychoanalyzed New Yorkers, I decided to 
try the therapy cult’s approach and “work” at this budding relationship rather than terminate it. 

Do You Love Me 

Before meeting Leo the next day, Saturday, I read and reread Angel’s letter looking for 
some evidence that she cared for me and was safe. She opened the letter with, “Written to you 
your Angelina.” And closed with, “I kiss to you a lot and embrace too much.” But in between 
she left open whether we would see each other again because she decided to stay in Mexico for 
apparently an indefinite length of time to make money to buy an apartment. She did, however, 
include a different address than the one she first gave me for sending letters. The new address 
was her home in a village outside Krasnodar where she lived with her mother: Yablonevsky in 
the Adygea Republic. So whose address was the original one she gave me, I wondered? Angel 
thanked me for the presents I gave her, said I had a good heart and soul and wished that my 
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dreams come true. That didn’t seem possible since I dreamt of her. From the letter, Angel 
apparently enjoyed Mexico, meeting many people through her dancing and modeling and going 
to Acapulco for a photo shoot. But the letter only made me feel more alone, dejected and 
concerned about her. Did this girl care about me or not? Was she safe, or did Leo force her into 
indenture servitude to Mexicans? Maybe I would catch a flight to Mexico City for a long 
weekend to find out. 

I left my apartment to see Leo, intent on finding out how to reach Angel. I walked down 
the speakeasy type steps to the door with multiple locks, a metal bar and a peephole and stepped 
into the world of Leo’s Russian modeling business. As always, an attractive young lady showed 
me into his office where I sat in the chair that put me at least a foot below Leo seated behind his 
desk. 

“So how can I help you with Alina?” Leo began. 

“I really care about this girl and don’t want anything bad to happen to her,” I warned. 
“I’m worried about her alone in Mexico.” 

“There is nothing to worry about,” Leo said. But I couldn’t tell whether his statement 
genuine or feigned. “She is safe. She dances in a high-class club where nobody can touch her 
and is escorted to and from work by guards. I know the people who run the club and they are 
legitimate, strictly business.” That only increased my concern. “Strictly business” in Mexico 
meant to me that anything goes in the pursuit of money, and Angel might be trapped in a 
situation not of her own choosing. 

“How can I contact her? What is her telephone number? She didn’t give me a number in 
the letter.” My imagination played scenes of Leo selling Angel to a band of Mexican white 
slavers who made her write the letter. It all made sense for a detective thriller. The one person 
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with the resources to save Angel was I, an American lawyer working for a worldwide detective 
agency. So in order to get the American out of the picture, the Mexicans force his girlfriend to 
write a goodbye letter, breaking his heart and demoralizing him from looking any deeper into the 
situation. Well, it wasn’t going to work. 

I continued, “I want to talk to her Leo, I want to make sure she is okay. You understand 
my concern.” 

“Of course, I don’t know how to reach her, but she will contact me in a week or so, and I 
will tell her you want to call her.” 

Leo must have thought me an idiot. Who was he kidding that he didn’t know how to 
contact someone working for him in a foreign country? My suspicions multiplied. Why was he 
trying to keep me from talking with Angel? I didn’t let on that I thought he was hiding 
something so as to keep him from suspecting the plan forming in my head to find Angel. I 
changed the conversation to try to find out more about Angel and her involvement with Leo’s 
modeling agency. Leo said Alina was a good girl from a poor family, and that he had found her 
some modeling work in Moscow over the years. Her first job paid $50, and for her the money 
was magical because she never thought she would ever earn so much in such a short period of 
time. Angel told me the same story about how excited she was on earning her first $50. To her 
it was a miracle. I did not understand the importance until I used some of my business school 
skills to estimate the economic value of $50 to a Russian from the provinces. The equivalent for 
an American was $1,000. 

The residents of Moscow and St. Petersburg refer to the rest of Russia as the “provinces” 
and consider the people living there, whether in city or village, as country bumpkins: 
unsophisticated, poorly educated, crude and greedy. Russian men from either of these two cities 
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say a girl from the provinces makes a good housewife because she will be forever grateful to her 
husband for bringing her to Moscow or St. Petersburg. The reason for any gratitude lies in the 
economies of the two cities that far outstrip any other areas of Russia. A young Russian on his 
or her own can find work of some type in Moscow or St. Petersburg to make enough to survive 
and help his or her family mired in the poverty of the provinces. But Russians cannot just pack 
their bags and head to Moscow or St. Petersburg looking for a job. All Russians must carry an 
internal passport that lists where they live. When they travel outside their hometown, they must 
register with the police department in the city they visit. If they stay in a hotel, the hotel handles 
the registration, but if they stay with friends, the police may deny them registration without a 
bribe that many cannot afford. Throughout Moscow and St. Petersburg, the police randomly 
check registrations. A person caught without the proper registration will end up on a train back 
home or pay a bribe either in money, sex or some other valuable commodity. 

Since Moscow and St. Petersburg are virtually the only places that provide a decent 
chance to make a living, registration in these cities means escape from a dead-end life of poverty 
in the provinces. Both guys and girls from the provinces look for spouses in Moscow—their 
ticket to a better life. Many beautiful girls from the provinces flock to Moscow and St. 
Petersburg to sell their assets in the lap-dancing clubs, casinos and brothels in order to earn 
enough money to support their families at home and live the glamorous life. When a cop catches 
one without a proper registration, she’ll pay the bribe with sex or some of the money she earned 
selling sex. 

After I left Leo’s agency, I decided to put my plan for finding Angel into action. I did 
not trust Leo and had heard too many stories from the American media of innocent young 
Russian girls lured overseas with the promise of good money from legitimate jobs only to have 
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their passports taken away and forced into prostitution. This was not going to happen to my 
other half. And besides, how difficult could it be to find a six-foot-one Russian blond go-go 
dancer in a club in Mexico City. All I needed was a private detective. 

In the evening, an American friend working at Credit Suisse called to invite me to a party 
at one of Moscow’s nightclubs. 

“I’m not much in the mood for going out Vadim.” I said after telling him my tale of woe. 

“You are going to have to get over her Roy and this is the way to do it.” 

“I don’t want to get over her. I want to find her and talk with her.” 

“You’re not going to find her tonight so come with us.” 

Not wanting to spend the night in my apartment, I met him and his Russian lady friends 
at Vermel’s. The girls were all very pretty and nice and listened to my tale of woe about Angel. 
My friend, who had immigrated to America from Azerbaijan when a child, asked me, “Do you 
still think that Russian women are more desirable than American?” 

I answered, “Definitely, they are more feminine, tougher and understanding than all these 
American girls who try to act like men by forgetting what sex they were bom as.” 

“True, Russian girls are more feminine, but perhaps that makes them more deadly,” he 
laughed. “Here are three beautiful Russian girls and many more all around you to help you 
forget Angel.” 

Vadim’s friends all smiled deliciously, but I couldn’t forget about Angel. I worried that 
her obsessive drive to make money to buy an apartment may have led her into doing something 
stupid or dangerous. I went home and wrote Angel a letter; assuming she would receive it some 
day, in which I quoted from a Rock ‘n’ Roll song: 
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“Wherever you go, what ever you do, I will be right here (or in New York) waiting for 
you. Whatever it takes or how my heart brakes. I’ll be right here waiting for you.” 

My personal concerns soon seemed small compared to events in Moscow. Terrorists 
began randomly blowing up apartment buildings in September 1999. Hundreds of innocent 
human beings died in these explosions that turned high-rise apartment buildings into piles of 
rubble. The authorities were helpless at catching the culprits. Psychics tried to predict which 
apartment houses were next. Residents set up night patrols to spot any suspicious persons or cars 
near their buildings. Many husbands and wives sent their children and grandparents to their 
dachas in the countryside to get them out of hann’s way. When I went to bed at night I 
wondered whether I would wake up under tons of bricks. 

Yeltsin’s Government and the media, still subservient to the Federal Government, blamed 
the Chechens. Some of my Russian friends who were highly educated cursed the Chechens and 
wished death to all of them including the children. Most Russians see Chechens as primitive life 
forms worthy of extinction. I knew the Chechens were brutal but did not think them so stupid as 
to incur the wraith of a militarily stronger country whose rank and file population despised them. 

My knowledge of Chechen criminal activities came from the first case I worked on For 
Kroll. The Moscow City Government wanted an American firm to manage a hotel-conference 
center. We discovered that Chechen organized crime ran the hotel, conference center and shops 
and provided the entire complex with services from laundry to protection to prostitution. The 
murder of two influential executives at the complex had also occurred, which was par for the 
course of lucrative Russian businesses. The American company at our suggestion declined to 
take the job. From our investigation, I learned that Chechen mobsters ran valuable businesses 
throughout Moscow and most of their profits flowed to Chechnya. Chechen and the Slavic 
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Russian mobsters had divided up Moscow by regions and industry while Mayor Luzhkov made 
sure that the two operated more or less peacefully and paid tribute to his city government. 
Luzhkov and his inner circle not only exacted a share of the wealth from Moscow’s criminal 
activities but ran their own illegal enterprises. At times it was difficult to distinguish between 
the activities of the city government and organized crime groups. 

Russia’s national police force, the Ministry of the Internal Affairs, or M.V.D., and the 
F.S.B., were both controlled by Luzhkov’s opponents Yeltsin and Prime Minister Putin who used 
the bombings to crackdown on Chechen gangs in Moscow by deporting and jailing members, 
which cut deeply into Chechen criminal profits along with the tribute paid to Luzhkov. At the 
same time, the bombings undermined Luzhkov’s image as an effective, strong leader because he 
could not protect city residents from the bombers. The Yeltsin dominated media raised questions 
about Luzhkov’s competence and whether he was fit for the vice presidency for which he was 
running with his ally Primakov going for the presidency. 

The damage that the aftermath of the bombings did to Mayor Luzhkov’s political 
standing and Chechen criminal activities made it unlikely that the Chechens were responsible for 
this latest round of butchery. The people behind the bombings knew how to manipulate Russian 
fear and hatred of the Chechens. Some Russian professionals in the intelligence field blamed 
Prime Minister Putin, then Yeltsin’s candidate for President, and his supporters as the culprits. 
Putin was running a near dead last in the polls to replace President Yeltsin, but after the 
bombings and resulting wave of hysteria sweeping Russia, the population clamored for a strong 
leader to put an end to Chechen terror. 

At the time, Russia was technically in a state of war with Chechnya over its invasion of 
Dagestan in August, but the public was generally opposed to supporting a second Chechen war 
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just three years after the end of a previously costly and largely failed conflict with Chechnya. 
That all changed with the bombings. The Russian populace now wanted to destroy Chechnya, 
and Putin jumped into the lead for the Presidency, surpassing the alliance of Primakov and 
Luzhkov. 

Chechnya has been a pawn in Russian power politics since the late 1700s when Catherine 
the Great’s imperialistic ambitions expanded Russia southward. Catherine gained military 
control over Chechnya by treaty with Georgia but suffered defeat when she tried to exercise it. 
The Chechens and Russians have fought each other off and on ever since. The two populations 
differ in ethnic background, language and religion. Most Chechens are Sunni Muslims while 
Russians are usually Christian Orthodox, or at least profess to be such. Under the Soviets, many 
Russians at the Government’s urging emigrated to Chechnya where they fonned the ruling elite 
with the best jobs, the most perquisites and all the power that they arbitrarily exercised to further 
their own self-interests. 

Chechnya made the perfect scapegoat for Putin’s ruthless drive to power even when it 
looked like the Chechens didn’t do the bombings. On the evening of September 22 nd , with all of 
Moscow on alert, the bombers targeted an apartment building in the city of Ryazan, southeast of 
the capital. A resident of the building noticed strangers moving heavy sacks into the basement 
from a car. He called the police, but the strangers escaped before the cops arrived. A test by the 
police showed the sacks contained explosives. As the police blocked all roads from the city 
searching for the suspects, a telephone company employee overheard a long-distance 
conversation between the F.S.B. office in Moscow and individuals in Ryazan. The person in the 
F.S.B. office warned those in Ryazan to take care and avoid the police patrols that were looking 
for the bombers. Apparently, the F.S.B. was warning the bombers. When the story broke, the 
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F.S.B. lamely claimed it had placed the sacks in the basement, but they contained only sugar and 
it was merely conducting a training exercise. The resulting investigation by Russia’s attorney 
general went nowhere because of stonewalling by the F.S.B., and the lawyer appointed to a 
public commission to conduct an inquiry was arrested before making his findings public. 
Witnesses did identify an F.S.B. agent as renting the basement in one of the bombed buildings in 
Moscow, but the agent then died in a car crash in Cyprus. In the end, the Russian courts adopted 
the F.S.B.’s conclusion that a couple of Chechen warlords were responsible. As an American 
executive told me, “What a frigging amazing place! The Government butchers innocent civilians 
so the powerful can remain in power, and on top of it all, the population knows the Government 
lied but still supports its war in Chechnya.” 

At least Angel did not face the danger of living in Moscow. But what other dangers 
confronted her in Mexico City. I finally tracked down a private detective in Mexico City 
through one of our Moscow subcontractors and was just about to hire him when Leo called to 
say he received a fax from Angel telling him to give me her address and telephone and fax 
numbers. So, just as I suspected, he knew all along how to reach her but refused to tell me. Why 
the secrecy? Oh well, maybe he didn’t understand the nature of my relationship with her. 

I called Angel right away. It was three in the morning her time, but she picked up. 

“Hello Angel, it’s Roy.” 

She giggled like a little girl, “I am glad you called. So Leo gave you my number.” 

“Yes. Are you okay?” 

“Yes, I am fine. Leo told me you were worried about me, how sweet.” 

“When I read your letter, I couldn’t understand why you said we would never see each 
other again. I thought you were being kept in Mexico against your will.” 
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“Oh Roy, don’t worry,” she said seriously. “I am safe doing the work I want. I wrote the 
letter to thank you for your help. You told me your contract with the firm in Moscow was over 
in December, and I don’t know when I will leave here. I don’t think we will see each other again 
because you will go back to America before I return.” 

My heart sank, but I wasn’t dead yet. “Angel, the contract might be extended and if not, I 
have enough money saved so that I can stay in Moscow for a while past December.” 

“You can do that?” she sounded surprised. 

“Yes, for a while. I don’t want to lose you. Besides, you did ask me to wait, so I will 
wait. Do you have any idea when you might be coming back to Moscow?” 

“I am not sure; it may be three or four months. We will see what happens.” Not exactly 
what I wanted to hear. 

“What type of work are you doing?” I asked. 

Somewhat vaguely she answered, “I do modeling and dance in a club here. I just got 
home from work when you called. The club is very nice and the food is excellent. I have to 
watch my diet or I will get fat like I did in Cyprus.” 

“I met you when you came back from Cyprus and you didn’t look fat to me.” 

“Phew, I was almost as fat as when I first wanted to be a model at sixteen.” 

“Well, I didn’t think so. What is a good time to call you?” 

“I start work at 2:30 in the afternoon and leave at 2:30 in the morning, so I am usually 
home by three.” 

“That’s a long work day!” 

“I know, but I need the money to buy an apartment for me and my mother.” Once again 
her single minded drive for an apartment troubled me, but I admired her tenacity and courage to 
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go after what she wanted. For it was a worthy goal—a comfortable and safe home. Everybody 
wanted that, even me. 

“Is it safe leaving work so late at night?” I asked, my concern still showing. 

“Yes, the club bodyguards escort us girls to our apartment. You have nothing to worry 
about Roy. We are well taken care of. The apartment is lovely with a color television. I share it 
with two other girls who dance at the club.” 

“Is this a good time to call you from now on?” I again asked to make sure and a leave 
my fear of annoying her with late night calls. 

“Yes, and fax me your address and telephone numbers in Moscow, so I can write you or 
call you.” 

“Will do.” 

“I kiss you and hold you,” she seductively whispered into the telephone. 

“I love you and miss you,” I said as she giggled her goodbye. 

The following Saturday, somewhat to my surprise, my waking mind came face-to-face 
with a decision I needed to make between two alternatives: whether to forget about Angel or 
continue to pursue her? Apparently, my unconscious had processed the past two months of my 
involvement with this beautiful and talented Russian girl to put me in a position where 
emotionally I could go either way. Each of the two times Angel left, I felt miserable right 
afterward, but within a week or so the symptoms evaporated. I couldn’t figure out why if I loved 
her. Ten years earlier, I would have forgotten about her because her actions and my intuition 
signaled too many warnings. Besides, all my life I knew I should avoid marriage. I used to refer 
to it as the one stupid mistake I never made, but behind the flippancy laid a serious warning. Yet 
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now in middle age, I was thinking in a very conformist and for me peculiar fashion that I was 
missing part of life by never marrying. 

Changes in a person’s philosophy generally do not happen at once but genninate in the 
unconscious mind until an external event brings to light a different belief In the couple of years 
before meeting Angel, my reading of Joseph Campbell’s writings and Wolfram von 
Eschenbach’s Perceval probably worked on my unconscious waiting for an event to convince me 
I was missing a key aspect of living—uniting with my “soul mate” or “other half’. Campbell’s 
books on mythology often referred to the popularization of romantic or “courtly” love in 12 th 
century Europe as epitomized in the book Perceval. The troubadours in the 12 th century started 
singing of a higher reality accessed through romantic love that united men and women in a bliss 
filled metaphysical union that partially satisfied man’s eternal yearning for feeling connected 
with what lies behind our perceptions of reality. Until the troubadours’ popularization of 
romantic love, the primary relationship between a man and a woman consisted of marriage as a 
political and economic partnership. The advent of romantic love augured our modern day 
Western concept of people marrying primarily for love and not economic advantage. 

Now that I met Angel, I thought, maybe the troubadours had discovered something, and 
all those moon, June, swoon, love tunes expressed more than the pleasures of sex or the security 
of companionship. When reading Campbell’s Creative Mythology , I even created a visualization 
that represented the ideal life for me, assuming romantic love was not just another female 
illusion for manipulating men. Standing facing me was a tall, beautiful blond women 
representing my other half and me her other half. Into our metaphysical union flowed art from 
her talents and vocation and physics from mine. Together we helped each other achieve not just 
material security but the joy of pursuing the work for which we were bom and the peace of 
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feeling united with each other as part of the universe. Angel seemed to fit the bill. Besides 
dancing and modeling, she drew, acted and sang. Here was my chance to achieve my dream life, 
so I decided to pursue her until I won her. I vowed to call and write her once a week. 

The bombings in Moscow and other cities subsided a couple of weeks later, but the out 
cry for revenge grew as Putin and the oligarchs backing him used their control of the media to 
fuel Russian war fever with stories of atrocities committed by Chechens against Russians living 
in Chechnya. Unlike in America, the Russia’s Federal Government still controlled key 
industries, including the media, through direct ownership, state oversight committees and private 
owners who owed their newly gained business empires to connections with Yeltsin’s inner circle. 
Putin and his allied oligarchs easily manipulated the news in order to mobilize most of the 
population behind Russia’s troop invasion of Chechnya in October. 

In order to assure victory in the presidential election for 2000, Putin needed news reports 
of Russian victories with relatively few Russian troop casualties but many Chechen deaths, 
whether civilian or military did not matter given the hatred of the Chechens. Stories of Russian 
military successes in which reporters depicted the Chechens as barbarians filled most of the 
airways and newspapers. Media outlets controlled by oligarchs beholding to Yeltsin and allied 
with Putin fired any newsman who dared to report both sides of the war. The few independent 
newspapers and television stations reporting on the brutality of both Russian and Chechen 
fighters ran into harsh criticism from Putin’s media cronies, fell victim to hostile business 
takeovers by Putin’s oligarchs, and faced sanctions from the Media Ministry for interviewing 
Chechen leaders. Independent news outlets were even raided by government officials searching 
for evidence of tax evasion or other law breaking—not hard to find about any Russian business, 
or individual for that matter. 
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Most Russians, but not all, violate laws, agreements or other social or moral obligations 
when it is to their advantage. Russia is largely a country of liars and cheaters because survival 
under the Communists and Czars required chicanery and mendacity to survive or get ahead. The 
insatiable demands for bribes by the ubiquitous bureaucracy over 500 hundred years did not 
instill a sense of honesty but rather the belief that dishonesty was the best policy. When Lenin 
took power, he only changed the heads of the government agencies by replacing nobleman with 
Communist Party members. The rank and file bureaucrats remained to continue the tradition of 
bribery and the arbitrary exercise of power that bled away the value created by industry and 
stifled individual initiative. After Czarist rule and communism, the law of dishonesty is probably 
genetically encoded into most Russians. No one could have been a supporter of the Czar or 
Communist who did not suffer a horrible conversion that overturned all decent values. In 1999, 
a conservative estimate put government graft at over $20 billion in an economy with a GDP of 
only $ 184 billion. 

A person might think that Russia needs more legislation to put an end to such massive 
corruption, but it wouldn’t matter. Thanks to the Communists, the country already has an over 
abundance of laws that affect more areas of human activity than even most European nations. In 
Russia, statutes no longer exist to govern conduct, redress grievances or provide a degree of 
certainty on which people can rely in the conduct of their affairs. Rather the laws provide 
government officials with the power to exact favors and money from individuals and businesses 
by threatening them with enforcement of the regulations—essentially institutionalized extortion. 

I always advised Kroll’s clients to obey the multitude of rules applying to their operations or risk 
government officials showing up to demand bribes or even a stake in their businesses. 
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Lonely Weekends 

Through the fall of 1999, Angel worked in Mexico and the war in Chechnya raged with 
Putin looking the odds on favorite to win the presidency the following year. I called Angel 
weekly and wrote frequently, but she never wrote back. I asked her why, and she said that her 
days were filled with work and on the weekends she visited many beautiful areas in Mexico but 
always alone. 

“She doesn’t write you because she does not care,” my female tutor of Russian brutally 

said. 

I refused to accept this. Girls were always attracted to me, ever since I was eight. And 
once I kissed a girl, she was mine—not always immediately but eventually. I was sure this six- 
foot-one Russian beauty would be no different. Besides, few Russian man would do for her what 
I would. We discussed my taking her to America for a visit around Christmas time, which 
thrilled her. She might not love me now but she would. I kept calling, writing and on her 
birthday, November 10 th , I sent her a bouquet of roses, which I imagined no one else did. I 
sincerely loved and cared about this girl. I dearly missed her and empathized with how lonely 
she must feel in a country so far from her home where she did not speak the language. 

Despite the promptings of my heart, my intuition and logic still wondered about Angel’s 
reticence. But I always dismissed any misgivings with the rational that Angel, as most Russians, 
was secretive in order to protect herself from a corrupt government and various criminals. The 
Russian investigators in the office knew about Angel’s trip to Mexico and my concerns, since I 
possessed that common American failing of notoriously expressing my thoughts and feelings. 
Once again, they suggested investigating Angel and, this time, her agent Leo just to make sure I 
didn’t end up in a “difficult situation” as they euphemistically put it. Quite logical, but I chose 
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what I thought was the honorable route and declined. If I could not trust the girl I loved, I 
deserved whatever consequences came. Then again, perhaps part of me did not want to know the 
truth. Russians have a saying, “It is better not to know too much because then you can believe 
what you want.” Americans, however, have a saying too, “The truth shall make you free.” But 
at the time, I was in Russia, immersed in a culture closer to the medieval ages than the 20 th 
century with all the eddies and whirl pools of an intangible sea driving my thoughts and actions 
in bizarre directions. 

A few months in another culture can dramatically affect a person’s conduct without him 
realizing it. One of Kroll’s Fortune 500 clients sent its American manager back home after 
exhibiting “peculiar” behavior reminiscent of a feudal aristocrat and attributable to living in 
Russia. When I first met Kroll’s overall boss of Europe and the Middle East, a former CIA 
officer, he warned me against “going native,” which he defined as losing touch with who you 
are—an average middle-class American. Working in Russia, created the unseen danger of 
assimilation into the behavioral patterns of influential Russians because the entire society saw 
foreigners and New Russians as the economic and power elite of the country. For example, the 
manger of another Western client liked to tell the story of how he threw a temper tantrum at a 
policeman for stopping his chauffer driven car while rushing to an appointment. The police 
officer demurely apologized and let the manager proceed as though he were a member of the 
nobility. In America, he would have ended up with a ticket or in jail. Many foreigners not only 
arrogantly puff themselves up in importance but also begin to follow the Russian maxim, “Tell 
the truth and you are doomed, tell a convincing lie that you believe yourself and you prosper.” 
Tiedemann, my immediate supervisor in London, who visited Russia frequently, had this down 
pat. 
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The infectiousness of the Russian prevalence for dishonesty once again entered the 
political spotlight in the fall of 1999 when a money laundering scandal hit the Rank of New York 
that involved Yeltsin, the Family and the Russian mafia. It didn’t touch Putin because at the 
time he was new to the Prime Minister post and had no fortune to wash overseas. 

Some Russian intelligence officials considered Yeltsin and his inner circle as the most 
influential of gangs within the Russian mafia. As president, Yeltsin ruled Russia almost as an 
Emperor. When he could not buy off or politically bludgeon the legislature into doing his 
biding, he issued decrees that had the force of law. His inner circle of allies controlled the 
executive branch and the armed forces and ruled over key industries that allowed them to loot 
billions from the country. Much of the expropriated wealth ended up in safe markets for 
investment, such as the United States. Even the Family could not adequately reduce the risk of 
investing in Russia because of the unstable economy, embezzlement by other mafia gangs and 
the always precarious nature of power in Russia. Today’s insider could just as easily become 
tomorrow’s orphan, so Yeltsin’s favorites and other gangsters transported much of their stolen 
wealth overseas. In the late 1990s over one billion dollars a month left Russia. Much of it 
gained by illegal means on which no taxes were paid. 

The Bank of New York alone moved seven billion dollars of Russian mafia money out of 
the country during the late 1990s. The money funneled through three accounts into unlicensed 
banking operations set up in Queens, New York and Jersey City, New Jersey. Many transactions 
came from a Moscow bank run by Yeltsin’s financial advisor. The Bank of New York hired 
Kroll to conduct an investigation into the money laundering accusations in order to shift the 
blame to the Family and Russian mafia for tricking an allegedly honest Bank of New York. 
Another reason was to show U.S. investigators that the Bank was doing all it could to prevent 
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such illegal activities in the future. Simply put, the bank got caught making lots of money 
washing Russian mafia cash, so it hired Kroll to help with the damage control. 

The Kroll office in New York and Tiedemann in London ran the investigation—often 
sending their own agents to Moscow without confiding in the Moscow office what they were 
doing and severely restraining the Moscow office’s activity in the case. Tiedemann assigned the 
Moscow office the task of finding the Russians involved in providing the money for washing, but 
we were forbidden to track down any leads pointing to the Bank of New York’s culpability and 
what leads we came across were deep-sixed. Meanwhile, she and the New York agents were 
busy covering-up those trails. Tiedemann often limited or circumvented the Moscow office when 
she wanted to conduct an unethical investigation or manipulate the results to favor a high-paying 
client. 

The Moscow office’s investigation into the Russian side of the money laundering reached 
right up to the Family, but we could not get inside because our sources of information feared for 
their lives. They wouldn’t talk no matter how much they were paid because they knew the 
power of the Family could reach anyone anywhere in the world. In a different case, we did 
breach the Mayor of Moscow’s inner circle to the extent of receiving reports on arguments 
between the Mayor and one of his close business allies, but obtaining information directly from 
inside Yeltsin’s Family was just not possible. Although nearly everyone and everything was for 
sale in Russia and people were willing to sell the lives of others for the right price, they were not 
about to sell their own lives. 

The money laundering information we gathered showed politically well-connected 
persons funneling large amounts of money from illegal and legal activities to America without 
paying Russian taxes—no surprise there. Kroll’s efforts helped the Bank of New York avoid 
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criminal prosecution by paying a $38 million fine and promising to abide by U.S. money 
laundering laws in the future. Not bad, a small fine given its assets and swearing not to do it 
again. The only persons criminally prosecuted, or more accurately scapegoated, by U.S. 
prosecutors, were a Senior Vice President for the Bank and her husband whom the Russian mob 
paid $1.8 million to help transfer money and prepare documents for Russians to enter the U.S. 
illegally so that they could enjoy their laundered riches in America. The two also got off easy 
with five years probation. 

During the unfolding of the scandal in the U.S. press, the Russian government and its 
controlled media mocked the American government for chasing windmills and insulting the 
character of Russians in general. The use of ridicule and attempts to make others feel ashamed 
are typical feints used throughout Russia’s mendacious culture. The country’s legal system 
never existed for discovering the truth and redressing grievances, only to preserve the power of 
first the Czars, then the Communists and now the New Russians. Consequently, Russians resort 
to psychology when accused of wrongdoing by someone whom they cannot bribe, maim, murder 
or otherwise influence. First they laugh good-naturedly and teasingly imply that such fanciful 
accusations will make the accuser look foolish to others. If that does not work, they assume the 
role of the innocent, misunderstood victim persecuted by unjust forces and unfairly treated. 
Russian girls are masters with both techniques; especially, when they add tears to the mix— 
many of them can cry a will. No one with half-a-brain believes the Russian government and its 
media lap dogs, but that doesn’t matter. The influential in Russia never pay for their crimes. 

The Family and those close to it who laundered money continued as members of the power elite 
under Putin or enjoyed their stolen wealth overseas. 
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Stay 


Two and a half months after Angel left, I found myself working in the office at night as 
usual and writing: 

My Precious Angel, 

It is Saturday night, dark and cold outside with snow on the ground and me here 
in a lonely office working because there is no one to go DANCING with. Where are you Angel? 
Why am I always alone? I thought you said I had a guardian angel to protect me. Doesn’t that 
mean protection from loneliness? Are you that protection? Will our differences doom the short 
future you saw in my hand? —enough of my moaning and groaning. 

Don’t you become weary of this space-time continuum? Life has not been easy 
for you as it has been for others who have so much they cannot decide what to choose from and 
then complain with tears of hypocrisy that they have to make a choice. 

Oh well, I miss you, I look at your photos, I sleep with the toy dog you gave me, 
but the perfume scent is gone, and I still feel lonely. I wonder whether we have a future and, if 
so, how long? I guess I should just let the universe and its metaphysical underpinnings unfold— 
after all you have a longer period of uncertainty facing you then I have. 

I guess you are the only one I have now. 

Love Roy 

On November 15, Angel sent me a fax that she was flying back to Moscow on the 30 th . 

“It your love—Angelina. Little time and we can see each other. I’m think about you. It 
will be nice to be together. I hold you a lot, kiss a lot and miss.” Her message made me feel like 
her teddy bear, although I didn’t know whether she had one. I was sure; however, she didn’t 
have a three-foot high teddy bear, so I bought her one as a homecoming present. Angel sent her 
fax on stationary from the Westin Hotel in Acapulco, which seemed strange since she worked in 
Mexico City. 

November 19 brought another fax with her flight information in which she asked me to 
call, saying it was very, very important and closing “I kiss you! I hold you! Your Angelina.” 

I called her, “What’s up Angel?” 

“I am so happy you called. Did you get my faxes?” 

“Yes. Is everything okay?” 
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“Yes. But I will be bringing back a lot of cash with me and I wanted to know whether 
you will meet me at the airport?” 

“I’ll be there.” 

“Can you also help me get through customs without declaring how much money I am 
bringing with me?” This was not unusual; most Russians want to avoid anyone, especially 
customs, from knowing how much money they have for fear of criminals and tax inspectors. 

“I will arrange for you to go through the VIP lounge.” I said. 

One way of smuggling in or out of Russia involved paying a well connected travel agent 
$200 or having an influential person arrange for custom officials to escort the traveler and his 
luggage through the VIP lounge in order to avoid any inspection of the person’s bags. Naturally, 
the custom officials require a gratuity. 

“That will be good,” she said. “Call me again Friday night after work to make sure 
everything is okay.” 

“Fine, pleasant dreams lover,” I said. She said farewell with her usual I kiss you, hold 
you and miss you. 

I made the arrangements through the firm’s travel agent and called Angel that Friday— 
but no answer. Strange, unlike most Russians and girls everywhere, Angel was always punctual 
in keeping to her schedule, just like an American businessman. I tried a few more times but still 
no answer. Now I began to worry. I did not have the number for the club she worked at, but 
even if I did, the place was already closed, so there was not much I could do except hope she was 
all right. 

Around midnight Angel’s agent, Leo, called me at home. 

“Roy, it is Leo. Angel is in jail,” he blurted out. 
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Oh, great, “What happened?” 

“The police raided the club and arrested all the girls who did not have working visas.” 

Hell, I asked myself, what kind of a club did she work in as visions ran through my head 
of Federalalies busting a nightclub with scantily clad “showgirls” screaming as they are thrown 
into the paddy wagon? 

Leo added, “I thought you might be able to help get her out of jail so that she does not 
miss her flight on Monday.” 

I was surprised at his apparent concern for her. “Give me the name and number of the 
club,” which he did, which also surprised me because up until then both he and Angel always 
ducked giving me either. I had simply chalked their reticence up to engrained Soviet secrecy. 

“I will see what I can do to get her out Leo.” 

“One more thing,” Leo said. “When she comes back she’ll be carrying a lot of money, 
including my commission. I think Angel and the money would be safer at your apartment than 
my office. I don’t have a safe here.” 

“Okay, that makes sense. Thanks for calling me.” 

When I hung up the telephone, I wondered why Leo called me. He clearly had contacts 
in Mexico City were he did some of his modeling business. And although we met a couple of 
times while Angel was in Mexico, we were not buddies. Leo, like most Russians, only dealt 
with Westerners on a business level, usually trying to obtain financing for some scheme or 
another in which the Russians always promised the sun, the moon and the stars in return for 
handing over dollars to them. 

Enough speculating, first things first—Angel was in trouble and I had to help her 
somehow. I could just imagine what a Mexican jail was like. I traveled to Ecuador some years 
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earlier where one of the presidential candidates at the time showed me the prison in his nation’s 
capital—no air conditioning, no color TV, no three-square meals a day and no clean sheets—just 
filth, stench and brutality. 

I called our firm’s office in Mexico City and told the manager the story. He said he 
would track down which jail she was in and use his pull to free her. 

“Great,” I said. Then I asked, “What kind of a place is The Men’s Club?” 

“It is a high class titty bar, no prostitution, just beautiful girls giving lap dances. I’ve 
been there a few times. Tell your girlfriend to introduce me to some of her fellow dancers there. 
I’m not rich enough to attract any of them on my own.” 

“Will do. Thanks a lot,” and I hung up. 

So Angel wasn’t a model or go-go girl as she led me to believe but a lap dancer for rich 
men—that hurt. Yet over the course of the weekend, I rationalized that how else could a pretty 
young Russian girl make a living coming from a dead end society like Russia. At least she 
didn’t resort to prostitution as all those girls at the clubs Rasputin, Sirus and many other places in 
Moscow. Then again, undulating intimate parts of the body in close proximity to strangers’ 
faces while wearing only thong panties in return for money might amount to a form of 
prostitution. But I understood that desperate circumstances could drive decent people to 
desperate acts in order to survive. And the situation in the provinces where Angel lived was 
desperate. Anyway, I believed she was smart enough not to do anything stupid and had a good 
heart. All she needed was an opportunity to pursue a legitimate career in modeling, singing or 
acting, and she would put away the lap dancing. However, that meant bringing her to America 
and her changing from the typical Russian view of the future as the immediate to the American 
long-term view necessary to build a career. But I was sure she could do it with my help. 
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On Monday, the manager of Kroll’s Mexico City office called to tell me that the 
authorities released Angel before he had a chance to intervene. 

“Apparently someone else with influence got her out of the immigration prison.” 

“So she was arrested for a visa violation?” I asked. 

“Right, and the immigration police put her on a plane for Germany.” 

He gave me the plane information, which was the same flight she planned to take 
originally, but I didn’t know whether she intended to still catch the connecting flight to Moscow 
that she had faxed me about. I called the Fra nk furt airport to page her. A little later, Angel 
called the office. 

“Roy, it is your Angelina,” she temptingly said. 

“Are you all right? What happened?” 

“It long story and I tell you in Moscow. Can you get me through customs?” 

I told her it was all arranged and what she needed to do when she got off the airplane. 

She said, “I will be bringing a lot of cash so it important that I do not have to declare it.” 

“I understand. It is all taken care of.” 

“I have to go catch my plane. I kiss you, I hold you, I miss you,” she giggled as she hung 
up. 

Something troubled me about the whole situation, so I sat down with the Russian 
investigators in the office for their take on what happened and Leo’s involvement. They 
suggested that I keep Angel’s money locked in the office because Leo might hire some 
policemen to knock on my door and search my apartment. If they found Angel’s money for 
which she had no custom declarations, the cops would take it and she’d never see it again. The 
police might not even wait until Angel and I returned to my apartment but grab us at the airport 
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on Leo’s signal. Leo told me he planned to be at the airport to meet Angel and the other girl who 
went to Mexico with him and angel back in August. The investigators also warned that Angel 
might conspire with Leo believing that I would make good her loss. That way she would double 
her money and Leo his commission. I didn’t think Angel would ever do anything like that, but 
Leo would. My instinct agreed with the investigators’ advice not to show at the airport, and, for 
once, I followed my instinct. I telephoned Leo that I couldn’t make it to the airport and told him 
about the arrangements for Angel to go through the VIP lounge in order to avoid Customs. 

Angel would stay in one of his apartments for the night and I’d picked her up the next day. 

Always the vain girl, Angel didn’t wear her glasses when she exited the plane, so she 
missed the sign with her name held by the guy who would have escorted her to the VIP lounge. 
When she hit Customs, she simply lied about the over eight thousand dollars in cash and 
travelers checks she was carrying. Customs cleared her, and Leo took her and the other girl back 
to his office. The next morning, I went by to meet my smiling, tan Angel. We kissed, and she 
put her ann over my shoulder in that same protective fashion. 

“Roy, I can only stay in Moscow a couple of days. I have to take my money back to my 
mother in Krasnodar so it will be safe. You understand, don’t you?” 

I understood her desire to get home with her money after three months overseas but was 
not happy about it. 

“So when do I see you again?” 

“I will be back in the middle of December to pick up the rest of my money that Alfredo is 
bringing me from Mexico.” 

“Who is Alfredo? Does he work at the club?” 


99 



“Yes he does and is a good friend who will bring the rest of my money to Moscow. The 
police took me directly from the jail to the airplane. I could only pick up my clothes and the 
money I had hidden in them. Alfredo has the rest of my money, about $18,000.” 

“That’s a lot of money,” I said. In total, she made $26,000 for three months work tax- 
free, which was better than my earnings in the same period. “Is Alfredo also coming to Moscow 
on the club’s business?” 

“No, he’s just doing me a favor.” 

“He’s going to fly all the way from Mexico City to Moscow, risk smuggling in thousands 
of dollars, just to do you a favor?” This didn’t sound logical to me for some guy who worked in 
a titty bar. 

“You’re jealous, how sweet,” she beamed her childish smile. “Don’t worry Roy, Alfredo 
is just a good friend with a kind heart.” Something didn’t fit, but I soon forgot about it with 
Angel beside me. 

We took her bags to my apartment and her money to the office for safe keeping until she 
left, which I told Leo we were doing to prevent any uninvited cops on the take from showing up 
at my apartment. I gave Angel lots of flowers and the three-foot high teddy bear. Before going 
to the Bolshoi ballet, we visited Leo for her to pay him his commission, 20% of her gross in 
Mexico. After the ballet, Angel made a series of calls from my apartment to Mexico City to 
check on her money and confirm when it would be brought to Moscow. As I sat down next to 
her while she presumably talked to Alfredo, she crumbled up a slip of paper with telephone 
numbers on it so that I could not see them. Why the secrecy, I once again wondered, but as 
always, I let it go. 
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We spent our first night together during with Angel drinking too much wine and asking 
me a peculiar question, “Now that we are boy and girlfriend, how many girls have you had sex 
with in the past three months?” 

I replied, “How many guys have you had sex with in the past three months?” She was 
clearly surprised by my response and eventually said none. My intuition told me she lied, but I 
was in no position to protest because I had played around with my secretary for a couple of 
months. 

Angel and I worked out the details of my taking her to America for ten days in January. 
She couldn’t go over Christmas because she wanted to spend the holidays with her mother. The 
year before she had worked in Cyprus during Christmas, so it was important for her to spend the 
holidays with her mother this year. I told her what documents to bring back to Moscow so that 
we could go to the U.S. Embassy and get her a tourist visa. On the day she left, I hired an armed 
bodyguard to escort us to the airport for Angel’s two-hour flight to Krasnodar. I didn’t put it 
past Leo to try to pull a fast one, since he knew which flight she would take and how much 
money she carried. Eight thousand U.S. dollars equaled $160,000 of buying power in Russia. I 
also worried about Angel arriving in Krasnodar with so much cash, but I had no means to protect 
her there. She assured me she would be safe in her hometown because her mother would meet 
her at the airport. That did not assuage my fear much. What could her mother do against 
gangsters, call the police? 

No one relies on the police for protection in Russia. Instead, those with money hire 
private security agencies that ironically employ policemen to do what their government jobs 
require of them. It is hard to blame the cops when their government salaries are so small and 
usually paid months late. The cops see their bosses all the way up to Yeltsin taking payoffs in 
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one form or another or using govermnent positions to make money on the side. Why should the 
cops be the only suckers to act honestly? 

Angel knew Russia better than I, so I put my apprehension aside, and all the way to the 
airport, she held me like a child, which seemed natural. 

Angel promised, “I will call you when I know the exact day of my arrival back to 
Moscow.” 

“And call me as soon as you arrive to let me know you made it back safely.” I asked as 
we kissed goodbye. 

My concern went beyond the danger over her carrying so much cash to flying on a local 
airline. Under the Soviets, air travel inside the empire was a dangerous proposition. Each major 
city owned an airline that the local bureaucrats managed—not exactly a prescription for safety. 
In order to fly to a particular city required passage on either that city or the departing city’s 
airline—there were no others. Politicians do not appreciate negative publicity, so airplane 
crashes were often not reported. People waiting for their friends and loved ones at airports were 
told nothing. After a few days, they realized the truth. 

With the collapse of communism, the officials running the local airlines could no longer 
keep accidents secret, but their incompetence in operating heavier than air flight remained 
unchanged. And to make the situation worse, a new danger arose. Previously, the Communist 
Party prevented government officials from egregiously looting state assets, but now rampant 
embezzlement thrived in the bureaucracies. Large portions of budgeted funds for maintenance 
disappeared and planes took off with a minimum of fuel because officials had sold the rest. 
Throughout Russia, bureaucrats cut airline safety to a minimum and below in order to enrich 
themselves. 


102 



When I didn’t hear from Angel the following day I began to worry. I sent her a page, 
“Did you arrive safely? Love Roy.” But still no response. During the wait to hear from her, my 
maid told me that someone had recently gone through everything in my apartment, and that two 
sets of my gloves were missing. Did Angel steal them? Nah, it made no sense. 

Two days after her scheduled arrival, I sent another page, still no response. I didn’t hear 
from her until three days after she arrived. I couldn’t understand why she delayed in calling. 

She knew how much I worried about her traveling with so much money and flying. 

“Angel, where have you been? Did you receive my pages?” 

“Yes, I got them but was not able to call you until now. Everything went fine. My 
mother met me at the airport.” 

“Why didn’t you call sooner?” 

“I was not near a telephone where I could call,” she said. “You know I don’t have a 
phone in my house.” I knew that but also knew that all Russian Post Offices have telephones for 
calling long distance. True, most Russians could not afford to make long distance calls, but 
Angel had just gone home with $8,000 to an economy where the average yearly income for 
households amounted to $1200. 

I quickly forgot my concerns when she said, “I miss you Roy and want to be with you 
when I am back in Moscow.” 

“When will that be?” 

“I am not sure yet, but around the 15 th . I will call you just before my arrival. Roy I need 
you to do me a favor.” 

“Okay, what?” 
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“I need to know ha nk s in Moscow with ATM machines that give cash in dollars. My 
friend from Mexico brings a BankMex Card with some my money on it, and I need an ATM 
machine to get the cash from it.” 

“I will find out. Is there a place I can call you with the information?” 

“No,” she answered, “page me and I will call you back. When do we go to Embassy to 
get my tourist visa?” 

“We can go any day of the week, but we have to get there around six in the morning to 
stand in line. The Embassy opens up at eight.” 

“Okay, I bring all documents with me. Can your driver pick me up at train station?” 

“Not a problem, we will both meet you. Just let me know which station and when.” 

“That is good. I kiss you, hug you and miss you.” 

“And I love you,” I replied. 

Angel called back a few days later for the list of banks with cash machines. Using ATM 
debit cards to transport money overseas was rather sophisticated, but it required a bank account, 
which meant she had one in Mexico City or used the account of a friend there, probably Alfredo. 

Young Blood 

About a week later on Tuesday, December 14 th , my secretary says, “Angel is on the line.” 
I assumed she was calling in response to the pages I sent her in Krasnodar the previous week. 
Once again, I was surprised she hadn’t called earlier. 

“Did you get my pages?” I asked. 

“No,” she said in a low, contrite voice. 

“I sent one on Friday and Saturday. I was worried when you didn’t answer.” 
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“Oh, you know Russia,” she uneasily said. “Nothing works here.” Then in a sultry 
voice, “I’m in Moscow Roy and want to see you very badly.” 

“What! When did you arrive? 

“I took train and got in early morning at seven.” 

“Why didn’t you call? I would have picked you up.” 

“I didn’t want to bother you. Anyway, I had to meet Alfredo to get my money.” 

“Did you get it all?” 

“Yes. Now me and mother can buy apartment. I am so happy. Can I come to your 
office?” 

“Where are you, I can send my driver to pick you up.” 

“No. I need to do some things first. I will meet you in your office.” 

“Okay. I have some meetings but will tell the staff to expect you. I should be back by 
late afternoon. 

“I want to be with you Roy. I missed you,” she said again in her vamp voice. 

“And I you, Angel.” 

“Are you sure, you don’t want my driver to pick you up?” 

“Yes, I will be okay” 

“See you later then.” 

As I hung up, I felt something was not right. First, during our previous call, Angel made 
sure that I could pick her up at the train station, but then she arrives without any notice. Second, 
she failed to answer my pages sent to her in Krasnodar, the only place her pager worked—it 
didn’t work in Moscow. Perhaps she wasn’t there but on her way to Moscow by train or already 
in Moscow if she flew. Assuming she took a train on Friday from Krasnodar, she would arrive 
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on Saturday, meaning she had been in Moscow for at least three days before she called me. 
Finally, she came to town to get her money from a so-called good friend who was willing to fly 
all the way from Mexico City to Moscow just to do the good deed of delivering her money. This 
strained my understanding of human nature. I asked the firm’s Russian investigators whether we 
could find out which train or plane Angel took from Krasnodar to Moscow, the date and time of 
its arrival and the date that any Mexicans with the first name of Alfredo arrived in Moscow 
within the past week. After a few telephone calls, they said yes, but it would cost me a few 
hundred dollars. I told them to let me think about it. The cost didn’t matter, but I worried about 
the impact my spying on the girl I loved would have on our future relationship, since no matter 
the result, the act of my distrust would always remain a secret between us. I always considered a 
relationship based on dishonesty as doomed. 

I believed that a true union with ones other half proceeded through four levels, each 
requiring honesty by both persons. Beginning at the physical when two people find each other’s 
appearance appealing. Then moving into the mental where they realize the other is as smart as 
they are. Philosophies and behavior patterns may differ, but each respects and enjoys the others 
intellectual abilities and insights. At the third, emotional level, compassion and passion combine 
in a desire to be with the other person. Lies, secrets and dishonesty can creep in at any of these 
three levels to prevent one party from opening up completely to the other. Open hearts can’t 
hide lies and dishonesty or keep secrets. Without open hearts, two people will never achieve the 
metaphysical fourth level where the physical, mental and emotional levels combine during the 
act of sex to produce an experience of each person merging into the other. For a brief time, both 
exist in a metaphysical union not just with the other person but also with the universe for each is 
a part of that universe. 
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Riding to my afternoon meetings, I concluded that Angel probably arrived in town a few 
days earlier to payoff Alfredo with sexual favors for bringing her money from Mexico. I 
understood how important the money was for her and her mother, and had it not been for the 
police raid on the club where she danced, she would have brought it all back with her. I further 
excused her conduct by rationalizing that our affair had only just started and payment to Alfredo 
was an obligation incurred before Angel and I became intimate. I decided to let this incident go, 
but if another one happened, the relationship ends. 

As a lawyer, I’ve noticed that a key problem with the profession is that lawyers could 
convincingly argue any proposition to the point where the truth or proper course of action 
depended solely on the outcome they wanted. Perhaps, I had fallen victim to this skill by giving 
Angel a second chance. 

When I arrived back at Kroll, the door to my office was closed. My secretary said Angel 
had been in there for a while and was probably sleeping. I quietly opened the door to check but 
found her intently looking at a document on my computer screen. My computer contained the 
files from present and past cases, Kroll’s web of information sources in Russia, infonnants in 
Europe and America as well as a direct link into Kroll’s database, which stored the most secret 
information for the entire firm around the world. 

“What are you doing?” I asked. 

“Oh, nothing, just playing,” she said clicking the exit symbol so the document 
disappeared. 

“I thought you didn’t know anything about computers.” 

“I don’t, that why I try to learn. Aren’t you glad to see me?” She smiled innocently and I 
forgot about the computer. 
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When I saw her jumbo-size suitcase I said, “You should have let me send my driver. 

How did you manage to carry this here?” 

“It was no problem. I am a strong Russian girl,” she said as she struggled to move the 
suitcase out of the way. 

“How did you get here? By metro?” 

“Yes.” 

“You must have had a difficult time lugging that bag around.” It didn’t make sense to me 
why she chose to drag this large, heavy bag, which she could barely move around my office, 
through the metro system when my driver would have made things easy for her. Oh well, we 
were together again and the office staff thought highly of Angel except my Russian secretary. 

She pulled me aside to say, “She’s using you Roy!” But I dismissed the warning as jealousy. 

Angel had charmed the three investigators, which included two wily middle-aged Russian 
men and a British girl in her twenties, who believed herself a man. The British girl, Tiedemann’s 
girlfriend, was impressed with and sexually attracted to Angel. “She’s a big girl,” the Brit said in 
a tone of desire and submission. The Russian guys were particularly impressed with Angel 
washing everyone’s luncheon dishes. Companies in Moscow generally provide kitchens for 
employees to prepare their meals because most Russian workers can’t afford to buy their meals, 
and, even if they could, Moscow doesn’t have many places to grab a quick meal. The Kroll 
office included a kitchen and everyone brought his or her own lunch except me. I hired my 
secretary’s mother to prepare both my lunch and dinner at the office. 

The male investigators said Angel was the type of Russian girl that would make an 
excellent wife. This allayed my suspicions and greatly pleased me, since previously, after seeing 
her pictures and hearing she worked as a model, they told me to watch out and suggested 
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investigating her. One of the investigator’s had spoken from inside knowledge about Russian 
models. His niece worked for Russia’s top agency Red Star and for years she brought her female 
model friends to his dacha. 

“All they talked about was how they used this man or that man. They bragged about how 
many men they could keep on the hook at one time. None of these girls expressed any concern 
for morality. All they wanted was money and the glamorous life and would do anything to get 
both. No self-respect, no dignity at all. I got so fed up listening to these whores that I kicked 
them out of my dacha and vowed never to see my niece again, and I haven’t. But I can see 
Angel is not like those lazy whores. She knows about woman’s work and is willing to do it.” 

I felt proud and happy that the investigators, even the lesbian Brit, now approved of 

Angel. 

I asked her, “How long are you going to stay this time?” 

“I have a fight back in two days.” 

“Only two days,” I protested. 

She drew closer and put her arm over my shoulders, “Roy I have to go back to Krasnodar 
as soon as possible, so me and my mother can buy an apartment before end of year. A new law 
begins the first of next year. It will make us tell where we got our money to buy an apartment. It 
will cause me problems if I have to say I make the money in Mexico.” 

“I’m sure it would. The government would make you pay taxes.” 

“Yes,” she said. 

Later the Russian investigators in the office told me the purpose of the law was not to 
crack down on tax cheats but to stop the purchase of real estate with money from illegal 
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activities, such as prostitution. Well, lap dancing wasn’t prostitution, so Angel didn’t have to 
worry unless the authorities refused to believe her, which they would in order to extract a bribe. 

Real estate in Russia, for practical purposes, did not mean land, just buildings, houses and 
apartments. When communism collapsed, the business occupying a building or people living in 
an apartment or house became owners of the structure rather than just tenants, but the land on 
which a structure stood remained the state’s. So these new owners could sell buildings, houses 
and apartments but not land. No one, including businesses, could buy land, but anyone could 
lease it from the local government for, in some cases, 99 years. The inability to buy and sell land 
made foreign investment in real estate risky because any lease of land required the continuing 
good graces of government officials. Once a project turned into a moneymaker, however, 
officials reasoned they should reap the benefits rather than the foreign investor whose funds 
made it all possible. Local governments could and did renege on lease contracts to force foreign 
investors to sell at a loss to the brash young Russians who acted as the fronts for and were 
usually related to the corrupt officials—the real power in Russia. 

Similar scams frequently occurred to foreign investors under Russia’s bizarre corporation 
law. Prior to 1998, foreign capital flowed into Russia seeking high returns as compared to the 
risk. With the help of the International Monetary Fund, the national government and some 
regional and local governments began borrowing in the international market of public debt. This 
signaled to private investors that the risk of investing in Russia had diminished significantly. 

The rush was on for high returns, which caused a flood of foreign money into Russia. 

When foreigners invest in another country, they exchange their own currency for that of 
the country in which the investment is made, in Russia’s case the ruble. An American must 
convert dollars to rubles before making a legal investment in Russia. At some point the investor 
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will sell the stock he bought, receive dividends or collect loan payments all in the form of rubles. 
Rubles don’t do a foreign investor any good in his own country, so he needs to exchange the 
rubles into his own currency. A person can’t buy chewing gum in America with rubles. A 
serious problem can arise when the foreigner finally goes to switch the rubles from his 
investment into his currency—the rubles may buy fewer dollars than the investor originally put 
into Russia. To avoid this problem, the investor pays a bank to agree to give him so many 
dollars for a certain number of rubles over a period of time that assures the investor will not lose 
on converting rubles. Banks run by competent managers can make a good return providing this 
service. Russia, however, had very few competent bank managers. 

In 1998, the Russian government defaulted on its loans to the West. Private investors 
took this as a signal to cash out. They went to various Russian banks with the rubles from their 
investments requesting the banks pay them the amount previously agreed in dollars or other 
foreign currency in exchange for the investors’ rubles. Unfortunately for the foreign investors, 
agreements meant nothing in Russia. Most of the Russian banks refused to pay because when 
the government defaulted, the value of the Russian ruble plummeted. If the bankers lived up to 
their agreements, they would lose most or all of their wealth as a result of their own greed and 
incompetence. They thought it better for foreign investors to lose, so they began secretly 
transferring the money owed foreign investors to overseas havens or corporate entities different 
from the ha nk s. 

One case at Kroll involved a number of Western ha nk s that bought stock in and made 
loans to a large Moscow bank. With the fall of the ruble, the Moscow bank saw an opportunity 
to avoid paying its foreign currency contracts and cheat our Western clients out of their 
investment while saddling them with the bank’s currency loses. The Moscow bank did this by 
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simply transferring most of its valuable assets to another bank that the Russian executives 
controlled. They left the original ba nk with all its liabilities but no assets to pay them. The 
Western investors had no recourse because their claim was only against the original bank that 
now had a negative value. They could not go after the assets transferred to the second bank 
because it was a different legal entity although run by the same Russians. Sounds nuts, but 
Russian corporation law pennitted this type of embezzlement. In civilized countries, such 
conduct usually puts the bankers in jail. 

The following day, Angel and I got up early to wait in the dark artic cold outside the U.S. 
Embassy to obtain her a tourist visa. There are always long lines of Russians waiting to try their 
luck at a visa to America. Some want to visit their relatives, but most want to leave Russia for 
good. One typical method for leaving the motherland behind involves a tourist or student visa. 
Once in America and after the visa expires, the Russian simply stays put working in the 
underground economy. Russians know that most of the workers in the U.S. Immigration and 
Naturalization Service are like their own bureaucrats—inept and lazy, so the chance of getting 
caught and deported once in America are slim to none. But getting the visa in the first place can 
prove difficult, especially for young Russians. 

The most favorable method of entry for Russian females is to marry an American because 
then they can travel back and forth, work in America legally and eventually bring their relatives 
over. One Russian girl expressed the attitude of many, “I don’t care if he is fat, old or ugly, I 
will do anything to get out of here.” Once they have lived in the U.S. for two years, they become 
pennanent residents and can divorce their husband, which they usually do, taking some or a lot 
of his money with the help of a divorce court manned by Feminazis just waiting to vent their 
hostility against a guy. 
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The Embassy personnel understand that many Russians, especially females in their 
twenties, will say or do anything to escape their homeland, so the personnel make the procedure 
as difficult and arbitrary as possible. After waiting two hours in the cold and another hour 
inside, Angel and I finally made it to a clerk. We presented the papers and the clerk, a Russian 
female, decided on her own initiative, contrary to the Embassy’s guidelines, to require an 
additional document that I did not have. It’s an old Russian trick of arbitrarily making last 
minute demands inconsistent with the rules in order to dissuade someone from doing what they 
had a right to do. It played on the average Russian’s ingrained acceptance that bureaucrats could 
make up the rules as they went along. The clerk obviously hoped to throw a monkey wrench 
into our plans or at least dishearten us into giving up. Angel began to argue, but I knew it was 
useless, so I pulled my ace. I told the clerk to contact the American officer at the Embassy 
whom I had talked with a number of times about obtaining a visa for Angel. I originally 
contacted him just in case some lower level bureaucrat gave us a hard time. Russians always 
jump for their superiors, especially if they are Americans. She contacted the officer and granted 
Angel her visa immediately. 

“I can’t believe it. We got my visa and so quickly. Great,” Angel said as she hugged and 
kissed me. “Now I go to America.” 

“You will see it is a different place—the land of opportunity.” 

“What do you mean by opportunity?” she asked. 

“In America, if you work hard, have a little bit of luck and treat people decently, you can 
achieve your dreams. You can work at whatever it is you wish and make enough money for a 
house, a car and to raise a family in a safe environment. You do not have to sacrifice your 
dreams and self respect just to survive like in Russia where only the criminals succeed.” 
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“I will see for myself,” Angel said somewhat disbelievingly, which made sense. She 
grew up in a culture where its citizens had no rights, no opportunities unless the band of thugs 
who hijacked the government, whether Communists or racketeers, disdainfully granted such. 
How could she possibly understand the axiomatic belief of virtually all Americans that because 
they are human beings, they have rights that no government can take away; that the government 
and its bureaucrats work for the citizens rather than lording over them as feudal barons once did. 
How could she realize the power of such a belief in tens of millions of people. America never 
had a dictator. Richard Nixon tried, but the political system got rid of him because he had 
broken the American moral against widespread violation of the citizens’ Constitutional rights. A 
more practical guarantee of individual rights that many communist minded Americans don’t 
realize is that before any government decided to assume dictatorial powers, it would have to 
contend with the 200 million guns owned by Americans. In Russia, only the government and 
criminals—who are usually the same—have weapons; therefore, they do pretty much what they 
want. 

Since Angel wanted to spend the holidays with her mother, at the suggestion of one of the 
Russian investigators in the office, I asked her whether she wanted me to visit her in Krasnodar. 
The investigator reasoned that if Angel really cared for me, she would agree, but he added as a 
caveat that the village she lived in just outside of Krasnodar was a dangerous place for a 
Westerner. Angel seemed surprised by the idea and asked, “Where would you stay? My house 
is too small for guests.” 

“I’ll stay in a hotel,” I said, which caused her to pause and think. 

“But it is too expensive,” she protested. “You know how I try to save your money. I’m 
not like other girls who take a man’s money.” 
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“I can afford it.” 


“Let me think about it. I’ll have to talk to mom,” she concluded. 

At night, Angel and I went to a party thrown by a young American, Tony Wong, who 
headed up the Russian operation for the American pharmaceutical company Schering-Plough, 
which I referred to as Scherring-Hoe. Tony and I met through one of my professors at Columbia 
University’s Business School. As with most American man working in Moscow, Tony’s major 
recreational activity consisted of bedding as many young, although not necessarily pretty, girls as 
possible, which included a 14 year-old Cuban girl that he often bragged about. Tony, a firm 
believer in quantity over quality, actually kept count. I attributed the high number to part 
braggadocio and part a character flaw of chasing any girl who dated one of his friends or 
associates. He apparently assumed that since a girl was going out with someone he knew; she 
should also go out with him. Naturally, he made a play for Angel even though she was almost 
twice his height. She thought it very strange that an American would chase another American’s 
girl. 

“Even in a disco, the worst Russian gangster did not try to cut in on another Russian’s 
girl,” she said. 

“Tony’s not typical of American men,” I replied. “But there do exist some who just don’t 
have the guts to find their own girl in America, so they feed off of others. But in Moscow with 
so many Russian girls wanting to date American guys, I just don’t understand Tony’s tactics.” 

For Russian girls, an American boyfriend meant the glamorous life that only dollars 
could buy. Americans generally lived in luxurious apartments, drove nice cars or were 
chauffeured around at the expense of their companies. They could afford the best discos, 
restaurants and culture while your average Russian girl entertained herself by sitting around the 
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kitchen table, drinking tea, eating chocolate and talking with friends—not a girl’s idea of fun as 
her looks tick away. The beauty of most Russian girls burn brightly from puberty to their late 
twenties when they start to turn sour on life as age robs them of their looks and, therefore, their 
power. The girl who bets on her beauty in Russia has about ten years to satiate her desire for fun 
and adventure and to score big. Angel always admonished me, “Don’t waste your time!” as 
though she believed it paramount to pack an entire lifetime into relatively few years. 

Russian girls also fine American companies attractive because they provide the best 
paying jobs. Most begin as secretaries, whom Russians refer to as “secretutes” since a secretary 
generally provides her boss with sexual services. But unlike working for a Russian boss, a 
secretute can advance within an American company and by socializing with her boss, she’ll meet 
lots of other Americans willing to show her a good time in return for sexual favors. A win-win 
situation for a Russian girl as long as she stays attractive. The boss, of course, enjoys a young, 
pretty girl the likes of which would never consider going out with him in America unless he had 
a lot more money. Even when the American boss keeps hands off, there is the advantage of not 
having to worry about some employee dragging him into court for sexual harassment in an effort 
to sex-mail the company and destroy a man over an innocent remark complimenting a girl’s 
appearance. The American guys I knew in Russia went there in large part to escape persecution 
by a social order twisted to favor females by turning a blind eye to the weaknesses and strengths 
that Mother Nature gave both sexes over millions of years of evolution. Russia also allowed 
these guys to believe themselves special despite prior social and career failures in America. 
Russian girls knew all this and used it to their own advantage. 

The next day, Angel agreed to my visiting her over the New Year’s weekend, which for 
Russians amounts to our Christmas, New Year’s and the Fourth of July all rolled into one 
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holiday. On New Year’s Eve, Russians exchange presents, get drunk, party and set off 
fireworks. The approaching New Year held added significance since it also marked the 
beginning of a new millennium, which for the countless Russians who believed in superstitions 
carried a heighten sense of caution. For me, nothing changes on New Year’s or New Millennium 
Day, so any omens of ill fortune were buried by my rational mind. 

While preparing to leave for the airport, Angel asked some strange questions, which she 
repeated a number of times over the next month or so. 

Folding her clothes, she matter-of-factly asked, “Does your firm work with the F.B.I.?” 

“Sure, some of Kroll’s employees are former F.B.I. agents. Why do you ask?” 

“Maybe I could find work with them.” 

That surprised me. “I thought you wanted to be a model.” 

“Yes, but if it not workout, I will need other job. Doesn’t the F.B.I. have an office in 
Russia?” 

“Sure, it’s in Moscow.” 

“You must have lots of contacts in F.B.I.?” 

“Not I, that’s all handled through Fondon or New York.” 

“But you know the people in Fondon and New York, right?” 

“Sure, I go through them now and then.” 

“The F.B.I. works with the F.S.B here in Russia, doesn’t it?” 

“More or less, also the Ministry of Internal Affairs.” 

“Kroll must have lots of contacts in the F.S.B. and the Ministry?” she asked rolling up 
her panties. 
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“That’s how we get information to help our clients. The bodyguard I hired for you last 
time works for the F.S.B.” 

“Your clients are big American corporations?” 

“Mostly.” 

“They hire you for information?” 

“And sometimes protection.” 

“Why all the questions Angel?” 

“I just research the job market.” 

My driver and I took Angel to the plane. I positioned myself across her lap and fell 
asleep with my face nestling between her neck and shoulder. I couldn’t get over the security I 
felt in her size. This time she carried $18,000 in cash, but I was not as worried. Angel clearly 
knew how to function in Russia; besides, Leo knew nothing about it. 

Before boarding the plane, she said, “I look to us being together for the new millennium 
in my home. Remember, I am poor so my house is small and lack many things.” 

“That is not important to me. It is you I want, not your house.” 

“Oh, I hope so,” she laughed. “I could not see you living in my house. It would be too 
difficult for you.” 

“I have lived in some difficult places,” I said. “Russians seem to think Americans are 

weak.” 

“Living is so difficult in my country. It makes us strong. Americans do not have the 
problems we have and so we grow up tougher,” she proudly said. 

“If Americans are so weak, why did we win the cold war?” 
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“Oh, you are a war hero now,” she said sarcastically with her arm over my shoulder and 
playing with my hair. “We will give you a metal in Krasnodar,” she laughed good-naturedly. 

We kissed. “Be careful and call me when you arrive.” 

“I will think of you and miss you until New Year’s. Be careful in Moscow. I have 
special love for you. So long for now,” she said with her model smile. 

Pretty Little Angel Eyes 

This time Angel called as soon as she arrived in Krasnodar. All was well; she and her 
money were safe. I wondered where she kept her $26,000—definitely not in a bank. Russians 
knew better than to trust any bank in that country with their money. Under the Soviets, a large 
ha nk account triggered an investigation into where the funds came from. Such investigations 
often ended with the account holder in the gulag or graveyard with bureaucrats expropriating the 
money. Russia’s present system of kleptocracy proves no less risk for money entrusted to a 
bank. Tax officials will use bank records to target well-off depositors for a bribe to avoid 
prosecution for tax evasion. Or a ha nk will simply declare insolvency in which the depositors’ 
funds disappear into the executives’ pockets, which occurred all across Russia in 1998. Federal 
deposit insurance didn’t exist in Russia, and, if it had, the government couldn’t have afforded to 
pay. Over the decades, Russians have created ingenious ways of hiding their money in their 
apartments using false ceilings, hidden doors and double bottoms in draws or storing its value in 
jewelry. 

Angel earnestly asked, “Roy, this will be a big New Year celebration because of the new 
millennium. Can you bring some fireworks?” 

“What kind of fireworks?” 
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“The ones that shoot into the air and explode, the big ones,” she giggled. “I can’t find 
them in Krasnodar but I think they sell them in Moscow.” 

“Wait a minute,” I said. “You want me to bring firework rockets on an airplane.” 

“Yes, big ones that explode with lots of lights,” she innocently said. Bright lights and 
neon colors thrilled angel. Every time we passed a brightly lit casino in Moscow, she said with a 
strange awe, “Oh, the lights are so beautiful. It is great. My hometown is so dark.” 

I had visions of walking on an airplane, my arms full of rockets that would promptly 
blow up in mid-flight. Ironically, given the Russian disregard for safety, the stewardesses might 
actually let me on the plane with the fireworks. On flights within the country, passengers bring 
on huge suitcases and maybe an animal or two that are stowed in the aisle or if small enough 
held in their laps. They are afraid the luggage handlers will steal there bags for which the airline 
will not pay because it assumes the victim of the theft will lie about the value of his stolen 
belongings, which they will. I loved Angel, but I wasn’t going to risk a Russian stewardess 
pennitting me on an airplane with rockets. 

“I don’t think they will let me on the plane with them, Angel,” I somewhat dissembled 
not wanting to show what a Russian would consider cowardice for not trying to hide the rockets 
in my luggage. 

“Oh,” she said as if surprised. “You really think they will not let you on the plane with 

them?” 

“Yes, I do,” I said. 

“Why don’t you hide them in your luggage?” she responded. 

“The ones I saw in Moscow are too big for my luggage,” I lied. 
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“Oh,” she said somewhat disappointed but then just as quickly brightened, “I will try to 
find some here.” 

“Good idea. I will give you the money when I arrive,” I said, relieved to escape that 
situation. 

For the next two week I ran around Moscow buying presents for her and her mother. 
Angel told me her mother had been a dancer in her earlier years, so I got her a pictorial book of 
Bolshoi performances along with various other gifts. For Angel I bought a CD player, jewelry 
and lot more. 

Work consisted mainly of two cases: one involving a high-speed electronic data system. 

A consortium of foreign investors wanted to invest in the construction of an electronic data 
system that would carry email, television and other digital information throughout Moscow. A 
large Russian communication conglomerate with good ties to Moscow’s Mayor Luzhkov had run 
out of money before completing the system. The foreign investors concluded the system would 
generate huge profits providing the executives of the conglomerate also maintained good 
connections with the Prime Minister Putin, the odds on favorite to win the Presidency thanks to 
the war in Chechnya. Because Luzhkov opposed Putin, a Putin Presidency would threaten 
Luzhkov’s political influence and the conglomerate’s success if it was tied too closely to 
Luzhkov. 

In Russia, winners go to extreme measures to bury their opponents—both figuratively 
and literally. The success of any business depends on political connections. The foreign 
consortium worried that with the possible political demise of Luzhkov, Putin would transfer 
control of the electronic data system to another company more closely connected with him. Our 
investigation found that the Russian conglomerate had excellent connections with Putin, so the 
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foreign consortium’s investment was safe by Russian standards. We also discovered that the 
new digital transmission system would enabled the Russian Government to eavesdrop on any 
transmission, including all the emails going into, around and out of Moscow. Kroll immediately 
began measures to encrypt its emails. 

The other case concerned finding the culprits behind the counterfeiting of a Western 
brand of instant coffee. Russian counterfeiters always get something wrong with the packaging 
of their fake products because it costs too much to accurately duplicate foreign labeling. The 
bogus labels made finding the retailers easy by simply going to various markets looking for the 
telltale signs of the counterfeiter’s label. Moscow, as with other Russian cities, has a small 
number of large open-air markets consisting of many small shops where Russians purchase most 
of their consumer items. It turned out that every large market in Moscow sold the counterfeit 
coffee. No surprise there since eighty per cent of the foreign coffee sold in Russia is counterfeit. 

Kroll’s contract agents, members of the F.S.B., backtracked the counterfeit coffee to the 
wholesaler and then the manufacturer by examining the records kept by a few retailers and the 
wholesaler. When a law enforcement official shows up at a Russian’s business requesting to 
look at its records, the business better comply even though the official may be moonlighting for a 
private company such as Kroll because payment to a high ranking official could land the owner 
in jail or heavily fined. That’s the way private investigations usually work in Russia: using law 
enforcement officials, no matter how high their rank, who rent out their police powers because it 
pays better than the government. The wholesaler’s records listed the apparent manufacturer and 
times of delivery. To make sure they found the real culprits, our agents followed the delivery 
trucks back to their source. The counterfeiters operated under the aegis of the city government 
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with profits channeled to the Mayor’s office and other officials right on down to police officers. 
There wasn’t any cost-effective way for our client to put a halt to that. 

After the fall of the Soviet Union, the influx of Western and Asian products caused many 
Russians to stop buying the low quality and often-dangerous goods produced within their 
country. Under the old Communist regime, manufactures didn’t care about quality because there 
was no competition nor enforceable safety requirements, since consumer lawsuits went nowhere 
in the Soviet courts and the government didn’t care. With the fall of communism, manufacturers 
still didn’t care about safety because of the continuing incompetence and corruption of the courts 
and the government. They do care, however, about competition, which they deal with by simply 
marketing their low quality products under imported brand names. Counterfeit televisions, 
radios, clothing, food products, medicines, liquor, beer, wine, toiletries and many other items 
flood the Russian market. Usually the prevalence of a counterfeit product far exceeds the 
number of the genuine import, so most Russians never realize they’ve purchased fake goods 
because they never bought the originals that allow for comparisons. Even foreigners, who 
sometimes can tell the difference between counterfeit and genuine goods, continue to buy fake 
products because no one knows where to find authentic items. 

Counterfeiting grew into a big business for local governments in the 1990s because they 
continued to control most of the manufacturing facilities in Russia, just as they did under 
communism. Privatization didn’t touch many production plants, and in those it did, the local 
government kept a large ownership stake. Public officials earned huge profits passing off cheap 
Russian goods as the better quality and more expensive imported brands. Foreign producers 
tried lobbying the Federal Government to crack down on local counterfeiting but failed, since 
many federal officials also shared in the counterfeiting profits, and they were not about to 
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destroy a key source of funds that assured power for their political allies in local governments. 
The most successful RICOs stretch from the President’s inner circle down to the traffic cop 
extorting money from motorists. 

With Christmas approaching, business and government operations nearly ceased in 
Russia. From around the 25 th of December to the middle of January, many Russians got drunk 
then sobered up so they could start drinking again. The population binged on food, drink and 
doing nothing at all, which, except for necessary services run by drunks, virtually shut down the 
entire country. This extended hiatus from work evolved after the fall of communism when 
Russians decided to celebrate both the Western holidays and the pre-Soviet observance of the 
orthodox Christmas on January 7 and orthodox New Year’s a week later. The Russians created 
an opportunity for an extended vacation in Cyprus, Turkey or at their dachas and took it without 
regard for the long-term economic consequences. 

Goin South 

On the night before New Year’s Eve, loaded down with presents, I bordered my plane for 
the wanner climate of Krasnodar and Angel. In Moscow, the snow was falling with the 
temperature well below zero. The plane taxied out to the runway but then stopped just before we 
were about to take off. The captain said there would be a slight delay to clean the runway. Two 
hours later, still sitting on the tarmac, the stewardesses started serving dinner while we waited. 

No sooner did I cut into my generic Russian meat then the pilot decided to take off. As the 
plane rumbled down the runaway picking up speed, the passengers tried, with varying degrees of 
success, to keep their dinners out of their laps. Then the plane shot up steeply like a combat 
fighter. The acceleration slammed passengers into their seats while they juggled trays of less and 
less food in an effort to nullify the forces splattering meals over them, the seats and the cabin 
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floor. Some succeeded, most didn’t. I was lucky. Once the plane leveled off, the stewardesses 
and passengers laughed about the incident expressing a resigned acceptance of “What do you 
expect from Russia.” 

Two hours late, I arrived around 10 PM instead of eight a little worried that Angel might 
not have waited, knowing her frustration with tardiness. The taxi drivers, as they do at any 
Russian airport, mob the disembarking passengers at the gate exit to hawk their services, making 
it difficult to spot friends. But there she stood, tall and beautiful with an older woman, nearly a 
foot shorter than her. She put her ann on my shoulders, looked down into my eyes and kissed 
me; I was happy. 

“You’re late. We have been waiting for hours. We did not know what happened.” 

“The snow in Moscow delayed our take off,” I said. 

“As usual they tell us nothing,” Angel complained about the airline officials. The Soviet 
fear that a late plane often meant a crashed plane still haunted Russians. 

Angel introduced me to her mother, Inessa, who didn’t speak English, but I learned later 
that she, like so many other Russians, understood the language but pretended not to. 

Taking charge, Angel said, “First we go to the hotel where you and I will stay. Mom will 
then drive back to the village with this very nice gentleman who agreed to take us for much less 
than other drivers. Can you pay for the car?” 

“Of course,” I said. 

I started to kiss her, but she was hesitant and said, “Not in the car, in front of my mom 
and the driver.” 

The drive to the hotel took me through various sections of Krasnodar while Angel told 
me a little about her home. Krasnodar’s population totaled around one million, a fairly large city 
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by Russian standards and like all cities except Moscow and St. Petersburg crushingly poor. As 
we drove, the night darkness seemed in the process of strangling any light coming from homes, 
buildings or streetlamps. I never saw such a place where the night fought so relentlessly against 
the light except for the Bogside in Londonderry, Northern Ireland. Immediately, I understood 
why Angel liked the bright city lights, only hopelessness patrolled these streets. 

Criminals ran the city, lived in big houses and rode around in Mercedes Benzes while the 
rest struggled through a dead end existence of poverty and humiliation. Like the aristocracy and 
Communists before them, the criminal bosses of Krasnodar, many former Soviet big shots, 
occupied powerful government posts from which they arrogantly and arbitrarily enforced their 
will. Even their younger underlings, Krasnodar’s New Russians, flaunted an untouchable status 
by ignoring traffic rules, forcing average folk to move to a less favorable table in a public 
restaurant, never waiting in line, renting the town’s most beautiful models as semen depositories 
and living the indulgent life above the law. The bosses didn’t battle other ruthless gangsters and 
politicians to the top of the power structure; they simply worked their way up under the 
Communists the way many executives do in American corporations. The organization that had 
restrained the conduct of Russian political bosses—the Communist Party, lost its power with the 
empire’s collapse, which allowed cowardly Kafkian bureaucrats to turn into embolden bullies. 

During the drive, I saw that most of the city’s buildings consisted of small, one-story 
single-family houses made of brick with outhouses for toilets and, according to Angel, no hot 
running water. Except for some large, newly constructed houses built by New Russians, the 
homes were old and dilapidated with windows covered by the grim of the ever-present industrial 
air pollution. The tallest buildings consisted of hotels and apartment complexes of about 10 
stories with hot running water supplied by the city but turned off every night from 9 PM to early 
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the next morning to allegedly save energy. More likely, the Mayor sold the city’s fuel at a token 
price to his associates and relatives who then sold it in the marketplace for a killing with a large 
share of the profits going into the Mayor’s overseas account, probably in Cyprus. The dimly lit 
city center on Krasnaya Ulitsa or Red Street contained mainly retail shops in low-rise buildings 
mostly constructed before the 1917 Revolution. Krasnaya Ulitsa stretched straight as an arrow 
for two maybe three miles, and for much of that distance, a park with a pedestrian walk ran down 
the middle between the car lanes. 

Around 11 PM, we arrived at the Moscow Hotel on Krasnaya Ulitsa where I had booked 
a room on the recommendation of one of Kroll’s sources. Angel and I said goodbye to her 
mother, and I paid the driver to take Inessa back to her house in the village. The lighting inside 
the hotel only added a few more watts to the dimness of the city center, probably intentional in 
order to cover a dilapidated and architecturally ugly hotel built under the Communists. 

Krasnodar had a number of hotels, but the city government allowed foreigners to stay at 
only two in order to more easily keep an eye on them. Old Soviet behavior died hard, but also 
assured that foreigners were charged higher rates, since the income went back to the city and its 
bureaucrats. Russian hotels generally charge Westerners five, ten and even twenty times as 
much as they do Russians—not unlike banana republics where prices rise dramatically when a 
Westerner walks through the door. The most cost effective way to visit Russia was to use friends 
living there to find a private room for a fraction of the hotel rates and someone to guide the 
visitor away from money fleecing restaurants, stores and women. Despite the Russians 70 years 
of isolation from the rest of the world, they knew all the little schemes used to separate a 
foreigner from his money—it’s in their genes. 


127 



The quality of accommodations didn’t differ between the two hotels allowing foreigners, 
but the Moscow Hotel cost one-fifth the rate of the Intourist Hotel, which was why I stayed at the 
Moscow. The doors in the hotel’s rooms hung crooked and opened the wrong way, some frames 
lacked trimming and the sinks were not attached to the wall, so when I leaned on one it almost 
land on my toes. The beds, only a little wider than a camping cot, used plywood boards for a 
box spring on which laid a decade or decades old mattress that had never been turned. The 
Moscow Hotel also rented suites with double cots, one of which I had mistakenly reserved. 

Hotel suites catered to prostitutes and their clients, were filthy and, in the one I rented, still 
sported a used condom lying on the floor. 

As soon as we entered our less than paradisiacal abode, Angel said, “You must always 
lock the door twice and leave the key in the lock so no one can insert a duplicate key from the 
outside.” 

“You’re kidding,” I said. “Who would want to break in here?” 

“You are American. To Russians that means money. Chechnya is not far from here and 
there are plenty of Chechen gangsters in Krasnodar.” 

“What can they do to me? My firm has contacts with the F.S.B., F.B.I. and C.I.A.,” I 
said full of myself. 

“That means nothing to the Chechens. I know; I used to live with them. They will 
kidnap you, hold you for ransom and for each delay in payment cut off a part of your body until 
there is nothing left.” 

“Not a pleasant prospect.” I jokingly answered. 

“Please! Just do what I say. I know how to live in Russia.” 

“Okay, if it makes you happy.” 
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She smiled, held me and put her hand on my head, “Yes Roy. It will make me happy.” 

Changing the subject she said, “Tomorrow in the morning, I must go some places by 
myself.” 

I assumed she wanted to let me sleep late or didn’t want to bore me with tagging along as 
she did her chores. “I don’t mind going with you. It will give me a chance to see some of 
Krasnodar.” 

“No. I must go myself. It will be better if you wait here,” she firmly said. 

“Whatever you want. I’ll go out for a walk.” 

“No, you mustn’t,” she quickly said. “Russia is a dangerous place.” 

“Angel, I have traveled around different parts of Russia by myself many times. Besides I 
live in New York City. I know how to take care of myself. You do not have to worry about me 
getting hurt or lost on the streets of Krasnodar.” 

“I don’t want to worry about some crazy Russian hurting you,” she sweetly said. 

Gee this girl really cares about me. “Okay, whatever you want.” 

“Good,” she smiled. “Then in the afternoon we will go to my house in the village and 
celebrate New Year’s Eve with mom.” 

Angel pulled out of her bag bread, meats, utensils and the type of water heater I hadn’t 
seen since my college dorm days for making tea. This girl came prepared. 

“The food is for you Roy. You must be hungry after your flight,” she caringly said. 

“That’s for sure. But don’t you want some?” 

“No, I already ate and I still on my diet. Tea is fine for me.” 
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We talked while I stuffed my face, then played around and went to sleep. I fell right off 
into a strange dreamland even though it usually takes me an hour or more to fall asleep no matter 
how tired I am. 

Next morning, Angel ran her errands and I watched television in the hotel room. 

While switching through the four channels in Krasnodar, one of the Russian investigators 
from the office called to say that Yeltsin had just resigned the Presidency and appointed Pupin 
acting president. 

“That means Putin will almost certainly be elected to a full four-year term in the spring,” 

I said. 

“Unless the war in Chechnya goes dramatically bad, there is no stopping him,” the 
investigator replied. “The F.S.B. and the oligarchs did a good job of out maneuvering Luzhkov 
and Primakov with the Chechen War.” 

“What happens to them now?” 

“They will try to placate Putin in order to preserve some of their power by not running an 
aggressive campaign against him or perhaps even support him.” 

“The courageous way out,” I sarcastically remarked. 

“Exactly,” he laughed. “Russia is about survival, not dignity. Enjoy your New Year’s 

Eve.” 

“You too.” 

Party Lights 

When Angel returned, we grabbed the presents, food and champagne I brought from 
Moscow for New Year’s Eve. As always Angel dickered with a couple of taxis looking for the 
lowest rate and complained, “Everybody in Russia wants to cheat you. They are so greedy.” 
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Angel’s village, Yablonovsky, laid just outside the city limits of Kransnodar. At the 
roadblock on the city border, armed guards checked people entering Kransnodar but not leaving. 
Russians considered Krasnodar well managed despite the wholesale corruption because the 
Mayor ran the city with a strong hand. Like a boss of bosses, he enforced a code of cooperation 
among the different Krishas that minimized violent confrontations by ensuring all the gangs 
participated in the fleecing of Krasnodar’s population. In return, the average citizen didn’t have 
to worry about street crime or terrorists. Yablonovsky was a different story. There anything 
could happen. Krishas battled violently, store owners didn’t know which gang to pay protection 
and when the sun went down, average citizens generally stayed at home behind locked doors. 

When Angel attended college in Krasnodar at the Academy of Physical Culture, where 
she graduated in 1996, public buses didn’t go beyond the Krasnodar city limits because of the 
danger. Angel couldn’t afford a taxi, so she traversed the miles from the city border to her home 
on foot. In the dark of winter, she ran in fear that some hoodlums might grab her and have their 
way with her. I felt so sorry for her going through such an ordeal. I wished I could have been 
there to help her. 

Angel’s neighborhood consisted mainly of small one-floor houses with no basements or 
attics. Here and there a New Russian two story house sprung up but even those sat on tiny plots 
of land. There wasn’t as much to steal in southern Russia as in Moscow, so the New Russians 
weren’t as rich. A high fence of solid metal surrounded Angel’s house with a locked gate in the 
front. When we arrived, her mother was outside in their tiny front yard washing clothes in cold 
water with her bare hands in the winter weather. They couldn’t afford a washing machine. The 
house had no hot water, no shower, no bath and an outhouse in the back from which the user 
could watch snowflakes fall through the cracks in the wooden door of the unheated commode. 
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Inside the front and only door to the house, stood a small kitchen with a gas stove, sink, 
couple of cabinets and a tiny table for two pushed against the front window. On the wall to the 
left of the front door hung coats and on the floor were piled up shoes and slippers. Russians 
always change from shoes to slippers when entering their homes, not just out of cleanliness, but 
because many believe the devil lives outside their doors and street shoes that traipse through the 
devil’s environment carry bad luck into their homes unless placed off in a corner. After the 
kitchen was a tiny foyer the size of a large closet in which the two kept their vanity table and 
Angel’s many stuffed animals. How could she afford all of those, I wondered. The last and 
largest room in the house served as the living, dinning and bedroom—that was it. These two 
women were poor, terribly poor and had always been poor; yet they appeared cheerful, hopeful 
and hospitable in their poverty. 

Angel and her mother created a cozy and warm atmosphere with holiday decorations that 
included a plastic Christmas tree. The television or a radio stayed on all the time, except, I 
assumed, when they slept. The barrio of Guayaquil, Ecuador used a similar technique to ward 
off the depressing environment. Angel’s mother seemed genuinely nice and modest, looking 
after my needs as she would a son. Angel brought out her photograph albums—one for the 
family and six dedicated to her. I browsed through them while she provided commentary and 
her mother prepared dinner in the kitchen. 

“My parents moved to Grozny when I was very little.” She showed me a photograph of a 
man in his thirties holding a baby. “And this is our apartment in Grozny. It was very big with 
four rooms.” 

“My father was an officer in the M.V.D. in Grozny, and until I turned 10, we were very 
happy.” In Russia, as in the former Soviet Union, the police, or M.V.D., are a nationwide 
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agency controlled by the national government. Individual towns do not have their own police 
departments beholding to the Mayor but rather a division of the M.V.D. handles local law 
enforcement right down to the traffic cop. 

“I thought you said everything was fine until you were eight?” 

“No,” Angel continued, “We were happy until I was 10. Then he started drinking and 
when mom went traveling as a dancer, my father would beat me and not give me enough food. 
He would invite his friends over to play cards and drink. Then they would eat the food my mom 
left for me. I was always hungry.” 

She told me the story before, but my heart still ached for her. I couldn’t change the past, 
so all I said was, “I’m sorry Angel.” 

“When I was 13, he sexually attacked me.” She told me that before also. Angel didn’t 
go into details, and I didn’t ask but assumed he raped her. 

“Mom decided to divorce him and move to Krasnodar when I was sixteen. It was very 
difficult. My father wanted half our apartment but Mom fought him in court and won. Mom 
sent me to Krasnodar in 1991 where I lived in a dormitory and went to the Academy of Physical 
Culture. I was always hungry.” Angel often said she was always hungry. “Mom sold our 
apartment, bought this house and moved all our belongings here with the help of a wonderful 
Chechen man.” 

“I am so sorry you and your mother went through such a hell,” I sincerely said. “If I had 
known you then, I could have helped.” 

Angel laughed and in a nice way said, “What could you an American do here in Russia?” 

I responded a little defensively, “In 1991, after the fall of communism—a lot. We 
Americans are not as weak as you think.” 
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“Oh, my superman. Next time I will call you and you will fly to me.” She laughed, but 
really believed I could not have helped her. 

I noticed that all the pictures of her before she started college clearly showed a nasty and 
angry, although pretty, young girl. A few of these also showed a very fat girl, which surprised 
me. I pointed them out and Angel quickly grabbed them saying, “Those aren’t suppose to be 
there!” She then ran off to hide them in her vanity room. I tried to joke about her past stoutness, 
but she didn’t take kindly to it, so I dropped the subject, not asking the obvious question: “If she 
was always hungry, how did she get so fat?” But I did ask about the mystery as to why the 
photographs of her after she started college showed a cheery, bright and smiling girl as though 
overnight her entire psychological makeup had changed. 

She said, “When sixteen, I started reading the Russian philosopher Sergey Nikolaevich 
Lazarev who wrote about karma. I realized that my anger would get me nowhere but only 
punish me. People would not want to help me if I always angry. I started to believe in the God 
of the new human race, the new world outlook. It combine science and religion in a society 
where people be both saints and creators, and the God helped me change inside.” 

Sounded a little Hitlerian to me but understandable given the insecurities of the changes 
undergoing in Russia in 1991. Still, overnight conversions, especially those involving religion, 
made me skeptical. How can someone growing up in poverty in a dysfunctional society like 
Russia change herself into a good-spirited person? But, apparently, she did. Angel never lost 
her temper with me and always appeared cheerful and kind. Yet something prompted me to ask 
for one of the angry anti-Angel pictures, “Can I keep one these photos of you when you were 
sixteen?” 

“If you want,” she seemed surprised but unconcerned. 
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We moved on through this pictorial celebration of Angel but not necessarily in 
chronological order. 

“These pictures are of the Russian long jump championships in high school. I won them 
three years in a row.” I heard that before also but was still impressed. “Here are shots from our 
track meets at the institute. I did not do well then because I injured a bone in my foot. I would 
have tried for the Olympics, if I had not injured myself, but I do not think I would have made it 
because all those athletes take steroids. I didn’t want to do that to my body and lose my 
femininity.” 

“Drugs can exact a heavy price but mainly they are just a waste of time,” I knowingly 
said with a double meaning that she missed. “But successful athletes in Russia live well, with 
the state providing all kinds of benefits: cars, apartments and money. Don’t they?” 

“Not anymore,” she sourly answered. “Now the bureaucrats only help themselves. After 
the fall in 1991, the only way to get ahead was to work in the government or as a criminal 
working for government bureaucrats.” 

“Not so in America.” 

“I will see.” 

Then with pride she directed my attention to three other packed albums, “These have my 
modeling pictures.” I saw lots of nude and semi nude photographs that clearly pleased Angel but 
made me feel jealous. 

“Who took these photos?” I asked, wondering whether that was all he did. I didn’t know 
anything about the modeling industry except that the mass media seemed to always report stories 
of unscrupulous photographers taking advantage of innocent girls. 


135 



“Various photographers, they are all professionals,” she added, as if knowing I suspected 
something more went on at these shoots. I decided I would just have to get use to strange men 
looking at my girl’s body since that is what a model sells. 

None of the photos in these albums showed between her legs, but that didn’t mean none 
were taken, so I tried to catch her off guard by asking, “Where are the photos that show the rest 
of you?” 

Angel matter-of-factly said, “I don’t permit those kind of pictures. I am an artist.” That 
was a relief. Some parts of the modeling industry could provide a decent way to make a living, 
and Angel apparently understood this as she avoided the more sordid temptations for making big 
money. 

Proud of her recent travels, Angel pulled out some photos of her in Mexico, including the 
“good friend” Alfredo, middle-aged and fat, two other guys and two girls, one a friend from 
Lithuania, Azul, who also danced at The Men’s Club. Angel said they were taken on a weekend 
trip to some Mexican ruins. 

“You told me that when you went away for the weekends you were always alone.” I said. 

“Not all the time.” 

“Yes all the time. In one of your faxes, you said I am always alone on the weekends.” 
She ignored the discrepancy, “This guy and girl are married. She is Russian and friends with me 
and Azul. Alfredo and this other guy are the couple’s friends. We all simply took a trip 
together.” 

I let it go until the photos of a smiling Angel lying on a hotel balcony with the 
background clearly identifiable as Cancun. Not all of her showed, but she was completely 
naked. “Who took these pictures?” I asked, my suspicions immediately returned. 
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“Azul, of course. We traveled a lot together.” 

“So who is the girl in the back ground by the railing?” 

“Just some girl. I don’t know who.” 

“Do you always have strange girls on your hotel balcony? Who paid for the hotel room 
anyway?” 

“I have to help mom in the kitchen,” she abruptly said and just got up and walked out. 
Russians tend to ignore questions or statements for which they have no appropriate or face 
saving response. 

I wasn’t happy about what these photos implied but wanted so much to believe in her that 
I even began thinking this Alfredo was just a good friend of hers and Azul’s. Possibly he took 
the two of them to resorts so that people would envy him traveling with two pretty young ladies 
or to convince himself that such girls enjoyed his company. But then I estimated the costs in my 
head to fly, house and feed two girls for a weekend in Cancun and knew only a fool would 
believe Angel’s fairy tale. Alfredo clearly received a return on his investment, which meant 
Angel misled me about her extracurricular activities in Mexico. However, once again, I 
rationalized that I really had no grounds to object because our romance didn’t begin until after 
Mexico. Still, her dissembling bothered me, as I saw a little deeper into her behavior. Her 
memory didn’t match mine: she couldn’t keep her stories straight but possessed an excellent 
ability to invent stories on the spot. 

When I finished the last album, Angel came back from the kitchen, pulled out the 
videotapes of the beauty contests in which she competed over the past four years. Her presence 
on videotape came across even better than in the still photos; a transition most models can’t 
make. The video camera loved her and she loved it. My previous work as a writer and producer 
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in television news taught me when someone belonged in front of the camera, and Angel did. All 
the other contestants looked stiff and ill at ease in comparison to her. Videotape simply 
emphasized Angel’s brightness and cheerfulness. 

We watched the videos of the Miss Krasnodar and Miss Fa, which she won in 1998. 
These contests were big time in Russia, similar to state and regional contests in the U.S. In the 
Miss Fa contest, Angel did a dance and acting routine of professional quality. As good as I ever 
saw back in the states. Immediately, I realized that with the right management and a little luck 
she might make it big in America. 

“You really have talent Angel, I am impressed.” 

“But in Russia, talent means nothing anymore,” she accurately pointed out. “Under the 
Soviets, the state rewarded artists for their work, but now they starved, no one cares and the 
criminals steal everything.” 

“Yes, but in America artists can make a decent living and some even achieve great 
things. Sure they have to work hard....” 

“I no afraid of work.” 

“With a little luck, artists can support themselves in relative comfort and raise a family 
doing what they love.” 

“Oh, America is a fairy tale,” she laughed. 

“No, it’s a place that gives people the chance, not the guarantee, to achieve their dreams. 
When we go there next month, I will introduce you to a couple of my friends. One was a model 
and now sings and acts in plays, and another played lead guitar in a famous rock band and now 
produces records. They are not rich but make a living doing what they love.” 

“I wish for my dreams to come true but I will see.” 
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I, on the other hand, confidently entertained visions of managing the career of an up and 
coming star of the stage, screen, fashion magazines and rock ‘n ‘ roll. As a lawyer with an 
MBA, I knew I could make her dreams come true. My friends would put me in touch with 
influential people in the entertainment industry, and I could protect her from its sharks. It all 
seemed to fit: brains, talent and a decent girl deserving a chance. It also promised a new 
adventure for me. 

Angel grabbed the runner up spot in the Miss Krasnodar pageant in which the winner 
went on to vie for the title of Miss Russia. 

“I didn’t win the Miss Krasnodar title because I was poor,” she said. “Here the winner 
has to buy her own clothes for public appearances as Miss Krasnodar. They don’t give her a 
wardrobe. The judges knew I couldn’t afford fashionable clothes, so they gave the title to a girl 
with rich parents.” 

“I’m sorry,” I said, not sure whether to believe her or not since it sounded like sour 

grapes. 

“Let me show you my first beauty contest,” as she pushed the tape into a video player, 
which I assumed she just bought with some of the $28,000 she brought back from Mexico. 

The tape showed a group of girls painted in different colors. “Which contest is this?” I 

asked. 

“Body art,” she gleefully answered. 

I looked closer. “Are these girls wearing any clothes?” 

“No. We cover our bodies with paint. It is art,” she emphasized over and over. 
“Besides, no one can see anything because of the paint.” Not exactly true, I could see plenty just 
watching the tape. 
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Angel continued, “I was so nervous before I went on stage. I was afraid someone would 
recognize me and tell my mother.” 

“Where is this?” 

“It was right here in Krasnodar. I was a student in the institute at the time.” 

“How could you go on stage without any clothes in your hometown and not think 
someone would recognize you?” I asked, but she did not answer. 

“I won this contest because of the design painted on my body and my fan dance,” she 
proudly recounted her triumph. 

All the contestants did a dance of their own choosing, but Angel’s fan dance made the 
others look like amateurs. I understood why she won but not why she danced naked in front of 
an audience in her hometown. Her prize was a CD player, but she pleaded with the contest 
sponsors to award her a camera instead, which they did. 

“I always dreamed of owning a camera and then I won one, and now I have gotten the 
CD player too as your present to me. It must have been fated,” she said, sincerely believing in an 
omnipotent intelligence that directs the events in people’s lives. She probably wanted the 
camera to take pictures of herself. 

The tape of another local contest that Angel won showed her with the man she called her 
first love. 

“That is Alexei my first boy friend,” she said with fondness. 

“Good looking guy,” I said with jealousy. 

She then proceeded to tell me about Alexey, the man to whom she lost her virginity. All 
girls do this. Why? I don’t know. 
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“Alexei and I met at this contest. When I won, he presented me with flowers and carried 
me off the stage. He was very strong.” That was an understatement; Angel weighed around 150 
pounds. “We went together for over a year before making love, which for me was the first time. 

I was twenty-one.” No lovers before twenty-one for such a beautiful girl sounded unlikely to 
me, especially in Russia where, next to vodka, sex ranked the most popular form of escape from 
the malaise of Russian life. But then again, one of my former Russian girl friends, very pretty, 
kept her virginity until twenty-one. “We made love here in the house the first time. My mother 
found out and was furious with me. We went out for nearly four years, but he had no money and 
would not look for good paying work. Then he left me for another woman. Alexei was the only 
man I had sex with.” 

All girls do this routine too, or something similar. The say without any prompting how 
many guys they went to bed with: one, two or three—never any more. It doesn’t matter their 
age, twenty or forty, the most guys they slept with before me never tops three. I never could 
figure how that was possible? All of my buddies, including me, have slept with more than three 
girls, so assuming we make up a representative statistical sample, who are all the guys out there 
sleeping with? Maybe there are a relatively small number of girls who take on thousands of men 
each, but I doubt it. The girls I dated simply lied. 

“Here is dinner,” Angel said as her mother brought in the first course. 

When Russians entertain guests, the dinners go on for hours with many courses and many 
different drinks. They spare no expense in showing their hospitality. The dinner that night 
easily cost a month’s salary for her mother, which amounted to around thirty-five dollars for 
teaching at a college, the same Academy of Physical Culture where Angel graduated. Nearly 
every lifting of the glass required a toast, which is an art form in itself in Russia. After my 
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second toast, I ran out of things to say, which was surprising for me, since the wine wasn’t 
strong, the glasses small, and I usually don’t drink passed my ability to think. For some reason, 
my concentration vanished into a stupor of well-being. Angel and her mother, however, rambled 
on and on, toast after toast. With Russians the more you say the better, that way no one will 
remember any of your words—I guess. Angel couldn’t eat too much because she was about to 
burst the seams of her skintight mini dress. 

About five minutes before midnight, Angel jumped up, somewhat drunk, ran into the 
foyer, came back carrying enough fire power for a troop of soldiers and said, “Let’s hurry 
outside for the fireworks.” 

I grabbed a coat but not Angel; she hit the cold unfazed in her low cut, ultra mini silver 
dress. Russian genes, I assumed. No streetlamps on her block, only the dim light from stars and 
windows that barely made visible the indistinct fonns of plenty of people moving around and 
talking in the street. Looked like the entire neighborhood was out there waiting for the town 
fireworks somewhere off in the distance. Angel squatted like a child full of glee with her mini 
ridding around the upper most parts of her un-childlike legs, setting up her own rockets, which I 
thought would be hard pressed to complete with the town’s fireworks. 

Then at midnight, all around me explosions went off, screaming rockets careened every 
which way and bright colored flashes lit up the block. The town didn’t put on a fireworks 
show—each and every household did. It looked like a war as far as the eyes could see. Every 
small group of people in the street shot off its own fireworks disregarding what lay in the line of 
fire. Rockets and explosions went off in all directions near and far, quickly scaring me out of my 
euphoria into the alertness of a ball carrier in a rugby game. Angel jumped up and down, 
squealing like a little kid while her rockets exploded all over the place. Rocket after rocket, 
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bomb after bomb, this six-foot-three beauty in heels with glittered blond hair, painted face and 
gold chains cavorted in the noise and bursting lights. Her metamorphose into an ecstatic little 
child seemed complete and endeared her all the more to me. All around us, other Russians were 
laughing and cheering in total disregard of their rockets hitting houses, neighbors or themselves. 
After ducking a couple of projectiles, I concluded these people were nuts. Finally it stopped, and 
the bleak, deep silence of the country took over. We went back inside, where Angel and her 
mother donned dragon masks. 

“Why the masks?” I asked. 

“2000 is the year of the Angry Dragon,” Angel said grinning and slightly drunk. 

“So what does that mean?” 

“Successes can vanish or be illusionary. Things look better than they are. Great caution 
is needed before acting because fortunes as well as disasters will come in massive waves. There 
will be a lot of surprises and anger. But from some anger will arise the righting of wrongs and 
the success of justice over injustice. The dragon has the power of transfonnation. But we must 
learn which battles to lose in order to win our wars.” 

“Sounds like any other year to me,” I cynically replied. 

“You will see this year’s difference at the end. The dragon turns and shows the full 
moon. Look at it in the sky; it is a reminder of the gift that you have been given. The Moon 
shows choice and earth nature. You can make a choice but cannot escape your nature.” 

“Oookay,” I said, trying to shake the haze out of my head in a vain attempt at 
comprehension. 

Angel and Inessa continued the celebration by setting off poppers that shot confetti and 
sparks all over the place. They appeared oblivious to any fire hazard. Russians don’t look too 
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far ahead, but her and he mother’s lack of a minute or two foresight to a possible blaze seemed 
extreme. Luckily, no fire occurred, and the two enjoyed themselves, as did I. 

Around two in the morning, Angel and I walked out into the silent darkness to hail a car 
back to the hotel. She seemed alert, but I was groggy even though I had drunk little. 

She warned, “It very dangerous to go out at night around here. Many people are robbed, 
so do not say anything in the car; otherwise, they will know you are an American.” 

“What ever you say, but I don’t feel any danger here. The stars are out, it’s peaceful and 
we are alone.” I always enjoyed the quite-loneliness of night in secluded places—the 
opportunity to feel the currents of life and wonder how it all works. But I knew nothing of how 
life worked on that dark and chilly road with houses of people who never hoped to fulfill their 
dreams because the avarice of a few made the lives of so many nothing more than a struggle to 
survive. 

“Sssh, be quiet. Someone may hear you. It is dangerous here.” 

Step By Step 

The next evening we took an overnight train to Sochi on the Black Sea. Angel bought the 
cheap sleeping accommodations where my feet hung out into the open corridor along with the 
rest of the passengers who looked like refugees. I told her to buy a cabin for privacy, but she 
wanted to save money. 

Under the Communists when the iron curtain kept most Russians imprisoned in the 
Soviet Union, Sochi turned into a favored warm weather resort for the Nomenklatura, or 
influential communist bosses. After the fall of communism, middle-class Russians, the few who 
existed, started vacationing in Sochi while the Nomenklatura, now influential criminal bosses, 
travel to Florida and the Mediterranean, especially Cyprus. 


144 



Sochi had an attraction to it, even in winter. It sported a tropical, lighthearted feeling 
unlike the gloom and oppression of other Russian cities. The hotel looked like a classy 
American one out of the 1930s: well built, fine decorations and brightly lit. Angel brought 
along the water heater for tea plus bread and meats, but once again she only drank tea while I ate 
the food as late night snacks over our two nights stay. 

The Sochi restaurants were nice, the food not too bad and during one lunch while talking 
about her acting talents, Angel said to me, “Do you want to see me cry?” 

“You can cry at will!” I said amazed. 

“Watch.” Within seconds tears began rolling down her cheeks. I’d never seen anyone do 
that before. 

“How’d you do that?” I asked. 

“Oh, it easy,” was her response. 

We went to a few discos—Angel cannot live without dancing. We shopped, saw the 
sights and caught the circus, which Angel, like all little girls, loved. She especially liked the 
tigers. 

“I was born in the year of the cat,” she said. “And the tiger is my favorite animal.” 

“Do you consider yourself a tiger?” I half jokingly asked. 

“You will see my power someday, be careful,” she responded looking down into my 
eyes. I dismissed her remark as bravado. Later, I learned she was bom in the year of the rabbit. 

On our last day while walking in a park, we ran into a Russian guy and girl whom Angel 
knew. They talked in Russian; I didn’t understand a word and then they left. 

“Why didn’t you introduce me?” I asked. 

“Oh, I’m sorry. I forget.” 
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“You always forget. Whenever we run into someone in Krasnodar that you know, you 


never introduce me. How come?” 

“I just become so involved in talking with my friends that I never think about it. It not 
important. These two were models at the agency I worked for in Krasnodar.” 

“Okay, but it would be nice if you introduced me in the future.” 

“I promise Roy,” she said as she smiled. 

That night when we returned to the hotel, Angel turned on the television. Angel and her 
mother always turned on a radio or television when inside but only occasionally paid attention to 
either as they went about their routines. Maybe the background noise made them less lonely or 
distracted unpleasant thoughts. Whatever, when Angel turned on the television, she immediately 
let out a whoop of pleasure. 

“Come watch,” she excitedly said. “This is my all-time favorite movie.” 

I walked over to the TV thinking some classic such as Casablanca was on. 

“Showgirls my favorite,” she said bouncing up and down on the bed in joy. “It is about 
Los Angeles.” 

“Never heard of it,” I said. “But with that title, I’m sure it’s about Las Vegas, not Los 
Angeles.” I sat next to her to watch. The story told of a good looking blonde who used her body 
and lack of ethics to work her way up from a lap dancer selling sexual favors to a showgirl at a 
Las Vegas Casino. 

Angel loved the movie and what she described as the glamorous lifestyle it depicted. To 
me, what little I watched, duped in Russian, looked like a trashy film depicting part of America’s 
sex industry. I was surprised she liked it. Oh well, people have different tastes. My favorite 
movie was Milk Money. 
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Angel blurted out, “I always wanted to be a showgirl. It my dream.” 

That also surprised me. I didn’t say anything but quickly assumed Angel meant she 
wanted to work as a Las Vegas showgirl—not as a ho like the character in the movie, which I 
assumed the film exaggerated for dramatic purposes. If Angel wanted to walk around as a 
Ziegfeld girl sprouting feathers—fine. I wasn’t going to rain on her dream. Too many self- 
righteous and failed people try to discourage the dreams of others by pushing cowardice under 
the disguise of practicality. I wasn’t going to do that to Angel. 

After the movie, Angel insisted I take some pictures of her playing the roll of a femme 
fatale in her thong panties and stockings. Not a problem, and I happily snapped away with her 
slithering around on the floor in one seductive pose after another, performing as well as any sexy 
actress. The movie apparently inspired her. 

Afterward, she giggled like a little girl happy with her play-acting, but I knew posing for 
pictures was serious business to her. Everywhere we went, we took lots of pictures mostly of her 
striking one pose or another. When one roll of film was finished, she immediately found a 
developer and on receiving the prints, quickly look through them with a critical eye for the few 
good enough for her portfolio. Angel knew her business. The remainder she gave to me, which 
usually included the shots of the two of us together. She always said, “I want you to have these 
so you will always remember your Angel.” 

On the over night train back to Krasnodar, we shared a semi-private cabin with a manager 
of the Transneft Pipeline Company, his wife and little daughter. He didn’t speak English, so 
Angel did her best to translate. The executive treated us courteously because I was American, 
but the true nature of an arrogant and mean person showed through his pretense of friendliness. 
His wife clearly feared him, but his daughter didn’t. 
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The Transneft Pipeline Company built and controlled nearly all the oil pipelines in 
Russia. It was one of the many Soviet era monopolies that continued in tact with the same 
officials using the same inept management style; only now they embezzled huge amounts of 
public resources in the name of Adam Smith rather than the little they stole in the name of Karl 
Marx. The Transneft manager fitted the mold of a New Russian businessman in that he was 
nothing more than a duplicate of the old Communist bureaucrat: a sycophant to his superiors, a 
brutal tyrant to his subordinates and competent only at lying, cheating, stealing and pretending. 
When communism fell, most Russian officials quickly picked up the terminology of democracy 
and capitalism such as “freedom of speech,” “profit motivated” and “mutual benefit” in an effort 
to convince foreigners that their old Soviet habits of fraud and corruption had died with 
communism—they hadn’t. Russians simply used the new terminology to appear committed to 
civilized behavior because that increased their chances of tricking Westerners out of something 
of value. Caveat emptor still ruled in Russia, which the Russians translated as “If I cheat you, it 
is your fault.” 

Before we reached Krasnodar, the Transneft manager invited Angel and me to dinner at 
his house the next day before I flew back to Moscow. We accepted on Angel’s condition that 
she could bring her mother. 

Our train arrived real early in the morning, so rather than going to a hotel, Angel and I 
went back to her mother’s house to sleep. The house had only one small bed with one of its 
sides pushed up against the wall of the large room. I made a comment in passing that it made 
more sense to pull the bed away from the wall so that each person could climb in and out without 
disturbing the other. 
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After doing my best at washing up in the kitchen out of pans of hot water, I headed for 

bed. 

“Don’t lie on the side near the wall. That my spot,” Angel said. 

“Alright.” 

When she came to bed, she positioned the front of her body in the right angle made by 
the bed and the wall with her back facing outward. Strange position, but even stranger was she 
did not move from that position the entire time she slept. She just stayed huddled against the 
wall. 

At mid-afternoon, Angel, her mother and I visited the Transneft manager for dinner. 
Naturally, he lived in one of the larger houses in Krasnodar, surrounded by a high solid steel 
fence and protected by two bodyguards. Business in Russia often turned deadly, especially for 
Russian executives. The manager welcomed us warmly, proudly showed us around his plush 
house, doted on his pretty ten-year-old daughter and sat us down for a long dinner. As dinner 
progressed our host drank glass after glass of vodka followed by a glass of water that he poured 
from a pitcher kept on the floor by his chair. As with most Russian businessmen who believed in 
the illusion of their own toughness, our host wanted to show us that he could consume large 
quantities of alcohol without getting too drunk, which was why he drank so much water. Alina’s 
mother also consumed a fair amount of liquor and turned into an embarrassing and clearly 
feeble-minded drunk. 

Our host likely suffered from an inferiority complex toward Americans as a result of the 
Soviet Union losing the cold war. Following World War II, communist propaganda touted the 
Soviet Union as the most desirable place to live as well as the strongest and most technologically 
advanced nation on earth. Its collapse shocked most Russians by undercutting their beliefs in the 
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country and themselves. Their vaunted view of their status in the world crashed to that of 
inhabitants of a third-world nation distinguished only by its nuclear arsenal. Unable to dispute 
the demise of their empire at the hands of America, Russians rationalized that as individuals they 
were still tougher than Americans; that is, they could drink more, suffer longer and cheat better. 

On the other hand, perhaps like girls, they had lived lies so long that they could not 
recognize the trash heap of history on which their nation had landed. The Transneft manager 
proclaimed that Russia would soon catch up and surpass America now that communism was 
dead. He sounded delusional to me. A nation without the rule of law, where crime paid all the 
time and honesty never proved best was doomed to muddle along as a banana republic dependent 
on loans from the International Monetary Fund. Once Russia no longer posed a nuclear threat as 
a result of warhead dismantling and the wholesale looting of maintenance funds and new parts 
needed to keep its missiles functioning, the loans would decrease dramatically leaving Russia’s 
tenuous economy even worse off. Of course, I kept my thoughts to myself and wished his 
country a speedy recovery. 

When the time arrived to catch my flight back to Moscow, our host sent Angel and me to 
the airport in his chauffeur driven black Mercedes, the car of choice for Russian executives and 
racketeers. Angel gave me a care package of cookies and sweets, we kissed and hugged good¬ 
bye, I boarded the airplane and Angel went back to the dinner party. 

Devil or Angel 

In Moscow, I began making arrangements for taking Angel to America for ten days 
during the end of January. Since bright lights, glitz and showgirls thrilled her, I suggested a trip 
to Las Vegas that she happily agreed to, but I don’t think she believed it would happen—Russian 
pessimism. 
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Work included arranging for the security of a couple of high level executives from a 
Fortune 100 company who were scheduled to visit St. Petersburg and Moscow. We made the 
appropriate contribution to the local police so they would escort the executives from one point to 
another without stopping for red lights and post guards outside their hotel rooms. A little 
extreme by my thinking, but American executives always believe themselves more important 
than they are. 

Another case involved a Western investment ha nk that sunk large sums of its clients’ 
money into a poorly run Moscow based conglomerate. Investment ha nk ers often push through 
deals that make little economic sense because they receive their commission upfront long before 
a transaction goes south. In the case of the Moscow conglomerate, the investment ha nk wanted 
to justify losing its clients’ funds with an after-the-fact report from Kroll that the investment 
bank had actually made a wise investment because the Moscow conglomerate had a reputation 
for effective management and was politically well connected. Such, of course, was a lie. 

The Moscow business community knew the conglomerate operated with little regard for 
standard business practices and the conglomerate’s appearance of growth resulted from it 
borrowing money to buy up unrelated businesses whose income was then added to the 
conglomerate’s revenues. Solid growth occurs when a business increases its income by selling 
more goods or services, not by buying up other companies. The conglomerate also blatantly 
violated accounting principals by transferring the assets from one company to another at the 
chairman’s directions in a duplicitous effort to bolster shareholder value of a particular company 
owned by the conglomerate when that company was seeking additional investments. The 
investment bank had stupidly failed to conduct such due diligence before investing its clients’ 
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funds. The bank’s managers blew up over our report of their failure and tried to pressure us into 
changing it, but we stuck by the facts and lost the bank as a future customer. 

In a third case, Kroll electronically swept an American executive’s apartment for 
listening devices. We did a lot of this on a regular basis but usually in a company’s offices 
where sensitive business discussions occurred. In this case, we found listening devices 
implanted in the walls through out the apartment. The executive could not hold a secret 
conversation anywhere in his apartment. The Russia agency most likely responsible was the 
F.S.B. because in recent years its focus had shifted from politics to economic espionage. The 
executive decided to move. 

A couple of weeks before Angel and I left for America, my Russian tutor from New York 
and her best friend arrived in Moscow. Both were born in the Soviet Union and both immigrated 
to New York when they were around ten. They continued to visit their relatives in Russia and 
had grown into twenty-year-old amalgams of both cultures. Naturally, I gushed to them about 
Angel and how I thought she might be the one. They listened politely. Both had always thought 
it strange that a middle-aged man like me never married, so I expected them to wish me good 
luck. They said nothing until I showed them her picture, then they went ballistic in unison. “You 
idiot! She’s a whore playing you for a fool. Two years from now you will see that it was all 
planned. All she wants is a green card. She will say anything; do anything to get to America.” 

“How do you kn ow that? You never met her,” I weakly said, taken aback by their 
reaction, especially because I knew they always told me the truth as they saw it. 

“Look at her you fool. Can’t you see it? Look at the picture. Look at that hair, she must 
iron it daily.” These two girls were young and pretty but often brutal; however, they always had 
my interests at heart. 
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“I don’t understand,” I said a little bewildered. “So her hair is a little burned.” 


“Yea, like she stuck her head in a pail of beach. Look, we know what we are talking 
about. We know how Russians and Americans think. Romance between the two doesn’t work. 
The mindsets, the beliefs and understandings are too different. Neither of us will seriously date 
an American guy because one wouldn’t know how to deal with us.” 

“There is something to that,” I sarcastically joked. “The moment you two moved into my 
apartment you immediately dropped your suitcases and started going through all the closets, 
draws and cupboards.” 

“Very funny, Roy! But this is serious. Listen, there are pretty young girls in Russia, like 
your Angel, think of them as a distinct class, they care about nobody but themselves. They can 
act, cry, pretend and will do anything to get what they want, which is money and out of Russia. 
They have no dignity or self-respect and are willing to take it up-the-ass from whomever pays 
them enough. America has the same type of girls. You call them “white trash” or “trailer park 
trash” or plain “ho.” You don’t have to talk to them, you can tell just by looking at them. Well 
this Angel of yours is Russian trash, but you can’t see it because you grew up in America. We 
however can.” 

This hurt. I had known these two for a couple of years and respected their insights, 
especially concerning Russia, and often lusted after their bodies. I knew they worried about my 
making a real stupid mistake, but I thought them wrong—Angel had a good heart. She deserved 
a chance at a better life, and I was going to give it to her. 

A few days after my friends left for New York, my lesbian boss from London arrived 
with cash, as she always did, for paying off various officials, to negotiate another six-month 
contract with me and to provide some useless suggestions for running the business. As the 
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European coordinator for the firm, Tiedemann visited Moscow and the other European 
operations in Paris, Fra nk furt and Johannesburg every two months—nice vacation spots. All the 
country managers dreaded her visits, not just because of her Nazi personality, but her dumb and 
dangerous decisions. For example, at the end of Kroll’s fiscal year, she violated accounting 
regulations by attributing expenses incurred in 1999 to the year 2000 in order to falsely inflate 
the Moscow office’s profit for 1999. At the time, Kroll was in negotiations to sell the company 
to the Blackstone Group, so a lie about profits in Russia increased the sales price for Kroll, 
which benefited all the officers holding Kroll stock, such as Tiedemann. She also violated 
Russian tax codes by filing perjured documents with the Russian Government in which Kroll 
falsely claimed that the Moscow office functioned only as a marketing representative of the 
London office. It did a lot more, such as provide intelligence and security services in Russia. 
Tiedemann also refused to eliminate Kroll’s practice in Russia of violating the United States 
Foreign Corrupt Practices Act by paying public officials for information available only to the 
federal, regional or local governments and then selling that information to Kroll’s clients. 

The Foreign Corrupt Practices Act applied to Kroll because it was an American firm and 
to Tiedemann who was a U.S. Citizen. On her periodic trips to Moscow, she carried thousands 
of U.S. dollars and at other times sent cash by Western Union to maintain the office’s slush fund 
for paying government officials for information and security services. On one of the many times 
I objected to the practice, she said that as long as she got the British girl or Russian investigators 
in the office to make the actual payments, she did not need to worry—that of course was wrong. 
The Act reaches any American making or facilitating such payments. I couldn’t understand how 
a company that employed so many former police officers, intelligence agents and prosecutors 
could run its operations this way unless no one higher up knew about Tiedemann’s actions. 
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Imagination 


Angel sounded excited over the telephone about our upcoming trip to New York City and 
Las Vegas and would book a flight to arrive in Moscow the day before we left. 

“Why don’t you come a few days earlier so that we can spend some more time together?” 
I suggested. 

“I can’t Roy. Me and Mom have found an apartment we want to buy, but I am afraid the 
sellers will cheat us. We have to make sure all the paper work is done correctly, and my mom 
needs me to help her.” 

That made sense, so I didn’t complain. “Alright, I understand how important the 
apartment is to you.” 

“I miss you Roy and can’t wait to be with you.” 

“And I love you,” I sincerely replied. 

On January 19, 2000, Angel and I flew to New York City. Abroad the plane, I gave her a 
few tips on American manners. 

“If you bump into someone, just say excuse me or I’m sorry. Don’t just ignore the 
person as they do in Russia. And whatever you do, don’t push someone just because they are in 
your way. It could cause a fight in America.” Often times, Russians in a hurry just bulldoze 
other people out of their way without an apology and more miraculously without a fight. The 
people just put up with someone pushing them aside or banging a suitcase into their knees while 
they sit in a subway car. The Russians doing the assaulting don’t give a damn about others, and 
the assaulted persons don’t believe they have any rights to defend or just fear that the batterer, 
often girls, have connections. 

“I understand,” she somewhat patronizingly said with her mischievous grin. 
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“This is important,” I said a little over protectively. “Many people carry guns in America 
and people have been shot over such slights. If you anger someone in New York City, you know 
I’ll be the one to get shot trying to protect you.” 

“Oh,” she smiled sarcastically, mussing the hair on the top of my head, “you are a hero 
protecting your Angel.” 

“Okay, okay, just try to remember to act civil and say ‘excuse me.’” 

“Yes Roy.” 

“Oh, and if you get lost or need any type of help, find a policeman.” 

“Why would I want a policeman?” she asked with surprise. 

“Because unlike Russia, in America they will help, especially you since you are a 
foreigner and a beautiful girl.” 

“You think I am beautiful?” she smiled waiting for the answer she wanted. 

“You know you are beautiful, just look in the mirror.” 

“I hope I am. Remember that Russian philosopher I told you whose book change my 

life?” 

“The one about karma?” 

“Yes. Lazarev says when you get up in the morning and go to bed at night to say over 
and over something positive about your life. He also warns not to criticize or degrade yourself or 
others, avoid the negative down path.” 

“What do you mean, ‘negative down path’?” 

“Negative emotions don’t give to you what you want, they bring only what you don’t 
want. If every time you repeat to yourself why you can’t have a subject of your dreams, you 
never get this. Start to talk to yourself by saying why you may have what you want. 
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Concentrate what do you want to have but not on what you don’t want. Many people knowing 
what they don’t want, but very few knowing what they want.” 

“Sounds like good advice for some, the power of positive thinking, but I think I would 
rather know the truth then make up an illusion.” 

“Why you need the truth?” 

“Without the truth you can’t make an accurate decision. You will end up doing 
something that will cause more harm then the good that positive thinking provides.” 

“You need the God,” she self-assuredly said. 

“So what do you tell yourself every day?” 

“That God is good, and I am beautiful.” 

A little narcissistic, I thought, but then again her looks were her ticket. “Anyway, if you 
need help, go to a policeman. They will not try to take advantage of you or make you pay a 
bribe. They may ask you out for a date, but will not extort money from you and will help you.” 

“This is strange to think of a policeman as someone who will help and not hurt you,” she 
mulled, trying to grasp the concept. 

“It’s America, Angel. The police are paid a decent salary, and there is a special 
department that investigates police corruption, which is not corrupt itself. Besides, most cops 
work as cops because they want to help people.” 

“That is good.” 

“Oh, and above all else never, never try to bribe any policeman or government official or 
you will end up in jail.” 

“You are kidding? If you do not pay how do you get them to do anything?” 
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“Well, except for cops and firemen, it is sometimes difficult to get officials to do their 
job, but you can’t bribe them, unless the official is a President, such as Billy-Bob Clinton. I 
think he would like you. You are much better looking than Monica.” At which point Angel 
proceeded to hit me multiple times on the ann, only in part good-naturedly. We began wrestling, 
a habit we frequently pursued in public and private. She was very strong for a girl. I had the 
advantage in upper body strength, but her legs were more powerful than mine. But Angel’s 
physical prowess had deep weaknesses. Once during a pillow fight, I put the pillow over her 
face and she freaked out. She also went nuts if while playing around I put her in a chokehold— 
memories of her past. A few of the passengers on the plane looked askance at us, but we ignore 
them and went on wrestling since we were having fun. 

During the flight, she drew my portrait, which wasn’t bad. She seemed ideal to me: a 
model, dancer, singer and artist all rolled up in one beautiful and smart package. She also spent 
time writing in Russian in a composition notebook that I assumed she kept as a diary. 

Before going through customs at Kennedy Airport, I advised her, “If an officer gives you 
a hard time, tell him you are traveling with your boyfriend who is an American lawyer.” 

“Why?” 

“Bureaucrats in America generally want to avoid any problems and lawyers mean just 
that. Here, the individual has specific rights under the laws, which most lawyers know but 
average Americans don’t. Bureaucrats take advantage of the public’s ignorance to try to make 
their jobs easier by pressuring people into doing things that people have the right not to or by just 
acting arbitrarily. Bureaucrats aren’t supposed to do either but they do. However, if a lawyer is 
involved, bureaucrats know they will just create a lot of problems for themselves by not going by 
the book.” 
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Sure enough, one official started asking Angel lots of questions until she pointed to me 
standing in the waiting area watching the two and mentioned my occupation. The official 
remarked in surprise, “a lawyer!” and passed her through. Often times the lawyer routine works 
in America but never in Russia. Only money talks there. 

The moment we walked into my apartment in New York, she want to go out, I wanted to 
sleep after fifteen hours of traveling. Angel insisted, and as usual got her way. She possessed 
energy in abundance and the stubbornness of an iron will. I wondered whether anyone ever 
successfully opposed her desires. We went to a trendy Westside restaurant populated with New 
York’s young, arrogant and greedy where the prices shocked her. 

“Why is it so expensive here?” she asked. “These meals cost what university instructors 
in my town are paid in a month!” 

“People are paid a lot more in America, so by comparison the prices aren’t so bad.” 

“Not in Krasnodar, most people can’t afford to go to a restaurant, even once a year. My 
mother has never even been to a restaurant.” 

“I thought when your mother was young she traveled around the Soviet Union and 
Europe as a dancer. Remember that picture you showed me of her and you as a little girl in 
Germany. She must have eaten in restaurants.” 

“Under the old system back then she could but not now. Only the criminals and their 
friends can afford to regularly go to restaurants and discos.” 

“You go to discos all the time with your friends.” I said. 

“That’s different.” 

“How so?” 
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“We will talk about that later,” which was one of Angel’s favorite tactics for not 
answering a question along with pretending not to hear it in the first place or saying “You 
wouldn’t understand,” or going into a monologue on some tangential point. Most Russians have 
an uncanny ability, which Angel had in abundance, to talk and talk without getting to the point in 
the hope their listener eventually forgot or gave up on the original question that started the 
soliloquy. 

After dinner, we went to the Sony Imax to see “Fantasia 2000,” which made Angel giggle 
and smile like a Cheshire cat. The huge screen wowed her, and the Disney characters were as 
real for her as they were for child. “It’s like virtual reality. I feel I am inside the movie,” she 
gushed. 

Over the next few days before leaving for Las Vegas, I tried to show Angel a few of the 
different occupations she could realistically pursue in America by introducing her to friends who 
worked in modeling, acting, rock ‘n’ roll and physical training. I wanted to help her get out of 
lap dancing and make her wish come true by finding in America the occupation meant for her. 
Everyone has a first best destiny, and I wanted to help Angle find hers. 

Biology theorizes that at birth an infant’s brain is arranged in such a fashion that best 
suits the child for a particular career. Psychology can assist in determining that career by 
measuring at least sixteen different aptitudes that a person may possess at birth. The aptitudes 
aren’t learned; they are hard-wired into the brain. Most people have four or five aptitudes and 
most jobs require a similar number. The trick for a man, and I believed for girls, was to work at 
a career that used his aptitudes and, therefore, best fitted the structures of his brain. That career 
would be a man’s first-best destiny. If he ignored such a career, feelings of boredom, 
uselessness and that he should be doing something else would haunt him all the days of his life. 
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Nearly everybody realizes as a child or teenager what fascinates them so much that they 
dream of making it their life’s work. Unfortunately, parents or environments may convince or 
scare young adults into forsaking their destiny. Many turn away from their dreams for what they 
perceive as a safer, more likely path to a materially comfortable or affluent life. They fail to 
realize that by pursuing their dreams, the money, security and status will come as though by 
magic. It’s only common sense that when people work at activities they love, they will more 
likely achieve success than pursuing a compromise dictated by their fears. They will also find 
greater satisfaction than toiling at a disliked job just for the money. Besides, those who deny 
their dreams will find their dreams haunting them throughout their lives. A television program, 
book, individual or some other trigger will time and time again remind folks who missed their 
first-best destiny of what they threw away. By middle age, such persons will feel uneasy about 
their lives as though something is not right and perhaps they should have gone for their dreams 
instead. And the regret of failing to pursue what they wanted will plague them everyday. No 
amount of alcohol, drugs, therapy, sex, religion, eastern philosophy or mysticism will assuage 
the misery—only death relieves that pain. I didn’t want that to happen to Angel as it did me, 
and I knew that with my contacts and knowledge I could help her reach her dreams. 

Angel and I first met with my martial arts instructor and friend. Mark worked as the 
sports trainer in a college athletic department. Angel loved athletics, graduated with a teaching 
degree from a college devoted to sports and taught aerobics in Krasnodar. Her mother also 
taught aerobics and worked as a trainer at the college Angel attended. The field of physical 
fitness looked like a possible fit with Angel’s aptitudes. In Russia, unfortunately, anyone who 
worked as a teacher or trainer lived in poverty. Only crime and sex paid in the fonner Soviet 
Union. But in America, Angel’s love of sports and exercise could provide her the opportunity to 
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live a middle-class lifestyle or better, if she wished, by teaching or training. Mark briefed her on 
the industry, including the different jobs immediately available, their requirements, salary and 
the long term potential that included training movie stars and marketing her own fitness video. 
Mark even offered to use his connections to help Angel find a job, but she decided not to pursue 
that avenue. 

“I think I want to do modeling more than teach exercise. I know I am a little old for a 
model but I want to try before it is too late.” 

“Fine,” I said. “We will have dinner tomorrow night with my friend Cindi who was a 
model, rock ‘n’ roll singer and now works as an actress. She will have lots of suggestions and 
know exactly how to approach the business.” 

Cindi brought to dinner the owner of an agency that employed models and actors for 
corporate events. The two briefed Angel about the different areas of the modeling and acting 
business, how to go about breaking into both and what pit falls to avoid. They advised that 
pursuing a modeling or entertainment career required perseverance and hard work that often 
entailed a second job as a waitress or bartender. The agency owner offered to use Angel as a 
model when she returned to America. I could see Angel’s brain going to work, trying to figure 
out how to take advantage of the knowledge and opportunity my friends offered. 

After dinner, she firmly told me, “I want to come back here and try to become a model 
but I must hurry. I don’t want to waste the time. I wish I didn’t spend those two years after the 
institute doing my dissertation. I just wasted my time.” 

“We’ll come back, don’t worry,” I said. 

“But how can I get a work visa?” 

“Let me work on it.” 
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“Okay, but if I can’t come to America then I will go work in somewhere else. Maybe 
Japan or Europe.” I knew what that meant—more lap dancing. 

After meeting with my friends, Angel surprised me by insisting on going to lap dance 
clubs to check out the job prospects. The clubs in New York City that served alcohol only allow 
the girls to strip to their tong panties. 

Angel adamantly said, “I don’t want to do striptease and I don’t want anyone to touch 
me. It is dirty work and I do not like it.” I learned in the vernacular of the lap-dancing industry, 
“striptease” meant taking everything off. 

“I thought you never did striptease and no one ever touched you?” I probed a seeming 
inconsistency. 

“I didn’t but I know girls who did. I don’t like it.” 

So we visited Scores and Flash Dancers, the classiest, assuming such a description makes 
sense of New York City’s gentlemen clubs, as they are euphemistically called. The girls go to a 
customer’s table and ask whether he or she wants a dance. Angel said many of the dancers she 
worked with in Mexico preferred stripping for girls rather than guys. During a song a girl 
wiggles out of her long evening dress leaving her naked except for a tong panty. She then 
undulates various intimate parts of her body in close proximity to the customer’s face. 
Management allegedly forbids the lap dancers to touch anyone, but many rub their knees and 
asses against the customer’s crouch. The customer, however, can’t touch the girls and 
management apparently strictly enforces this through the many bouncers with sloping foreheads 
stationed about the room. For one song of about three minutes the girl receives $20 cash. Or if 
the customer wants, the girl will sit and talk with him, make him feel she’s interested in him, for 
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a fee of course. There were also VIP rooms that cost hundreds of dollars, but what went on in 
them, I couldn’t tell. 

Angel asked more questions of the girls at these joints than she did of my friends who 
briefed her on fitness, acting and modeling jobs. She was especially interested in how much the 
strippers made a night: average $600 to $800, which shocked me. A normal workweek meant 
$3000 to $4000 pure profit since these babes didn’t pay taxes. Perhaps I should have been born 
a girl. 

Angel again surprised me with “It will be my second job instead of working as a waitress 
or bartender. I will make more money and not have to worry about being poor. I can only do 
this while I am young so I must do it now.” 

“But if you work as a waitress or bartender, it’s only part time, which allows you more 
time for your dream of modeling or acting.” 

“Me and Mom are poor, and I need to save up at least $50,000, so we can feel safe in 
Russia. I can only do that while I’m young.” 

“Things work differently here Angel. To succeed in modeling or acting requires a lot of 
work and being able to change your work schedule around. From what the girls said, these clubs 
don’t allow that. Also, you’ll have a better chance of securing a long-tenn occupation by 
concentrating on it now when you are young.” 

“No, I will do the dancing until I saved up enough.” 

“Okay,” I relented. “But once your legitimate career begins to move or you saved your 
$50,000, then you can devote fulltime to modeling or acting and forget this unpleasant lap 
dancing.” 
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“It is art,” she quickly protested. “When I dance I go some place else where I think only 
of the movement of my body.” 

“Well that is one way to look at it,” I diplomatically said, wondering how taking off her 
clothes for money so that strange men could get excited rose to the level of art. 

“If I come back here to work, I don’t want to be dependent on anyone. I need my own 
money.” 

I wasn’t happy. “Angel, sure these lap dancing jobs pay a lot of money, but working five 
nights a week from 8 PM to four in the morning is going to take a toll on your looks and health. 
Look at this place,” as I gestured with my arm to the main room at Flash Dancers. “It’s dark, 
dingy, full of smoke, naked girls and drooling losers who never went with a pretty girl in their 
lives. Think also of the impact on your psyche.” 

“Oh, don’t worry Roy,” she once again mockingly said with her ann over my shoulders. 

“I am a strong girl.” 

Well at least she wouldn’t turn into a financial burden like some of my prior girlfriends. I 
warned her, “Whatever you do, don’t tell anyone in America you are working as a lap dancer. It 
may be acceptable in Russia, but here they might think you are a prostitute.” 

“I not a prostitute,” she retorted so quickly it startled me—boy, she hated hookers. 

“I know you aren’t. Just that people might think that. Even though you will be making 
more money than most Americans, they will still look down on you. This is not Russia where 
only money counts. Here certain jobs are considered illegitimate: that is, low level, and people 
will look at you as low class and a bad person. They will not want to help you in your career.” 

“I will remember that.” 
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Viva Las Vegas 


After four days in New York City, we headed for Las Vegas. Angel made entries in her 
composition notebook while we waited for our flight and on the plane. 

Flying over the desert, she said with disappointment, “I don’t see anything. I don’t think 
there is much out here.” I assumed she thought the western part of the United States was like the 
northeast: one vast sprawl of buildings and houses. But then the plane turned to land and she 
saw Las Vegas out her window. 

“Oh! There it is! Look at all the buildings out here in the middle if nowhere. It great,” 
she excitedly said. 

We checked in at the Paris Hotel that has a huge casino with the ceiling painted like the 
noonday sky. It took Angel a few trips through the casino to realize the ceiling was not the real 
sky. Such childish confusion and wonder endeared her to me. 

Our first night we had dinner with a married couple from New York City that were 
friends of mine for years. They recently semi-retired to Las Vegas. The wife ran an antique 
business but previously worked as a political operative in New York, and her husband once 
served as Chief of Police for Manhattan and Brooklyn and the manager of security for one of 
America’s richest men. They lent us their video camera, which Angel quickly took command of 
and gave us tickets to the more popular performances that featured Las Vegas showgirls— 
Angel’s dream. 

Neither Angel nor I gambled, so we spent our time touring the casinos and Las Vegas 
attractions. I looked the ultimate tourist, lugging the video camera and two still cameras slung 
around my neck so that Angel could record her trip for prosperity. At her direction, I took 
pictures of her with various Las Vegas sites in the background. Angel preferred the video 
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camera in front of which she played hostess to her imagined audience of fans. With the tape 
rolling, she droned on interminably in a travel log type monologue without saying anything 
imaginative as she walked and pointed out various attractions. Her monologue did pick up when 
she came across a nude statute of a man on a pedestal before which she made some sexual 
gestures and tried to enlist my participation, without success. These rather crude antics bothered 
me because they looked like what low-class, uneducated girls from trailer parks did, but I let it 
go. In addition to play-acting the travel hostess, the little girl in Angel made sure to go on as 
many amusement rides as possible. But at night the career woman took over for the little girl as 
Angel focused intently on the topless shows we attended. 

After the first showgirls extravaganza, she exclaimed, “That was great. Those girls were 
so beautiful and glamorous and the way they walked,” as she imitated them. “I want to do that. 

I have always dreamed of it. And I know now you don’t need big tits to do it.” Angel usually 
referred to her breasts as though they were assets that she did not have enough of but also 
rationalized, they stayed firm longer with the nipples erect. 

“Well, like I said, ‘America is the place where dreams can come true.’ I’ll call some of 
the casinos to find out how someone becomes a show girl.” 

“That would be great. Let’s go to one of the gentlemen clubs. I want to see what they 
are like and whether I would want to work in any,” she added. 

That I didn’t like. I kept hoping she’d focus on the less tawdry end of show biz, but 
Angel always came back to the lap-dancing clubs, wanting to check out the employment 
opportunities. Frankly, I began to feel troubled in these places. How many naked girls can a 
man look at in a short period of time without getting bored? Also the clubs’ commercialization 
of vicarious sexual thrills began to somewhat repulse me. Everyone knew the girls in these 
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joints didn’t gave a damn about the men but only wanted their money, just as Tina Turner sang 
about in the song “Private Dancer.” So then why would a man go to these strip clubs: to engage 
in a fonn of self-delusion that the girls really liked him or in the hope of finding a girl to go 
home with him for a few hundred dollars? Even the rent-a-sex reason made no sense to me. I 
always thought sexual relations matter only when two people honestly cared and were mutually 
attracted to each other, and that human complexity required emotional as well as metaphysical 
connections for sex to achieve true satisfaction beyond the purely sensual or ego gratification. 

I replied to Angel’s request, “Aren’t you tired of these clubs? After all you worked in 
them in Cyprus, Mexico and now you want to work in them here?” 

“It’s my business. I want to see whether I can do it here.” 

We went to the “Paradise,” which an American executive in Moscow said was the better 
of the lot. The club’s manager was impressed with Angel’s height and told her to come audition 
when she came back but she would need a license from the county to work. Like Flash Dancers 
in New York City, the girls stripped to their tong panties and the customers could not touch. 

Once again, Angel made it a point to tell me she didn’t want to work in the all-nude clubs 
or where the men touched the girls. “They were dirty. I don’t like dancing naked or men 
touching me.” 

“They were dirty,” I repeated using her past tense. “I thought all the clubs you worked in 
you only stripped to your panties and that the men could not touch you.” 

She hesitated and only answered part of the question, “Sometimes a man would touch 
me, and I would call the bouncer over.” I didn’t press the part about naked dancing. 

Also like Flash Dancers and most of the other lap-dancing clubs in America, this club 
was run by organized crime, which didn’t bother Angel a bit. I couldn’t figure out why. 
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The following day, I contacted the manager in charge of entertainment at the MGM 
Grand. He told me that many of the Las Vegas shows were put together in New York City and 
suggested how to find the producers there that were recruiting. For shows organized in Las 
Vegas, he referred me to a publication that ran recruiting notices. I told him a little about Angel, 
and he advised that before going to any auditions, she needed to learn basic dance steps and 
taking singing lessons would also help, but given her height, she should have no problem finding 
a job as a showgirl. 

In response to the news, Angel said determinedly, “Now I must come back here.” Las 
Vegas was nice for a vacation but to live there didn’t thrill me. But if Angel wanted to work 
there, then I would live there with her. I was sure I could find a job, or maybe just end up 
managing Angel’s legitimate career and keep her from the spiraling decline into the dead end of 
easy money in the sex industry. 

We met my married friends for dinner again. The wife wanted to give Angel a necklace 
but she would not take it. She explained to me later she feared it was a trick that my friends 
would want something from her in return. I chalked it up to different cultures and tried to 
explain to Angel that most Americans give gifts from the heart and my friends considered her a 
friend because she was with me. But Angel didn’t get it. Perhaps she was more scared of the 
world than she let on. 

After dinner, the fonner police chief took me aside as he usually did when he thought I 
was heading for trouble. “Be careful of that girl. She is not everything she pretends to be.” 

“There are probably parts of her past I would rather not know, but she has had a hard life, 
and I can help her.” I said. 

“I told you this once before, you’re not responsible for anyone but yourself.” 
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“I remember. It was concerning another Russian girl. I will watch out.” But I didn’t 
really think Angel could do me any harm. 

The Chief added, “You know that stuff you told me about her reluctance to kiss when 
you first met her, well, hookers don’t like to kiss on the lips either for fear of losing their 
business objectivity. I don’t think she’s one but go easy.” 

“A friend of mine in Moscow said the same about Russian girls in general. They’ll let 
you fondle any part of their body but fear losing their hearts with a kiss. Does that mean all 
young Russian girls are hookers?” We laughed. 

Everyday since we left Moscow, Angel called her mother to check on the status of their 
efforts to purchase an apartment. One day, Angel got off the phone all smiles and happy. 

“A miracle has happen. I and mom own an apartment. It great, our own apartment at last 
with a bathroom, two bedrooms and hot water in a safe part of town.” 

I congratulated her. As a middle-class American, I couldn’t imagine it a miracle, but 
from her reaction, she clearly did. 

“How much did it cost?” I asked. 

“Twenty-four thousand dollars, and we still have to renovate it. It needs new kitchen and 
bathroom, the walls and ceilings must be painted and the floor redone, and on top of that, we will 
have to buy new furniture. A lot of work and expenses yet.” 

“Let me know if I can help.” 

“You are an American man and not used to hard work. It would strain your muscles too 
much. Mom and I can do it.” Her remarks didn’t insult me because they were typical of third- 
world girls. Most Russian, Latin and Asian babes believe the Leminazis emasculated all 
American men. But that’s generally true only for guys in the government, media, education or 
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living on the Westside of Manhattan. Most girls don’t realize that the capacity for brutality of 
third-world men exists only when they have more power than others. The real viciousness of 
American men comes out when they are the underdogs with their backs against the wall. In 
time, Angel will learn a few men still exist in America. 

Before we left Las Vegas, I bought a Barbie Doll for the daughter of the Transneft 
official we had met on the train from Sochi. Russian dolls couldn’t match Barbie although real 
live Russian girls did. I knew the daughter would like it and asked Angel to give it to her when 
she returned to Krasnodar. 

Could This Be Magic 

On the plane back to New York City, Angel seemed deep in thought much of the time 
and wrote a lot in her composition notebook. 

In New York before we caught the Phantom of the Opera, we ate at another trendy 
Westside restaurant. 

Angel looked at me in an inquiring way, squinted her eyes and said, “There is something 
interfering here. I sense it.” 

My marital arts training spun me around in my chair looking for trouble, but there was 
none there. “What are you talking about?” 

“I think someone put a curse on you.” 

“Only my mother, but thank goodness she’s dead,” I only half-jokingly said. 

“I’m serious Roy. Your secretary at Kroll did something. I could tell the way she looked 
at you in the office. She liked you, didn’t she?” 

“We dated for a while, but she’s planning to marry this Australian guy who is visiting her 
in Moscow.” 
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“Did she ever prepare a meal for you?” 

“No. We went to restaurants. But her mother prepares my meals in the office during the 
workweek. Why?” 

“Now I know what is going on,” Angel declared. 

“What are you talking about?” 

“Your secretary wants to keep you. She does not want anyone else to have you, so she 
has used her mother to cast a spell on you.” Oh brother, not this black magic stuff again. I 
didn’t believe in it, but Angle did, so I indulged her. 

“Why would she want me when she has someone else?” 

“Life is uncertain in Russia, and some girls want to keep more than one man tied to them, 
so if they lose one, they will still have someone to help them. Russian girls will cast a spell so 
that the man will only want them and not go out with another girl. The man will feel depressed 
and not want to work.” 

“I feel that all the time.” 

“Stop Roy! This is dangerous. There are powerful forces at work here. Your secretary 
cast her spell by putting some of her menstrual flow into the food her mother prepared for you.” 

That went well with my spaghetti. “Wouldn’t her mother know about that?” 

“Her mother probably helped her. We Russian daughters are the product of our mothers, 
not our fathers. Our fathers live their own lives while the mothers and daughters stick together.” 

“Nice society,” I sarcastically remarked. “So right now, I am under my secretary’s curse 
that will prevent us from getting closer and cause arguments like the one we had last night when 
you fainted because of the emotions welling up inside of you. Did her curse cause you to faint?” 
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“No. She’s using black magic against you, not me. That made you say things that hurt 
me and caused me to faint. She wants an emotional crack to occur between us.” 

“All I said was if you’re not happy, we can end the relationship. You got to see New 
York and Las Vegas. That’s a plus.” 

“I don’t want to go into that now.” 

“Fine, but how do you know she used black magic?” 

“Black magic is used to do something to another person. It’s very dangerous because it 
will come back to you many times stronger unless you protect yourself. White magic is to 
protect yourself from harm that others want to cause you. So when we get to Moscow, I will 
take you to a white magic man who will protect you from your secretary’s spell.” 

Visions of a medicine man dancing and chanting went through my head. Naturally, I 
didn’t believe any of this hocus-pocus, but it might turn into an interesting story, so I agreed. 
“Okay, anything that may help, I will try.” 

Angel loved the Phantom of the Opera, but I didn’t understand it. She tried to explain the 
middle-aged Phantom’s sacrifice for the beautiful, young artist, but it made no sense to me. 

“Why would the Phantom sacrifice himself for her when she loved a man her own age?” 

“Because he loved her and wanted to help her.” 

“Well, whatever you say, but I still don’t understand.” 

As she put her arm over my shoulders, she said, “My bewilder American lawyer. You 
will someday.” 

After the show, we met my rock ‘n’ roll buddy at the recording studio previously known 
as the “Power Station.” Pat had moved from playing lead guitar for Meat Loaf to producing. 
When we arrived, he was mixing a record for a male singer, but both of them willingly took a 
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break to show Angel around the studio. Such is the power of pretty girls. The two also briefed 
Angel on the type of jobs available in the music business for backup singers and dancers. Pat 
offered to hook her into some auditions when she came back. Afterward Angel said that if she 
came back to America to work, she wanted to concentrate on modeling—not acting, singing or 
dancing. Fine, the choice was hers, but modeling seemed the less likely chance of success given 
her age, now 24. 

Angel and I spent ten days and nights together in America with a few arguments caused 
by misunderstandings. She was prone to crying rather than getting angry during our disputes, 
but I never knew whether her tears were real. By the end of our stay, she clearly wanted to come 
back and work in America, and I clearly wanted to stay with her. Although her desire to work as 
a lap dancer still bothered me, I rationalized it wouldn’t take long to earn the $50,000 nest egg 
for her and her mother. Besides, once her legitimate career took off, she wouldn’t have the time 
for stripping. Any suspicions about her occupation extending to other areas of the sex industry 
dissipated, in part, because she was so awful in bed. I’ve dated a few girls, and Angel rated the 
worst when it came to sex, so I concluded no one would ever pay for her services in bed. 

She insisted on a purely mechanical routine to warm her up—no spontaneity, no 
creativity wanted. Much to my surprise, she didn’t even like having oral sex performed on her— 
a rarity for girls. And anal sex was taboo because of a bad experience that she refused to 
elaborate on. She called wanning her up “making me ready,” which allowed her to orgasm 
quickly during intercourse. Making her ready started with a little kissing of the lips, then the 
suitor moved his mouth to her ears, which she rarely cleaned, where he waited for a few moans 
as the signal to play with her hair and lightly kiss her closed eyes. After a few more moans, onto 
her breasts, which tasted awful no matter how long or hot a shower she took, and she took 
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scalding showers. Her breasts seemed impregnated with the foul odors of the clubs in which she 
had spent so much time dancing. When ready, she would curl up into a fetal position during 
intercourse with her knees between her and the guy as though pushing him away but yet wanting 
him to stay until she climaxed. She kept her eyes tightly shut all the while and obviously entered 
a world to herself. There was no feeling of connection with her, no communication of emotions 
or a shared experience. She concentrated solely on reaching orgasm, which usually took her 
about five minutes. Then she would lie like a log wanting to stop just when I was warming up. 
During the entire ritual there was an ever-present bad odor coming from her sex organs. I told 
her she probably needed to go see a doctor because something was wrong down there. She just 
ignored it. Sexually, Angel stu nk both literally and figuratively, but I still loved her with an 
emphasis on the compassionate part of love rather than the passionate. 

My Russian tutor in New York, whom I talked with over the phone, took exception with 
my reasoning, though not so brutally this time. She said, “You know it is all about sex. If you 
really love a person, you will enjoy sex with them much more than you would enjoy better sex 
with a person you don’t love.” 

Back in the U.S.S.R. Boy 

Back in Moscow, Angel found a person she referred to as a “white magic man” from an 
advertising weekly regularly delivered to my apartment. I always tossed this shoppers’ guide 
without looking at it believing it consisted of coupons and the latest sales on consumer products 
and services. Unlike American shopper guides, this one advertised the services of witches, 
warlocks, mediums, clairvoyants, diviners and other assorted weirdoes. Apparently Angel was 
not the only Russian to believe in such mumbo-jumbo. It was obviously a booming business 
with the vast majority of Russians using “magic people” to attain their heart’s desire. Now I 
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knew the Russians were nuts, who else would put up with a Czar and the Commies, but magic? 
Despite my mockery, Angel was serious and insistent on me seeing this guy to remove the curse, 
so I went along. 

On January 31, 2000, after the sun went down in gloomy, snow-covered Moscow, we 
entered a shabby office in a dingy apartment building in the southeastern part of the city. The 
magic-man looked in his thirties, tall, sharp features with black hair. He escorted us into a small 
dimly lit room with a table covered by a black cloth on which sat a black candle in an ugly and 
ornate brass holder. I couldn’t quite make out the figures on the candle holder. The magic-man 
closed the door behind us and motioned that we sit in the two chairs with our backs to the door, 
directing me to sit on Angel’s right. The magic-man sat behind the table facing us and lit the 
candle. If this guy was a white magician, why all the black accoutennents, so I turned to Angel, 
“I thought this guy practiced white magic?” 

“Shush, I’ll explain later,” she said. Now I had heard that from her before and didn’t 
expect any subsequent explanation, but, if this childish ritual made her happy, then fine with me. 

The magic-man, whom I now assumed deluded himself a practitioner of the black arts, 
spoke only in Russian, so I did not understand what was said but as usual relied on Angel’s 
translation. The magic-man listened to Angel and then melted some wax in a small can, waited 
for it to cool, and then gave his analysis. Angel translated that the magic-man found a mild spell 
placed on me by my secretary to make me want her and no other woman. Angel triumphantly 
added, “You see, I was right. I know about these things.” Why wasn’t I surprised with the 
sorcerer’s conclusion? 
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The magic-man continued to explain that to exorcise the spell; he needed a photograph of 
me from the front that showed me in a receptive position. Angel explained a picture in which I 
looked straight at the camera without crossed anns so that I would be open to the exorcism. 

I looked at her puzzled. What difference did my arms make or which way I looked in the 
photograph? She read my expression and said, “Don’t worry, I will pick it out.” Fine, I thought, 
at least my head doesn’t have to do a 360°. 

Angel and the sorcerer made arrangements for her to drop off my photograph for him to 
cast a protective spell to cancel my secretary’s curse. The black magic-man then wrapped the 
melted wax in paper and said for me to bury it in the snow when I left. Angel told me to pay him 
twenty dollars, but when I went to hand him the money, he shrank back as though I was the 
black magic-man and motioned for me to put it on the table. 

Angel explained, “It is dangerous to take money or anything directly from people because 
someone can use it as a way to put a curse on you.” 

“What does he do when he goes shopping for something?” 

“Shush!” 

Boy, these Russians were superstitious, I thought. No wonder the economy didn’t 
function with everyone scared to accept money because it might carry a curse dooming them to a 
fate worse than death. I put the twenty on the table and didn’t even think about shaking hands 
goodbye. Angel and I went outside into the darkness where she told me to bury the melted wax 
in a snow bank. 

“Why a snow bank? It’s only going to melt leaving the wax for the street sweeper, if 
they have one out here. Shouldn’t I bury it in some deep, dark forest?” 


177 



“You Americans! Just do what the magic-man says. We know about these things.” Into 
the snow bank it went. 

Driving back to the office with Angel, I felt immersed in a narcotic fog of feeling good 
from which crystallized the thought that Angel was all that mattered in my life. Work, career or 
death didn’t concern me—only Angel. I attributed this strange elation and conclusion to my 
contract with Kroll ending soon. Despite previous negotiations, Kroll decided not to renew my 
consultancy in order to save money. Fine with me, the work had been interesting although not 
very challenging, living in Russia was okay, but I could do without dealing with the 
pathologically insecure lesbo boss in London and her lover in the office. As with most 
feminazis, who can’t act like a guy because they’re not and can’t act like a girl because they’re 
neutered, these two didn’t understand how the world really worked or how to deal with people. 

Later in the evening, Angel went through some photographs of me. 

“This one will do,” she said with her Cheshire grin as she showed me a photograph of me 
smiling with my arms at my side. 

The following day, she delivered the photograph to the magic-man and warned me, “You 
must pick up the photograph before the end of seven days. I will be in Krasnodar preparing for 
my eye operation, so I can’t do it for you. It’s very important to take the picture before the end 
of seven days; otherwise, the spell will not work. Have your driver take you, and leave your 
wallet in the car, but you must go into his office alone.” 

“Don’t you trust this guy,” I asked little surprised at such precautions. 

“I don’t trust any Russians,” she emphatically replied. 

“Then why don’t I take my driver inside with me or a body guard for that matter?” 

“No, you mustn’t! The magic-man might turn angry, and you don’t want that.” 
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“What’s he going to do, put a curse on me?” I laughed. 

“Be careful Roy. You don’t know what you are dealing with here. These magic-men are 
very powerful in Russia.” 

“Okay, I’ll go in alone to make you happy.” 

She grinned, mused up my hair and said, “Remember to leave him another twenty 
dollars.” 

“Fine,” thinking this magic business simply wasted my time. “What do I do then with the 
photograph?” Wondering whether I needed to bury it in the snow again. 

Surprisingly she said, “I don’t know. Whatever you want.” Apparently, the magic-man 
hadn’t thought of it. 

Seeing my puzzlement, she quickly added, “Keep it with you.” 

The next evening while still in Moscow, Angel and I visited her agent Leo. She wanted 
to collect some money she thought Leo owed her concerning her work in Mexico. She asked me 
to wait in another room while she and Leo discussed business. My intuition didn’t like that, but I 
rationalized they would talk in Russian anyway. After their meeting, Angel seemed relieved, 
telling me that Leo was going to call her Mexican agent Maria, who had arranged for her to work 
at The Men’s Club, to find out what happened to some of her money. 

“How many agents do you have?” I asked. 

“Too many and they all take some of my money. Leo sends girls to Maria in Mexico 
City and she finds them dancing jobs in the clubs. Leo takes 20% and Maria 15%.” 

“How do the clubs make money?” 
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“Some take a percentage of the girl’s earnings and others make the girl pay the club a set 
amount to dance each night. The Men’s Club took 15% so for every $20 dance, Leo got four 
dollars, Maria three and the club three. But I don’t complain; $11 a dance for me is good.” 

“Time for you to find different work.” 

“I dream of modeling. It what I like, but in Russia I am not what they want. Here they 
only want girls for runway modeling. I do not have thin enough body.” 

“Well, as my friend told you in New York, there are many different modeling careers in 
America, such as fitness modeling that you could do.” 

“Yes, it my dream.” 

As we walked back to my apartment on February 2 nd , Candlemas Eve, in the cold and 
dark along Kutuzovsky Prospect, I asked Angel to marry me. The words jumped out of my 
mouth without me realizing it—no rehearsal, no running over the exact phrasing and no 
nervousness. Just lost in a fog again; my will suspended while the rest of me executed some 
prearranged program. 

“Are you serious?” she asked. 

“Yes, I am serious,” I said although I didn’t feel serious. I didn’t feel anything. 

Angel said nothing; she waited then, “I don’t know. Let me think about it.” 

“Okay,” I said as a momentary light flashed through the fog bringing a sense of dread for 
the results of a terrible mistake heading my way. 

As we walked, I remembered, as I so often did, the girl I should have married but didn’t 
because of a stupid decision of mine. In 1968 the workings of the universe introduced me to 
Jennifer whom I knew right away was the one, my soul mate. With an open, generous and kind 
personality, Jennifer made my thoughts loom less menacing on me. She played a great game of 
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touch football, catching the ball behind her head when necessary and enjoying the roughness. 

She was tough, more so than Angel, but a genuinely nice person. While smart, at times Jennifer 
displayed a mind boggling naivete as when she said she thought the height of the Rocky 
Mountains in Colorado might block out the moon at night—her favorite object for pondering. 
Ironically, or I now realize, fatefully the decision not to marry Jennifer sent my life in a direction 
I wished I never went. 

Back then, a college course in Quantum Mechanics and General Relativity had lit a 
passion in me to delve the mysteries of the universe. The course turned my understanding of the 
universe upside down. After each class, I felt like Alice in Wonderland—common sense meant 
nothing. The universe was not as I thought; it thrilled and astonished me. In class, philosophy, 
science and mysticism met. No theory was outrageous unless based on the mundane 
understanding of our everyday perceptions. What my five senses had told me all my life was 
nothing but an illusion. The true nature of the universe was stranger than any tale. I wanted to 
understand the metaphysics of that nature in scientific rather than intuitive terms, which meant 
majoring in physics. 

I knew that marrying Jennifer would mean settling down into a career in order to meet 
my obligations to wife and family, and the only career that interested me was one in physics. My 
wandering days would end. Years later in the 1990s while reading Joseph Campbell, I 
concluded that fundamental forces had been at work on me in that late sixties’ summer. Jennifer 
appeared in my life with her dark bottomless eyes and black hair to steer me in the direction of 
understanding the workings of the universe by attracting me into the underworld of intuitive 
knowledge. She would have set me on a life-long process of carrying understanding from the 
world of metaphysics to the light of consciousness in the fonn of the mathematical language of 
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physics. A worthy vocation, but I didn’t marry her, and every day I regretted not following the 
path Jennifer represented because of my succumbing to fear and pride in deciding to wander 
eclectically from one endeavor to another that eventually brought me to Angel. 

Two nights later over dinner at the Pushkin Restaurant, Angel answered my proposal by 
agreeing to marry me. Usually, when Angel had asked for time to think before answering a 
question, she forgot about it, and I would have to prod her for an answer. Either her memory 
wasn’t very good, or she hoped I’d forget having asked the question. Buying time was 
apparently one of her tactics for bypassing a potential problem. This time, for some reason, I 
refrained from reminding her about my proposal. Perhaps my unconscious knew something I 
didn’t. 

“I will marry you Roy but I want to make some things clear,” she said with her innocent 

smile. 

“Fine,” I said. “Discussing issues beforehand is always better than waiting for a problem 

later.” 

“We will live as husband and wife and you will help me find work in America in my 
favorite business?” 

“Right, Cindi is willing to help you with the modeling. You know my contract with Kroll 
ends this month, and I plan to go back to America and take you with me. In order to do that, we 
need to go through certain procedures at the U.S. Embassy. Now they might, although I doubt it, 
decide not to let you into America. In that case, we can live in Moscow or go to some other 
country. I said before, I think you are very talented and besides loving you, I want to help you 
reach your dreams. As a lawyer with an MBA, I can do that. It’s common in America for 
husbands and wives to help each other in not only emotional ways but in material terms and in 
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their careers. Often two people working together can achieve much more than two people 
working separately. So I see our marriage as two people who love each other and want to help 
each other.” Angel just looked blankly. When Russians don’t understand something they don’t 
say so because it makes them feel humiliated. “Do you understand,” I added. 

“I understand,” she sarcastically said with a smile. 

“Do you love me Angel?” 

She leaned forward with her Cheshire smile, touched my hand and said, “I have special 
love for you Roy.” In the words of a famous fictional detective, I felt like a toad on a wet rock 
with a snake looking at the back of my neck. She added, “So you will try to get me papers to 
work in America?” 

“That’s just what I said, and help you in your career like you want. It is all part of our 
being married.” 

“How long will it take for my papers to America?” 

“About three months after we marry, maybe shorter.” 

“I go back to Krasnodar for my eye operation, so let’s get marry after that.” 

“Fine, and since you will have your own career and money in America, I would like a 
prenuptial that says you will not take my money if we divorce.” She seemed a little surprised at 
this. 

“Why do you want this paper?” 

“Because otherwise you could marry me, and after a few years, take a lot of my money 
through a divorce.” 

“You Americans always think about money. What about the feelings of the heart?” 
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“Just as you are concerned about working in America, I am concerned about not losing a 
lot of my money.” 

“Okay, but you must do everything you can to get me work papers in America, and I 
want a paper that says you can’t send me out of the America,” she added. 

“It’s not up to me to decide whether you could stay in America if we divorced. 
Immigration authorities make that decision.” 

“But I will be able to work?” 

“Yes,” I repeated. 

“Okay,” she grinned innocently. “Here’s to us and America,” she toasted. 

The following day I took Angel to the airport to fly home to Krasnodar. She needed to 
help her mother renovate their new apartment and undergo laser eye surgery to correct her 
inability to see people at a distant. She couldn’t stand contacts because after eight hours of 
working in a smoky club, they irritated her eyes. And glasses she really disliked. Probably 
because they insulted her vanity and club proprietors rarely hired four-eyed girls, although Angel 
looked stunning in them. Angel also said she needed to assist in transferring the old house to one 
of her aunts, which, as any transaction in Russia, still required long hours, numerous approvals 
and multiple stamps and papers all invented to maintain full employment in the Soviet Union 
that no longer existed. The aunt, a sister of Angel’s mother, lived with her husband and daughter 
in the far east of Russia on Sakhalin Island. They wanted to move to Krasnodar because on 
Sakhalin not only jobs were scarce but also food—people were starving while the criminals 
running the government stole millions. Angel said that compared to Sakhalin, Krasnodar looked 
like the land of prosperity. It surprised me to hear that Angel and her mother had relatives. She 
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never mentioned them before, so I assumed her and her mother were a family of two only. 

Angel said her mother had two sisters but only stayed in contact with the one in Sakhalin. 

Before boarding the plane, Angel reminded me “Don’t forget to pick up the photograph 
from the magic man before the end of the week or the spell will not work. And hurry with the 
paper work, so we can get married in Krasnodar soon.” 

“I will get it done as fast as possible, but my job doesn’t end until the last week of 
February.” I didn’t understand her rush. 

Once again she asked, “How long after we are married will I get my visa to America?” 

“As I said before, the visa could take up to three months.” 

“I hope it goes faster, but its okay, since it will take me three months to recover from my 
eye surgery.” 

“Three months!” I said in surprise. “I thought it only took a week or so. That’s what they 
advertise, even in Russia.” 

“No,” she said with her innocent smile. “My doctor says that for three months I can’t get 
excited, drink alcohol, eat sweets, dance or party. I must keep my blood pressure low and that 
includes sex.” 

“Are you sure about this? I don’t think I would trust a Russian doctor who says it takes 
three months to recover.” 

“He one of the best in the world. The eye institute in Krasnodar was set up by the 
inventor of the laser eye surgery.” 

“If it’s so good, why does it take three months to recover when in Moscow and America 
it’s only a week?” Angel just ignored the question. 
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“Don’t worry Roy. I will be fine; he is a good doctor. Russia is one of the best in the 
world for this technology.” Angel, like so many Russians, still bought into some of the old 
Soviet propaganda extolling the country’s technological prowess, but the reality made me fear 
that something might go wrong. 

Russia boasts free modern medical care for everyone, but Russians with money go 
overseas for serious treatment or import Western specialists. Even Yeltsin flew in a Western 
heart surgeon. And the term “free” in Russian lexicography really means paying money under 
the table to the state employed physicians and nurses; otherwise, a patient’s chances of recovery 
drops dramatically. Patients pay nurses for clean syringes rather than gamble with a nurse 
reusing a disposable, improperly sterilized syringe because it reduces hospital costs allowing the 
money saved to go into the administrators, doctors and nurses’ pockets. The Hippocratic oath 
holds no meaning in Russia. The members of the medical profession—like everyone else— 
hustle for themselves, close relatives or friends while hiding behind a veil of find words about 
compassion and justice that they rarely practice. 

In the West, we at least have medical malpractice lawyers, who despite all the criticism, 
act as a deterrent to egregious medical blunders. Doctors in America kill and maim a little less 
because of the fear that lawyers will rob them of so much. But in Russia, the lack of a 
functioning legal system permits doctors to kill and mutilate with impunity through negligence, 
recklessness or drunkenness. If Angel’s doctor made a mistake, the only recourse would be to 
hire a criminal group operating in Krasnodar to extort compensation from the doctor, and the 
enforcers would take around 50%. 

“I hope nothing happens with the operation,” I said, deeply concerned. 

“Just think positive thoughts, and I will be find.” 
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“Okay, have a safe trip.” 

Angel called me a couple of times from Krasnodar to make sure I picked up the photo 
from the magic-man within the time limit. At the end of the week I visited the magic-man’s 
office. He was not there, but his overly apprehensive female helper, which I chalked up to her 
drinking a few too many cups of coffee, handed me the photograph and more melted wax 
wrapped in paper as though they were radioactive materials. In broken English and sign 
language, she communicated that I should flush the wax down the toilet. I headed for the office 
toilet, but she quickly, almost in a panic, stopped me. No, no, she emotionally shook her head, 
indicating that I must use the toilet in my apartment. She demanded $20, telling me to put it on 
the table with the black cloth, and after I paid, gave me the bum’s rush out the door. Good grief, 
these witches and warlocks were a bunch of sticklers and not very friendly. At home I flushed 
the wax down the toilet and put the photograph in a safe place. 

To my Russian tutor in New York, who had visited me in Moscow with her friend, I sent 
news of the engagement by email in which I hoped the direction of my life had changed. I 
planned to manage Angel’s legitimate career and go back to college to study quantum 
cosmology, a branch of physics. True to form my tutor replied: 

“Hey Roy, I think you are an idiot, but I’m not going to say anything because you already 
know what I want to say. I think the only “career” that Angel could get is in the pomo business, 
but it is your business, and don’t cry to me when she leaves you and takes everything from you.” 

During February, I called Angel about twice a week and at times questioned myself why I 
didn’t call her more often; after all she was my fiancee. We exchanged Valentine day cards. Her 
card said: 

“A lot of loves, my dear Roy. From all my heart it for you.. .Love—it flower. And this 
flower you must give—calories, care, all your clean feeling. And after, .. .after will come to you 
wonder! Care your flower, to be happy with this, what you have. Don’t make unimprovable 
mistake. With tenderness, loves—your enigmatic outspoken flower, Angelina... with love.” 
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Angel talked better English than she wrote, but the sentiment came through—very sweet. When 
February 14 th arrived, I turned the page in my schedule book to find a note that Angel had 
secretly written in it before she left—very nice. “Roy, care your love! It very easy destroy, but 
how is difficult is back. I have feeling to you—don’t broken it. Keep yourself concentrated. 
And construct your love. Love—it respect, trust. Love—it life, so take it and have enjoy!!! 
With love Angel.” 

My work responsibilities ended sooner than expected, which enabled me to complete the 
paper work, required by both the Russian and American governments for their citizens to marry, 
just before Angel underwent her eye operation. I told her I’d fly to Krasnodar to be with her 
during the operation. But, to my surprise, she said no because there would be nothing for me to 
do while she was in the hospital. I explained the point was for me to provide her with emotional 
support, not to find activities to consume my time. But she insisted I not come until the end of 
the month. 

“Okay, but I’ll call you in the hospital.” 

“You can’t,” she said. “There are no telephones.” 

“I thought even Russian hospitals have a telephone on the floor.” 

“Look Roy, it better that you not call me at the hospital. Russians are very nosy always 
looking for information to use against people.” 

“We’re going to be married Angel. How can they use that against you?” 

“If Russians know that someone goes to America, they will try to get money by 
kidnapping or threatening harm to family members in Russia. I will call you as soon as I come 
home from hospital. Do this for your Angel. 

“Okay, but I doubt you have to worry about anything like that.” All of this troubled me, 
although she did have a point. One of the cases at Kroll required us to find the whereabouts of 
Miss Russia of 1991. She was scamming some French investment banker claiming he knocked 
her up. But she didn’t want to stay in Paris and allegedly went back to Moscow to have their 
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child. The banker wanted to know whether she was in Moscow and actually pregnant. We 
found someone with her passport living in the apartment of Miss Russia’s parents in Moscow but 
at the same time found someone with her passport staying indefinitely at the very expensive 
Pierre Hotel on Fifth Avenue in Manhattan. The girl in Moscow wasn’t pregnant, but the one in 
New York City was—from whom, who knew? We, therefore, concluded the girl at the Pierre 
the real Miss Russia and the girl in Moscow a cousin pretending to be her in order to prevent 
gangsters from discovering the fonner Miss Russian’s expensive life style and threatening her 
family in Moscow unless Miss Russia paid them a stipend. 

I booked my tickets for the end of February, leaving my return date open because we still 
needed to complete some paper work in Krasnodar for the Russian Marriage Registry Office, 
commonly called ZAGS, before scheduling our wedding. ZAGS traditionally performed 
weddings and kept the marriage records. Under the Soviets, only weddings performed by ZAGS 
were legally recognized. Some couples also had religious ceremonies, but to the Communists, 
they were meaningless. After the demise of communism, religious weddings tied couples into 
legal knots as effectively as ZAGS, but many Russians still preferred a marriage at ZAGS. Once 
ZAGS received all the required documents, it usually scheduled a wedding a month later. I 
didn’t mind hanging around Krasnodar for a month, but once again Angel didn’t want to wait. 
She decided to bribe the head of ZAGS in her district for a wedding as soon as possible. 

“Why the rush,” I asked her over the telephone. 

“I don’t want to waste the time. I wasted three years after college working in Krasnodar 
that I wish I didn’t. It will still take three months to get my visa. All of my money goes for our 
apartment, so I need to start making money again soon.” 

“I can lend you some money if you need it.” 
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“No, I want my own money and to get on with my career.” Again I rationalized her 
wishes. This time by thinking if I were in her position. I’d also want to leave Russia as soon as 
possible. 

In Moscow, I waited until the end of the month with next to nothing to do, contacted my 
friends in the U.S. and met with my friends in Moscow to tell them about my marriage plans. To 
my amazement, each and every one of them, whether Russian, American or European, said I was 
an idiot. One dear petite friend, Maria, who came from England, worked for a religious charity 
helping orphans, sang with a great voice in the band “No Problem” and whom I never heard utter 
a curse, responded to the news of my forthcoming marriage with “You stupid fucking fool! You 
stupid fucking fool! Are you some kind of an idiot? All she wants is a green card, and then it’s 
so long sucker. How can you do this? I told you love doesn’t exist in Russia, and I’ve been here 
longer than you. I thought you were smart. Well Roy, I will pray for you—you needed it! 

Damn it! I can’t believe this! I hope I’m wrong. Well, call me when you get back from 
Krasnodar.” 

Maria’s reaction shocked me, but for some reason it didn’t fully register. She was a close 
friend with my interests at heart, but I consciously ignored what she said without even 
considering the possible truth of it. The same with my other friends, I valued their advice; all of 
them were smart, but I didn’t even pause to wonder whether I was making a stupid mistake. Not 
at all my usual mode of operation. But their warnings did work on my unconscious so that by 
the time I boarded my flight to Krasnodar on February 28, 2000,1 wanted answers from Angel to 
a number of questions. If I didn’t get believable responses, then I was homeward bound without 
a wife. 
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I Can’t Help Myself 

Angel met me at the airport with her usual smile, hugs and arm over my shoulders. 

“How are your eyes?” I asked. 

“They are improving slowly. I can’t read anything and must remain calm. No strenuous 
work. Tomorrow, mom and me move into our new apartment. It great! I have dreamed of this 
for a long time.” 

Angel’s mother, Inessa, enlisted a number of her students from the Gymnastic 
Department at the Academy of Physical Culture to help with the move. One student showed 
with a flat bed truck more appropriate for carrying bulldozers than household goods. The move 
was a typical Russian operation—no planning and no organization, they just psyched themselves 
up, drank a lot of coffee and moved in all directions as fast and carelessly as possible, apparently 
trying to beat some imaginary clock. Glasses were smashed, boxes dropped and injuries 
incurred, but everyone, to my surprise, remained cheerful as they laughingly dismissed the 
damage to property and bodies. The students worked for free and gave Inessa and Angel house 
warming presents after the move. The new apartment was large by Russian standards with two 
bedrooms, but it needed a lot of work. 

That evening, Angel and I took a walk down the park in the middle of the main street, 
Krasnaya Ulitsa, strolling along with other lovers and folks. The weather was much more mild 
in Krasnodar than Moscow, and by Russian standards, spring would arrive the next day on 
March 1 instead of the vernal equinox of March 21 as in the post-medieval countries. 

“We need to get some things straight before our marriage,” I said. 

“Always the lawyer,” she ginned putting her arm over my shoulders. “What is it now?” 
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“I just think we should be clear about what each expects from the other. I know that 
Russians tend to see marriage as a matter of economic convenience rather than a romantic union. 
But as you know, I, like most Americans, see marriage as an emotional bond in which each helps 
the other in their life and career.” 

“You will be my husband and I your wife. You will help me get to America where I can 

work?” 

“Yes, and we will live together in New York.” 

“And I will be able to work.” 

“Yes. I will do everything I can to help you pursue your dream of modeling, acting or 
singing. I always told every girlfriend of mine that she must be financially independent. 

Nobody wants to rely on someone else for economic well-being. Humans tend to take advantage 
of those who are dependent on them. And a lasting relationship can’t exist when one person can 
dictate to the other, which is what happens when one party enters a relationship for economic 
gain rather than love.” 

“So, my Roy has had many girls,” she teasing said. 

“Only one at a time, a serial monogamous.” 

“Ohhh, you are faithful,” she mockingly replied. 

“Which brings me to the main point. When we are married, I expect you not to go out 
with anyone else or try to trick me. I know Russian husbands and wives tend to have lovers on 
the side, but I don’t work that way. I expect you as I want a faithful and honest spouse.” 

She didn’t say a word, just looked down into my eyes with her Cheshire smile. I pressed 
the point because I didn’t want to hear any of her excuses later that she didn’t understand or 
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didn’t agree. “Look Angel, the way to deal with me is to be truthful. Tell me the truth, and we 
can work anything out. If you try to manipulate me, I will know and lots of trouble will result.” 

“I truthful with you Roy. Are you truthful with me?” 

“You kn ow I am.” 

“Do you agree not to go out with other men while we are married and not try to trick 

me?” 

She lowered her eyes and contritely said, “Yes Roy.” 

The next day, Angel and I started running around preparing the necessary paper work 
encountering one bureaucratic obstacle or another. For example, I needed an address in 
Krasnodar. My Moscow residence wouldn’t do because ZAGS didn’t allow out-of-towners to 
marry locals, and I couldn’t use Angel’s address because ZAGS didn’t like couples living 
together before their marriage. We ended up paying the Moscow Hotel Manager some money 
for a document stating I resided at the hotel. Money and gifts can buy anything in Russia, such 
as a way around stupid bureaucratic rules—probably the only reason for the rules in the first 
place—and procedures that assure fairness. Angle used flowers and candy, bought by me, to 
bribe the ZAGS female commandant into moving our wedding to near the front of the line—a 
ten-day wait instead of thirty. 

At night, Angel wanted to hit the discos, which was fine by me. The places were more 
civilized than the deafening, in your face, behemoth caverns of New York City. They also 
started earlier, around 10 PM, and you could carry on a conversation without screaming in 
someone’s ear. The men were also different; they demonstrated some class unlike the white 
guys in America who danced with themselves like pigeons trying to attract a mate. The clubs 
also put on mini-dance reviews called “ballets” around midnight. The discos hired dance troops 
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made up of local residents to perform various skits. The dancers were excellent, in my opinion 
much better than any professionals I saw in America. 

One night, we ran into the finalists for the Miss Krasnodar beauty pageant dancing in a 
pack at a disco with free admission for girls. Why else would they be there, unless some guys 
were paying the way? All these babes were stunning, tall, beautiful, well dressed and sexy— 
pure femininity. A modern day American girl breed on feminazism didn’t have a prayer of 
competing. 

Krasnodar began looking like a little piece of heaven right here on earth because as 
gorgeous as these beauty contestants were, many of the young ladies I saw in that city were just 
as attractive. Actually, Angel didn’t look so extraordinarily pretty in her hometown, and I 
understood why she always needed assurances about her looks. Even the average girl in the 
street appeared beautiful—no blue jeans, hiking boots or faces without makeup. Skirts, 
stockings and shoes with heels highlighted the female form in Krasnodar. These girls wanted to 
look like girls, not men. More sexy girls probably inhabited that town than any place I had ever 
visited. In the street, I looked until my eyes hurt, but the Russian men barely paid these beauties 
any attention. At first, I assumed the men were used to this extreme femininity, but then I 
remembered it was a buyers’ market. With significantly more girls than guys in Russia, the man 
with a little money could take his pick. That meant the girls, the sellers, needed to advertise their 
wares the best they could, which resulted in super-feminine felines strutting the boulevards, 
quick to smile in an innocently alluring way and willing to engage in conversation with any half 
decently dressed guy that approached them. Still, my “glut of girls theory” didn’t explain why 
Russian men weren’t aggressively grabbing this girl or that one to spend many of their waking 
hours playing with these lovely things. The Russian men apparently preferred spending most of 
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their leisure time hanging out in groups of other men, virtually ignoring the sensual beauties 
swishing passed. My analysis was missing something. 

The following evening as Angel and I walked to the disco “Joy,” I raised another of the 
concerns I wanted resolved before the wedding. This one went back to last August, before she 
left for Mexico when Angel volunteered to tell me all about her past. At the time, her statement 
surprised me because I didn’t ask about her past. She brought the subject up and promised to tell 
me her life story the next time we met. She didn’t, so ever since then, I periodically reminded 
her, but she always said, “Don’t worry Roy, I tell you later,” but later never came. By evading 
that promise, she made me wonder about her ability to keep her word and her honesty. I didn’t 
care about the bad things she may have done before we met; everybody regrets some of their 
past. But I needed to believe that when she told me something it was the truth, when she made a 
promise, it was not to deceive. Relationships don’t work unless based on honesty, so with our 
wedding looming, I decided to find out whether Angel would finally keep her promise. If not, 
then I would fly back to Moscow still a single man. 

“Remember you said you were going to tell me about your past?” 

“Yes,” she defensively answered. 

“Well, what about it?” 

“You already know about my past.” 

“No, I don’t. What were you doing in Cyprus?” 

“I was dancing in a club.” 

“You mean you were stripping in a club.” 

“That is dancing—it is art.” 

“Did you take all your clothes off? Did you go out with your customers?” 
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“I always wore thong panties, never nude dancing. Sometimes I gave a customer a 
massage at his hotel.” 

“You went to a customer’s hotel!” 

“Only if he were a friend—nothing ever happened. I just gave him a massage. I very 
good at massage.” 

“Wait a minute. You’d leave the club, go to his hotel and all he wants is a massage?” 

“I don’t want to talk about this anymore. I just had a serious operation and my doctor 
says I should not get upset.” 

I was waiting for the tears, but they didn’t come so I continued. “Look Angel, you’re the 
one who promised to tell me about your past. I didn’t ask about it.” 

“Yes, I know, and now I wish I didn’t.” 

“Don’t you realize that when you make a promise you’re supposed to keep it unless 
something prevents you?” 

“You make promises and don’t keep them.” 

“Name one,” she couldn’t. “Angel I don’t care what you did before we slept together in 
December. All you have to do is tell the truth. You made a promise to tell the truth about your 
past. I didn’t force you into that promise; you made it yourself, so tell the truth!” 

“I told you the truth,” she stamped her foot. 

“All of it?” 

“Yes!” 

“In America when a person keeps from telling something important, that’s a lie too.” 

Now she started the tears, “You are offending me. You forget who I am to you.” 

“So none of these good-friend customers ever tried to have sex with you in a hotel?” 
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“Some tried but I told them I was on my period.” 

I knew that wouldn’t deter everybody. “You went to a hotel with your customers and 
never had sex!” 

“Yes.” 

Then I remembered Bill Clinton and asked, “What does sex mean to you?” 

“Only intercourse,” she said. 

“Okay, did you ever play with a customer sexually like jerking him off or letting him 
play with your tits and crouch?” 

“Stop it!” she stamped again like a horse. “I’m a good girl. I didn’t go to Cyprus to have 
sex. I needed money and made it dancing in a club. It is art what I do!” 

I let it go for then, but unless Angel stopped her dissembling and prevarication, I was 
going back to Moscow sooner than planned. 

The next day we went to a notary for both of us to sign the prenuptial contract that my 
lawyer in Moscow prepared. Notaries in Russia, usually women, make a good living, not by 
charging a couple of rubles for their signatures but extracting exorbitant fees from the populace. 
They can do this because the government requires a notary’s signature on all documents filed 
with a public agency while other documents need a notary’s signature in order to have legal 
effect. The government also limits the number of notaries in any town, so their high fees are 
largely protected from market competition. 

Our notary, a fat, mean-spirited, male-less female of which there are many in Russia, 
advised Angel to change certain portions of the prenuptial contract. Russian females in any 
profession believe they have a god-given right to meddle in the affairs of the people who pay 
them. The notary proceeded to change the prenuptial on the spot, in Russian of course. Angel 
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favored this rewrite because the notary sided with her—sisters united against men allegedly 
trying to take advantage of poor defenseless women and all that malarkey. I began to boil at the 
interference because when I previously sent Angel a copy, I included money to pay for her own 
lawyer to review it. When I walked into the notary’s office, I believed she had done that since 
she told me the contract was fine. But she hadn’t. 

I couldn’t figure out the reason for Angel not reviewing a document of such importance 
with an attorney before we went to the notary. Did she pocket the money for a lawyer thinking 
the notary would give her advice for which I would pay, or perhaps she arranged with the notary 
before hand to make changes favorable to her on the spot assuming I would rely on Angel’s 
translation of the changes? How convenient for Angel I thought. With my lawyer in Moscow, 
any consultations with him were unlikely given the telephone system out of Krasnodar. I tried to 
clear my head of the ever-present conspiratorial mentality of Russians. After the notary made 
her changes, I made sure we went to an independent translator to tell me in English what they 
were. Some of the changes I okayed, and some I didn’t. We signed three original copies: one 
for the notary, one for Angel and one for me. Angel put our two copies in her bag. 

Angel wanted to take in an amusement ride, so we took a private taxi to the end of 
Krasnaya Ulitsa where the movie theatre housed a couple of rides and a few holes of miniature 
golf. Angel introduced me to the manager of the theater, one of the few times she introduced me 
to anyone. He didn’t speak English but was friendly and let Angel ride for free—always a 
special treat for her. Angel later told me the manager was Chechen and she met him when she 
first came to Krasnodar to stay in the college dormitory while her mother was still in Grozny 
making arrangements to move their household goods. She said the Chechen was very kind 
hearted because he helped her and her mother find a house and to move. 
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On our way back to her apartment, Angel started talking about how much she liked her 
stay in Mexico and the beautiful places she visited. I took the opportunity to give her another 
chance to keep her promise to tell me about her past and see whether she could speak the truth 
without her tongue catching fire. 

“In the one and only letter you sent me from Mexico, you said you wanted to stay in 
Mexico to model, but you weren’t modeling, you were giving lap dances in a club. Why did you 
lie? 

“I didn’t lie, I did a little modeling.” 

“You mean when you only tell part of the truth and leave the rest out you’re not lying? 

She grinned that Cheshire smile, “Exactly! It’s being artful.” 

“Didn’t we talk about this last night?” 

“You talked about. I listened,” again that cat smile. 

“You don’t get it do you. When you prevaricate, that means hide the truth, it’s the same 
as lying.” 

“Not in Russia.” 

“But in America and with me, when you fail to tell something important that is lying. If 
it’s not the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, it’s lying.” 

She looked at me in disbelief, “That’s not the way in Russia. Here a lie is only when you 
say something false. It our way.” 

“I’m sure it is! I have run into it everywhere I go in Russia. All right, in one of your two 
faxes from Mexico, you said that you went to many beautiful places but were always alone. 
During New Year’s Eve, you showed me pictures of you naked in a lounge chair on a hotel in 
Cancun. Who paid for the hotel, who paid for the airplane, I know you didn’t.” 
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“I don’t remember.” 


“You stayed in an expensive hotel in Cancun and don’t remember who paid for it?” 

“I answered your question, now stop being aggressive to me!” Then she stamped one of 
those size eleven feet again. 

“Well at least that means you didn’t pay for it. So what did you give in return for 
someone taking you to Cancun and those other places in Mexico?” She ignored this question, 
but it didn’t matter because the main purpose of this grilling was to see whether she could tell the 
truth. She couldn’t. 

I continued, “You said during New Year’s that you traveled with friends to different 
places. Were these men friends and did you provide them with sexual favors? Sexual favors 
mean not only intercourse but other acts such as....” 

“Enough! You’re upsetting me and my doctor forbids it!” 

“Your doctor again. I thought recovery from these laser operations took only a week— 
not three months.” 

“I am a sick girl and you should not be so aggressive with me. You forget who I am.” 

“Just tell the truth Angel. You said you would or was that a lie too.” 

“I have told you the truth! And I am not going to talk about it anymore.” 

“No you haven’t told the truth. First it’s one story, then another, then I don’t remember 
or some other excuse. You’re the one who volunteered to tell me about your past. I didn’t ask.” 

“Yes, I know and that was a mistake.” 

“Well, I don’t want to make a mistake either, so I’m thinking of canceling the wedding. 
I’ll decide in a couple of days. All my instinct tells me this is stupid and I should go home.” 

Her eyes narrowed and glared at me with cold-blooded resolve, “As you wish.” 
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Later that afternoon Angel said, “I have to go meet someone. I will be back in a couple 


of hours.” 

“I’ll go with you,” I said, distrustfully. 

“You can’t come along.” 

Now I was really suspicious, “Why not?” 

“My friend is very fragile and afraid of strangers. Just your being there would upset her, 
she is very sensitive. You can come to the apartment house, but I can’t take you inside.” 

“Going to see another of your boyfriends?” I said, not believing this story about some 
strange shy woman. 

“No, I am not!” 

“Why don’t I believe you?” I sarcastically said, “That’s okay, I’ll stay here in your 
apartment.” I hadn’t reached a final decision but pretty much knew I would shelve the entire 
relationship, so any afternoon tryst didn’t really matter. 

When she returned, I asked her for my copy of the prenuptial just in case. She handed me 
one from her bag, but as I went to put it in my suitcase, my instinct told me to check it, and sure 
enough it was a draft version without signatures and notarization, which in Russia and America 
meant useless. I was sure Angel gave me the unsigned copy on purpose, hoping I wouldn’t 
notice. Did she think me that stupid? 

“Nice try, but I would like a signed copy.” 

Without a word she nonchalantly handed me a signed version. 

The next day we got up in the morning, did some errands and Angel prepared lunch for 
the first time. She said she wanted to save me money from eating in restaurants. I was on the 
verge of a final decision to leave and would start formulating an escape that afternoon. After 
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lunch, however, I fell asleep for the entire afternoon. Couldn’t understand why, since I never 
slept in the afternoon, no matter how tired, and that morning’s activities were by no means 
exhausting. 

I awoke around four in a fog, feeling very mellow and unable to concentrate. Angel 
made dinner, I think, and we went to a disco, but I still can’t remember which one. 

The next day after lunch, I fell asleep again for the whole afternoon. When I awoke, I 
felt euphoric, couldn’t think straight, but knew something was wrong. I tired to think, to grab 
hold of my reason to finally decide not to go through with the marriage and arrange my 
departure, but I couldn’t reach a decision on either the marriage or the escape. Both kept 
slipping away from my will. All I could do was to say over and over about marrying Angel, 
“This is stupid, stupid, stupid.” Angel even told me with a grin later, what I was saying. 
Obviously she eavesdropped on me when I was alone and talking to myself in an effort to think 
out loud since my brain no longer seemed to function. The next day I fell asleep again after 
lunch and also became constipated. Angel said it must be the change in diet, which made no 
sense because the food in Krasnodar was the same fare as in Moscow. In fact, I began to think 
the food Angel prepared was great, even though it consisted mainly of hot dogs and frozen 
vegetables or spaghetti. 

I don’t know for how many days this went on: up in the morning for errands necessary 
for the wedding, Angel preparing lunch and my falling asleep in the afternoon. Another strange 
routine started, I think around the same time as my afternoon naps, but I’m not sure since those 
days seemed vague and indistinct with one flowing into the other without break. Angel started 
going into her bedroom warning me not to disturb her because she was communing with some 
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“negative forces” and my entering could cause me harm. To the dysfunctional state of my 
consciousness at the time, her statement actually sounded rational. 

My concerns about Angel’s ability to tell the truth vanished, and, I think, although I am 
not sure, that our sex life stopped. I can still remember my first couple of nights in Krasnodar 
and Angel’s foul body odor during sex. The city Government turned off the hot water to the 
entire town every night at around 9 PM, so when we returned from the discos usually at 2 or 3 
AM, there was no hot water for a shower. No big deal, I thought at first, but when I went to bed 
with Angel, she smelled so bad without first taking a shower that I nearly gagged. Once again, I 
told her to see a doctor, but she refused to admit there was anything wrong. “Russian men never 
complained about any smells,” she retorted. 

Her mother usually came home from work around five o’clock, after my daily nap, and 
scurried about the apartment doing one domestic task or another as though trying to keep the 
demons of her mind distracted with busy work. In the early evenings, Angel began excusing 
herself for a couple of hours to visit her friend Natasha who lived upstairs in the same building. I 
asked Angel to introduce me to Natasha, but she refused, and given my befuddled, apathetic 
mental state at the time, I put up with that and quickly forgot my thinking of Natasha as Angel’s 
lesbian lover. On more than one occasion, Angel remarked about how she enjoyed giving and 
receiving from women lap dances because their touch was more caressing and thrilling to her. I 
dismissed such talk as the usual transparent efforts by girls to needlessly cause their boyfriends 
emotional distress out of an innate sense of insecurity and as trendy pop rot rubbish 

One night Angel said she was going to audition for the manager of a popular disco for a 
ballet troop he planned to send to Italy. 


203 



“Why are you auditioning to go to Italy to dance when we are getting married in a few 
days,” I asked with surprise. By now, my thoughts of calling off the wedding had vanished in a 
haze of well-being. 

“I need to work Roy. I don’t want to sit around doing nothing while we wait for my visa. 
What if I don’t get the visa? I don’t want to lose the time. Besides, if they hire me, it will last 
only a couple of weeks during the end of May. I have never traveled to Italy and want so much 
to see it.” My warning sensors should have activated, but I felt too spaced to worry. 

I went with her and met Alexey Smolin the manager. He seemed like a bright, ambitious 
young New Russian and only spoke Russian. Actually, all the people I met while with Angel in 
Krasnodar only spoke Russian in front of me, so I never understood what they talked about and 
was completely dependent on Angel for any translations. At Smolin’s club, Angel auditioned, 
wiggling around as though stripping, which meant the job included lap dancing. Alexey said 
maybe and gave us free tickets to his club. 

The remainder of that week or so in March, I still couldn’t see clearly in my mind. But I 
do know that on Saturday, March 11,2000, early in the morning, Angel prepared breakfast and 
we headed to ZAGS to get married. The wedding room I recall from seeing a week earlier 
looked very nice, painted in pastels, a high ceiling and polished wood floors located in a well 
kept 19 th century building. When we entered the wedding palace, as Russians called it, I felt 
elated as I had since Angel began preparing my meals. There were a number of couples waiting 
to get married, surrounded by relatives and friends. 

“Where’s your mother?” I asked. 

“She had to work.” 
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“On a Saturday?” I replied. “And what about your friends? There is no one here but 

us.” 

“It’s a secret,” she said and at the time it seemed to make sense to me. 

After a short wait for the other couples’ ceremonies, the wedding march began to play for 
us and we walked into the marriage room, I think. The ceremony was in Russian, which meant I 
didn’t understand a thing, so Angel told me what to do and say. At the end, I recall kissing her 
for an extended period of time, and she started slapping me on the chest to stop. Not what I 
expected from my wife. We signed the registry and someone took pictures. After the ceremony, 
Angel took me to the Aeroflot office and booked me on a flight back to Moscow. She said the 
earliest one was for Monday. 

“Trying to get rid of me,” I said, as some of my old reasoning flashed through. 

“Roy, you must get back to Moscow to file the papers for my visa.” Always the visa, I 
said to myself. “Okay, after I file the papers, let’s take our honeymoon to some place in Russia.” 
The honeymoon was my idea, and at first, Angel seemed to go along. 

She responded, “I would like to go to Samara where I was bom to see whether I can find 
my father.” A couple of months earlier, Angel said her father lived in Tver and asked me to use 
the firm to try to find him. We tried, but no luck. So what was he now doing in Samara, but the 
logical inconsistency faded away, and all I said was “That’s find with me. How will you find 
him?” 

“He has a brother and other relatives there who may know where he is.” 

“Are you sure you want to do this? You said he beat you as a kid and sexually attacked 
you when you were 13.” 
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“I just want to see him.” She sounded like a little girl lost who had never seen her father, 
which didn’t make sense because she lived with him and her mother in Grozny until her parents 
divorced when she was sixteen. 

We also visited a travel agent about taking a tour of seven ancient and very famous towns 
that circled Moscow. Angel said she would handle the arrangements for the towns around 
Moscow and to visit Samara. I volunteered to schedule the trip, but she insisted she could get a 
better deal for our honeymoon through Krasnodar agents than I could in Moscow. 

On our wedding night, Angel wanted to celebrate by taking her mother to a fancy 
restaurant because she never got to go out. 

“Doesn’t Inessa have any boyfriends?” I asked. 

“Mom doesn’t date. She had such a bad time with my father that she stays away from 
men. My father was the only man she ever knew.” I found that hard to believe, but still in a fog, 
let it go. 

The restaurant was nice by Russian standards, and, as always when we went to a 
restaurant, Angel got the waitress to take pictures of the food and us. I never did understand her 
habit of taking pictures of restaurant meals. She often told me she knew hunger when young and 
especially liked to tell the story about when as a young hungry teenager she came out of church 
and gave her last kopeck to a beggar who proceeded to insult her for giving so little, which made 
her weep. 

On Sunday after the wedding, Angel said she needed to change my flight from Monday 
to Tuesday because I had to stay an extra day to help her with the tax authorities. 

She explained, “I told you before about the new law that took effect in the beginning of 
the year. When someone buys an apartment the tax people want to know where the money came 
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from to make sure it’s not from crime. I need you to sign a paper in front of a notary saying that 


you gave me $15,000 to buy my apartment.” 

My mind was still so muddled that I, a lawyer, agreed to this fraud. “Whatever you 
want,” I automatically said. 

A day later than she planned, Angel put me on a plane to Moscow secure that the tax 
authorities wouldn’t trouble her. I still don’t remember going to the airport, what we said to each 
other or the flight, but I felt pretty good as I had for the passed week or so. 

Everybody’s Somebody’s Fool 

In Moscow, the glow of Krasnodar soon wore off. I began feeling really depressed, 
restless and irritable but assumed it was the boredom of not working and the isolation of living in 
a country where I didn’t speak the language. I called Angel repeatedly and asked her to come to 
Moscow because of the loneliness, but my entreaties didn’t move her. She always had an excuse 
for staying in Krasnodar. Her eye doctor required follow up visits, her mother needed help in 
fixing up their new apartment or she had to prepare documents to transfer her old house in the 
village to her mother’s sister. I gave up trying to convince this Russian wife to come live with 
her American husband and began pushing her about arranging our honeymoon. 

“When are we going on our honeymoon?” I asked during each telephone conversation. 

“When do I get my visa?” she’d always reply. 

“There’s nothing more I can do in Moscow with the visa. We just have to wait.” 

“Mom doesn’t think it is a good idea for me to see my dad in Samara,” which was her 
reason for killing that part of the honeymoon plan, so I started prodding her about the trip around 
the ancient cities outside of Moscow. She kept saying, “I am waiting for the travel agent to 
return from Moscow.” After hearing that a few times, I volunteered to make the arrangements 
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myself in Moscow, but she said, “You must be patient. I can make our trip cheaper from here, 
and I still have things to do in Krasnodar.” 

After three weeks of Angel’s procrastination, I gave up on a honeymoon, joined a gym, 
started studying Russian at the Pushkin Institute, made half-hearted attempts at finding work in 
Moscow and tried to battle the intense loneliness by filling my social schedule with museums, 
clubs and friends. 

When I saw Maria at a club where her band No Problem played, she didn’t berate me 
about marrying Angel but asked about the ceremony. “What did Angel wear at the wedding?” 

I stopped to think, looked at her in bewilderment and said, “I don’t know.” 

“You don’t know!” she yelled, as some of the club customers turned to look. 

“I can’t remember. I’m trying to picture the ceremony, but draw a blank. I remember the 
building, the brightly colored rooms and people. But the details escape me.” 

“I thought you lawyers had good memories.” 

“I do, but I can’t grasp it clearly. It all seems vague. I know I went through the 
ceremony because I can remember some parts of it, but her dress, not a clue.” 

“Were you drunk?” 

“At nine in the morning? Noway. It just doesn’t make sense.” 

“Who else was there?” 

“Just Angel and me.” 

“What about her mother?” 

“She had to work.” 

“Work!” Maria yelled again with fewer customers turning to stare. “You’re telling me 
that your wife’s mother didn’t even bother to go to her daughter’s wedding?” 
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“She wasn’t there as I recall.” 


“You are a stupid fucking fool!” she yelled one last time, but no one noticed by then and 
added, “I hope for you it works out, but I doubt it.” 

A few days later, I received a letter from Angel with the wedding photographs that she 
said the ZAGS photographer took. I called Maria up to answer her question, “Except for a white 
dickey, she wore all black.” 

“Black! She wore black and you couldn’t remember that!” Maria yelled into the phone. 
“Didn’t you ever go to a wedding; didn’t you ever see a wedding? The bride wears white or 
some light happy tone, not the color of death.” 

“Well, she did wear a white scarf,” I lamely replied. 

“You idiot! How could you not remember your bride wearing black to your wedding?” 

“Beats me why I don’t remember. I must have noticed it but guess it just seemed natural 
at the time.” 

“Natural! No one wears all black to a wedding, except witches or the mistress of the anti- 
Christ! She’s a witch Roy, and you’re doomed if you don’t get rid of her.” 

“Look, I know our views of the universe differ. I believe in quantum mechanics, you 
believe in an omnipresent God, but witches? Even if they do exist, they are nothing more than 
psychopaths.” 

“So who wants to be married to a psychopath?” 

“You have a point there.” 

“I know I’m not going to convert you, but there are things in this universe that no one 
understands. You just have to believe. Evil exists and often disguises itself behind a pretty face 
and fine words. Be careful Roy, the devil’s lies fool many smart men.” 
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As usual, I didn’t buy Maria’s religious views but did consider her warning to dump 
Angel. There were too many troubling occurrences concerning my wife: she always came up 
with an excuse not to live with me in Moscow, she delayed and delayed our honeymoon into no 
honeymoon, she didn’t want me to visit her during her eye operation, and once we were married, 
she rushed me out of Krasnodar to start working on her visa. Something she always asked about 
whenever we talked. Maybe I was just another customer to her. On the other hand, I admired 
her determination to pursue her dreams of modeling and knew that in Russia her fate promised 
only a desperate struggle to survive. I still believed Angel deserved a chance at something 
better, which meant bringing her to America: one of the few places in the world where 
opportunity waited for the courageous to seize it and dreams had a fighting chance of coming 
true. I didn’t want her to end up like me, haunted decade after decade with the gnawing regret of 
dreams untried. So once again compassion or some other forces in the universe ruled, and I 
overlooked Angel’s disturbing conduct and put Maria’s warning on hold but not out of mind. 
During many quiet, spring nights while walking in Moscow, I said to myself, “If her aim was to 
make as much money as possible in America, then I would end the entire episode immediately, 
but she wants to pursue her dreams, so I will go along for now. If she doesn’t start acting like a 
wife. I’ll annul the marriage and she’ll end up back in Russia.” But while my waking self settled 
on one course of action, nightmares plagued my sleep with Angel selling herself for more and 
more money. 

Angel’s mother, Inessa, actually came to Moscow before Angel did, although only to 
switch trains on her way to an aerobics’ convention in St. Petersburg. Angel asked me to meet 
Inessa with my driver and take Inessa to her connecting train at a station across town, which was 
fine with me. Moscow has a number of train stations spread through out the city. Each station 
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handles trains going to or arriving from a certain part of the country. For example, trains to and 
from the north, which includes St. Petersburg, use a different station than those for Siberia. The 
train stations erected before the Communists, as with all other architecture in Russia, are 
beautiful, spacious and painted in bright pastels while the Communist era creations are gray, drab 
rectangular-boxes. 

Inessa and my driver flirted all the way to her connecting station. Many of Inessa’s 
mannerisms reminded me of Angel, but what surprised me was how adept her coquetry appeared 
for a woman who avoided men. Perhaps her genes made practice unnecessary. After dropping 
off Inessa, my driver, clearly impressed or emotionally massaged, said Inessa “very good 
Russian woman” who unfortunately married a nasty militiaman officer that drank too much and 
beat her. Exactly what Angel told me about her father, the former Chief of the M.V.D. in 
Grozny, or militia as the Russians refer to their national police force. 

A week later and a month after our marriage, Angel traveled by train to Moscow to take 
the required medical examination for her visa with a U.S. Embassy approved doctor and 
ostensibly to spend time with her husband. 

My driver and I picked her up at the station and drove back to my apartment. 

“Nice of you to visit your husband. I’m surprised you decided to extend your stay from 
five to nine days.” I sarcastically remarked. 

“I told you, I have many things to do in Krasnodar. I very busy.” 

“I thought your eye doctor told you to take it easy.” 

“I am getting better, so I can do more now.” 

“Good, then you can answer some of the questions you didn’t before we got married.” 
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She put her arm over my shoulders and grinned down at me “In Russia, it better not to 
know too much because then you can believe what you want.” 

“In America, it’s better to know the truth for it will set you free.” 

“But I am Russian, and all Russian girls have a ‘private life’ about which their boyfriends 
are not allowed to ask. If the boy loves the girl then he respects her; love and respect are the 
same. If he respects her, he will not inquire into her ‘private life.’ The girl will not reveal her 
‘private life’ because the boy will not understand, or the boy will think less of his girl. As time 
goes by, the girl will decide to reveal parts of her ‘private life’ when it safe and when the boy can 
understand her reasons for engaging in the activities that make up her ‘private life’. The two will 
grow closer together. This is love in Russia.” 

“Sounds like the young wife in Casablanca rationalizing her intended infidelity with the 
police captain or something out of the Cabinet of Dr. CaligariC 

“What cabinet?” 

“Never mind. Look, if I know that someone is living a secret life, but I do not know what 
they are actually doing, and I know they will lie and hide the truth about these secret activities, 
but I do not know which, how could I ever believe them about anything? I know they lie about 
some things but do not know which things, so I assume they lie about most things. If I cannot 
believe what someone says, how can I trust them? Without trust, how can one be close to or love 
someone? 

“You will understand.” 

“Does this ‘private life’ mean you don’t wear your wedding ring in Krasnodar?” 

“I wear it, see!” she held up her right hand. 
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“Barely with all the other rings you have on the same figure. Why do you have three or 
four rings on the wedding finger? Are you trying to hide it?” 

“I’m tired after 36 hours on the train and need some sleep. We will talk later.” Angel 
seemed more confident than when I grilled her in Krasnodar. No stamping of the feet this time. 

A day after her arrival I began feeling happy again and my doubts vanished in the haze 
that swept over my consciousness. Angel did the shopping and prepared the meals, which were 
the same fare as in Krasnodar, but I thought surprisingly good. In Krasnodar, Angel said the 
warm climate made the region Russia’s agricultural center and the producers kept the best food 
for the area, which was why I found her meals there so good. But now in Moscow, even that 
city’s inferior quality of food started tasting as good as in Krasnodar. Angel, however, usually 
prepared herself something different than she did for me because she was on a diet. 

At Angel’s insistence, we went to discos and of course strip clubs where as a veteran of 
Cyprus, Mexico and a visitor to U.S. clubs, Angel held court, spouting advice to the younger 
girls gathered around her as though she possessed the grail to glamour and fortune. During her 
nine-day stay; I noticed some peculiar traits for the first time. She always slept with her watch 
on that beeped every hour, and after engaging in sex, she didn’t sleep in the nude, a pair of 
panties always appeared out of nowhere to cover her bottom. I couldn’t figure out where she hid 
those panties until one day I lifted her pillow and there was a pair waiting, I assumed, to protect 
against any additional entries. Were they a little girl’s armor against surprises in the night or a 
tollgate? 

I introduced her to my friends, many of whom warned me against marrying her, and, to 
my surprise, they all liked her and thought her a nice girl. Angel even won over Maria, who told 
me her opinion of Angel, as a ruthless gold-digging witch, was wrong. The two of them talked a 
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lot about religion, and Maria decided Angel a spiritual person whom she could trust. They 
quickly became friends. I assumed the initial misgivings by my friends about Angel came from 
the pictures they saw of her, which showed a blond tart on the make, and their stereotypical 
thinking that all pretty young girls from the Russian provinces were sharks out to get as much 
money as possible through any means available. After meeting her, however, they changed their 
minds, and my suspicions settled into my unconscious buried under the rationales that they had 
stemmed from middle-aged paranoia and cultural differences. 

While in town, Angel checked out a couple of what she called casting agencies for jobs, 
which I assumed were lap-dancing recruiters, but they didn’t want her. We visited Leo, where 
Angel talked a couple of girls into going to Mexico as dancers and agreed to look for girls from 
Krasnodar for Leo to send to various parts of the world in return for a percentage of their 
earnings. Leo showed Angel and me a few pictures from Mexico of him, her and another man. 

“Who’s the guy?” I asked as my suspicions welled up. 

Angel got a disagreeable look on her face and said, “He works at the club.” 

“Nice rooms,” I remarked still looking at the pictures. “Where are they?” 

“That is my apartment, when we moved in.” she replied. Leo didn’t say anything, but I 
sensed the universe, once again, trying to tell me something that I wouldn’t realize for a while. 

After a mentally foggy but euphoric nine days of which I still remember little, Angel 
returned to Krasnodar once again saying she needed to see her eye doctor, help her mother with 
their apartment and prepare the documents to transfer her house to her aunt. She left behind 
some food with instructions on how to prepare my own meals rather than, as she said, wasting 
my money in restaurants. She would return by the end of May for her visa interview at the 
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Embassy. If all went well at the interview, which I was sure of since I would be there doing 
most of the talking, Angel would receive her visa that day. 

Once again after we parted, the glow wore off, but this time it took a week. A couple of 
days after I finished all of her prepared food; I fell back into the underworld of depression, 
loneliness and suspicion. Russia always put me through experiences on a more elemental level 
than elsewhere. The forces flowing through nature careened deeper into my being in that 
country by circumventing the protection of empirical Western beliefs. The archetypal 
unconscious of Russia drove its residents’ psyches without any balancing by rational conscious 
decisions as in America. Empirical reasoning just didn’t work in Russia. A person needed to 
follow his instinct because no agreement, law nor behavior could be relied on to narrow down 
the possibilities, only unforeseen surprises were constant, and only intuition could determine a 
course of action. The conscious mind just didn’t measure up to the task of living in Russia—too 
many variables to deal with and the mistakes too costly. One wrong move and life ended; 
whereas, in America, falls were often broken by safety nets, only the chronic screw up ended in a 
bottomless pit. 

Out from my unconscious flowed the same old disbeliefs in her excuses for not living 
with me. I began keeping tract of my calls to Angel in Krasnodar that went unanswered as an 
indication she was not in her apartment or not in Krasnodar. For some reason, she instructed her 
mother not to answer calls that failed to show the telephone number on the caller id of her home 
phone or mobile. Since calls from within Russia but outside the Krasnodar region didn’t register 
on her caller id, whenever Angel’s home phone didn’t answer, it meant she was out of the 
apartment. And whenever her mobile didn’t answer, it meant she was out of Krasnodar because 
on those occasions she left her mobile with her mother. I did reach Angel periodically but never 
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could convince her to come to Moscow before her visa interview, although she claimed her 
“private life” now in the past. I guess even from her point of view that was a lame excuse for not 
answering my questions. 

To while away the days, I added to working out at the gym and learning Russian reading 
detective stories, starting with the Maltese Falcon, which featured a ruthless, mean-minded 
woman driven by greed for money. I also kept in touch with my Russian tutor in America who, 
always to the point, warned me again and again: 

“Your wife is milking you for money; it is obvious, so be careful not to be left on the 
street. Do I understand correctly that you live in different cities? If that is the case are you 
actually thinking that she is faithful to you? I wouldn’t bet on it. Go and get yourself a 
girlfriend but don’t get emotionally attached; after all, any girl is going to be using you as well as 
you’ll be using her. Look at it like a business deal, but not like prostitution, just to spend time 
and have fun. I’m more sure that Angel is not faithful to you, so why be a sucker? You do know 
she wants to come to America, and that is all she needs you for; get it into your head finally! 

I tried following my tutor’s advice and sometimes went to the “Hungry Duck” with an 
American executive working in Moscow. Between 7:30 and 9:30 PM, the bar admitted only 
girls who were allowed to drink free for those two hours. Around 9:00 PM, the guys started to 
line up outside thinking about the inebriated girls inside. At 9:30 PM, the club opened its doors 
to men. Inside, a guy could easily find “working girls,” that means prostitutes, high school and 
college babes out for a good time or to make some extra cash and uneducated girls from some of 
the poorer provinces bowled over by the nightlife of the big city. The Duck was small, dank and 
dark with two concentric rings of bars over four feet high and two feet wide on which most of 
the dancing occurred and from which drunks often fell. Around eleven, one or more girls, 
sometimes with the help of a friendly male stranger, would strip to her panties and display her 
assets dancing on the bar. I never saw any girl strip completely, but it must have happened. 

Other girls willing rubbed their bodies against guys while dancing, or parted their legs so that a 
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guy could look up their dresses when they danced on the bar. Some of the girls didn’t bother 
wearing underwear and would deep-knee bend to give a guy a better view and get closer to his 
drooling mouth but then quickly stand up with a teasing smile. As for rubbing their bodies while 
dancing, the girls would go just so far and no more. If a guy tried to become too intimate, the 
girls backed off. Russian girls were exhibitionists to a point but would not cross some 
puritanical line in public. If one of these babes at the Hungry Duck agreed to leave with a guy, 
she was his for the night, usually at a cost of a few hundred rubles, fifteen dollars. 

On my excursions to the Duck, I usually met a hot willing babe or two, but something 
kept me from taking anyone home for the night, which didn’t make any sense. Why throw away 
these young nubile opportunities? 

Control over my life kept slipping through the holes in my will pushed by lame 
rationalizations. I could have gone back to New York City or any place else in the world but sat 
alone in Moscow with nothing interesting to do waiting for a visa for a wife that refused to live 
with me or go on a honeymoon. This was not my style. More than once in my past, I had 
jumped a plane home to leave behind some self-indulgent girl who thought she had me on the 
ropes. Why not this time? 

By the last day in April 2000,1 actually considered that black magic might worked in 
Russia just because so many people there believed it did and assumed Angel arranged for the 
black magic-man to cast a spell causing me to marry her. But whether magic worked or not, I 
didn’t care, all I wanted to know was did those two conspired against me. I went looking for the 
magic-man. More than once, I stopped by unannounced at the sorcerer’s lair, accompanied by 
my driver and interpreter, but either Mr. Black Magic wasn’t there or hiding inside. Fine, I’d 
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find the truth about Angel some other way, since even black magic can’t win out over 
persistence. 

My tutor in America warned me against my new quest for knowledge, “She might get her 
way before you can prove anything, and then what is the point of showing her that you knew it 
all along, she already got what she wanted. I think that you should just divorce her and let her 
take over some other idiot. Angel has cheated on you, cheats on you and will cheat on you all 
the time if you don’t break it off. It is, as we say in Russia, understandable even to a hedgehog.” 

Suspicion 

Saturday May 6, 2000, an inspiration flashed through my mind. I jumped out of bed and 
dialed Angel’s “good friend” in Mexico, Alfredo. I kept his number since December when 
Angel gave it to me in case she couldn’t reach him from Krasnodar. She thought I could help 
recover her money left in Mexico if a problem arose. I called Alfredo because sometimes a 
direct question surprises people into an honest answer. He might admit to having an affair with 
Angel when he was in Russia. 

After introducing myself, I asked him about the day he came to Moscow back in 
December. He said he couldn’t talk but would call me back. Six hours later, Angel called my 
mobile telephone, which was strange because she never called it before. She always telephoned 
my apartment phone and never in the afternoon but always in the evening. Angel had nothing 
new or significant to say, so I assumed Alfredo called her to tell her of my questioning him. 

That prompted her to contact me to try to figure out what I suspected or knew. Two days later, 
Alfredo called me back. His English was quite good. 

“Sorry for not returning your call earlier. Business you know.” 
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“On the weekend? I thought most operations shut down in Mexico over Saturday and 
Sunday,” I replied. 

“Some do, some don’t. So what can I do for you?” 

“As I asked before, how did you meet Angelina?” I assumed he’d tell me to drop dead, 
but instead he went into what sounded by the tenor of his voice and the text as a scripted story. 

“We were only good friends,” he quickly and defensively said, not answering the 
question I asked. 

“But how did you meet her?” 

“Through my girlfriend Azul, who also danced at The Men’s Club here in Mexico City. 
Azul and Angelina were best friends, so Angelina accompanied Azul and me when we traveled 
around Mexico.” 

“Not much privacy?” 

“I didn’t mine.” 

“But you paid all the bills for both of them to travel to resorts such as Acapulco and 
Cancun. Rather expensive I understand.” 

Alfredo hesitated because such conduct look ridiculous paying for a girl from whom he 
received nothing in return. “Uh, Azul and Angelina were very close and didn’t want to be 
separated.” Oh, how lame a response was that? 

“So what were you doing in Moscow in December?” 

“I traveled there on business and only saw Angelina for a few hours in order to withdraw 
her money from my debit card.” 

“She told me you came here only to bring her money because you worked for the club.” 
Again I fully expected Alfredo to object, but he didn’t. 
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“No, no, no, I had important business in Moscow. I run my own company. I can’t 
imagine how she thought I worked for the club.” 

“Neither can I, since she traveled around Mexico with you. One would think she could at 
least remember what you do.” 

“She traveled with Azul and me.” 

“Fine, thanks for the call Alfredo.” 

Like most third-worlders, Alfredo was a liar. I didn’t believe his story and hired a Kroll 
investigator to check the exact dates in December for Angel and Alfredo’s arrivals in Moscow. 

If the dates coincided and were earlier than the day Angel showed up at my office with the story 
she had just arrived in town, then the two probably hooked up. 

Over Easter, I tried to reach Angel but no answers late Saturday and Sunday. She finally 
called late Sunday. 

“Where have you been, I tried to reach you.” 

“I just go out with my friends in town.” 

“Didn’t you take your mobile?” 

“I forgot. Listen Roy,” she switched into her wheedling voice. “Next Thursday, I go to 
visit an old friend in Kannevskaya village outside Krasnodar. We grew up together in Chechnya, 
and I haven’t seen her since I left Grozny. I really want to see her again.” 

“Okay,” I said. 

“I’ll be away until Monday.” 

“Are you still going to arrive in Moscow on the seven o’clock train next Wednesday 
morning? We still need to do some preparation for the visa interview on the following 
Tuesday.” 
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“I’ll be on the train but while in the village you won’t be able to reach me because my 
friend doesn’t have a telephone, and my mobile won’t work that far outside of Krasnodar.” 

Right away the depths of my unconscious sent a warning. Here we go again. What is this girl 
scheming this time? 

“Give me the name of that village again.” I wanted to check whether it existed and its 
location. “And when are you leaving? Thursday afternoon and returning Monday afternoon.” 

“That’s right.” 

“Okay, I will telephone you Thursday morning before you leave,” I said. 

“Are you checking up on me, my husband?” 

“Do I have reason to, my wife?” 

“You Americans don’t believe anybody!” 

“Long before you were bom, John Kennedy said in a speech directed at Premier 
Khrushchev, ‘Civility should not be mistaken for weakness and sincerity is always subject to 
proof.’” 

“I not Kh rushchev!” she objected. 

“But you are Russian.” I replied 

The village checked out, only a few hours outside Krasnodar, but my feeling of 
something not right kept bothering me. 

On Thursday, I called Angel at her home in Krasnodar. She said she would call me when 
she returned the next Monday, and I would then call her right back to make sure she actually 
telephoned from her home. 

I wished her a safe trip, which Russian tradition required when a loved one or friend 
traveled. Going from one place to another in Russia didn’t engender feelings of security thanks 
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to careless common carriers, police looking for bribes and Chechen terrorists. Both the Czars 
and Communists restricted travel in order to keep tract of their citizens, so the infrastructure that 
supports safe and comfortable journeys never fully evolved. As a result, Russians appealed to 
irrational protections such as well wishes from friends and taking a few moments to sit and 
mediate before embarking. Most Russians believe the thoughts of others and their own along 
with unrelated actions can influence hidden energies of the universe to affect events in the 
observable world. Angel often talked about using her mind and rituals to assert her will on 
unknown forces to avert or cast an “evil eye”. Unlike Russia, America, in large part, replaced a 
reliance on the supernatural with a belief in science, technology and individual rights to create a 
society of relative security and predictability. 

On Saturday, Angel called me again. 

“I thought you were in the village where your mobile didn’t work,” I said surprised, 
assuming she used her mobile because the village allegedly had no telephones. 

She stumbled and said, “I will leave today. My, my trip was delayed because a modeling 
job came up yesterday.” 

“What type of modeling job?” 

“It was, it was.. .promotional.” She seemed to be reaching for an explanation. 

“What kind of promotion?” I pressed. 

“Oh, just handing out samples. It was fun. I will tell you all about it when I see you next 
Tuesday.” 

“You mean Wednesday.” 

“Yes, yes, Wednesday. Do you miss me my husband,” she said in her seductive voice so 
as to change the subject. 
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I provided the obligatory yes. 

“Oh, and since I am leaving late for the village, I wouldn’t be able to call you Monday 
from Krasnodar before I board the train.” 

“Why not?” 

“I want to stay with my friend as long as I can, so I will go directly from the village to the 

train.” 

“What about your bags.” 

“I have everything I need for Moscow with me.” 

“Okay, I will meet you when you arrive Wednesday morning,” I said, all the time 
thinking this call made no sense. But once again, I knew that with time the real explanation 
would become evident as it always did when something happened that made no sense or stood 
out incongruously. 

You Can’t Judge A Book By Its Cover 

The evening before Angel’s scheduled arrival in Moscow from Krasnodar, my doorbell 
rang. Probably the militia, checking on who was living here again. Ever since the apartment 
buildings’ bombings last September, the police periodically checked to make sure the person 
registered at an apartment actually lived there. The city government hoped to find terrorists or at 
least Chechens living illegally in Moscow. I ignored the ringing, but it persisted. Then a thought 
out of left field hit me, could it be Angel? No, she was not that dumb to pull the same suspicious 
stunt she did in December by showing up earlier than scheduled. The ringing continued. I 
finally opened the door, and there stood Angel, six feet three inches in her shoes, smiling 
innocently but looking extremely tired, more tired than usual for the trip from Krasnodar. The 
universe tried to tell me something from that, but I didn’t know what, so I would have to wait 
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and stay alert. I stared up at her, suspecting she had pulled another deceit—like meeting some 
boy friend in Moscow a few days earlier. 

“Aren’t you going to invite your wife in?” she asked with guile. 

“What are you doing here?” I said, starting to cross-examine her. “You were supposed 
to be on the train from Krasnodar tomorrow morning.” 

“I came early because I got a ride. Let me in Hollander!” She never before referred to 
me by my last name. It sounded like she had decided to mentally distance herself from me. 

“You shouldn’t keep your wife standing in the hallway after a long trip!” 

I helped her in with her bags. “How did you get here?” 

“Save your questions. First, I need to use our bathroom.” 

“What do you mean ‘our’ bathroom? It’s my apartment.” 

“It’s our apartment, my dear husband. Everything in here is ours Hollander. You must 
remember I am your wife,” as she put her arm over my shoulders and kissed me. Now I knew 
something was wrong. First she addresses me with the impersonal use of my last name, then she 
refers to us as a married unit, which she also never did before. 

“I will explain everything after I wash up and make us dinner, my darling husband.” She 
headed for the bathroom. 

Angel prepared a meal and we sat down at the kitchen table. 

“So how did you get here?” I once again asked. 

“I found a van that drove to Moscow and it was cheaper than the train so I took it.” 

“You’re telling me that there are commercial vans taking passengers from Krasnodar to 
Moscow?” 

“Yes.” 
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“You said back on New Year’s Eve that traveling the roads in southern Russia was 
dangerous because of bandits and Chechens.” 

“Oh not so dangerous. Are you concerned about my safety, my dear husband?” 
‘Husband’ again, what was her game, I wondered. 

“How much did the van cost you?” 

“Oh not much.” 

“How much did it cost?” I persisted. The details always trip up a liar. 

She dismissively said, “I don’t remember exactly,” that from the girl who quibbled over a 
few rubles for a taxi ride. 

“Where’s your ticket?” 

“I threw it away. Why all the questions Hollander, don’t you believe me?” I was not 
going to let her side track me. 

“Where are their offices in Moscow?” 

“Different parts of Moscow.” 

“Where?” 

“I don’t know exactly.” 

“Where did the van stop in Moscow?” 

She hesitated, “They let me off in front of your apartment building.” 

“How nice of them, door to door service. So you went to the trouble after a long trip to 
throw away your ticket between the front of my apartment building and my apartment door?” 

“They didn’t give me a ticket. They were friends who were driving to Moscow.” The 
story’s details changed to account for her inconsistent answers. Now I knew she was lying, but 
why? 
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“I thought you took a van run by a business.” 

“No, I didn’t mean business. They were friends of mine coming to Moscow, so I paid 
them some rubles for a ride and they left me off by your apartment building.” 

“How much did you pay them?” 

“I told you I don’t remember, now stop it Hollander! I still have problems with my eyes 
and shouldn’t get upset.” 

Look who was talking about becoming upset, I thought to myself? I was not only upset 
but hurt and angry. She still wasn’t telling the truth, and this time it concerned something she 
did while we were married. After dinner, I felt a little better and somewhat groggy. Still 
suspicious, I decided to put the incident away for later thinking. During sex, the suspicion 
resurfaced briefly because she felt different inside, I filed the infonnation away with all the other 
pieces from that evening. 

The next few days we scrambled around getting additional documents and preparing for 
her visa interview. We almost failed to obtain one crucial document. Angel worked in Cyprus 
for over six months in the first half of 1999, so she needed a police report that showed no record 
of arrests on the island. A month earlier, Angel contacted the Athanasious whom she referred to 
as her “impresarios,” the agents who arranged for her employment. Irina Athanasiou promised 
to obtain the document from the police and mail it to Angel’s address in Krasnodar. Angel said 
the document didn’t arrive before she left for Moscow with her friends in the van. I called the 
agents office and talked with Irina who said the police report went out in plenty of time to reach 
Angel in Krasnodar. It should have arrived by Saturday when Angel left to visit her friend in the 
village. Irina’s statement should have raised my suspicions again about Angel’s story of 
traveling directly from her friend’s village to Moscow without checking at home for such an 
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important document. But once again my brain wasn’t functioning very well, so I blindly 
assumed the unreliability of the Russian mail service delayed delivery. Irina said she would send 
a copy express mail to us in Moscow. 

Irina and I chatted a little. She was a Russian who married a Greek named Melios. He 
and his brother Marios owned a couple of clubs in Limassol, Cyprus: Zygos, where Angel 
worked and another club called Tramps—nice name, but it didn’t register amid the stupor I was 
feeling. The three Athanasiuos used their agency Irinis to import girls, mostly from Russia, to 
dance in the clubs that Marios managed. Irina had the contacts with various Russian model 
agencies to obtain the girls while Melios dealt with Cypriot immigration to obtain work visas for 
the girls as artists. 

The other concern over the upcoming visa interview was the incident in Mexico where 
Angel said the police took her into custody for working at The Men’s Club without a work visa. 
Her visa for Mexico listed her as a translator and had expired by the time of the raid. Angel 
couldn’t speak a word of Spanish, so clearly Leo and his contacts in Mexico bribed some 
Mexican official to get her a visa. I assumed that was how Russia’s so-called model agencies 
were able to send Russian girls all around the world including America, which was where the 
girls could make the most money. On one occasion, Leo told me he had regularly bribed an 
official at the American Embassy $3,000 to $4,000 to obtain visas for his girls to work in lap¬ 
dancing clubs in Southern California. 

Angel worked in Mexico for only three months, so she didn’t need to provide the 
American Embassy with a police report, but her visa application required that she report any 
arrests. “Arrest,” however, is a legal term that does not include detention. So whether the 
Mexican authorities arrested or detained Angel depended on exactly what happened. Angel said, 
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“It was Friday night, I was working, when all of a sudden the lights came on and the police were 
everywhere. They took us to an immigration center where I stayed until the following Monday 
when they put me on the airplane flight to Moscow for which I had a ticket.” 

“Did they take your name, fingerprints or photograph you?” I asked her. 

“No.” 

“Did they say you were under arrest?” 

“No.” 

I then consulted with an American lawyer practicing law in Moscow. He drafted a legal 
memorandum that concluded the facts indicated a detention and not an arrest. I wanted the 
memorandum thinking that the INS probably ran each applicant’s name through an international 
database set up by cooperating immigration services around the world that kept tract of arrests. 
Given the close economic ties between America and Mexico, I assumed Mexico participated in 
such a database. If Angel’s name came up, then I would have a legal argument that she was 
detained but not arrested. 

While preparing for the interview, Angel wanted to register herself as a resident of 
Moscow so that, as she said, she could live and work in the city in case the Embassy denied her a 
visa. That didn’t make sense to me because I doubted the Embassy would deny her a visa, but 
even if it did, she often told me she refused to work in clubs in Russia. So why did she need a 
document allowing her to stay and work in Moscow as long as she liked? 

Angel called working in a club in Russia, “low-level work.” To which I usually asked, 
“How do you know it is low level, if you never danced in Russian clubs?” 

“Girls tell me.” 
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She especially complained about the way Russian men with money treated Russian girls. 
“They go into a club and take whatever girl they want, treat her rudely and the girl can’t do 
anything about it.” Her complaints made me feel morally superior since my upbringing in 
America taught me that a man treats a lady with deference. Still something always troubled me 
about Angel’s criticisms of Russian men. The Russian guys I knew didn’t act like that. Maybe 
my Western tendency to believe women until they clearly showed themselves undeserving of it 
gave me a skewed perspective of a culture in which the cynicism of men toward women might 
merely provide the men with protection. 

Was Angel planning on the both of us living together and working in Moscow with her 
doing only modeling if the Embassy denied her visa? I didn’t think so because once she said that 
if she didn’t receive a visa, she’d go with Leo’s help back to Mexico or some other country. I let 
that ride at the time because if she did the marriage was over. 

Logical or not, I okayed Angel registering in Moscow. My driver agreed to help in 
dealing with the bureaucracy and allowed her to use his address for her registration. Registering 
took a couple of afternoons in which Angel and my driver stood in long lines and wrangled with 
bureaucrats. During one of those afternoons, I took the opportunity to search through her bags 
looking for any evidence that she came to Moscow sooner than she said. I found none, but just 
as I was about to give up, I noticed the composition notebook in which she always wrote 
standing upright inside her bag. How did I miss that, I wondered? A quick scan and I knew it 
was her diary. Could she be that stupid to leave her diary where I could find it? Since I didn’t 
read Russian, she probably thought her secrets safe, but she failed to consider copy machines and 
translators. 
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My heart pounded hard in my chest as I tried to decide whether to invade her secret 
world. The truth will set you free, I remembered and rushed off to the nearest copier down the 
block. The operator made it part way through the diary when he hit Angel’s writing in blue ink. 
The machine couldn’t copy it, so I rushed a couple of more blocks down Kutuzovsky to another 
copier, sweating and fearing all the time that Angel would come home before I completed my 
mission. I stood impatiently, heart still beating fast, waiting for the second copier to finish. Not 
since I was a little boy trying to hide something from my mother did I feel like this. What are 
you afraid of, I kept asking myself. Even if she finds out, what can she do, we’re in Russia not 
America. Finally, with a copy of her diary from the beginning of 1999 to the present, I rushed 
back home in a sweat, replaced the original as best I remembered in her bag and thought hard of 
a place to hide the copy. I decided to get the copy out of the apartment because I knew Angel 
regularly went through my things when I was not around. I didn’t want her finding the copy 
because she would destroy it on the spot and then talk me into believing I was wrong for copying 
it because she always told the truth. I put the copy in a brown envelope, called my tutor and 
arranged to hand the package off to her in the metro without telling her what it contained. My 
tutor disliked Angel, but even so, I knew that young Russian women tended to defend other 
young Russian women no matter how despicable their acts. I feared my tutor might not agree to 
hold on to the diary if she knew what it was or might even deep six it because of this unwritten 
alliance among young Russian ladies in their war against Russian men. 

In the evening, after Angel returned from registering, she sternly said, “You have gone 
through my bag.” 

I began to sweat. Did she suspect I copied her diary? I answered, “No, I merely moved 
it.” 
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“You lie!” and she narrowed her eyes as though looking into my mind. “You disrespect 
me by going through my things.” 

“And you disrespect me by telling lies,” I countered. 

“Don’t go through me bag again,” she warned and went back to her things in the other 
room of my apartment. 

On Saturday, I met with my tutor hoping she would translate Angel’s diary before the 
visa interview on Tuesday. But when I told her what it was, she refused. I knew any effort at 
persuasion was fruitless because of the Russian female camaraderie against men. I asked 
whether she could recommend another translator. She said she would, but I knew she wouldn’t. 
Russians are experts at saying yes when they mean no, and only a sixth sense or being Russian 
can tell. I left and called a CEO friend of mine at an investment fund. He was a traditional 
American man like myself on whom I could count for help. He didn’t buy into the current wimp 
ethic foisted on modern American men by shrew like female authority figures. He got his 
secretary to round up a trustworthy Russian man to do the translation. Unfortunately, he could 
not start until after the visa interview and, assuming the visa came through, after Angel returned 
to Krasnodar to pack for our planned trip to New York City. I decided to keep my options open: 
go through with the interview, since I still possessed no hard evidence but only suspicions about 
my wife’s duplicity, then get the diary translated and decide what to do afterward. If I kept 
possession of the visa documents the Embassy will likely grant her, she wouldn’t be able to 
sneak into America before I notify the Embassy that the marriage is over, which will prevent it 
from issuing her a duplicate visa. Depending on what the diary said, I go back to New York City 
alone or with a wife. 
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Sunday May 28, 2000, five days after Angel’s arrival in Moscow and two days before 
the visa interview, the weather was warm and sunny. Maria, now Angel’s friend, invited us on a 
picnic she organized for her band and a group of friends to a beautiful area of woods and lakes 
north of Moscow. In a caravan of four cars loaded with Russians, Europeans, one American, 
food and drink, we headed for the countryside. 

Muscovites take every opportunity to leave their city not just because of the air pollution, 
abandoned stockpiles of pesticides or contaminated toxic waste sites but more deadly health 
threats. When I first traveled to Russia, just after the collapse of the Soviet Union, I noticed 
digital lights above the entrances to the post offices but wondered why the numbers shown by the 
lights were in the teens or twenties. Then I remembered that Russia went by military time. One 
day while walking passed the post office in the building where I was staying, I saw the numbers 
change from 14 to 13 and asked my interpreter, “What’s wrong with the clock? Does time run 
backward in Russia?” 

She laughed, “That’s not a clock. It’s a Geiger counter. It warns people whether there is 
a lot of radioactivity in the area on any particular day.” 

Later, I learned that Moscow even had a department devoted to finding radioactive hot 
spots in the city. The Soviet Union, even more so than America, pushed atomic power as a 
cheap, efficient source of energy in the sixties and seventies. The government widely distributed 
nuclear materials to public agencies and scientists. Trouble arose when the materials could no 
longer generate power but were still radioactively harmful. Rather than going through the cost 
and trouble of properly disposing of the waste, the Commie’s dumped it anywhere as if throwing 
leaves over the fence into a neighbor’s yard. So now there are hot spots all over Moscow, but no 
one knows where they all are. Many buildings, including additions to Moscow State University, 
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were built on radioactive sites or out of radioactive materials. Since my initial trip to Russia in 
1991, the city Government turned off the Geiger counters to save electricity, and the radioactive 
hunting department does next to nothing for lack of funds. No one cares because all are on the 
make for themselves. Russia is an alien social order that still hasn’t passed through the 
Renaissance, Refonnation or touched the era of Constitutional Liberalism. 

When our caravan arrived at the camp area, Angel rushed over to the horses. Like most 
girls, she loved riding and proceeded to gallop off into the woods. I took in the view feeling 
content although somewhat unclear in my thinking and waited for the serving of lunch by our 
barbecue chef, a British businessman who worked in Moscow while maintaining a wife and 
children in England. Angel galloped back, thrilled as a child from her ride. We took a walk in 
the woods where others also strolled. I started to seduce her but she clearly didn’t want to 
engage in any romantic activity. Other than that episode, Angel acted very affectionate making 
me feel as she often did as the most important person in the world. I enjoyed a sense of well¬ 
being that we were married. 

On the day of Angel’s visa interview, we arrived at the Embassy early in the morning to 
stand on line. One of my translators, Sasha, joined us just in case Angel needed some 
translations. When Sasha showed up, she looked at Angel and then at me and screwed her face 
into a look of disgust as though Angel epitomized the worst of Russian womanhood. I naturally 
thought Sasha wrong; while smart and very pretty, she was only nineteen. The Embassy opened; 
we handed in the required papers and waited about 20 minutes until we were called to the 
window for the interview. The amount of time the interviewer spent reviewing Angel’s 
documents was laughably short, maybe five minutes. The interview itself last another five 
minutes with me answering most of the questions. At the conclusion, the interviewer granted 
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Angel a visa. She smiled from ear to ear as one of her dreams came true. We congratulated each 
other on her visa of which I took possession saying, “safekeeping purposes.” I thank Sasha 
about whom Angel later remarked in a lustful manner that Sasha was very desirable. I just 
looked at her. 

The entire visa process was pretty much a joke from a security point of view. The 
Embassy officials try to browbeat applicants into not pursuing a visa or create burdensome 
document requirements in an effort to keep the number of visas issued below a certain number. 
The bureaucrats, however, should know better. Any Russian will forge documents to get what 
he wants, and most are amazingly adept at it as though they learned it in grammar school along 
with the three “Rs.”. In Krasnodar, I watched in amazement as Angel forged signatures or 
altered documents with precision concerning her apartment. “My courses in calligraphy help me 
with this,” she once said with that Cheshire grin of getting away with something. 

As far as Embassy personnel scrutinizing documents or making background checks to 
ferret out characters dangerous to Americans and our freedoms, they take the sloth approach with 
only a cursory review. The American bureaucrats probably figure why waste time or energy that 
they need for partying with sociable Russian men or women. 

I don’t remember much more of that week except Angel making dinner and arranging for 
our flight to New York, which Angel insisted on happening as soon as possible. The earliest 
tickets were for June 22 nd , three weeks off. On Sunday evening, my driver and I took Angel to 
the train for Krasnodar. She had to go home to pack and put her affairs in order for her 
immigration to New York City. At the train station, she kept telling me not to wait to see her off, 
something new for her. Despite my befuddled thinking since her arrival, I still suspected that her 
failure to take a train to Moscow meant she came early to play with one of her boyfriend’s. 
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Maybe Alfredo came back to town, and she planned to rejoin him, so she wanted me to leave 
before the train left. With her Moscow registration, she no longer needed to worry about staying 
in town for more than three days. I decided to wait, escorted her on the train to her berth, said 
goodbye and watched from the platform as the train pull out of the station. 

Right after Angel left on June 4 th , I received a call from a friend of mine in London. 

Carol and her mother wanted to visit Moscow for a weekend, so I invited them to stay with me 
and volunteered to pick them up at the airport and show them around the city. Carol worked as 
an audit manager at one of the “Big Five” accounting firms and wherever she traveled, she took 
her mother along. They scheduled their arrival for that Friday and would return to London the 
following Monday. 

During the week leading up to their arrival, the clearness in my thinking returned to 
nonnal but without the depression that accompanied my previous separations from Angel. The 
translator that my CEO friend found to translate Angel’s dairy contacted me. Igor agreed to do 
the translation without feigning any moral objections. It actually seemed very natural to him, as 
though he understood the harm certain Russian females could cause a man. Since my plane for 
the States left in a couple of weeks, I was in a rush. We agreed the quickest way to do the 
translation was for the two of us to sit down and have him read the diary to me in English while I 
took notes. We arranged to meet at the business center at the Radisson Slavinskaya Hotel. 

The Radisson Business Center was the brainchild of an American businessman. After the 
collapse of the Soviet Union, Western businesses flocked to Moscow to open up a previously 
closed market to the moneymaking wonders of capitalism and consumerism. Moscow lacked 
most of the infrastructure businesses needed, such as reliable communications, faxes, computers, 
printers and a quiet comfortable setting to discuss business deals. So an American set up and 
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financed the Radisson Business Center to provide Western businessmen with the tools of their 
trade. He included Russian partners in his venture in order to provide the necessary connections 
for doing anything in Moscow and to satisfy Russian legislation requiring the inclusion of 
Russians in any foreign business that conducted certain activities in the country. After a few 
years of profitable operation, the American’s Russian partners decided to maneuver him out of 
the business by simply incorporating a new firm, without him, to operate the Business Center. 
That often happens in Russia. After Western businesses invest the capital and know-how to 
make a venture successful, the Russian partners, motivated by their religious conviction to greed, 
use the corrupt legal system to remove the Westerners from the business. The Russians transfer 
the assets to a second corporation and hire the police or a security firm to take control of those 
assets and the business’s location. Most Westerners complain to their respective governments 
because the Russian legal system offers no recourse, and most foreign governments do nothing, 
so the foreign investor usually cuts his loses and moves on. Not so with the founder of the 
Radisson Business Center, he refused to move on, so one day while waiting for a train in the 
Moscow Metro, a contract killer shot him dead. Needless to say, no one was ever tried for the 
murder although everyone knew the people behind it. 

My True Story 

On Thursday, June 8, 2000,1 met Igor at the Radisson Business Center to begin 
translating Angel’s diary. Although I copied her diary from the beginning of 1999, when she 
went to Cyprus, to just before her visa interview in Moscow at the end of May 2000, Igor and I 
started with Angel’s 23 July 1999 diary entry—the day I met her. Her life before we started 
dating didn’t concern me, so we skipped over her doings in Cyprus. Igor looked through the 
material and estimated it would take us a few days. I stressed that I wanted the complete truth as 
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she wrote it, no matter how brutal. I had no use for the Russian tendency to euphemize the truth 
purportedly out of a concern for the feelings of others, when the real reason was a selfish desire 
to hide from the bleak reality of a society without a conscience. Igor began translating, and I 
started a slow spiraling descent into Angel’s underworld. 

Angel came to Moscow in July 1999 not to model but to make money dancing 
completely naked at a party sponsored by a Moscow magazine. She found the party “cheery,” 
especially when another girl danced with a “dildo munching on it all the time.” Angel also made 
money as the sole player in an “erotic” film produced by an American that was shot just before I 
took her to the airport the first time to fly back to Krasnodar. That’s why she was late meeting 
my driver and me as we waited outside Leo’s apartment used for his out-of-town models. She 
wasn’t shopping as she claimed. The mystery behind her appearing out of nowhere was that she 
snuck out of the apartment where she shot the film. Her dairy described it as “undressing,” and 
each of the onlookers paid her $20. While in Moscow, she also visited a doctor for the venereal 
disease called “Gardnerella,” which causes a foul smell. Thank goodness I didn’t sleep with her 
then. 

Her arrival in Krasnodar was to the anns of her boyfriend of nearly four years, Alexei. 
When I called the number at which Angel told me not to talk to anyone but her, the woman with 
whom I conversed was Alexei’s mother. No wonder Angel told me not to call that number 
again. Alexei saw one of the pager messages I sent to Angel in which I closed with “Love Roy.” 
Alexei demanded to know what it meant and who was this guy. Angel replied, “It means 
nothing. He is just a good friend.” Alexei bought Angel’s lie along with a few other deceptions 
about her activities in Moscow and after a couple of weeks, asked her to marry him. She refused 
because he didn’t have enough money—two thousand dollars to be exact. Two thousand dollars 
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doesn’t sound like much, but in Krasnodar the buying power was equivalent to $50,000 in 
America. Igor remarked that girls from the provinces found any way possible to get money. 

Alexei didn’t give up his courtship. He clearly loved Angel, but without money, his love 
didn’t translate into a cash flow for her. Alexei didn’t fully realize this nor that Angel hung out 
with another guy name Andrey who managed the club Imperio in Krasnodar. Alexei continued 
to give her what he could, not knowing that Angel, with accountant like diligence, listed in her 
diary the cost of every present followed with “Thank you dear, I love you.” One gift was a 
videotape of what became her favorite movie: Showgirls. Angel’s diary clearly showed an 
obsession with the material world, which stood in stark contrast to the monologues she 
frequently gave me on the importance of spiritual matters in her life. Igor commented, this girl 
reminds me of Janus, the Roman god of two faces. 

At the end of August 1999, Angel received a message from Leo to fly to Moscow 
immediately so that she could leave for Mexico with him and another girl, Tanya. The flights 
out of Krasnodar were all booked, so she used her F.S.B. contact to acquire a ticket. Agents in 
the F.S.B. can accomplish what ordinary citizens cannot, provided the agents receive a currency 
of value to them—dollars or sex. Angel’s diary didn’t say what she paid. Before leaving for 
Moscow, Angel and Alexei took a vacation in which she suffered from a vaginal infection. The 
medicine she spent so much time looking for in Moscow was for this condition, whatever it was. 
Alexei and Angel partied a lot, and without Alexei knowing, she did some lap dancing. No 
wonder Angel looked tired when she arrived in Moscow. 

In Mexico City, Leo’s partner, Salvador, met them at the airport. I realized that in the 
photographs Leo showed me of him and Angel in her Mexican apartment, the other man pictured 
didn’t work at The Men’s Club as Angel had said but was Salvador. While visiting his house, 


238 



Salvador showed Angel full frontal and rear naked pictures of her he obtained from Leo’s 
Internet site. He told her that he wanted the girl in the photographs, who was Angel, as his girl 
friend. 

Angel toured Mexico City with Leo and Tanya, but Angel didn’t get along with Tanya 
who criticized her for using cheap lipstick while Angel retorted in her diary that Tanya was 
cheap herself. In person, Angel assumed the mask of humility, honesty and criticized no one, but 
the pages of her diary painted an arrogant, duplicitous, caviling and egotistical young lady. 

When a shoeshine boy tried to polish Angel’s shoes in return for a kiss, Angel wrote, “For my 
kiss he would lose all his proceeds.” She remarked how when walking in the street with Tanya, 
she, not Tanya, attracted stares, whistles and men jumped out of cars when they saw her. At 
discos, it was always her that the crowds looked at in admiration—not the beautiful friends she 
danced with such as the finalists in the Miss Krasnodar beauty contest. She believed herself a 
great dancer in the vein of Isadora Duncan when in reality, as a dance friend of mine later 
observed, her moves were limited to that of a stripper and her lack of coordination kept her from 
even doing the Salsa properly. Before she went to bed and when she awoke, Angel told herself 
over and over, “I am beautiful, I am beautiful....” 

Salvador took the Angel, Tanya and Leo to Acapulco and there made his move on Angel; 
she rebuffed his attempts. On learning this, Leo scolded her for knowing better. He brought her 
to Mexico for Salvador and to work as a lap dancer, which she knew and agreed to when Leo 
made the arrangements a month ago. Leo warned her against always trying to get something for 
nothing. Angel agreed that since Salvador spent so much of his money on her “it was fair to 
spend a night with him.” From her diary emerged the personality of a true middle-eastern 
businesswoman—always trying to get the better of the other party. She believed in caveat 
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emptor—buyer beware, and didn’t feel fully satisfied unless she cheated another somehow. But 
if a client undercounted the number of lap dances she gave, the hostility smoldering inside her 
burst into outraged on the pages of her dairy but into tears before the client or a club’s bouncers. 

Through Leo’s connections, Angel and Tanya found work at the The Men’s Club, where 
girls from around the world gave lap dances in their tong panties. The customers paid $20 for 
about a three-minute dance from which $4 went to Leo, $2 to the managers of the club and $3 to 
Maria, who helped obtained visas for the lap dancers under the pretense of them working as 
translators and placed the girls in various clubs in Mexico City. Angel made $ 11 on each dance. 
Girls on the day shift from 2:30 PM to 8 PM pocketed around $250 while on the 8 PM to 2:30 
AM shift they averaged $300. Angel worked both shifts. 

Listening to Igor’s translation, my heart cracked a little more with each man whom 
Angel, often euphemistically, described her involvement. The Angel I loved was merely an 
illusion concocted by a consummate con artist. Her diary showed an uncanny ability to get away 
with telling the most preposterous lies in the face of overwhelming evidence that she spoke 
falsely. She convinced young, middle-aged and older men to trust her, to help her because she 
needed them and cared about them. I remembered the effect of her soliloquies on me. I never 
could recall the words for their impact came more from the tone of her voice and the look in her 
eyes that swept aside all logic leaving the glow of believing the absurd because she made you 
want to believe. Her false feminine warm heartedness masked a calculating businesswoman who 
kept throughout her diary a balance sheet of material gain. Angel saw every interaction with 
another human as an opportunity to acquire something she didn’t deserve. Lie, cheat or deceive 
but make sure you win something of value was her motto. When a guy didn’t give enough, she 
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cursed him in her diary, “Let God be his judge!” but if he gave more than expected, she asked 
God to bless him. 

Angel was no fool, she knew how to market herself and, perhaps more important, which 
market segment to ruthlessly pursue—men with a good heart, that is, suckers! Angel didn’t take 
all suitors in Mexico; she focused on her market segment. The men she used sounded decent and 
caring toward her, wanting her as their regular girl friend, or at least the image she so effectively 
created of a kindhearted, decent girl trying to survive in a cruel and unjust world that oppressed 
women. She not only used the arsenal of weapons of the traditional female grounded in 
deception but also effectively exploited modern day feminazi propaganda of female 
victimization. 

Angel left nothing to chance in her pursuit of money. Besides her methodical 
materialistic practicality, she invoked religion by appealing to the Russian Orthodox Saint 
Nicolas the Thaumaturge to help “us” in all our business. Her regular usage in her dairy of the 
plural pronoun to refer to herself at first seemed strange until I learned that her mother had set 
Angel on her course to wealth and perhaps fame. For Angel, she and her mother were in a 
partnership to exploit men’s passion for a pretty young lady and sympathy for her hard luck 
stories. A letter from her mother encouraged Angel to have “many new conquests.” 

My translator and I pushed on through the dark, self-deluding, cruel and ultimately lonely 
reaches and experiences of a mind maniacally driven by greed to whom the gods had given 
physical beauty and smarts as she exploited those gifts in Mexico City. 

September 16, 1999 

During my first day dancing at the Men’s Club, I made 16 dances, 27 dances yesterday 
and 31 dances today. I could make even more but I did not manage to receive order for dances 
until too late. Yesterday, when there was a pause, I thought that my music began and hurried to 
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the stage. Everybody laughed because there was no music, so I ran away in a pretense to change 
my dress. 

Today I bought for 189 pesos white sandals and a silver chain for wearing on foot and a 
bright dress for 600 pesos. 

Today one fucker promised me to give his credit card. I went with this idiot; I left my 
work before my working time actually ended. But he gave me (I could hardly manage to beg it) 
$60, he promised to give me $300 more; later, we made fun. But when I refused to kiss him, here 
he all of a sudden changed his tone; he said that he was a citizen of Mexico and that he would go 
to police... He took back all money... He was the most down man... Ali... Fucker... 

Azul, Tanya, me and men went to Karnavaca to a restaurant. We dined for 4 hours. He 
annoyed me. It was on Saturday. But in the evening he ordered 13 dances. My customer 
promised me to gift a dress, a nice dress. 

Yesterday I danced for one man - he gave me $200. And today I danced to two men - 
they ordered 20 dances, and one more man ordered 6 dances. 

We went to cinema with German guys. I liked it, and Tanya liked it so-so. I allowed 
myself to make pedicure - it took 1 hour and cost 80 pesos. 

Today is my mom’s birthday! She is 49 now! Let my mum be happy! I wish her good 
health, very good health, immense love, happiness, luck in everything, peace and well being!!! 
Let God bless us two!!! 


September 19, 1999 

After a long delay, I decided to call up my darling boyfriend Alexei. His voice was dry. I 
was saying that I miss him, and he never mentioned that he missed me, he did not say anything 
encouraging to me. After it I burst into tears. I even do not want to call him up any more. He 
even was not glad to hear my voice. I do not know. Maybe all this was due to the fact that he 
had broken his car and not my deciding to stay in Mexico. 

I had my second meeting with Mavro, we went to a restaurant where there are fountains. 
It was nice. We went to airport. It was so magnificent: large field and aircrafts. We kissed and 
played; it was so nice. 

On Saturday I made 8 dances. One idiot cheated me - I lost 11 dollars. Let God be his 

judge! 

Azul, Louis, her customer, and me went to his home and ate Japanese meals - it was very 
tasty. In the evening we went to a restaurant and later we moved to the bar of Latin American 
music. We had a nice time; we danced and everybody was looking at me... 

Today the weather is so fine, the sun is shining brightly, but there are no customers. And 
a bit later all of them came at the same time... I bought a bright dress! Tomorrow I am going to 
buy some more things (a top and a skirt). 

My God bless me! Give me wisdom, forces and patience! Our Lady save and give us 
love! Guardian angel, keep us! Nicolas the Thaumaturge, help us in all our business! 

September 23, 1999 

There were the following interesting events these days. Now I have $3600!!! God be 
praised! I plan to soon go to the all-nude Penthouse Club and to work there a little because the 
girls there make more money. God help me! 
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On Monday I made 25 dances. On Tuesday I made 37 dances! Today I made 35 dances! 
On Tuesday a man called me, he looked very simple. He ordered 4 dances and gave me 2500 
pesos! On Wednesday he sent me a basket of red roses! God give happiness to him! 

I met with Pablo. He is very good at kissing... But his character is rather heavy. 

At the club I made 20 dances for one customer! God give him love and real happiness! (I 
gave to his young friend my name card with telephone number, and he by mistake passed to my 
customer. It was terrible!) Before it one fucker drove me to tears. He was tall and had attractive 
appearance. But he accosted to me with questions: Why did I speak at once about money? Why 
did I think only about money? He repeated all this about 5 times. I could not stand it and went 
away weeping. Fucker! Let God be his judge! 

Later in the evening, I got acquainted with Max. He looks very attractive. He promised to 
take me to watch the underwater world with porpoises. He sent to me wonderful roses 7 pieces. 
Tanya has disappeared and Azul was frightened by it. Later it turned out that Tanya fell ill a 
little... 

Roy called me up. He told me that he loved me and was going to wait for me to return to 
Moscow. 

My God bless me!!! Give us forces and patience and guard us against all evil!!! 

October 02, 1999 

On Sunday and on Saturday, Azul, Alfredo and me went to an old Mexican town four 
hours outside Mexico City. We waited for this trip for a long time. Sometimes he could go, 
sometimes he had to prepare a number... But we went! We bought fruits... We came to such an 
old, such a nice city. Colors of houses were so picturesque! In the evening we visited disco. We 
danced there and crowds came to watch us, especially me. In the night I thrice changed my bed, 
going to another one, because Alfredo wanted sex. I had a dream that somebody touches me 
between my legs, but I could not understand who it was. I felt some movement. I woke up and 
saw him with erection. In the morning I told him that I was not a prostitute! He apologized. 
Alfredo gifted to me earrings and a topaz pendant. He gifted to Azul a silver bracelet as a present 
to her birthday ($450). It was wonderful! A marvelous trip. 

It was difficult on Sunday and on Monday as well. Each day I made 22 - 25 dances. 

On Thursday... I woke up in the morning, washed, and Azul told me: “Let us run, faster!” 
At first I did not understand her and thought that it was some kind of a game, then I heard 
something falling down. I ran. In front of me on steps slowly ran a woman. I ran out in pajama so 
I took a security’s suit. Near by stood a house and I saw how its jalousie was hanging here and 
there. It was terrible... My heart was beating hard... Alfredo and I went to change money -1 
thought that somebody had stolen my 500$ because the package was empty... I began to weep 
hysterically but Alfredo was a nice fellow, he soothed me and said that he would give me those 
$500, nothing had actually happened. I thought that a lad who was examining the house after the 
earthquake had taken the money, because the bag with money was open, but the money was 
there. In my room everything was falling down... 

At work my eyes ached and watered from my contacts, customers did not want me. 

At the Penthouse Club the dancers spread open their places. Nobody wanted me... I 
made only 6 dances in Penthouse. I understood - yes, somebody has put an evil eye upon me. 

I finally removed the evil eye - what a relief!!! 
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At work there was a special show advertising the club attended by Mexican stars, I was 
“Miss Russia”. They shot my for TV, took photos! It was so wonderful! Azul celebrated her 
birthday. I gifted to her a silver wine-glass. Let God give her all the best! Today she was working 
hard in Acarico. It was a favor to her. Alfredo bought to me some food, fruits and underpants. 

After I called my darling Alexei, I decided not to call him any more because of his 
questions: “What do you do there?” And after I began to quarrel with him because he had not 
said once “miss you” or “love you”, he said, “Why do you call me names? I’m not doing what 
you’re doing in Mexico for money.” I gave him my fax number - and never received anything 
from him by fax!!! If he does not answer to me first, I will not write to him myself! 

Mavro has appeared again. Well, we shall see him! 

My God bless us and save us!!! 


October 09, 1999 

There have happened a lot of events. On Saturday Mavro and me went to his house. The 
house is good, large. We kissed, did something more. He bought to me jogging shoes but hey too 
small, so he will exchange them. We went to aqua-park where we rode attractions. It was 
outstanding! 

The next day, Sunday, Alfredo and me went to look at the pyramids. It was wonderful; I 
climbed to the very top! He gifted to me a pair of silver bracelets and many other things. The 
pyramids belong to the God of Sun and the God of Moon. I meditated and accumulated energy. 
Then we went to the restaurant, which is situated inside a rock with candles and Mexican folk 
dances. They invited me to dance, and I jumped a little. It was cheery, everybody looked at me. 

I bought a red dress, it gave at the seams on the first day, I brought it back to sew up. 

They apologized before me. 

At the club on Monday I had 22 dances, on Wednesday I had 45 dances, thanks to Raul. 
He wrote out to me a check for 5000 pesos! The next day I received this money. Let God give 
him love and happiness. 

On Thursday I made 39 dances. On Friday I made 27 dances, $60 was given to me by one 
man from Florida. There were different situations. One customer insisted that I had danced for 
him not 3 but only 2 dances - it all makes me feel nervous, I told bouncer. Prior to it I had a clear 
face but yesterday in the evening it covered with spots... Mavro promised me to change jogging 
shoes and said that he had left them at home. All of it was actually a lie. He behaved to me like 
he did to his other girl (he took back all things he had bought to her - fucker, son of a bitch). 
Today he told me by phone that if I wanted to separate from him, than it was my own problem 
and he would separate from me with great pleasure (I felt that our relations would not last for 
long). 

Azul, Alfredo and me went to ride horses - it was wonderful! These horses had a lighter 
saddle. First we went to mountains and then descended. Wonder! 

I got acquainted with Sydney, he is from Australia, and we shall see what will come out 

of it! 

I so miss my dear boyfriend Alexei. And what about him? 

I called up my mum - the first thing she told me was that Yevgeniy Martianov who 
trained me in the broad jump when I was in college would be in Mexico City at a conference. My 
mum greatly feared that he might leam what I was doing in Mexico City. It would cause a 
scandal at the Academy. 
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On Sunday, Sydney and me went to his home and had sex. Then we went to 
Entertainment Park where we rode all kinds of attractions; he bought so many tickets that we 
won prizes - small toys. Then we left Entertainment Park went to a church to pray and later I got 
inebriated. We are acquainted for already a month and a half. He too often says that he loves me; 
there has come time to check his feelings. I understood that Mavro wanted only to have sex with 
me. I did not give it to him, so he became very angry and could hardly restrain himself. And then 
he began “to separate from me”. 

My God, bless us! Give us forces and patience! Our Lady save us and give us love! 
Guardian angel, save and keep us! Nicolas the Thaumaturge, help us in all our deeds!!! 

October 17, 1999 

Now I am in Cancun. We went on Friday, early in the morning. I went with Alfredo, 

Azul and Martin. The hotel is so magnificent... It is situated in such a nice place... We did not 
sleep in the night from Thursday to Friday (I made 34 dances). I sunbathe without clothes on the 
balcony and Alfredo took pictures. Color of the sea is so pleasant. Alfredo wanted intercourse. 
But I told him that I had menstruation. The next day we went to the park “X-SCARLET”. First 
we walked along the river one photo cost $8—so much. It was so interesting to roam among 
rocks, light everywhere is so different. 

My suspicions about the sunbathing photo Angel showed me on New Year’s Eve proved 
true. Azul didn’t take the picture as Angel claimed, but her client Alfredo did with Azul 
standing in the background. Alfredo paid for Angel and Martin for Azul on the Cancun trip. 
Alfredo wasn’t as magnanimous as he claimed in taking Angel along on trips just because she 
was Azul’s friend. No, Alfredo took Angel along for him, and the story he told me over the 
telephone about the two of them being just “good friends” was probably concocted by him and 
Angel. 


Then we went to dolphins. They had interesting skin. We swam with dolphins. We 
caressed dolphins’ bodies. They do not like if somebody touches their muzzles. Than we were 
lying on the water and two dolphins were carrying us along like in the film about some 
superhero. “I am superhero.” It was overwhelming. 

We went to watch a concert of folk music. I felt cold... Alfredo took care of me. We had 
hardly managed to persuade him to feed us. Alfredo did not want to feed us. 

Today in the morning Alfredo left us - he went for a business meeting. We were 
swimming all the day; I played volleyball. Then we went to a rock music restaurant. We watched 
stars and sea. 

On Wednesday at the club I made 52 dances. Raul has ordered 32 dances. It was my 
record!!! He gifted to me a lot of roses. Let God send happiness to him! 
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I called up my darling Alexei and asked him to call me up on Tuesday. He reluctantly 
answered that he could dedicate to me only one minute. Thank you for your generosity! 

My God, give me forces, patience and bless me!!! 

October 30, 1999 

The week after Cancun was very interesting. It was so good without Alfredo; nobody 
begging for sex all the time. Sydney came to the club; he did not pay for dances, but he promised 
to return money later. I had his jacket, so I did not fear for the money. There came a few men 
from Boston. On Friday we danced to them. 

I went to Acapulco with Yatsento; he missed me. We traveled in the night from Friday to 
Saturday. All the way I was sleeping. The hotel has a swimming pool with flowers. It was 
wonderful... He more or less gave me to sleep. In the morning we had our breakfast on the 
balcony with a nice view on Pacific Ocean and of the city. We went to the beach where we flew 
with a parachute pulled by a motorboat. Practically all the beach boys asked to take photo of me. 
I had my photos with a parachute and a seashell. 

In the evening we went to a restaurant; from there it is nice to watch Acapulco all in 
lights. We were sitting at the table with candles. Yatsento as well annoyed to me with his 
accosts. But he is more self-restrained than Alfredo. 

Now I am sitting in the plane with Alfredo flying to Puerta Vallarta. I am nor very much 
happy, because I know that I will live with him in hotel. I am tired of... with him. 

Last week to the club came Max, he gifted to me a golden chain and a perfume. Then he 
bought to me a chocolate. After work I had to go with him to a hotel three or four times. (We are 
taking off now.) 

We have quarreled with Sydney. He spoke about his feelings, he gave money for my 
dances and I returned his jacket. All this talk of feelings is bullshit. When we fixed time for a 
meeting he never came and I wasted my time and lost money. When we went with a man from 
Boston to Acalpulco, Sydney felt upset because I promised to go with him. (It is so nice to look 
out of the plane’s illuminator - we are flying over mountains and forests on our way to Puerta 
Vallarta...) I understand Sydney, but he does not keep his word. He speaks too much of love, but 
he does not prove it. For example, I asked him to meet with me on Friday, but he simply did not 
come... He is a young selfish fool. 

I called up Alexei’s mother. He has not sent me a single fax - “It is too expensive for 
me!” he says. I said to his mother that he had forgotten about me, but she said that he had written 
me a letter. 

My agent Leo in Moscow annoyed me with his faxes about money. Sometimes our 
calculations do not coincide. He sends faxes every day. I must be careful Leo does not find out I 
do not pay him all I agreed. Maria, his partner here, says that if I will decide to return to Mexico, 
I have to call her up without Leo’s involvement. Then I will make more money. 

God, give me forces to lower my weight! Bless us! Amen! 

November 1, 1999 

Only 10 days are left till I will meet my 24 th birthday. 

Puerta Vallarta is such a wonderful place. If only I were here with my darling Alexei. I 
have been thinking about my boy for a long time. I would so much like to be with him at this 
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moment. This is a magnificent hotel where you do not need to think about your food, all is 
included in hotel price. Two days cost $600 for each including meals and cost of flight. It was so 
wonderful! I swam in the swimming pool, played volleyball in water, where they serve cocktails, 
a tasty one, tequila with concentrated lemon, and we splashed the losers with water. It was 
wonderful! Alfredo and me played as well table tennis and there he succeeded better than at 
volley ball. I recall my boy Alexei-1 think I love him, because I all the time think about him, 
and does he think about me. He did not send me a written line for the two months. I think, I will 
receive nothing from him even on my birthday. Why? 

In Puerta Vallarta there were a lot of people from the north of America. There were as 
well Poles and people from Byelorussia. In the evening we go to local disco. There I saw a 
homosexual man. He had on a white evening dress. We danced a little, and in the evening 
Alfredo annoyed me with silly talk of love. He said that he feels deeply for me and that I do not 
understand him. I told him a lie to keep him at bay. I said that somebody tried to rape me and I 
ran away. He got angry, began to look for a doctor, but then again began to accost to me. I have 
so hardened; I felt nothing because I am so tired of his pawing... I used different ways but 
nothing worked with him. He allowed me to sleep. The next day he made me touch him in the 
bathroom. “It is common; just a little bit,” he pleaded. I swore so much. But then he came - God 
be praised! 

Later we rode water motorcycle. I kept maximum speed, and he feared. We also went by 
sailing vessel! I could not stand his touches! He is old; he might be my father! His smell, I do not 
like it. I see that he likes me but I am tired of him making me do things, which I do not like to 
do... I am thankful to him. 

Today is Alfredo’s birthday. I presented to him a postcard and a little angel. Alfredo said 
that the plane would take off at 14:00, and it turned out that the plane took off at 15:30. Smart 
fellow... 

With God’s help, with God’s blessing, amen! 

November 12, 1999 

Alfredo, Azul and me again went to another resort town. He promised not to want sex 
with me. The flight took 45 minutes. Hotel was so marvelous! On the first day we played tennis. 
In the evening he again began to accost to me... We went to disco, danced and changed partners. 
It was wonderful! 

The next day Alfredo and me rode water motorcycles. It was outstanding! He bought to 
me slippers. 

I called up my darling Alexei. I asked his mother whether he had another girl. She called 
him to the phone. When I asked him why he had not written to me he answered: “I will try to 
find time for it.” “Why do you prefer not to speak to me? Do you want to end our relations?” He 
did not answer anything. I asked: “Why do you behave like that?” He answered, “I am fed up 
with everything, with what you do for money. When you said you were going to stay in Mexico 
for the money, I felt as if something broke in me, a string snapped.” 

After this conversation I was weeping for 20 minutes. 

In the evening there was an interesting competition between couples. I put roll of toilet 
paper between my legs and Alfredo, blind folded, put broom handle between his legs. I gave 
instructions for him to put broom handle into hole in toilet paper. Then we ran to drink beer 
through a tube that was very sexy. Then the couples were given one minute to swap clothes. 
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Finally the girls were blind folded and had to feel between all the men’s legs to identify who was 
their partner. We won 4 tests of 5. 

Alfredo accosted me in bed again. I ran away and later he apologized. 

On Monday back at work, I made 20 dances for 6 hours of work. On Tuesday I met 
Manuel, who paid me $500, plus toilet water. It was a nice evening. In the evening I made 23 
dances - the business went not so good. But my 500$... Jorge said that he would present to me 
24 roses for my birthday. 

Alfredo called me up at 00:05am on my birthday. He said that he had especially set his 
alarm clock and congratulated me. In the morning - it was wonderful. I had just opened my eyes 
when they brought to me roses - from Roy. Later he rang to me and congratulated me. 

Later came Alfonso. He gifted to me a rose, a set of chains for hands and feet and a 
postcard in Russian wishing to me happiness. Alfredo came to me and presented gilded flowers 
and a postcard with wann words. Very nice roses with sunflowers. We went to a restaurant and 
ate very tasty salmon. Alfredo ordered an unusually tasty pie. 

At work it was wonderful. One customer bought 18 dancers! Prior to it 2 customers 
ordered 8 and 7 dances each. Linda, Yulya and Azul sang to me. It was wonderful! Then the club 
presented to me a cake. It was my best birthday. It was not saddened by the fact that somebody 
had stolen my 1000 pesos and 1000 pesos from another girl. One more friend presented to me a 
rose and a large stuffed dog. 

Yesterday Alfredo bought me a nice bag for 1300 pesos - class! But he got mad - he 
wants to have sex with me. I think that I will agree to it in order not to go to work. Yesterday he 
paid to me for two hours as much as he pays for 10 dances at the club—$200. We went to a park 
and then to a church. He came to the club and bought 10 dances! Let God bless him! 

Leo faxed me saying he had not received his money - the bank in Russia does not take 
money for some reason. 

My God, I thank you from all my soul for everything!!! Bless us, give us wisdom, forces 
and patience! Our Lady, protect us against all misfortunes, give us immense peace, well being, 
strengthen our belief and hope!!! 

Guardian angel, keep us! Keep my money safe, money of all of us! Nicolas the 
Thaumaturge! Be my quick assistant in my business and in my loosing weight! All Saints, help 
me! 

Thank You, my God, for all ordeals, for my wonderful 23 years! Bless me in my new 24 

year!!! 


November 20, 1999 

What a surprise I received on Saturday! Azul congratulated me with birthday as soon as I 
opened my eyes. Then Alfredo and I went to ride on horsebacks. We went to the park and rode 
attractions, and then we went to a restaurant. Garcons began to bring meals and at that moment 
to the hall entered Tanya with a pie - surprise! There arrived Yulya and Paco, Xavier. We 
danced; it was merry! I am very grateful to everybody. 

At the same day I made 18 dances. I got acquainted with Aleho - it was so marvelous! 

On Sunday Alfonso and me went to the city. We had a walk and bought aromatic sticks. We sat 
near the church on the grass... It was so wonderful! I have rested in my soul so well! Then we 
went to a Mexican restaurant. We returned home and went to the region where there was a lot of 
youngsters and bought yogurt. We wanted Cappuccino but there was a line. It was wonderful! 
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On Monday I again worried about money - I spoke to Leonid by phone. I made that day 
11 dances, and Alfredo paid to me for 14—$280. We went to a nightclub. Girls there have nice 
breasts and figures. A brunette danced to me in the private room. Alfredo helped, she was 
slightly biting me and rubbed me between my legs. I like the way girls do it. Then Alfredo 
wanted to take me to the hotel. When I refused he went into hysterics and began to cry. He said 
that he could not wait any more and that I was playing with him. I understood that I had to stop 
putting him off or he would stop paying me money. I drank some rum and gave it to him. He was 
happy... 

I interrupted Igor to check the date of the month for Monday. Sure enough, November 
15, the date of the fax on Westin Hotel stationary in which Angel said she visited places alone in 
Mexico, thought about me and missed me but obviously not enough to refrain from sex with 
Alfredo. 

The next day Alfredo presented to me a toy dog - it is a wonder! On Tuesday he again 
paid for 14 dances. We went to “Titanium”. All men were looking at me and I was looking at the 
girls. I had drunk so much that I gave it to him that night; I was drunk and spoke much in 
Russian. 

On Wednesday and on Thursday I had 41 dances every day—$820 each day. Friday I had 
45 dances. Benjamin gave me money and ticket to go to Cancun. Alfonso presented to me a 
silver bracelet and lent to me his jacket. He fell in love with me... Yesterday I was with Max. He 
told me that my visa would soon be ready, so I masturbated him and he was happy. 

“Yesterday” meant November 19 the date of the second fax Angel sent me from Mexico. 
In it she asked me to call her to help her avoid customs when she returned. True to her cozen 
nature, she wrote, “I kiss you! I hold you! Your Angelina.” I couldn’t tell whether she held part 
of Max before or after writing the fax. 


November 23, 1999 

I am on the way back. We stopped in the hotel “Fiesta Americana”. And it has began... 

We had been waiting for a room for an hour and a half. At 15 o’clock we entered the 
room - it was filled with tobacco smoke, lay hair and condom wrappings. We could not prove 
that we had a bank account for 3000 pesos for the hotel. In the restaurant there is a sad music; 
customers had to pay for drinks separately. The swimming pool was good. We met boys, had a 
meal in the evening - the boys paid for us. Then we went to a disco. There was such a show... 
Sometimes there were water bubbles. In the night we went to the sea to swim. It was something 
unusual. In Caribbean sea there were my admirer and Azul. We did not kiss though we wanted. 

The next day we went to gym. I had a good training. In the evening we went to a shop. 
Azul and me had $600 each. Azul bought a cap and a bag, and I bought the next day jogging 
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shoes. In the evening I was laying on the surface of the sea, all in darkness. The next day we 
asked to wake us up but they did not do it. We were nearly late for AQUA WORLD. We rode 
water motorcycles and when we were parking instructor turned over our water motorcycle. It 
was wonderful to see large fishes swimming in water near me. We went back along the seaside. 

In the evening I ran in gym for 60 minutes. Then we went shopping. We bought jogging 
shoes to me. In the night I said good-bye to the sea. 

Today Thanks to God there were no problems with coupons. Azul leaves the day after 
tomorrow. My God, bless us!!! 


November 29, 1999 

When Azul was leaving she did not even wake me up. She left to me a message saying 
that she loved me, thanked me for everything and will miss our playing. 

I had a good result on Tuesday - 41, 45, 41 dances. Raul again appeared here. He bought 
15 dances and went away (he was with a friend). First business went so-so, but later, 
approximately from November 23,1 had to work much. 

On Thursday I could hardly manage to make 41 dances. Alfonso and I went to a Mexican 
restaurant. He wanted to leave for Monterrey. We gave to each other our addresses. He said that 
he loved me... I went with Enriko to a good Japanese restaurant. 

Friday has come. Alfredo said to me not to work. I did not have to work because it was a 
holiday but I wanted to earn the money since I would be returning home in another week on 
November 29. 

With Alfredo’s assistance I received a Banamex Visa debit card on which I can put much 
of my money, so I can take it out of Mexico and into Russia with out customs knowing. The rest 
I will put on to travelers cheques, but not too much for customs might find them. 

My customer Jose came and took 20 dances. I danced 2 dances more. I danced as well 6 
dances for another customer. And all of a sudden there switched on the light - police 
everywhere! It was a raid. They checked everyone for drugs. We were divided into two separate 
groups - Mexican girls and foreign girls. Then they shot us with video camera and pushed us 
into a bus with bars on windows. There were so many policemen. They took us to a police 
station and we stayed there from 1 lpm to 4am in the morning. They wrote down our names, took 
our fingerprints. Cuban girls were crying. Then they took us to the immigration jail. All of us 
were so cold. There were Yulya and I, and as well Cuban girls - all of us slept in the prison cell 
on the floor. We slept only 4 hours. We thought that they would let us go soon but they did not. 
Then the bell rang and they brought to us some meal. The club brought to us socks, sweaters, and 
meals from McDonalds and fruits. At first we all kept together, were merry, there was a woman 
from Cuba with braids. Everybody felt sorry for her, but later when somebody of us took photo 
of her, she began shouting and gave us away to police. Policeman wanted to know who had 
taken photo, but all of us refused to say. When he went away we teased that Cuban woman, 
laughed at her and her braids. 

By now it didn’t surprise me that Angel sanitized the real story of the police raid on The 
Men’s Club in order to obtain her visa. Her diary describes an arrest—not a detention. 
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Then Hungarian girls began to separate from us. Yulya is a kind girl - when we were 
sleeping she covered me with a blanket and tried to help in everything. I tried to help her as well. 
She is a nice girl. 

Two girls from Hungary went away on Sunday. Policemen did not allow them even to 
take their things. From police station they went directly to airport. 

On Monday, November 29,1 called up Francisco - he is a friend of Max. I asked him to 
take me out of here. He told me that it was impossible. I don’t know what has happened to my 
things. I do not know what happened to my visa that Max was getting me. Alfredo called me up 
and told me that a girl had gathered my things. She did not find one of my bags. I was nervous - 
maybe she took it and just said that she did not find it?! Later Alfredo and Maria have found 
everything, they gathered and brought to me all my things. I am so thankful to them! Now I have 
with me cash for Leo - $2200, my Traveler’s Cheques - $5000 and another $2100 in cash and 
the remaining $18,000 is with Alfredo who promised to bring the $18,000 to me in Russia in 10 
days. My God, I hope that he will bring it; this money is my flat. I worked hard to earn this 
money, 10-12 hours a day. 

When they brought our things in sacks from the club, one Hungarian girl found out that 
somebody had stolen her money, perfume and cosmetics. It was good that I took everything with 
me. 

They took me out of prison at 20:30 and my plane was to take off at 21:10! I did not see 
Alfredo and Maria, because the police put me right on my flight to Russia. Katherine and Yana 
said later that Alfonso was waiting for me and he was very upset. But I didn’t not manage to see 
anybody... 

Our Tanya was also frightened and decided to fly back to Russia with me. She is sitting 
now here, in the plane, somewhere to the left from me. God be praised, she sits rather far from 
me. 

I would not desire anybody to fly from Mexico as I did. 

I thank you, Mexico, with all my heart for everything! I will come back! 

Now we are approaching Frankfurt. My God bless me! 

Alfredo bought to me a jacket, pullover and a sports suit. I hope very much that I will 
receive my money by mid-December. My God. Help me! Bless and forgive us, protect us!!! 

My translator, Igor, said he was exhausted while I felt emotionally stunned from 
bouncing down into the ever-deeper circles of marriage hell. We stopped for the day. I had 
never believed in the concept of a soul, but whatever animated my life, Angel’s diary had blasted 
it—such utter disappointment in a person. How could anyone live such a life—no dignity, no 
self-respect, none of the nobler qualities that humans struggled for over millenniums in order to 
grow beyond the desires dictated by the lowest chakra of bodily appetites? Angel reminded me 
of the panther from H.G. Wells’ Island of Dr. Moreau that kept reverting back to her animal 
nature. So far her diary never once mentioned any of the virtues of compassion, enlightenment 
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or honesty, only the sordid vices of lies, cheating, hypocrisy and using sex for material gain. She 
even tired to pull down God by entreating him to help her in her business endeavors. I’m not 
religious, but even I wouldn’t tempt the fates by asking God to bless someone I successfully 
scammed while damning those I didn’t. It’s almost as though she thought of herself as one of 
God’s angels, doing his bidding to raise funds for paradise by tricking guys. 

Despite the revulsion, I still tried to find some hope in this sea of filth. Such is the 
weakness of men when it comes to women. The mask behind which the real Angel lived, that 
carefully crafted counterfeit image continued to hold sway over me, and I started rationalizing 
again by telling myself her actions weren’t so bad. After all, she came from an impoverished 
childhood and the materialism of the middle class in even a third world country like Mexico 
simply overwhelmed her. She accepted the largess of men who fell for her and provided them 
geisha like pleasures in return. So what? She boosted their egos by pretending to like them and 
distracted them from their staid existence with her endearing girlish thrill of discos, amusement 
parks and travel. She made the middle-aged man feel young again, and the young man feel 
wanted. But none of it was true, just a con, and no self-delusion could hide that one of those 
middle-aged guys was I, although I tried to convince myself otherwise. Her dairy clearly 
showed she pined for her Alexei—not me. Still the illusions my conscious mind constructed to 
avoid the pain persisted while my intuition kept bubbling up with the sense that her dairy 
probably left out the worst of her actions. 

Igor asked, “Are you sure she is Russian? Her Russian grammar is awful. It is as though 
she never learned the language. She gets most of the conjugations wrong and writes as though 
she were German.” 
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“Her birth certificate says she was bom in Samara, but her mother, according to Angel, 
took her to Germany when she was an infant. Maybe she learned Gennan first, but she never 
mentioned being able to speak it, and I never heard her use it. Just another errant piece of the 


puzzle,” I said dejectedly not really concerned about her linguistic abilities. 

“How did her mother get permission to leave Russian back then? That would be in the 
late 70s and only important people could leave.” 

“Angel said her mother traveled around Russian a lot as a dancer and also went to 
Germany as a dancer.” 

“Was her mother a ballet dancer?” Igor asked. 

“No, modem dance.” 

“Strange, I don’t see the Soviets allowing a dancer with a young baby to travel to Europe 
unless she was a ballet dancer.” 

“There is much about Angel that I am finding strange.” 

Igor continued. “She really keeps a close track of the money she spends and makes. And 
I noticed that she always is trying to take advantage. She wants something but tries to avoid 
giving something in return. 

“In America, we call that the consummate con artist.” 

My translator laughed, “So, same time tomorrow?” 

“Okay, see you then.” 

I dragged my stomped heart home, decided against going to a couple of meetings, took a 
sleeping pill and forgot my worries in the land of oblivion. 
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I Put a Spell On You 

The next day, hope reared her deceitful head with the justification that Angel really 
wasn’t my girlfriend while in Mexico. Before she went to Mexico, we went out for a few nights, 
kissed a little, one massage and nothing more. How could I expect fidelity from someone who 
didn’t owe me any? My struggle, however, to find a lawyerly argument that kept Angel as my 
true soul mate failed to realize the obvious—a girl who did what she did in Mexico would never 
be anyone’s soul mate. But I didn’t see that at the time. Igor picked up translating the diary with 
Angel’s December 7, 1999, entry, which was a week after her deportation from Mexico and 
arrival in Moscow. I hoped the virtues she often talked about in her soliloquies, and I 
desperately wanted her to possess showed themselves in the remaining part of her dairy. 

In Fra nk furt I avoided Tanya. The airport paging system told me to report to a message 
office. There was a message for me to call Roy. He could not meet me when I landed, but told 
me he arranged for me to get through customs without trouble and that Leo would be at the 
airport. 

In Moscow I tried to sneak through the custom line for nothing to declare but they 
stopped me, searched my bag and found my $9,300.1 was asked where I worked and where I 
took all these money. I answered that all these money are a present of my boy-friend - and you 
are welcome to see and to check. They let me in. 

It turned out that 2 men should have met me and should have helped to come through 
customs without problems. Leo knew it and on purpose came later. But he was fooled because he 
did not know that most my money would come later with Alfredo and the commission I finally 
paid Leo $1400 less than I owed him. I had to spend the night in a studio. But thanks to God all 
ended well. 

Apparently, Angel and Leo weren’t in on a scheme, as Kroll’s investigators thought, that 
the two would have the militia confiscate the money from my apartment and then try to con me 
into making good their loses. Leo’s actions still looked suspicious for whatever reason while 
Angel wanted to cheat Leo out of some of the commission she owed him, which she did. 

The next day Roy and I went to the Bolshoi Ballet “Giselle”. Roy gifted to me a huge 
bear and hired an FSB agent to guard me and my money because he suspected Leo might try to 
use his police contacts to arrest me on a false charge and take my money. 
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In Krasnodar, my darling Alexei met me with white flowers. He did not even embrace me 
and was silent all the way home. He did not want to enter my house. He wanted me to hate him. 
He shouted that he was unfaithful to me. At home I went into hysteric, my mum helped me very 
much. I have so much pain inside. 

The next day he came to ask me to give him a chance. I decided to give him a chance. We 
went to Sochi to buy me a sheepskin coat and spend a couple of days. When we made love he 
did all usual things but somewhat automatically. He sniffed and looked away from me. He said 
that he missed my body. I understood that the same thing he said to another woman (32 years old 
with a child 7 years old). It hurts me inside... 

We went to Sochi and everywhere he was paying for everything. In the train he spread 
out the bed, it was wonderful. But it is not the same as before, I feel it. He takes care of me, but it 
goes not out of his soul. He can hardly utter the word “love”. 

No wonder Angel didn’t fear for her money. After landing in Krasnodar, she had arrange 
for her boy friend to meet her at the airport, and the reason she didn’t call me for three days to 
confirm her safe arrival was because she and Alexei went to Sochi. 

After Sochi on returning to Krasnodar, we went to a restaurant, but he was mistaken if he 
thought that I would forget everything so easily. We love each other but he does not understand 
how much aches my soul... He tried to make a wall of those little quarrels, which were between 
us, he wanted to stop love... But he did not manage to do it. 

I don’t have that respect and trust to him which I had before. He went every day to 
training instead of staying with me for a single day. And when I went to see model friends at 
beauty pageant, he was outraged that I did not spend this time with him. Earlier he worried about 
me, and now. His mother was shocked by his attitude towards me. 

I think that he does not love me any more. When we make love, and I want to do it twice, 
he tells me that he had tired. What for do I need this inactivity? He shows that he wants to forget 
me. I don’t respect and trust him, which I had before. I keep him now as a man whom I need for 
solving my problems, for transport. But sometimes I use him as a sexual partner because now I 
am not active in my business in Krasnodar. I want very much to find a foreigner and to live 
abroad; I want to buy a flat and marry a foreigner, but I do not want to live in Krasnodar! 

Alfredo called me up - he insisted that I live with him in his hotel room in Moscow. My 
God, give me wisdom, forces and patience!!! Bless me!!! 

December 10, 1999 

Now I am sitting on the train to Moscow in a berth with 3 men—they want me. I called 
up Alfredo and now I am going to him for my 18,600 dollars. Mum looks for apartments to buy. 
The most important thing is that Alfredo bring all my money. I hope he will be accurate. 

My God, bless me! Give us wisdom, forces and patience! 
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December 19, 1999 


I arrived to Moscow early Friday morning December 10.1 left my luggage in the baggage 
office and the whole day walked around Moscow. I sat for 3 hours in the hotel “Rossiya” waiting 
for Alfredo. At last! It turned out that he bought Traveler’s Cheques for 7,000 dollars and 
another $7,000 we would get from traveler’s checks he said were lost and the rest on a debit 
card. That way he was able to hide from Mexican authorities how much money he took out of 
Mexico. He is smart that way and teaches me how best to avoid the law, but I must pay him in 
sex. 

Oh god, that night was such a torture to me. I understand his feelings and I had to drink. 
When he said, “I want to fuck you, Angi!” I do not know why but I wanted to laugh. Though I 
respect his feelings and all he does for me. 

I worried very much - I feared that Roy would notice me in town. 

So I received my 18,600 dollars plus $600 from Alfredo for staying with him. I am 
thankful to him. My God, bless Your slave Alfredo! 

Alfredo hired a taxi for me that took me to where Roy worked—I had a very heavy bag 
and couldn’t take it by metro. Thank goodness everything turned out all right. I got my money 
and Roy did not see me in Moscow with Alfredo. Roy believed that I just arrived that day by 
train. Thanks to God for keeping my secrets! 

So, when Angel called me at the office on December 14, she was really calling from 
Alfredo’s room at the Rossiya Hotel. And the way she got the heavy bag she could barley carry 
to my office was by a taxi in which Alfredo put her. 

Roy and I got up early the next morning at 5 o’clock for receiving an American visa. It 
was so cold to stay in the line. To my great surprise they gave us visa at once - now I am going 
to go with Roy to America on January 19. Let God bless me! 

Roy presented to me a cellular phone. I was so glad! 

I have flown home to Krasnodar and my money is safe. 

December 18, 1999 - date of my complete breaking relations with Alexei. He always 
avoids me. I myself told him to stop playing these games. He answered that he had feelings to 
the other woman. He killed his love to me. I recollected my nurse friend Lena’s words that 
Alexei did not see me as his wife. 

Now I have a cellular phone on which I have already received calls from Mexico and 
from Sochi. 

Mum and me looked at flats. We chose one with 3 rooms, and there is a discount of 
$2500 because it requires repairs. It causes us so much nerves to hurry the paper work before the 
new law takes effect next year. If we cannot register our apartment before January, I will have to 
say how I got the money to buy it. We paid $1000 for urgent registration and papers and services 
of the lawyer - but this dullard is constantly letting us down. We finally missed the deadline for 
filing papers because of him. Now we just hope that a bribe to the govermnent officials will let 
us submit the papers after the deadline. I want to receive it as quick as possible! My God, help 
me!!! 


256 



I received communion and colored my hair. Volume of my thighs has lowered only by 1 
cm to 102 cm. My God, give me forces to lower my weight more and quicker!!! With God’s 
assistance!!! 


January 05, 2000 

Here is the New Year! The Year 2000! My God, bless me! I thank You for all, for all!!! 
Let mum and me go with God’s blessing and help!!! 

On December 30, 1999, mum and me met Roy, the plane was late by 2 hours. We took 
Roy to “Moscow” hotel, the taxi cost 130 rubles and included taking mum to her house. I spent a 
night in hotel, in the first class room. 

After Roy and me went to celebrate to home. He brought so many presents. There was a 
player with a disk, and many little things - chocolate, cornflakes. Mum as well received 
wonderful presents - gloves, a casket for earrings. I presented to mum a Dictaphone. And I 
presented to Roy a placard with my photo. He was glad. 

Mum and me on New Year’s Eve and in Christmas night did magic to divine our future. 
We used bread, onion and an eggshell with a candle. Fortune promised to mum a large gain and 
to me it promised winning a competition. My God, help us, and give us wisdom, forces and 
patience! My God, bless me!!! 

I didn’t remember any hocus-pocus stuff from New Year’s Eve. How did those two 
sneak that by me in such a tiny house? 

We met the New Year very well, shot a little fireworks. I had not overeaten - may be for 
the first time. We wanted to call a taxi but we did not manage - all telephone lines were busy. At 
approximately 2:30am we went to stop a car. There were few cars in the street. We rather 
quickly stopped a car and the driver took only 30 rubles! The next day, on January 01, we 
wanted to go to Sochi by bus, but the route was cancelled, it was good, that we managed to 
return those tickets and to buy tickets for a train. He was disappointed to go in an open berth. 

The way was easy. We arrived early morning. 

We slept at the hotel, then went to the market. Roy bought to me socks and underpants. In 
the evening we went to “Prestige” disco. When I was in the cloakroom, Roy quarreled with a 
drunken boy and had early struck him. Roy did not want that drunken boy to sit with us. Then we 
went to another disco; it was “Ultra”. Next day Roy upset me to tears - he made me to evoke 
unpleasant memories of my life in Cyprus when he asked me what I did there. I never should 
have told him, I would talk about my past. Now he wants to keep me to that promise. He says it 
not what I did but that I be truthful with him. Why does he want the truth? Then he himself got 
angry because I did not want to speak of it, but I changed the subject of our conversation. 

We walked to the park where I met a model friend from Krasnodar. Roy asked me why I 
did not introduce him. I don’t want him to know about my private life. Then we visited circus, 
where tigers scuffled with each other and the animal trainer could hardly manage to calm them 
down. After it, we had a meal and went to the railway station for our train back home. 

Our fellow travelers in our train compartment were Sergey and his wife. We drank a little 
and talked. At night Sergey snored so loud that I could not sleep. 
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The next day mum and me went to visit Sergey at his house. He works in Baku, 
Azerbaijan and Novorossiysk, something connected with oil. He said much about Russia, that it 
would show itself to America, that Russia was not worse than America. 

After Roy flew back to Moscow, I frightened Alexei - I let him know that I spy a little 
after him and his girl-friend. He was frightened. Today his mum told me that his girl-friend’s 
name is Tanya, that she has a seven years old child and that she is 32. Alexei called me up and 
asked me not to come to his house. He was frightened of my magic powers. When he called me 
up the next time I refused to speak with him. Let God be judge to him and to all his deeds! 

Tomorrow mum and me shall go to settle our relations with the apartment sellers. They 
are going to cheat us, I am sure of it! 

My God, give us wisdom, forces and patience! Our Lady save us! Guardian angel, keep 
us! Nicolas the Thaumaturge and all Saints, help us! With Gods blessing and help!!! 

January 17, 2000 

Alexey called me up and told me to take all my things from his mother’s apartment and 
never to come there again. Later I came to his mother and took a bath there. His mother handed 
to me a large package with my things. Cover of the package with razors was opened and there 
was absent one razor. I was infuriated by this fact. Son of a bitch! I took all my photos where we 
were together. I was trembling with indignation. In this state of feelings I wrote to him a message 
- “You are bloody son of a bitch! It all will come back to you!” I told his mother that I am not 
going to carry heavy things - let him himself bring all these things to me. He came to me and I 
asked my mum to speak to him. They spoke calmly; he was smiling. He thinks that I lost an 
excellent opportunity to marry. I called him up later and told him all I thought about that razor. 
He began to shout, he told me there was no razor missing and to go to the shop and check other 
packages with razors. There was so much hatred in his voice. My God, what a monster he is. My 
God, let You be judge of his deeds. 

I visited Irina; she is from Grozny. I and mum bought fabric for an evening dress. We 
bought as well skirts (a short one - 450 rubles and a long one - 1300 rubles) and a beret. Irina 
(she is 31) married Sergey (he is 27) in the end of October. God give her happiness!!! God send 
her a child! 

I begin to keep to a diet. I grew thin by 4 kilos. Volume of my thighs is still 102. God, 
give me forces to grow thin; I so much want to be thin! I am tired of being thick! I began to loose 
actively my weight!!! 

Alfredo called me up each week. He told me that he missed me, loved me and wanted 
me. On January 15 he has his birthday. 

Roy also called me up. Once he called me up when I was looking at his photo. The next 
time he called me up when I was reading a horoscope of his. Roy says that I am the only 
happiness of his. He wants me to be near him. If only he were younger. Information about Roy, 
which is at my disposal at present, satisfies me completely. We shall see how events will go... I 
turned away an evil eye, which was on me. Let God do so that nobody hindered me. 

Our sellers of flat continue to be dilatory. They continue to lie that they have already 
prepared documents, but they did not. They wanted more money for us to move in early. 

I asked Volodya to help mum to complete the purchase of our apartment since I will soon 
leave for a visit to America. My God bless us to complete this bargain without unpleasant 
surprises! 
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January 23, 2000 


Now I am in a plane flying to Las Vegas from New York City... In airport I saw one 
Russian man, I desired him, what can I say. 

When I came to New York one bore custom official asked me too many questions - what 
for I came, who and where and so on. But when I answered that Roy is my future husband her 
ugly face had immediately changed. 

New York looks just as I fancied. I did not like dark color of house walls. 

Roy does not like American women because they too much strive to be like men. Roy 
thinks that all American girls should be sent to Russia where they will have to put up with 
Russian men and all Russian girls should go to America as a reward for their femininity. That 
way, American women will get what they deserve for the past 30 years of attacking American 
men. 

I called up to Mexico to Maria. She told me that after my arrest at the Men’s Club there 
was one more raid by the police, still all girls from Czechoslovakia and Hungary have come 
back, but nobody can give any guaranties of no future arrests. She told that she might try to make 
for me a paper allowing me to work in the club. Salvadore accuses me for the club raids - he said 
that it was I who set police against the club. I do not know whether it is worthwhile going back 
to Mexico. 

I got Roy to take me in New York to two clubs - everywhere there is so much chaos in 
these clubs. There is no show in the clubs where the girls go on stage; they can only take off 
clothes on stage to thong panties and cannot sit or lie on the stage. When the girls take off clothes 
on stage they make some money but most is made doing lap dances for the customers at tables. 
While making table dance those dancing may touch the customers but the customers cannot 
touch them. Also the girls cannot leave work with one of there customers, but they can make 
dates to meet customers after hours. A table dance is $20, but in comparison with the club in 
Mexico girls were dancing worse. There are private rooms where the girl can make $100 or more 
for a half hour. 

Roy and me went to the “Imax”. It was something like cinema, but there was a huge 
screen in which you seemed to enter virtual reality. We saw a Walt Disney film. Then we went to 
a Russian restaurant where I immediately began to feel nostalgia to Russia. In Japanese 
restaurant each slice of sushi cost 1 dollar. Roy took me to a shop. I found there a nice roll-neck 
sweater, but Roy told me that it was too expensive - $60. Why then he took me to an expensive 
shop and allowed to choose if all there was too expensive to him? I found something for my hair 
$15 and he again said that it was too expensive. Then we went to a restaurant and there he paid 
75 dollars. Why does he grudge spending money on things, which I will wear for a long time? 
Sometimes I don’t understand him. He drove me to tears. I did not want to tell him how 
offensive it is when somebody takes you to an expensive shop, proposes to choose something 
and then says that everything there is too expensive. He began to argue with me. I will not stand 
it! He has no right to criticize me! Their cultural traditions of truth and talking disagreements 
over don’t matter to me; let him restrain himself! 

We met an actress friend Cindy, Frank and producer Everett who produces shows and 
looks for people. They are very interesting people. My God, let me find work in my favorite kind 
of business! My God, bless me! 
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January 27, 2000 


Now I am in the plane flying back to New York from Las Vegas. 

What happened in Las Vegas? When I came there I was looking at all surrounding me 
with widely open eyes. Oh, these hotels... Casino, where people waste such a lot of money. Me 
stayed in “Paris” hotel. The room was very nice. In the evening Roy and me went to watch 
showgirls. Small artists executed acrobatic tricks and danced cancan there. 

In the evening we met Patsy and her husband. We had a look at their house - it was neat, 
clean and cozy. Patsy wanted to present me a nice embellishment, a necklace. I liked it very 
much, but I feared she wanted something from me and did not accept it. 

Then we went to a show, where our places were next to the stage, so I could not see the 
general picture. It was a magnificent show; costumes were very good. Main subject was 
beginning of the 19 th century. One dancer was looking at me. Then there appeared tigers in a 
cage. I enjoyed that show very much. 

I got Roy to take me to a men’s club. Roy drank much. There was a show where girls 
were dancing rather well. All was the same as in New York - they took 20 dollars for a dance. 
Roy said he was getting tired of going to these clubs with me and watching all these nude girls 
dancing. This is my business and I need to learn where I can make the most money. 

We went to the “Crazy girls” show. There was nothing interesting; it looked very cheap 
in comparison with preceding shows. 

Yesterday we went to “New York” hotel. There I rode the roller coaster. It was exciting. 
The day before it I went to a “virtual reality” show in which I flew between poles, and fell down. 
Yesterday’s evening show was something like a circus. There were brothers from Mexico who 
juggled. 

Yesterday we discussed philosophical problems and Roy disagreed and raised his voice. I 
decided to change subject of conversation and to make a photo. Suddenly he smiled. I do not 
know, but it worthwhile marrying him only for the purpose to receive American citizenship. He 
is not the person I need. He took care of me, when I pretended to loose consciousness, he was 
anxious. He is too open with his emotions. 

Angel obviously had considered marrying me well before I ever proposed so that she 
could work in America. 

I called up to mum. She received a letter from Maria in Mexico concerning visa. Maria’s 
guarantee that Salvador will not make me trouble for my past business is not sufficient for me. 
Maria said she sent money she owed me to Leo in December and he lied to me that he did not 
receive it. I have to clear this up when in Moscow. 

My God, I don’t know what to do. May be, I will have to go for a month to Mexico. May 
be I will have to earn money in Moscow. 

My God, give me wisdom and forces!!! 
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January 29, 2000 


My travels have ended. Now I am sitting in the airport waiting for our flight back to 
Moscow. Yesterday I managed to call up to Azul - it turned out that she had been to Holland. 

She is trying to find out whether it is possible to get a visa to work in Mexico or not. 

My God, what shall I do? May be I shall go to Mexico for a month, but it is a risk. But it 
is as well money... On the other hand, to live with Roy and work in Moscow. I shall think it 
over. Roy is good as a friend and sexual partner, but Roy as a husband.... 

What happened one night after Las Vegas? I was in a good mood, and he was merry as 
well. Then I made a mistake. Roy has strong intuition. I must be more careful in the future. I 
couldn’t think quickly of how to change the situation, so I went to another room. He followed me 
and brought a dressing gown and covered me with it. He said calmly that if I wanted to end our 
relation then we would come back and that was all. He is a fool, he knows that I depend on him 
and behaves indecently. I went back to the room. I embraced him and he embraced me. We made 
love in the table and I finished twice. Then I went into my tears act and pretended to shiver and 
faked a faint. It had the effect on him I wanted. 

The next evening we went to a restaurant. There we spoke about different things and I 
brought up magic and the evil eye. When he said his secretary’s mother use to prepare his meals 
at work, I knew his secretary had bedeviled Roy through his food to make him want her and no 
one else. I told him when we go back to Moscow I will try to find a way to avert her bad eye. I 
could tell he still did not believe in magic, which makes it all the more easy for me. He agreed to 
go with me to see a white magic man to protect him from his secretary’s curse. But I will find a 
black magic man to end the secretary’s spell and put on one that assures he does what I want. 

Igor exclaimed, “This girl will stop at nothing!” 

“I’m beginning to realize that.” 

Then we went to a performance “Phantom of the Opera”. It is a story of a phantom who 
fell in love with a girl and she loved another man. After, we met Pat at a record studio, he trusts 
in God. There an attractive boy from France sang a sexual song. It was very interesting. 

My God, bless me!!! I thank You for everything!!! 

February 04, 2000 

We arrived in Moscow at approximately 12:30pm and went to bed. We woke up at 
7:40pm - got up, had a meal and made love. Next day in the morning we again had a meal. I 
spent a long time finding a magic man willing to do what I wanted with Roy without having to 
pay a lot of money. I chose an attractive tall black magic man with a sharp eye. I brought to him 
Roy and the magic man said that it was strong negative influence on Roy but he could easily 
replace it with the spell I wanted. The next day I brought to him Roy’s photo so he could bind 
Roy to me and end the magic of Roy’s secretary. 

My conversation with Leo about the money Maria sent to him for me was interesting! He 
said that Maria was lying and agreed to make a direct call to her to prove that he did not receive 
the money. He said that he did not want those financial problems to become an obstacle in our 
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relations. I agreed. He had helped to me a lot and I am thankful for this. After my meeting with 
Leo in the evening, Roy made me proposal . The magic worked! Thanks to God! 

On Tuesday, February 2, 2000, my mum called to say our flat became really ours! We 
bought it!!! A miracle has happened. God be praised! Thank goodness! 

In the evening I spoke to Roy about marriage. I said that I do not think I am ready, and I 
was not sure about him, and that the only way to make sure in everything was to go to America 
with a visa to work. If I do it, it will be business for me and later the time will show. And plus he 
began speaking about a paper according to which I well not have any right on his money in the 
case of divorce. So, in this case I will receive nothing... In my turn I told him about a paper 
according to which he would have no right to send me out of the country. He drank 2 glasses of 
wine and became foolish. The talk became senseless. 

On the 3 rd of February I went for a walk with an attractive man with oriental appearance 
told my fortune by hand. I was told that I would have two children and my relations with Roy 
would become more profitable from the end of February. I was interesting to that man with 
oriental appearance. We drank some wine and talked. 

I stayed in Moscow a few days, I cooked for Roy, cleaned his things, I went in the 
snowfall to pay with for my and his phones. I think he will miss me. 

My God, give me wisdom and bless me! 

February 19, 2000 

At last I returned home! Thank goodness, I am away from Roy! 

For the next two weeks, I have been making repair in our new flat. My mum is ill with a 
strong cough in the night. Alfredo called me up - he masturbated himself while he spoke to me. 
We spoke about 40 minutes. He is crazy with sex for me. I told him that I am sitting in white 
underwear and touching my private parts. Roy phoned to me right after from London. He 
sounded suspicious. How could he know? I made him recollect who I am for him for the time 
being. I told that I have no money. He felt sorry for me and promised to bring some and asked 
how much. I answered he should decide. 

Alfredo called again and I complained that I have no money. He promised to me that he 
would transfer to my debit account 1000 dollars, but I asked for a lesser sum - 500 dollars. I 
don’t want him to think he only means money to me. He invited me to Paris, he told me that he 
could not live without me, that he wanted me badly. 

On February 13,1 saw my old boyfriend Alexei with his woman. It was a shock to him. 
He went by without greeting me. He led her aside. They were walking and watching me. My 
heart was banging. They went away. 

On February 14,1 called up Roy and Alfredo and greeted them with St. Valentine’s Day 
and to see they got my cards. 

Gee, I wondered whether Angel wrote Alfredo the same malarkey she did me that her 
love was like a “flower” that required my “clean feelings to grow it.” 

In the evening I went to a concert. I was photographed with a famous man whom I told 
that I had my photos with many well-known persons and now I would have my photo with him 
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as well. “Then you must visit me personally to pick up the photo,” he said. I did, but he drank too 
much that day to do anything in bed. 

Now I am preparing for my laser eye operation. I will endure it but then I will forget 
about glasses. I went to consultation. I worry. I phoned to Lena, my nurse friend the clairvoyant, 
and she said that I might do this operation. Lena said as well that the business with Roy is very 
advantageous for me. 

I have bought a coat for 2400 rubles. It is fashionable; its sleeves are a little short. 

My God, bless me, give forces and patience! Our Lady, protect us against misfortunes 
and save us! Guardian angel, keep us! Nicolas the Thaumaturge help me in all my deeds and 
business! All Saints help me!!! 

“Who is this Nicolas the Thaumaturge she keeps beseeching?” I asked Igor. 

“He’s a Saint from the fourth century on whom Santa Claus is modeled. Nicolas was the 
Eastern Orthodox archbishop of Lycia, Turkey who people believed worked wonders for 
children, sailors, perfumers and unmarried girls. Legend has it that he kept three girls from 
selling themselves into prostitution in order to support their aged father by going to their house at 
night, opening the windows in the bedrooms for the first two girls and leaving a bag of gold. 

The window of the third girl was locked, so he dropped the gold down the chimney into the third 
girl’s stocking that wear hanging on the fireplace mantle to dry.” 

“Sounds familiar, I see why Angel likes this guy: something for nothing.” 

Igor and I stopped for the day because I needed to leave for the airport to meet my friends 
arriving from London. 

My hope that Angel cared about me more than a means for working in America was 
clearly on the ropes. All her smiles and affectionate words apparently met nothing other than to 
mask the truth—a manic drive for money and psychotic need to keep up appearances. Light 
started to pierce the stupor of my illusions. Angel saw me as just another in a long and growing 
line of suckers, albeit her best and most stupid one. Her denigration of me hurt, but I found 
especially sad what her words revealed about her character. It seemed as though the real Angel 
lacked what the fake Angel worked so hard at pretending to have: heart, compassion and self- 
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respect. She clearly knew what decency met for she outwardly acted that way. Her spoken 
words exhibited an understanding of ethical behavior, but inside virtue apparently held no 
sway—only selfish gain. I began to fear she was incapable of putting herself in the place of 
another person whom she hurt when material gain was at stake. Her diary showed that when she 
looked out on the world she only saw a reflection of herself. Any little slight stirred her to anger 
as though some lesser life form dared to transgress the laws of the universe by annoying her. 

She took offense so easily and held it to her chest as though it were a precious diamond that she 
could never let go and never forgive. From her perspective, all circled around the sun of Angel, 
which may be why in some instances in her dairy Angel didn’t even refer to me when I was 
there. Perhaps I married the true egotist, lacking in empathy or remorse. 

She and her mother’s use of magic to gain their ends made them both look like mental 
cases, and Angel’s mixing it with an apparent sincere devotion to a Christian God seemed 
hypocritically bizarre. Even if she found an illusion of power in practicing magic, how could she 
still believe in God, especially when Angel used a black magic-man—it just didn’t make any 
sense. 

“What about this magic,” I asked Igor. “Is this common in Russia?” 

“You would be surprised at how many Russians believe in magic. They use it to catch a 
wife or husband, to win in a business deal and punish their enemies.” 

“You’re kidding? People really believe it works?” 

“Absolutely! And it makes sense. In Russia under the Czars, Communists and now the 
Criminals, the average person always had little if any protection from the whims of the powerful 
or rich. Belief and the practice of magic satisfy the need to reduce this sense of powerlessness. 

It provides an illusion in which to hide from the truth of their vulnerability. Not just the 
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uneducated proletarians in the provinces believe but professionals and other accomplished 
persons because there is no other way to even hope to avenge the violation of their rights or win 
a confrontation. The courts don’t work, it costs money to hire hoodlums and you need 
connections to influence government officials to do what they are supposed to.” 

“All right, magic becomes a substitute means for not only righting wrongs but causing 
wrongs or venting anger. And because there are no other means available to most people, it may 
actually work—in Russia! But how can someone believe in magic and God at the same time?” 

“All Russians know that the use of magic to influence another person, rather than just to 
protect oneself, is black magic, which means that whatever harm you cause another will come 
back to you many times over.” 

“That’s what I am saying. If Angel knows this why does she use it?” 

“Because she believes her devotion to God through going to church, buying icons, 
lighting candles and praying will protect her from any hann that may result from her use of black 
magic. 

“Very cunning and logically sound but I doubt any God would fall for it.” 

“She obviously believes so.” 

“So, she’s conning God the same way she conned me and others” 

“That’s probably what she is doing and thinks it acceptable behavior. 

“Somehow, I don’t think it will work. So, when can we meet again?” 

“How about Sunday? Same time?” 

“Okay, see you then.” 

I met my driver and headed to the airport to meet my friends from London. All this 
nonsense about black magic, white magic, evil eyes, curses and spells was beginning to take its 
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toll on my system of rational beliefs. I tried to bolster my beliefs with the argument that while 
science’s explanations, especially quantum physics, painted a strange picture of the universe and 
left many unanswered questions, the idea that any malevolent heart could use such mumbo 
jumbo to manipulate the forces of the universe made no logical sense. Still the thought nagged at 
my mind, what if it did work? Look at what happened to me in less than a year in Russia. I did 
something I vowed never to do—got married. And despite all the warning signs, married the 
type of person, which I always avoided through out my life because the emotional fdth of such 
girls revolted me, not to mention the danger of disease. 

I struggled to understand what was going on and came up with the theory that perhaps 
living in a country where most of the people believed in magic somehow influenced the time- 
space continuum to make magic effective. Maybe all the psychic energy from these millions of 
twisted Russian minds warped the laws of physics to make ancient rituals and beliefs work. If 
that were true, I was doomed. My logic and will couldn’t save me in Russia. I hoped my 
friends’ arrival would bring some sanity to my thinking. They lived in England that most 
civilized of modern countries, so their presence in Moscow might bring some modernity back to 
the medieval ages in which I felt trapped. At least they could help me fight magic with magic 
since, as my reasoning went, they both grew up in Jamaica. A voodoo ceremony to get Angel 
out of my soul seemed to make sense. But I didn’t believe in the soul and why should an audit 
manager from a Big Five accounting firm know anything about voodoo. This was all nuts! 

I Put A Spell On You (Again) 

I showed my Jamaican friends, Carol and her mother Thelma, around Moscow, which to 
my surprised they liked even after being attacked by Gypsies. Bands of Gypsies used to 
regularly accost Western tourists in Moscow—picking pockets and stealing purses. These bands 
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of around eight boys and girls in their teens or twenties carrying what appeared to be babies 
would surround and jostle tourists pretending to beg for money but actually grab wallets, jewelry 
and purses then runaway. The young women used their apparent babies as psychological shields 
to deter tourists from slugging them during the pushing, bumping and robbing. In the wake of 
the apartment building bombings the previous year, the Mayor’s security forces ran all the 
Gypsies out of Moscow. So when I saw a band of Gypsies in the metro, I was surprised but still 
warned my friends to stay alert. Unfortunately, we let our guard down by talking about our next 
stop and the Gypsies attacked. I stunned two of the mothers with a right to one’s face and a left 
to the gut of another—the only type of argument a female understands. The Gypsies backed off 
liked the cowards they were crying that I hit a mother with an alleged baby in her arms. I moved 
in to pummel the two some more, but the entire group took off. I knew the babies these 
“virtuous” mothers carried were probably corpses or just dolls. My Russian friends previously 
told me that the Gypsies stole babies and used them or dolls to engender sympathy from tourists 
when begging. Even after an infant dies, the Gypsies continue to use it for a time heavily 
wrapped in cloth so as to create the illusion that the child still lives. 

I turned to my friends. They were all right and had held their own against the mugging. 
Carol and Thelma had clocked a couple more of the attackers, but one Gypsy got away with 
Carol’s wallet from her purse. Carol lost her credit cards, a little money and some identification 
but not her passport. I explained to my friends we could report the incident to the militia, which 
would take the rest of the day given the Russian addiction to paper work maximization and most 
likely yield no results even with the appropriate bribes. Besides, Gypsies in Moscow used only 
the cash they stole because the few Russian businesses, even the criminal establishments, would 
never accept a credit card from a Gypsy, not because they knew the Gypsy stole it, but because 
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Russians considered Gypsies spiritually fdthy and avoided any contact beyond the exchange of 
cash. Carol decided to forgo the militia and contacted her credit card companies. 

Thelma, as did Carol, well knew about my troubles over Angel and asked, “Do you think 
your wife sent them after us?” 

“I didn’t even think of that, why would she?” 

Carol interjected, “Maybe she’s afraid we’ll bring you to your senses.” 

“What’s wrong with my senses?” 

Carol laughed, “Look at you, all this talk about voodoo and magic and then marrying a 
girl like that. Where’s the logical lawyer I used to know?” 

“Well you believe in magic, don’t you?” 

“I believe in God and that evil people exist. But even your wife must have some good in 

her.” 

Thelma added, “Well, there are strange things in this world and some very hannful, but 
only God can protect you.” 

This didn’t do me much good since the idea of a benevolent intelligence running the 
universe seemed nothing more than a desire to find meaning in the tragedies of life where no 
meaning existed. Believing some father or mother-like figure occupied a hidden dimension from 
which it watched over mankind and guided events in its all knowing wisdom might allow some 
to accept the vagaries of life, but I believed in the “will” for changing matters. 

The next day, my driver showed my friends around while I continued with my translator, 
Igor, delving the sordid life of my wife. 

“Do you think we can finish today?” I asked. 
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“Let’s see. The last entry we did was February 19, 2000, and the next one is April 5. Are 
we missing part of her diary?” 

“No. Angel under went a laser eye operation on February 23 and was unable to read or 
write for about six weeks. I assume that’s why she didn’t make any journal entries during that 
time.” 


“So, we have from April 5 to May 23 to do.” 

“That’s the day she surprised me by showing up at my apartment in the evening with the 
absurd story of hitching a ride from Krasnodar to Moscow with friends.” 

“We should be able to finish today. What about the diary entries before you met her?” 

“I’m not concerned with those now, maybe later, I don’t know. Let’s get the rest of this 
show on the road for now,” I said somewhat bitterly but hoping in my heart that there were no 
further painful surprises coming my way. 


April 05, 2000 

My God, so much time has passed! How much nerves took and how many troubles gave 
to me Mr. Hollander! On the March 01, 2000 mum and me moved to our new flat. He helped us 
along with my mother’s students. But it takes too much nerve to deal with his bloody philosophy. 

I suffered so much because of him and all the work we had to do to marry at ZAGS. Just 
days prior to our marriage he said that he might cancel everything because I told him that I did 
not like to speak with him about my past. He infuriated me -1 had to speak about Cyprus, about 
Mexico, that I was tired there and did not want and did not have sex there. Roy did take care of 
me but morally he was sucking me dry, I so went to the clairvoyant who gave me salts and 
sugars to admix into his food. His smile began to look like a smile of innocent angel. And on 
Saturday, March 11, 2000,1 led him to ZAGS where we got married. It was merry! I did not 
accept it seriously; for me it was only business. I become so tired of him... He is a complete 
fool... 


“Wait a minute,” I said. “She went to whom and for what to put into my food?” 

“The word in Russian means a person that has powers to solve problems, make people do 
things and see the future.” 

“Another magic-man?” I asked derisively. 


269 



“More than someone who just delves in the arcane arts. It’s a person very common in 
Russia who provides spiritual and everyday advice, reads cards or other signs to predict the 
future and provides herbs and other natural medicines. Many Russian seek out such people to 
help them with their health, love affairs, business and what not. Your wife went to one and got 
what she called “salts and sugars” that she put in your food. There’s no other way to translate 
what it was.” 

“Probably some hocus pocus she had put on the salt and sugar for my food. What a 
darling?” But I arrogantly dismissed her actions as inconsequential. “Okay, let’s continue.” 

At the end of March in the Miss Krasnodar beauty pageant, my friend Inna was awarded 
title “Miss Charming” and “Miss Russian Radio” - all thanks to Dmitri Morozov the 
photographer who taught us girls to pose with and without clothes. My friend Alena took the first 
place. After it we had such a party. I danced sometimes with Morozov and sometimes with one 
more young man. I danced so much that I was presented with a basket of “Silver Line” perfume. 
Then, when I went to the disco “Joy”, the manager Alexey Smolin told me that he wanted me 
and that I was driving him mad. He bought a bottle of Champaign. I was near to going with him. 

Yesterday Katya and me had a nice time in disco “Orbita”. We corrupted a poor boy— 
kissed him, rubbed parts of his body while we danced, it was fun. 

My mum went yesterday, April 4 in the evening to St. Petersburg. My God, help her! I 
got Roy to use his driver to take her from one train station in Moscow to another. While she was 
gone I got acquainted with Arsen whom I brought over to my flat. He is tall and looked like a 
good monster from a tale. We spent two days in my flat but then I tired of him sexually. I began 
to step aside from him. 

God be praised, Arsen finally stopped calling me up. I was cold when I spoke to him last. 
He could not even help me tune my TV aerial and began himself to speak sarcastically about my 
stoutness. 

What I had with Volodya! He took keys from Vadik. It was an old, badly groomed flat 
where Vadik’s mother recently hung herself. We had some wine and made love. We have done 
this many times before. Afterwards he had a rest and I was cooling. He is good at making love. 
We had it twice and the second time he even did not prepare. I did not come. He was preparing 
in an interesting way. It is strange, but I cannot finish unless I have a real man. He wanted me to 
make blowjob, but I can’t. For the past 1.5 years, I have been masturbating my customers nearly 
everyday and to have that in my mouth, I cannot. Roy will never understand my not making 
blowjob, because he is a man. 

“This all happened after you were married, right? Igor asked. 
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“You’ve got it, about three weeks after the wedding. Ha! She couldn’t come to Moscow 
because her eye doctor didn’t want her to become excited from having sex or partying. What a 
low-life lying tart. Let’s continue.” 

Roy wrote to me a letter saying how it was difficult for him to be alone. Frankly 
speaking, I cannot imagine what I will do with him in Moscow. Listen to his philosophy? To 
wash, to clean and to cook? And leave my mother all alone. And if somebody recognizes me and 
says something to him than all my work might be lost. If I loved him then maybe. I was 
infuriated by his words that I consider him just a good customer. I am so tired of his sixth sense. 

I told him I thought of him as boy friend since our second date. He is such son of a bitch, I was 
so angry with him. I believe that we have to discuss our relations so I can make him less 
suspicious. On the one hand, I would like that we remained friends, but he would not hinder my 
meetings with friends and I would give freedom to him. My God, give me wisdom!!! 

For 2 weeks I have been running from 30 minutes up to 1 hour. 

“No exercise was another of her doctor’s so-called orders for her three month recovery 
that apparently took only a couple of weeks.” I interjected 

We gave interview about my eye correction for television. I described how many 
problems I had with bad eyesight. I spoke about transport, acquaintances, inconvenience of 
glasses, lenses irritate eyes. I had doubts before operation but now I am happy and I don’t want 
even to think about glasses except for sunglasses. It is so wonderful to see the world with your 
own eyes! My interview will be broadcasted next Sunday, in the program “Accent”. 

It took a long time to make my second passport, because there was conducted an 
investigation from Maikop where I use to live. But thanks to God, I have now 2 passports. May 
be I will go for a week to Mexico and meet Alfredo to earn some money. But I need a good 
reason for Roy. It is dangerous, but I will see. 

“Looks like my darling wife began planning a secret trip to Mexico after our engagement 
but before the marriage.” I again interrupted. 

Katya and me went to discos. In “Joy” there was “Hit FM”, nice music. Last time some 
boys wanted to get acquainted with us, but they did not succeed, because we sat to a taxi 
accompanied by gangsters. I tried to seduce Alexey Smolin, to get him or anyone to help me 
renovate the ceiling in my flat but without success. 

Katya fell ill high temperature and no voice. I had to put keys to Natasha’s flat in post 
box. I hope that everything will be all right, because I keep there all my secret things with my 
girl friend. 

Alfredo called and I told him everything about Roy, about my plans. He accepted it with 
understanding. 

My God give me wisdom, forces and patience, teach us and help us! My God, bless us!!! 
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Now I knew why Angel wanted to stay in Krasnodar rather than go on a honeymoon or 
live with me in Moscow—to party and whore around. 

April 20, 2000 

Now I am coming back from Moscow and my visit to Roy. I was intended not to take 
money from Roy in order to prove him that I do not treat him as a customer. When I arrived, he 
met me with pink roses, 11 flowers. I went to the church and immediately began menstruation - 
on Wednesday. That should keep him away. I ran along riverside. On April 181 made a record - 
I ran for 1 hour and 10 minutes and covered approximately 9 km. I went to casting to “Vidi 
Vinci” for strip tease. Natasha Gubina liked me. She phoned to me a few times, I agreed and 
allowed to include me into database which cost to me $50.1 want to recompense this money. 

It was warm in Moscow. I bought for myself lacquered shoes; it cost 25 dollars and 20 
rubles, I bought as well two blouses, make-up, a pencil, and icons of angel to protect me. Roy 
presented to me a pot with flowers and in the evening he presented as well yellow and red tulips. 

I had casting at Jabrail’s. He promised to me striptease, but I think he lied to me. 

On Thursday we went to a disco. First we went to “Hippopotamus”, but it was closed. 

We wanted to go to another one, but Roy refused. He spends $100 for a dinner but his greediness 
does not allow him to spend $3 for a disco. We went to a disco in Tverskaya Street. There were 
few people but I had fun. 

On Thursday we went to “Hippopotamus”. For an hour and a half I had been studying 
Latin American dances that they were teaching there. It was marvelous! But at 1 o’clock in the 
night Roy got tired and we left. He is a bore. 

On Friday we went to Leo’s party. There were more girls than boys. I persuaded girls to 
go to Mexico. Leo said that Salvador felt offended with me, because I had love affair with 
Alfonso, I abandon him and he informed police. It is foolish. Leo simply feared that I can leave 
him and work for myself. I had to lie that I borrowed from Roy $10,000 because I lost $7,000 
from my Mexico money so I could not pay Leo $1400 commission. I will try to cooperate with 
him - look for girls ready to work in Mexico. Each girl will pay to me 100 dollars a month. My 
God, bless me!!! 

Then Roy and I went to “Country bar”. There we saw a girl, his friend, Maria from 
England and her Moscow boy friend. She is pregnant from him. At first she didn’t like me but I 
remember Roy saying she was religious so I talked about God and won her over. Then we went 
to another place - there it was all the same. Some foreigners were looking at me. 

On Sunday I made Roy take me to club “Dolls”. Entrance fee is 50 dollars per person. 
Girls are nice, but table dance costs 50 dollars and private striptease with more costs $100. Roy 
was shocked by prices. I told girls about dancing in Cyprus and Mexico. Thank goodness Roy 
does not understand Russian. Then we went to RADISSON to a dance show. It was an excellent 
show and it continued for 1 hour. Praise to God, Roy did ask about my former life. The salts and 
sugars still work but his intuition caused him to say that I was cunning. I burst into tears and 
agreed that I was the worst, the most cunning etc. My tears worked. Roy began to sooth me. He 
said that he wanted to be nearer to me. For the first time he came in me. Oh, my God, whom I 
allowed to do it, I must have been drunk! 

What will happen if I will not receive a visa to America? I will go - with Leo’s help - to 
Greece or to Venezuela and forget about Mr. Hollander. In June I am sure to go somewhere! 
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My God, give us wisdom, forces and patience! My God, bless me!!! 

“Well, my wife clearly keeps her options open,” I remarked. 

May 19, 2000 

Angel’s entry started with “Now I am sitting in the airport and wait departure for 
Moscow.” 

As Igor continued translating, I wondered what Angel was doing in an airport on 19 May 
2000 heading to Moscow? That was the Friday she originally planned to visit her Grozny friend 
in Kannevskaya village outside Krasnodar, but, as she said, she postponed her visit until 
Saturday, May 20, to make some money handing out samples. Why would Angel fly to Moscow 
on Friday, back to Krasnodar to hand out samples on Saturday, the day she called to tell me 
about the delay in visiting her friend, then take a bus to Kannevskaya, a town that lacked 
telephones? Something was up. 

On April 29 there was a show in dramatic theater. I was so glad to see my acquaintances. 
A good show, it lasted for approximately 3 hours. There were 50 models participating in the 
show. There were no free places in auditorium. That night my mum and me met Easter. We were 
inside church. During procession we were nearly knocked down by crowd. Nevertheless, it was 
wonderful! 

My old boy friend’s mother had never phoned to me. She has now other interest for her 

son. 

Katya and me walked. It was raining; the weather was cool. We went to club “Samson- 
16”. My former boyfriend, Alexei, was there with his girl; he always takes her along. In the 
break he disappeared without leaving a trace. He is scared of me. On the way from disco Katya 
got acquainted with Andrei in white Mercedes. I went with Andrei and Katya to the same place I 
tried to seduce Alexey Smolin. When Andrei made me ready for sex and I said I was ready, it 
turned out that what Andrei wanted was a surprise. He wanted sex with Katya and me at the 
same time. My friend Katya was against this and this upset Andrei and Andrei was left with 
nothing. 

So that’s why I couldn’t reach Angel over Easter—figures. 

Ma went away and this time I did not bring anybody home with me although I wish I had. 
So I came to Volodya. I told him that I want to go to a picnic out of the city and play. He began 
to refuse; he said that he had already gone out of the city with Vadik. I insisted and he admitted 
that he is married, he has a child, two years old, and he had married in 1998. His wife is from 
Kazakhstan but she is Russian. He lied, he wanted me and all the times we had sex he continued 
to lie. I was shocked. 
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My “husband” Hollander called Alfredo up. When Alfredo told me about it I wanted to 
reject everything. Just on that very day I passed money for visa to Italy. Roy felt why on that 
very day... He said that he was my husband and he wanted to marry me (but we are already 
married - probably, he wanted something more serious). He began to ask Alfredo about our 
relations. Alfredo did not answer, instead he called me up and we agreed that Azul was whom 
Alfredo wanted. Roy asked him how long Alfredo stayed with me in December; what was 
between us in Mexico and in Moscow. We agreed that Alfredo escorted me in my trips around 
Mexico, because he fell in love with Azul and they took me with them. Alfredo said that I was 
only a good friend of his. He was in Moscow for 1 day and half of that day he spent with me 
cashing the travelers’ checks and taking money off of debit card so I had all the money I earned 
in Mexico. 

I was right about that fat Mexican lying to me that he and Angel were only good friends 
and the two scheming to deceive me. At least not all my facilities had failed me in Russia, and I 
assumed her visa to Italy was to go dance in Smolin’s ballet that she auditioned for back in 
March. 


As usual in the Moscow airport there is something interesting. I had problems connected 
with a strange signature in my second passport. I spent the night not bad. I spoke to Dima who 
works in the circus and lived in Japan and in Italy. God send happiness to him. I phoned up to 
Hollander to explain I would not be home for his call on Monday because I was now on my way 
to the village two days late. He was suspicious and asked what kind of promotion, the name of 
the product, what exactly I had done. I just said the usual and would explain all details when I 
saw him. Then he asked how I could go to the train for Moscow and the visa interview without 
picking up things at my flat. This I expected and said I would bring all things with me to village. 

I think he is fooled. What will be with Hollander, with visa... 

Praise to God, on May 20 I came to Milan. 

“Milan!” I interrupted Igor. “What the hell is she doing there? She was supposed to be 
at Kannevskaya. So that’s what the Italy visa was for.” 

“Shall we continue? Igor asked. 

“Definitely!” 

The man in customs was a fool but I had a ticket and I did not fear. He spoke a little 
Spanish. He asked: “What for did you come?” That is not any damned business of his. Alfredo 
met me and we went to “Lloyd” hotel. He was so happy. He gifted to me small diamond golden 
ring—the first man in my life to gift me diamonds. He presented me earrings and a chain. I gifted 
to him my portrait, caviar and sweets. We made love. In a few minutes I came. 

We went for a walk in Milan, talked to each other. The next day we went to Florence. It 
took three hours - we went by a speed train. In Florence we visited museums. There Alfredo 
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gifted to me golden earrings and a golden ring with a garnet. When we went to Florence the train 
was practically empty and we touched each other, giving a start if somebody was passing by. We 
returned in the evening, approximately at midnight. We were tired but we went to a disco where 
they played Latin American dances. I danced so good that a few girls began to dance with us. 

The next day (May 22) in the morning we went to agencies for lap dancers but none of 
them was interested in me: they wanted another kind of girls - dark-haired and swarthy. It means 
that this is not mine. Then we went to Venice. On the way Alfredo was kissing me telling me he 
wants me. He was obsessed that I was taking advantage of him—wanted him only for money. 

We sailed along channel in a little steamer. Then we went to a square where there was a church. 
We were there only for four hours but it was marvelous. Alfredo kissed me, told me that he 
wanted me, embraced me. Roy never behaves like that - he always fears something. He fears that 
I will take his money and he is always tensed. Having come back we went to a nightclub where 
the girls sell sex. There were a lot of Russian girls, and we chose one for one drink - 25 dollars. 
Alfredo danced with a girl and then he went away to the private room with her. I pretended to be 
jealous and he made excuses to me. But after it we had a storm of a night. I could not finish for a 
long time but he took the first position - when I was lying on the back and my legs were raised 
in vertical position. Yes and also the drops I took worked and I finished. I performed oral sex on 
him. We slept only three hours in the night. Previous night he did not allow me to sleep - 
touched, caressed. And in the morning I again finished quickly. And he is so happy when I 
finish. A wonder! And Roy is simply a fool. After it I can hardly expect that I will want him! 

Alfredo paid me $600 and wanted to give $100 more, but I refused. My God, send to him 
health and happiness! In the street a woman asked him to buy her an ice-cream and he did it! A 
man at the station asked to give him some money - he had not sum sufficient to buy a ticket - 
and Alfredo gave money to him. This is what I call humanity. Alfredo has a very generous soul 
and heart. My God, send to him all the best!!! 

And now it is very important to me to extinguish all evidence. I closed package with 
adhesive tape and tried to hide gold and money. I hope so Roy did not leam anything. Amen! 

I thank you my God for everything; bless me! 

Igor looked at me and said, “I’m sorry.” 

“So am I, so am I.” 

Once again a man is felled by the archetype of the twisted, treacherous soul marked by 
the prettiest of faces and pretending to be lost and helpless so a man will want to save her. 
Angel’s latest but worst deception was now clear. She used her second passport to meet Alfredo 
in Italy in order to keep the customs’ stamp out of her original passport because I would need to 
show it to INS during her visa interview. She must have applied for the second passport around 
the same time she sent me the Valentine Day’s card of love, flowers and inveigling me to have 
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clean feelings for her. “Clean feelings,” what a hypocrite! Tricks, lies, deception, they’re meat 
and drink to her. 

In April and May while she planned her Italian assignation and committed adultery with 
one guy after another she sent me cards in which she proclaimed, “My love husband! I’m so 
miss on you, but I must help my mother. I send you this picture of spring flowers from all my 
heart. I kiss and hold you. You present me the best moments of my life and with special love. 
Your wife.” What a mistress of deceit! The story about visiting her friend in Kannevskaya was 
the cover with the Saturday May 20 th telephone call coming from the Moscow airport while she 
waited for her flight to Italy. Her original cover was probably that stuff she told me before our 
wedding in March about going to Italy to dance at the end of May. For some reason she 
discarded that one but over the months she maintained a cool pose while waiting to pull off her 
coup. 

What a revolting development this was: my wife of three months rendezvousing with a 
fat, middle-aged creep from Mexico. I knew there was a reason why I always hated Mexico. 
Apparently time didn’t flow like a stream in one direction but was more of a swirling gas that 
could make the future a cause of the past. 

When my roller coaster ride hit bottom, the anger came—time to get this slut out of my 
life and teach her a lesson injustice. 

“Well, it’s over,” I said to Igor as we parted. 

“That is best. Bad girls like her are a disgrace. They’ll drag you down because they are 
no good.” 

“You’re right Igor. Thanks for the help.” 

Cathy’s Clown 
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I walked back to my apartment on Kutuzovsky Prospect outraged and set on retribution. 
My plan consisted of showing Leo the section of Angel’s diary where she described cheating 
him out of $ 1400—not a small sum in Russia. Knowing Leo, he would intimidate her into 
paying and then stop doing business with her because she didn’t swindle a little—like all his 
girls—but a lot. Handing over the money would hit Angel where it hurt—in her avarice and, 
especially, her ego. She fed her arrogance with victories gained by a win-at-any-cost attitude. 
She ignored all the rules, but like all cheats, whenever she lost, even a minor engagement, she 
crumbled and pleaded for what she never showed others—mercy. The ending of her business 
relations with Leo would also block her alternative plan to work in Venezuela or Greece and 
leave her scrambling to find another agent to provide visas and club contacts outside of Russia. 
Naturally the marriage was over, and since I had her visa documents needed for entry into 
America, she wasn’t going there. When I walked into my apartment, I declared to Carol and 
Thelma I was going to get divorced and brought them up to date on the latest from my wife’s 
diary. When I told them about my plans for vengeance, they surprisingly argued against it. 

“Why not? She deserves it. Don’t you believe injustice?” I said. 

Thelma said, “I don’t think it’s a good idea. It will get you nowhere. It will just come 
back and hurt you. You only torture yourself by walking around with your anger for her. Your 
anger doesn’t hurt her—it hurts you. Just let her go and chalk it up to an experience.” 

“Yea, Roy,” as Carol joined in, “You don’t want justice, you want revenge and that will 
consume you while she’s out doing what she wants and making her way in the world. She’s like 
the aliens in the movie Independence Day except she goes from man to man taking what she can 
get and moves on.” 

“She should be stopped then, or taught that if she keeps it up, she’ll pay.” 
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“But she is still a human being and like all people, a mixture of good and bad.” 

Her statement struck a chord of understanding and some relief, but it wasn’t in the Roy I 
knew and alien words came out of my mouth, “You’re right! She’s both good and evil.” 

“People like this are their own torture,” Carol continued. “You think she doesn’t feel 
pain everyday for what she does?” 

“I didn’t see any of that in her dairy,” I replied. 

“Believe me, she does. How could any human not?” 

Thelma than said, “I had the same situation with my ex-husband. He went out with other 
women, so I left him, but then he came back and begged that I forgive him, promising he would 
change, so I gave him another chance. For a while he remained faithful, then he started playing 
around again. He just couldn’t help himself, and I learned that people don’t change and you 
can’t make them change. It’s best to stay away from them; just let them go their way and God 
will deal with them in his own way. You should forget her and move on with your life.” 

Normally any appeals to God I dismissed as irrelevant and a mere manifestation of 
wishful thinking. Generally, religion held as much credence for me as magic. But these weren’t 
normal times for me. Metaphysical realities of good and evil kept breaking through my shields 
of reason, swamping me in a sea of confusion. The belief system I used for making decisions 
short-circuited. I was helpless to stop the anarchy sweeping up from my unconscious to rend my 
logic. I couldn’t stop myself from doing fundamentally stupid things and listening to others who 
knew less because I no longer felt confident to make decisions. Somehow the words of these 
ladies swayed me more quickly than I thought possible. Maybe because their growing up in 
Jamaica made them more attuned to dealing with the basic demons of nature that haunted me in 
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Russia. To my surprise and contrary to my long held beliefs about justice, I decided not to seek 
retribution and immediately felt somewhat relieved. 

In the evening, my friends and I went to see Maria sing with her band. Maria and Angel 
had grown close primarily through their talk about God. Angel professed a literal belief, as did 
Maria. When I told Maria the truth about Angel, her soul rocked back in shock, her face 
convulsed into the anguish of having a knife sunk into her heart by someone she trusted. Seeing 
her reaction, I wished I hadn’t told her. I never imagined she would take it so hard. Angel’s glib 
words and uncanny knack to assume the persona that caused another person to open their heart to 
her claimed another victim. The illusion and reality were so diametrically opposite that Maria 
looked even more upset than me while her Russian boyfriend didn’t seem surprised at all. He 
advised I just move on and forget about her. 

Sunday morning June 11 th , the three-month anniversary of my marriage, I lay awake in 
bed sensing trouble. I felt an evil presence surrounding me; the continuing metaphysical 
manifestations from Angel living in my apartment were trying to control me by befuddling my 
thinking, sapping my will. I finally accepted that magic worked, at least in Russia, as I watched 
it inexorably drag me into a malevolent maelstrom. Her magic created a fog of apathy and fear 
in my mind while erecting unexpected obstacles to any saving course of action—the trap kept 
closing tighter. Carol showed me my horoscope from the paper: 

The more you think about a complex matter, the more uncomfortable you become. It 
doesn’t matter how many angles you try to view it from or how many inventive ideas you try to 
come up with. You just can’t seem to reconcile a need with the circumstance you are in. 

But I wasn’t dead yet. Angel’s magic was not all-powerful; otherwise, I never would 
have found her diary. As with any human being, the magic practitioner can’t foresee every 
occurrence that might interfere with her plans. Angel couldn’t predict my friends’ visit. I sensed 
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their roots in Jamaica and their Christian beliefs were keeping Angel’s baleful magic at bay as 
long as they stayed with me in Moscow, but their flight back to London left the next day. Then I 
saw my escape—go to London with them. I told them my plan, and they said I could stay with 
them for a few days until they flew to New York where Carol needed to go on business. My 
escape route from the Dark Angel became clear—London and then New York, all the time in the 
protective company of my Jamaican friends. I reasoned that once in America, the Dark Angel’s 
primitive earth powers would fail against the bulwark of the world’s most modem and 
enlightened society. I bought a ticket and packed my bags. What I couldn’t fit, such as blankets, 
furniture and a boom box, I gave to the orphanage where Maria worked and said goodbye to the 
insanity of Russia. 

When we arrived at Heathrow in London, I bumped into Kroll’s Chief of European and 
Middle Eastern operations. He always treated the people in Moscow decently, unlike my former 
boss, the lesbian Tiedemann. When I ran into him, I was planning on exposing the incompetence 
and criminal activities of Tiedemann to the president of the Blackstone Group that recently took 
over Kroll. But having relinquished my desire for justice against one female, I reprieve the 
lesbian as well. None of these acts fit my nature as I remembered it before Russia, but now 
magnanimity made me feel like the member of a cult doing what the cult wanted. 

On our way out of the airport, I pointed to the Concord parked on the runway. 

Carol asked, “What’s special about the Concord.” 

“It’s the fastest passenger jet made. It flies so high that it skirts outer space.” 

Carol looked at me with surprise and said, “Your whole face just lighted up and your 
eyes widened when you said that. I never saw you look like that before.” And then I knew that 
my childhood dream of space travel was the direction I should have pursued all my life. Maybe 
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not as the astronaut I wanted to be but working in the field of space flight was clearly my first 
best destiny. Why didn’t I understand that sooner? How did I forget what I knew as a child? 
But I didn’t forget. All my life different experiences kept reminding me of my desire to explore 
the heavens through physics and space exploration, but at each opportunity I turned my back on 
my dreams. Was I so afraid of disaster resulting from the pursuit of something I loved? Did I 
fear that once I reached my dream, reality would show me the disappointing truth, as it did with 
Angel, and the dream would evaporate forever? Nothing made sense anymore. 

Late one night in my friends’ apartment, I told Carol about the time Angel took me to a 
black magic-man just before I proposed to her. 

“You’re kidding?” she said. “Why didn’t you run out of there when you saw the black 
clothe on the table?” 

“Because I didn’t believe in any of that witchcraft stuff, and it seemed important to 
Angel, so I figured what’s the big deal.” 

“The big deal is you ended up marrying a Russian slut whom I now see would just as 
soon cut your throat if she thought it would make her money. Face it; she’d follow a dollar to 
hell!” 

“Probably.” 

“What’s with you white boys always letting your girlfriends make chumps of you?” 

“It must be in our genes.” 

“Where’s the picture of you that the guy cast a spell on?” 

I pulled it out of my suitcase and showed it to her. 

“I know what to do with this. We’re going to burn it, which is what should happen to 
that witch Angel.” So on a dreary, rainy midnight in an upscale London apartment a young 
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Jamaican lady with an MBA and a middle-aged American lawyer, also with an MBA, ritually 
burned a photograph that a ruthless Russian witch used to marshal unknown forces of the 
universe to marry the lawyer so he would bring her to New York where she could make lots of 
money as a lap dancer. 

Soon after waking the next morning, an epiphany struck my consciousness: Walking 
around with hostility towards others cuts a person off from fully living his life and pursuing his 
destiny. All my life I saw other people, even strangers in the street, as potential enemies with 
whom conflict seemed more likely than cooperation. I understood that, except for my few 
friends, I didn’t like people because they scared me; and when someone is afraid, he hates others 
for causing him the humiliation and himself for allowing it. But where did this ever-present fear 
come from—my genes or the way my mother raised me? I opted for the culpability of my 
mother with some assistance from my father. Both of them were Nazis in the sense that they felt 
superior to others and believed themselves the sole possessors of the truth concerning any topic. 
In reality, they were scared little people without the courage or self-respect to say what they 
believed. Like Angel, they knew what was right; they just conveniently let it slip their 
conscience. For them every word, every act served their material desires or conformed to 
accepted beliefs of the small narrow-minded suburban town in which I grew up. The best advice 
their cowardice permitted them to articulate were the insincere admonitions of platitudes they 
hypocritically failed to follow in their own lives. Naturally the fear and trembling that ran their 
lives festered in me a view of the world as unfriendly, manipulative and hostile. 

At birth, a child’s brain contains virtually all the synapses, the switching centers for 
thoughts that a child will need throughout life. The newborn infant, however, lacks many of the 
connections between the synapses called dendrites. These dendrites are needed in order for 
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thoughts to flow through the brain from synapse to synapse. Most dendrites form in the child’s 
brain from birth until the age of ten, as though constructing a superhighway system. The 
arrangements of the dendrites significantly depend on the child’s environment, and a particular 
configuration apparently determines the child’s behavior in a certain situation. The route that an 
electrical impulse takes through the brain can be analogized to a thought, so the thought depends 
on the route and the route depends on the roads it can take or how the dendrites are arranged. 
Where the dendrites are organized in a manner that allow thoughts that match the reality of a 
particular social order, than the person should function well within that society because his 
analysis of any situation will reflect reality and enable him to take effective action. 

Another way to understand the crucial importance of the network of dendrites on a 
person’s ability to function within a particular social order is to consider the arrangement of 
dendrites as the brain’s program. When the body’s five senses transmit messages to the brain, 
the program, or particular arrangement of dendrites, provides an interpretation as to the meaning 
of an event in the external society. The interpretation—whether verbal or emotional, which is 
the language of the unconscious—provides a person’s conscious with an understanding or sense 
on which the person can decide a course of action. A functional program provides a person with 
an accurate interpretation and, therefore, effective action; whereas, a dysfunctional program 
presents a situation that does not exist, so the resulting course of action has no effect or just 
creates difficulties. For example, many times I wrongly interpreted a girl’s look as an invitation 
when, in fact, it was only a tease to build her ego by tricking me into hitting on her. 
Consequently, because of significantly different upbringing and slightly different genetic 
material, some individuals are better able to draw the right conclusions about the world around 
them and act accordingly. 
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Lying in bed, my analysis seemed to make sense. The reason for the great success of the 
human species was its adaptability, which was made possible because the brains of its young 
where still partially unformed at birth. As a result, a human child bom into anyone of different 
social orders: tribal, feudal, dictatorial, democratic or other, could adapt immediately given a 
local environment that accurately mimicked the society as a whole. For instance, American 
parents used to teach their children in words and by example that honesty was the best policy. 
Such conduct created a set of dendrites that allowed one person to rely on the word of another. 
This one simple concept programmed into most Americans enabled many people to assume that 
when another American gave his word, the odds were he would keep it. The former chainnan of 
one of the Big Five accounting firms once said that his most valuable asset was his word. 
Keeping his word allowed others to rely on his promises and vice versa, which streamlined 
business transactions and provided a basis of certainty for future actions. America, however, has 
changed with the win at all cost zealotry of the political correctionalists. The PCers believe that 
only they know the truth and what is right, so whatever unethical or intolerant means they use is 
justified. That naturally requires a different strategy and set of dendrites to function successfully. 
Dishonesty is now the best policy in America, as it has always been in Russia. 

Of a child’s two parents, usually the mother exercises the most influence on the offspring, 
at least during the formative years, so the success or failure of an individual within a certain 
social system largely depends on her. The mother essentially transfers her dendrite structure 
onto the child by her behavior and words. A dysfunctional mother will probably yield a 
dysfunctional child. For me, my mother exercised the greatest influence during my childhood. 
Her unpredictable hysterics, narcissism, deviousness, cruelty and cold heartedness disposed me 
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to fearing most people but, ironically, not her or someone like her, such as my wife. With either 
of them, I felt right at home. 

My epiphany on that day in London evaporated for a time my ever-present fear that 
manifested itself in hostility to people. But I didn’t understand why this realization occurred 
now, so late in life. Perhaps taking my friends’ advice to forgo retribution against Angel or the 
burning of my picture on which she had a spell cast or my escape from Russia, a country steeped 
in the dark underworld forces of a more primitive time, dragged from my unconscious 
enlightenment that no logic could convince me of believing. 

Feeling no malice toward any man, women or witch, I decided the proper thing to do was 
write Angel a letter telling her the marriage, if one could call it that, was over and why. I was 
sure her contingency plan to go to Greece or Venezuela would kick in the moment I turned up 
absent from Moscow. No sentiment held her back when it came to business and money, but my 
own sense of fair play required I send the letter. I started with the usual opening lines that 
developed into a habit whenever I telephoned her. She often teased me about those lines by 
saying she knew who it was by my voice, although she sounded strangely appreciative of my 
inquiring into her well being as though she thought nobody cared, or was that just another of her 
feints: 


June 13, 2000 

Hello Angel. 

It is Roy. 

How are you? 

Perhaps if I had opened my heart more and been more loving, we would still be together. 
But I do not think that whatever I said, whatever I did, whatever misunderstandings we had— 
none of those mistakes justified what you did to hann me from the beginning of March to Milan. 

But I will always be thankful to the universe, for as long as I live, for bringing me, for a 
little while, a Good Angel and a Fallen Angel in one person. Your words as the Good Angel 
coupled with your actions as the Fallen Angel gave me a revelation. If a person goes through life 
with hate in his heart for other people, then he creates his own prison of self-torment from which 
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he will fail to see the beauty of life. I deeply thank you for that understanding and, as a result, I 
sincerely, from my heart, forgive you. 

You once said that love meant trust and respect. I trust and respect the Good Angel, I 
always did, but given what I know now, I could never trust nor respect the Fallen Angel. 

Sometime in the future, three little words will become more important than “I love you”. 
Those words will be “Let me help”. I tried the best I could to help you reach your dreams, but 
the Fallen Angel was too powerful for me. 

I honestly hope your dreams still come true. Don’t give up; you will make it, if you 
sincerely respect people. 

Goodbye my dear one. 

I sent the letter by one-day delivery, and the next day flew back to New York City on the 
same flight as Carol and Thelma using what protection they could provide me against the reach 
of the Dark Angel’s magic. I planned to go back to college to study physics and spend the 
remainder of my life exploring the secrets of the universe. But only a fool makes any kind of 
allowance for hope and happy endings. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 2 

You Keep Me Hanging On 

As soon as I walked into my apartment in New York City, my phone rang. I knew it 
was Angel, but I wasn’t playing her game anymore—I didn’t answer. Her soft and 
wheedling voice wasn’t manipulating me anymore; besides, I didn’t want her to know my 
whereabouts for fear that her satanic magic might be able to reach me even in America. I 
still believed magic limited to Russia but I wanted to err on the safe side after her witchcraft 
and duplicity played me for such a sap. Throughout the day, the phone rang periodically but 
by early evening stopped because in Krasnodar it was the middle of the night—time for her 
nocturnal activities. I don’t know why I didn’t disconnect my telephone. Maybe I enjoyed 
knowing that with each ring she suffered as she watched her golden opportunity of traveling 
to America evaporate for unknown reasons. 

The next day, I called my American lawyer in Moscow to see how I could get out of 
this marriage and keep her from entering the U.S. 

“Who has the visa?” He asked. 

“I do.” 

“Without the visa, she will never get into America. But just to make sure she doesn’t 
pull a fast one by claiming to have lost it, I suggest you write a letter to INS at the Embassy 
saying that she married you solely to go to America, and that you are now in the process of 
getting a divorce. Send them a copy of her dairy as well. The quickest and least expensive 
way to divorce or get an annulment in Russia requires both of you to agree to it. If she 
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agrees then the two of you need to go back to ZAGS in Krasnodar to sign a document and 
two months later—freedom. 

“What if she doesn’t agree?” 

“Then it could theoretically drag on for an eternity without any clear cut resolution. 
Unfortunately, the way Russian civil procedure works, she can prevent any final hearing by 
just failing to show up—time after time, after time. Eventually you can get a default verdict 
in your favor, but that’s after spending all the time and money waiting for her not to show. 
And a default is open to all sorts of challenges on the basis of her absence, even though 
she’s the one who failed to show. I suggest you telephone her and ask her to agree to a 
divorce. Tell her she can’t get into the country without her visa, which you have, and that 
you will contact the Embassy to make sure she doesn’t trick them into issuing her a 
duplicate visa, which is highly unlikely anyway. With her route to America blocked, she 
should agree to a divorce to free her to find someone else to use.” 

That last part hurt but was true—Angel used me from the beginning. “I’ll give her a 
call, which is not a task I look forward to doing, but I guess I must.” 

On 15 June 2000,1 dialed her mobile. When she picked up and started talking, the 
entire lunacy started again right where I left it in Russia—sympathy for a slut, magic and 
stupidity. 

“Hello Angel,” I said without emotion. 

“Roy! Where are you? 

“South America,” I said to keep her from casting a spell on my apartment but sensed 
she knew I was back in New York. 
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“Why did you leave Russia? I look for you for three days now. What has 
happened?” Her words rushed in a torrent of apprehension. 

“Milan happened.” 

Without skipping a beat she said, “What are you talking about? I don’t hear.” 

“Milan. You kn ow it is in Italy along with Venice and Florence.” 

“You make no sense Roy. What are you talking about?” She was good. 

“I know Angel, I know about you and Alfredo in Italy.” 

“I don’t do nothing!” she said in her usual emphatic way when caught; trying to 
make her accuser doubt the truth. 

“Cut the con Angel. Before you came to Moscow, you flew to Milan, Italy, stayed at 
the Lloyds Hotel, fucked Alfredo repeatedly, gave him a blow job, traveled to Venice and 
Florence with him, all for $600, a diamond ring and other brilliants.” I didn’t mention the 
real source of my information. Let her fear that I kept watch through KrolFs F.S.B. and 
M.V.D. sources. 

Immediately, and actually sounding sincere, she said, “I very big sorry, please 
forgive me.” She begged and pleaded, “Roy give me last chance. I will try to correct 
mistake. Please give me last chance.” Damn she was real good and continued to lie, “I had 
sex with nobody else except Alfredo. I don’t make any sex in Krasnodar during our 
marriage. I tell you honestly. I tell you I was with nobody else.” 

“What about Volodya?” 

Silence. 

“What about Volodya?” I repeated. 

“I don’t know who you talk about.” 
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“The guy who took you to the apartment of Vadik’s mother, who hung herself. He 
fucked you twice. Remember him now.” Anger didn’t enter my voice because I didn’t feel 
it, just remoteness. 

More silence. 

“I don’t want to speak lies in the future. I sorry for lies what I told. I have nothing 
in Krasnodar. There is nothing here for me, please forgive me, please give me last chance.” 
Now she was dangerous, and I knew it! She continued to lie about her affairs, but her 
desperation sounded sincere and that or perhaps her magic cracked my resolve. 

“I will think about what you said and call you tomorrow.” I felt confused again and 
wanted time to think, to figure out the right thing to do. “But if I decide to continue our 
marriage and bring you to America, I expect you to live up to your earlier promises: not to 
go out with other men, not to try to trick me and no more contact with Alfredo.” 

“I agree Roy. I will wait your call,” she said in her contrite voice. 

“Goodbye.” 

“Goodbye darling,” she said in her most innocent voice. 

Once again clarity escaped me. Did she cast a spell over the telephone? Why even 
consider giving her another chance? She kept lying while claiming to tell the truth—did she 
even know the difference? I went for a walk. 

Later that day, I called my stockbroker and friend for years, Maiya Furgason, to tell 
her I was back in town. Ironically, it was through my broker, who had done business in 
Russia under the Soviets, that I found the apartment in the same building in Moscow where I 
met Angel at Leo’s “model” party the previous July. Maiya invited me to her house on the 
New Jersey shore for the weekend. I quickly accepted. I could use some sun, surf and 
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outdoors to make my decision or to escape the decision my intuition told me I already made. 
I hoped the Jersey shore, where I used to hangout in high school, would return my thinking 
to a time free from a culture straining to turn men into the paradigm of the forgiving female, 
which never existed in reality, so women could wreak their evil unopposed and unfettered. 

The Roy before Russia immediately dropped any girl who gave even the appearance 
of cheating. I never cheated on my girl friends, so I expected the same. If fidelity over 
burdened their weak, self-centered minds, then I moved on. I didn’t exist to cater to the 
irrational whims of any girl, no matter how successfully she convinced herself that royal 
blood flowed through her veins. With seven billion people in the world, over half girls, that 
left more than 3.5 billion. I figured one percent were good looking and in their athletic 
prime of 15 to 25 years old, which came to 70 million. Assuming an active sexual life of 60 
years, then each year allotted over one million girls, which worked out to over 3,100 per 
night—that was plenty for me. Actually, like most guys, I’m still working on my first night. 
Ah, but what about all the other guys out there I’m competing with—irrelevant. Girls are 
not consumable commodities such as chocolate bars. After a man eats a chocolate bar, no 
other guy is going to eat it—it’s gone. But girls are reusable like the overnight deposit 
boxes in banks. Guy after guy comes along and makes his deposit. 

From a different angle, I figured if I owned a 1957 red and white DeSoto Fireflite 
Sportsman convertible with push button drive, I wouldn’t want some other guy riding 
around in it picking up chicks. It’s my car, and it’s valuable to me, because it’s hot, and 
there are so few of them. But there are millions of hot girls. Why would a guy want to own 
anyone of them when he can rent dozens? So ownership and possessiveness of a girl makes 
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no sense. The entire concept of “ownership” of a girl comes from girls thinking they’re 
more valuable than they are—it’s the princess syndrome. 

The next day, Friday, I called Angel to tell her I hadn’t made my decision yet but 
would by Sunday. The moment I got her on the phone she jumped into a well-prepared 
monologue—this girl didn’t give up when she wanted something, but the something wasn’t 


me. 


You are only one man with whom I have serious relations. And to forgive is the 
higher moral principal. If you really love me, give me one last chance to renew my life. 
Because if you do not give me this chance, I do not have anything. I very big sorry. Only 
from 1999 do I see world. Before I had nothing. I make a lot of mistakes because I did not 
know the man. You great man, clever and wise, you taught me things. It was my mistake. I 
did not take you seriously. I thought you had wind in your head. You smart. But the more I 
like you is your heart. You very important in my life and I do not have anyone but you. 

Now we honest before each other. You not only friend, but specially love you. What you 
do for me is very important. I do not have too much experience. I make a lot of mistakes. I 
very big sorry. I feel myself very bad. I cry everyday. I have learned my lesson. I must 
respect you. All things you do, I appreciate. You were close to me. Your heart was not 
open. Before stupid mistakes, you was in my heart and stayed in my heart. All criminals in 
jail have chance to start new life. Before you, I am criminal. I ask you for a chance. I will 
try to change. Nobody wanted me to be honest before you. First man who take so serious 
honest and truth. In Russia no one wanted to be honest. Remember, I love you. You very 
important as person to me. Cannot forgive unless problem. If high intellect then forgive. I 
can change.” 

I didn’t believe much of this hooey, especially the parts about my greatness and her 
not having anything without me—she planned to go to Venezuela or Greece if her American 
visa fell through. Angel could make lots of money as a stripper anywhere in the world, but 
only in America could her dreams of legitimate stardom come true. No other country ever 
provided anyone willing to work hard and with a little luck the opportunity to reach her 
dreams. The decision I faced seemed rather simple: Do I condemn another human being to 
an existence where dreams forever remain the bitter musings of her imagination or give 
Angel the little bit of luck she never had to go for her heart’s desire. Still, I wavered, until 
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during the weekend at my broker’s house while standing on the dock in front of her house, 
Maiya said, “if you leave Angel in Russia you will always wonder whether she could have 
changed into a decent human being, and you could have saved your marriage.” That 
comment tipped the balance to bring her here, but I still wanted the chance to change my 
mind. 

Sunday June 18, 2000,1 called Angel from my broker’s and told her what I decided; 
she sounded happy even though I made clear we needed to talk more in Moscow and on that 
depended whether I brought her to America. Once in America, if she kept up her cheating 
ways, an annulment or divorce within two years after our marriage combined with her diary 
that exposed her perjury to the U.S. Embassy in order to obtain her visa should give INS 
legal grounds to deport her. But that required the U.S. government to do what was right, 
which didn’t always happen, especially given the influence of the Feminazis. Since my 
position would never be as powerful as it was before she entered America, I wanted to leave 
my options open until the last minute. We arranged to meet in Moscow. 

My Jamaican friends, Carol and Thelma, thought Angel’s spell still affected me or 
that she’d cast another spell on me in Moscow. To prevent Angel from using black magic 
on me in Moscow again, I followed the suggestion of one of Carol’s friends and visited a 
voodoo priestess from Central America who practiced only white magic. I didn’t want 
anything to do with black magic because my goal wasn’t to harm Angel but to protect me 
from her sorcery. 

The priestess Carmen worked out of her house in New Jersey doing a thriving occult 
business, which for America surprised me. After the bizarre decisions I made in Russia, I 
conceded that magic could work in a country still steeped in medieval superstitions but not 
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in modern-day U.S.A. The people waiting to see Carmen obviously disagreed. Fine, I just 
wanted to protect myself in Russia by using Carmen’s white magic to nullify Angel’s 
satanic sorcery. I didn’t want any more surprises or blatant stupidity on my part in black 
magic land. 

Carmen was in her forties, came from the Caribbean and wore a tropical dress with a 
brightly colored scarf around her hair. She walked with a limp and smoked an inexpensive 
cigar; apparently she liked them. Her office, on the second floor of her house, consisted of a 
couple of chairs and a table or altar loaded with candles, religious ornaments and pictures of 
Jesus Christ. She kept a large twisted, wooden stick beside her chair, probably in case one 
of her clients became possessed I thought. I told Carmen about Angel, handed over a 
photograph and some of Angel’s hair that I took from her brush when I last saw her in 
Moscow. Not sure why I took it—just seemed like a good idea at the time. Carmen 
muttered some words, blew smoke in front of her from the cigar and tapped the large 
wooden stick on the floor. Apparently the cigar and wooden stick had purposes I didn’t 
understand. 

In her Caribbean accent, she said, “I must drive out the evil spirits that your wife 
beset you with before we can get to work. If they remain here, they will report back to your 
wife what we are doing.” 

Carmen appeared to exert much effort in dispelling my wife’s demon helpers. I 
looked around but didn’t see or hear a thing. Cannen took out a well-used deck of tarot 
cards, shuffled them while reciting something and turned a number of them face up in the 
pattern of a cross on the altar. This altar had a white cloth on it. 
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As she began to talk, I felt transfixed with the words that flowed into me without my 
usual critical analysis. My life-long beliefs in reason and science lay dormant in the back of 
my mind while I seemed to enter a nebulous realm of intuition and subtle forces. 

“You’re saint is Elegua.” 

“Who’s that?” I asked. 

“Jesus.” 

She picked up the cards from the altar, shuffled and laid them out again. 

“You must not go back to Russia for it will mean your death! Your wife doesn’t care 
about you. She only wants you to bring her to America where she can make a lot of money 
selling her body. She has worked long and hard, using all her powers and evil spirits to trick 
you into marrying her and taking her to America. If you go to Russia and refuse to do her 
bidding, she will kill you. If you bring her to America she will turn you into her slave and 
you will be as the living dead. If you try to fight her, it will consume your life and in the 
end she will have you killed.” 

I mumbled, “She does have F.S.B. connections, which also means criminal contacts, 
and the going rate to kill someone in Russia is only $2000 for a Russian and $5000 for a 
foreigner. She’d probably throw in some sex to reduce the price. She has the means, and I 
wouldn’t put it pass her.” 

“Hiring someone isn’t her only way. I can feel her evil,” Cannen shuttered as she 
said this. “Her power is very strong against men and her determination set to live the 
glamorous life. She could kill you as she would a bug. She doesn’t need someone else to do 
it because she can kill you with her magic or put something in your food.” 
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“She already did,” and I told Carmen about her putting “salts and sugars” in my food 
before the wedding. 

“You must get away from her for good. It is very dangerous for you to be around 

her.” 

Carmen’s warnings caused me to grin inside with excitement. Now here was a 
challenge—my intellect versus the magic of a Russian she-devil. What a struggle between 
the enlightened and primitive forces. How could I turn my back on this? Here was danger 
cutting across the physical, intellectual, emotional and metaphysical realms—what a battle it 
would be! If I won, I had a good story to tell; if I lost, then I would be dead—so what? I 
never liked my life anyway. Not to have been bom was passed all prizing best. I knew then 
I would bring Angel back to America to plant my flag for ego, truth and right. 

Carmen continued, “Your wife decided when she was 16 that her goal in life was to 
make money off of men by using her looks, body and the mask of a pleasing personality. 

She believes she can get anything she wants with her beauty and lies. For her that is why 
God gave her a pretty face and will protect her soul from the dark forces she calls on to help 
her. She hates men bitterly and has created in herself a machine for destroying them. The 
way she makes money helps her achieve vengeance against men by making them fall in love 
with, lust after or feel sympathetic to her. She exploits those feelings for money and uses 
them to cause men pain. Romance is for strengthening her bank account. As a teenager, she 
promised herself not to be a good girl but a user of men. Her false personality 
communicates a childish innocence and naivete that masks a cold-hearted ruthlessness. She 
intends men emotional, physical and spiritual harm.” 
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That explained why the photograph of Angel as a teenager showed such a mean and 


nasty girl—the real Angel. It also explained her pantomime while demonstrating a lap 
dance to me in my apartment, where she used both hands to simulate a gun, shooting me and 
then arrogantly blowing away the smoke from the make believe barrel. 

“All along your wife tricked you into believing she was a decent person who got a 
raw deal so that you would feel sorry for her, forgive her and use your time and money to 
help get her to America. By demanding that you acted decently toward her, she was able to 
succeed by being indecent. You are just another customer to her. The most important thing 
to your wife is money, which is why she pretends to show so much concern over saving a 
man money. She believes it will help win her way into his heart so as to allow her to trick 
much more from him over time.” 

All of Angel’s haggling over carfare and the cheap tickets for the train to Sochi went 
through my head. 

“Your wife would rather have girls, but she needs men for money and to exercise 
feminine power, which doesn’t work with girls. She has a girl friend for a lover who is tall, 
with black hair.” 

“You’re right, at least it makes sense. When I was in Krasnodar for my wedding, 
Angel kept going upstairs to visit her friend Natasha for hours at a time. Recently, one of 
Angel’s friends told me Natasha was a model—tall with black hair.” 

“Girls like these always prefer women. I want you to realize that your wife is not 
stupid. She is very clever and cunning. She understands both the physical and spiritual 
world, which you don’t, but she lacks any feeling of social and moral obligations—that 
makes her extremely dangerous. She will do things you wouldn’t imagine, no matter how 
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filthy to her soul just to get money. She firmly believes the ends justify the means and that 
her prayers to God will always bring forgiveness, but God is not fooled so easily. The only 
reason you didn’t completely succumb to her powers is because you have a guardian angel 
protecting you.” 

That caused an ironic smile as I remembered Angel saying the same thing while 
reading my palm on our first date at the Park of Victory in Moscow. Like an idiot, I 
assumed then that Angel was my guardian, which was why I immediately started calling her 
“Angel”. 

“I know it isn’t my wife, so who is it?” I asked Cannen. 

“Your guardian angel is your mother.” 

“That’s impossible! My mother was a mean spirited, nasty person who thought only 
about herself.” I blurted out with intense bitterness. “She’s dead, thank goodness, so I guess 
she qualifies for a spirit, but if there is a heaven and hell, she’s in one of the lower circles of 
Dante’s Inferno—at least I hope so. She never cared enough to help anyone but herself. 

She was a phony who pretended to be the proverbial innocent victim to get others to feel 
sorry for her, so she could ruthlessly used them for her own ends. She didn’t care whose 
lives she ruined, not her sons, no one, so long as they served her interests. Any sacrifice she 
tricked others into was fine with her. She valued money as much as my wife does. On my 
first date with Angel, she found a kopeck lying in the street and picked it up with glee. My 
mother did the same for pennies. On more than one occasion as a kid, mother refused to 
take me to the doctor for fractured bones I got from playing sports. Finally, after days of 
delay, other adults hauled me off for medical help when they saw the pain I was in. Once I 
had a fractured wrist and didn’t make it to a doctor for a week until I collapsed from the pain 
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in gym class. And it wasn’t because we couldn’t afford a doctor. Our family had two cars 
and a Catskill vacation home. It was because every penny mother saved out of the 
household budget went into her bank account.” 

“My mother thought more about money and appearances than anything else. I 
doubted her ever capable of loving anyone. At least, I never heard that word from her. 

When I was eleven, after taking me to the cheery movie On the Beach, she walked me over 
to the town soda fountain—very strange I thought, since she never did this before. While 
eating my ice cream sundae, she told me she was thinking of getting a divorce because the 
only reason she married my father was that he could provide her with a better life style than 
some other guy she was dating at the time. From the age of five or six until I was a 
teenager, she often hollered at me that she should have listened to my father and never had 
me. She finally stopped saying that when I replied, ‘I wish you had too! ’” 

“By the time I was a teenager, her ravings made me realize that the only reason she 
gave birth was the same reason people buy two cars and park them in front of their house— 
to keep up appearances. On top of this, she martyred herself over the son she lost to some 
unknown illness, ‘Roger was always very sick,’ she’d often say. Her sorrow didn’t ring 
true, since she wished she never had kids. After my parents’ deaths, I did a little research 
into the death of the brother who was born before me but with Down’s syndrome. It all 
looked very suspicious, and I concluded from Roger’s death certificate that in order to avoid 
future medical bills and the continuing humiliation of having given birth to a retarded child, 
dear old mother and father starved Roger, gave him pneumonia in the middle of summer and 
ultimately choked him to death in his crib. My mother’s hypocrisy and mask of decency 
disgusted me. She went to church every Sunday because it looked good and probably 
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wanted to keep her options open in case God really did exist. In her heart boiled selfishness, 
arrogance and duplicity—she was a nazi, not a guardian angel but more like a tonnenting 
demon.” 

Carmen looked a little surprised by my tirade, which made me suspect her for a 
charlatan. She should have seen the character of my mother as she did with Angel. Of 
course, what I told Cannen about Angel, she repeated back to me with embellishment. My 
skepticism of magic still existed in part of my mind, but this was a new adventure, so I went 
along willing with the new ideas and suspended by doubt about Carmen’s supernatural 
powers for the time being. 

Carmen immediately said, “When people die they realize their mistakes and try to 
make up for them by helping from the spirit world. Your mother is trying to protect you 
now from the evil of your wife.” 

Not a bad response, but I didn’t buy it, although I said, “Perhaps.” I found it 
impossible for my mother in any manifestation to do something for someone else, even a 
son. No, any success at protecting myself from Angel’s witchcraft would result not from my 
phantom mother but my intellect and will, and, maybe, some white wizardry. 

Right after my marriage, I thought I could sense Angel’s spells. They always 
functioned in the same way, probably because of her lack of imagination. The spell either 
created or exploited an obstacle, whether internal or external, to my doing something she 
didn’t want. For example, when I discovered her dairy, my heart irrationally filled with so 
much fear that I almost didn’t make a copy, and the pages I did copy were only for 1999- 
2000. The few pages for 1996-98,1 left alone—what a bewitched idiot! At the first copy 
place the machine couldn’t copy those pages she wrote in blue ink, so I went searching for a 
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place that could—not an easy task in Russia. When I tried to find the black magic-man to 
shake some infonnation out of him, an unexpected traffic jam popped up that delayed my 
arrival at his den just long enough so that I apparently missed him by a few minutes. Other 
tries failed because my interpreter or driver was delayed. Each conjured obstacle attacked 
me emotionally by creating a despairing sense that my efforts were impossible and I should 
give up. I noticed, however, that not giving up, that by just trying to move forward again 
and again, the obstacle and emotional constraints vanished. Magic probably worked through 
illusions created in the victim’s mind, but by keeping focused and persistent the illusions 
crumbled. Then again, I might be wrong. 

I asked Cannen, “If I go to Russia, can you do something to protect me from her 
magic.” 

“I knew you were going to go and will probably bring her back. When is your 

flight?” 

“I’ve made reservations for July 6 th .” 

“That doesn’t give us much time. But if you bring her back, she will not kill you 
because you will be doing what she wants and she will need you to serve her in America, for 
a while at least. She is the type of girl who uses men to do her bidding and help her deal 
with everyday problems. She will try to enslave you, and we will have to protect you 
against that. But if you go against her wishes, then she will destroy you, either in Russia or 
America. I can end the spells she has cast on you so far and give you some protection 
against new ones while you are gone, but in Russia you must be very careful—many 
dreadful spirits walk that land. It’s her home and she is most powerful there. If you bring 
her back, call me right away, or she will turn you into her slave. Living with a person like 
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this may overwhelm any defense your good heartedness gives you, so we will need to do 
more work. I also want to give you a cross to keep under your pillow, but that will have to 
wait your return. And try not to eat any of the foods she prepares in Russia or here! She’ll 
try to use food as a way to bind you to her.” 

Carmen left the room and returned shortly with a small bottle of darkish liquid, dried 
flowers of some kind, a candle and a liter coke bottle with some foul smelling brown liquid 
inside. “Everyday until you leave for Russia and after you take a shower, spread the liquid 
in this big bottle all over yourself. It smells bad so you should wear a lot of cologne when 
going out. Before you go to bed put a few drops from the small bottle into a cup tea made 
from these herbal flowers. Also, before bedtime, light this candle and read from the Bible 
Psalms 23 and 91. When you finish reading, put the candle out by wetting your fingers and 
quickly pinching the flame. If you blow out the flame, the protective magic I put in the 
candle will be scattered—you want it to stay concentrated. Do this for the next 12 days and 
on the last day before you go to Russia, let the candle burn down until it goes out by itself. 
When you get home, throw out all the pictures of your wife.” 

“Why?” 

“It’s through her pictures that she keeps a presence near you to keep you under her 
influence.” I knew I wasn’t going to throw out her pictures, not because I wanted to look at 
them, which I didn’t, but to keep them as mementos, a la the movie Carnal Knowledge. 

Carmen then said, “Now, I want you to go into the bathroom down the end of the 
hall and spread some of the liquid from the large bottle all over you.” 

“Now?” I asked, a little embarrassed. 

“Yes. You do not have much time until you leave, so you must start now.” 
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“Okay.” I did as she said and ended up smelling like overly spiced garlic bread in an 
Italian restaurant. On my way home, feeling as though swimming in a supernatural sea of 
lunacy, I kept my distance from other people on the PATH and in the subway, not just 
because I stunk but to avoid evil spirits, as if I could recognize any. 

Over the next days, I followed Carmen’s instructions, made the arrangements for my 
trip to Moscow and a return flight for Angel, assuming it occurred. A number of other 
matters also occupied my time. 

My stockbroker Maiya always wanted to smuggle art objects out of Russia. She had 
buyers in America but nobody in Russia to purchase the art or transport it out. Russia’s laws 
forbid the export without special licenses of any art created before the Communist 
Revolution. These regulations existed to exact bribes for government officials—not to 
preserve the country’s heritage. Most of the art created under the Commies didn’t require 
export licenses because the Russian authorities knew nobody in their right mind would pay 
bribes for those works. Since Angel didn’t give a damn about Russian laws, I suggested her 
as the smuggler Maiya was looking for. When Maiya told Angel the amount of money she 
might make, she naturally agreed. Maiya, however, wasn’t so stupid as to trust Angel or any 
other Russian with a lot of money up front to purchase art, so Maiya organized a test 
smuggling for a small amount. Angel found a dealer in Krasnodar willing to sell 18 th 
century silverware at very low prices and Inessa would arrange for shipment to Maiya’s 
house in New Jersey after Angel forged the export license. Total cost to Maiya: $500 with a 
reputed value of $1500, according to Angel. My wife made $100 and the shipping 
amounted to $50 with the price of the goods at $350. Delivery would take about three 
weeks. 
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Before leaving for Moscow, I met with some of my friends in New York City whom 
I had seen nearly a year earlier before my time travel back to the dark ages of sorcery, 
witchcraft and demonic spirits. After telling them the story about Angel, they all said to 
leave her in the evil empire where she belonged. One old friend commented that my tale 
sounded like a 1940s detective movie and suggested I rent one called Murder, My Sweet. I 
did and watched a number of other movies in the same genre. One I had first watched the 
previous year before going to work for Kroll: Dead Reckoning in which Humphrey Bogart 
tells Lizabeth Scott, “I don’t trust women.” At that time, it struck me as overly cynical 
because living among all the Feminazis and their sycophants in America had subtly twisted 
my sense of reality into actually attributing the virtue of integrity to females. But after 
Russia, I began the long process of weaning myself off of such Kool-Aide. In addition to 
film noir movies, I picked up the detective novels of Dashiell Hammett and Raymond 
Chandler from the first half of the 20 th century before the Political Correctionalists put 
females on that illusionary pedestal of moral uprightness. 

Those two authors knew the real danger of women—their extraordinary ability to 
trick a man even when he intellectually knew she was running a con. The women in their 
novels circumvented a man’s reason by attacking through the emotions of compassion and 
sex. The femme fatales played on evolution’s programming of men as the protectors of 
women. Evolution wanted the species to survive, which required someone to protect women 
since they bore the next generation. The only choice was men, but no rational male would 
jump in front of a saber tooth tiger to protect a duplicitous female unless driven by 
compassion. Evolution, therefore, hardwired sympathy into the brain of every heterosexual 
man, making him a sucker for a female’s fake tears and phony hard-luck stories. Females 
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have added their own gloss over the ages by twisting the different nature of the sexes so that 
society depicts women as the compassionate sex and men as macho brutes, which make 
women, not men, worthy of saving. This delusion makes no sense because it’s the 
compassion of men that evolution needed to assure the survival of the species and not the 
compassion of females. It was no accident that 74% of the females survived the Titanic but 
only 20% of the men. Females simply use the juxtaposition of that inherent character trait to 
further manipulated men into believing them inherently worthy of protection no matter how 
evil their deeds, such as boiling their babes and drowning their sons. 

Evolution also created a chemical reaction in heterosexual men’s brains that causes 
desire for women. The drive for sex provides a chain to tie the male to the female so that his 
protection of her will continue after she bears children while compassion ties him to 
protecting the child. Evolution is no one’s fool and neither are females no matter how much 
they feign naivete. Feminine propaganda over the ages depicted men as lower-life forms 
driven only by sex when in reality women burn to copulate more frequently because they 
derive more pleasure from it. Evolution required women to enjoy sex more; otherwise, no 
female would risk the pain, burden and sacrifice of childbirth and rearing just to get laid if 
the pleasure she felt equaled that experience by a man. Women once again twisted the 
differences between the sexes to their duplicitous advantage by pretending they were doing a 
guy a favor by sleeping with him, when in reality he was doing her the favor. 

A woman’s drive for sex and economic support, which is the modern-day form of 
protection, made infidelity a way of life for her. Females spread their bets, so if one man 
bites the dust, either physically or economically, she still had other beaus to depend on. To 
keep her beaus tied to her, she needed to cheat on all of them but still convince each one 
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with her tears, entreaties and sex that he was the only one. Over millions of years, natural 
selection eliminated the faithful females, since they tended to die out with only one male 
protecting and supporting them. That left modem-day man with only a huge pool of hos— 
billions of them. 

Women understand in their genes that a pretty face, pretense of innocence and the 
appearance of victimization will enable them to manipulate most any man. Even today’s 
Feminazis adroitly exploit their alleged victimization by claiming years of oppression—tell 
that to the guys pushing up daisies in the Falkland Islands—and bawling like babies when 
they don’t get their way or someone exposes their screw-ups. But that special interest group 
can’t exploit sexual desire with their unshaved underarms, lack of make up, incessant 
demonizing of men and trying to act like men. So while the Feminazis threaten truth and 
justice, the real danger for a man lies in the attractive, ruthless, feminine female. Those are 
the ones that Chandler described in Farewell, My Lovely as “Big league blonds, beautiful, 
expensive babes who know what they have got. All bubble bath and dewy morning and 
moonlight but inside blue steel—cold, cold like ice only not that clean.” It’s that cold steel 
that cuts through any sense of morality, allowing the feminine female to justify her 
duplicitous acts by blaming men for everything that went wrong in her life or rationalizing 
her conduct as the only means to get what she wants—usually wealth and the glamorous 
life. 

The detective stories led me to vainly identify my situation with Hammett’s Maltese 
Falcon. The detective Sam Spade runs into the consummate treacherous female whom he 
calls “Angel,” what else. Spade’s description of his Angel, well suited the one I blundered 
into, “You are not exactly the sort of person you pretend to be, the blushing and school girl 
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manner stammering.” Even the evasive answers from the Angel in the book sounded 
familiar, “I can’t tell you now I will later when I can. You have got to trust me.” As did her 
maneuverings when caught in a lie, “I’m so tired of lying. Not knowing what is a lie, what 
is the truth?” 

I was no Sam Spade, but more like Miles Archer, and despite all the advice from 
friends and the enlightenment of detective stories, I still played the sap for Angel, knew it, 
and couldn’t figure our why. Was it the magic, evolution’s programming to save a pretty 
girl, the desire for a daughter I never had, a challenge, having a girl like the one that married 
“dear old dad” or the thrill of living dangerously inside a real-life detective story? At the 
time, I told a friend who advised me to forget Angel that I felt I was living in a 1940s 
detective novel, so how could I turn my back on that? Then again, maybe it was just plain 
stupidity as a fortune cookie once told me, “The greatest danger may be your own 
stupidity.” 

Angel sent me a letter claiming to want to make me happy and help change my life, 
which included an insight seemingly more applicable to her: “If you talk that you change, 
then you are not changed—it is mask.” “Mask” was a word Angel often used to describe the 
two-face nature of cozeners. The movie The Mask with Jim Carey was her second favorite 
next to Showgirls —a real discriminating filmgoer this girl. The main characters in both 
movies developed personalities that amplified their darker parts. So was Angel telling me 
she lied about her promise of fidelity? That made no sense. Did she consider me the guilty 
party for her adultery and deceit? Girls always blame men for their nefarious conduct. But 
then she avowed her innocence in not trying to trick me out of my money and warned that I 
shouldn’t try to take revenge, which at least indicated she understood her behavior wrong. 
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On the back of the letter, she drew a bunch of symbols and pictures. These included 
a triangle with an eye in it as on the back of a dollar bill, a winged girl holding a flower 
growing out of her palm with a three pointed crown above it, lots of six pointed stars and 
other scribbling. She wrote, “Think about this picture and my wishes and my inside world.” 
I sprinkled some of Carmen’s potion on the drawing and threw the letter in a draw. 

Before flying to Russia, I began researching opportunities for physicists in the space 
exploration industry in hope of eventually working in the field after obtaining another 
degree, but even there Angel intruded. On June 28 while in the Columbia University 
business library, I sensed Angel was about to do something treacherous again. I hurried 
home and called her apartment between 9 and 10 PM her time, just when she usually left for 
the discos. No answer, which meant she was not home. I then called her mobile, also no 
answer, which meant she was out of town or leaving town. The following day, I reached 
Angel who claimed she went to a disco with her friend Katya and had forgotten her mobile. 
She assured me she did nothing wrong and that I should not be so suspicious of, as she said, 
“the new Angel.” I didn’t believe it, noted the incident in my scheduler for future reference. 

On July 6, after completing Cannen’s rituals and despite all the warnings and signs 
of danger, or perhaps because of them, I boarded a flight to Moscow. 

Don’t Play That Song (You Lied) 

My flight took me through Zurich, Switzerland. While waiting in Zurich for my 
connecting flight to Moscow, I spotted a pretty Russian girl in her early twenties holding 
tightly her carry on bag. Another master of the art of deception from a country of deceivers 
who was going home with more money than she ever dreamed of—all in cash in her bag. I 
wondered in which country she hoed and sold her soul. 
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Angel flew into Moscow late one night after my arrival. My driver from Kroll days 
took me to the airport. My lack of a smile reflected a determination to keep her from 
suckering me again. I sat with my back to the departing passengers not wanting to fall into 
the blushing groom role again of eagerly anticipating his beloved’s arrival. My driver kept 
watch for Angel and would bring her over to my seat when she exited the gate. Some girl 
with short black hair touched my shoulder. I looked up twice wondering what this lady 
wanted, then realized it was Angel. 

I rose surprised and kissed her on the cheek, “What did you do to your hair?” 

“Do you like it?” she said with a model type move of her body. 

“I thought you always wanted to be a blonde? You not only died your hair but cut it 
short.” I was shocked and tried to figure our why. I knew by then she didn’t do something 
without a reason—usually a nefarious one. 

“This is the new Angel!” She exclaimed with the same old Cheshire grin. 

“You really look different.” More dark and menacing than ever I thought. 

Driving through the night from the airport, Angel pulled out another weapon, but this 
one I understood—the guilt trip. 

“Why are you so distant Roy? You close your heart to me.” 

“How would you feel if some girl paid me to go to Italy to have sex?” The moment 
after I said it, I knew it was the wrong question since she probably wouldn’t care at all. She 
ignored it. 

“Why are you so cold to me? I told you, I sorry for that. It was stupid of me and 
will never happen again. After we talked three weeks ago, I do nothing in Krasnodar but 
pray you truly forgive me. I don’t go out except to shop and walk. I don’t go any place.” 
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“So you say.” 

Silence, which surprised me. I thought she would try harder; maybe her arrogance 
prevented her. I softened a little towards her and suggested we go to a bowling ally and pool 
hall to which she readily agreed. Angel liked pool and bowling. Both brought out the 
seemingly innocent girl in her, as did amusement park rides. 

Under the Soviets, Russians didn’t have the opportunities to amuse themselves with 
such Western games until the late nineties when government officials and their henchmen 
started building glitzy entertainment complexes and modern restaurants with stolen 
government funds. The amusement centers offered bowling, pool, video and table games 
and discos, but only New Russians or foreigners could afford the prices, so most of the 
places, as with the restaurants, were usually empty. The clientele of one large fancy 
restaurant I often went to on a Friday or Saturday night usually consisted of only my date 
and me. These restaurants and entertainment complexes didn’t go broke because they 
weren’t built to make money but to wash it. 

The Krishas, controlled by powerful government officials generated so much cash 
that physically shipping the money overseas became impractical. The crime groups needed 
banks in Russia with correspondent accounts in the West to wire funds abroad. The banks in 
the hard currency countries where New Russians wanted to invest their gains operated under 
laws against accepting funds that appeared to come from criminal activities—drugs, 
prostitution, looting state assets, embezzling international loans, counterfeiting products, 
extortion and contract killings. These activities are the cash cows for Russian Krisha’s, so 
they needed a way to make their funds appear to originate from legitimate businesses. 

That’s why restaurants and entertainment centers began appearing throughout Russia. The 
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government racketeers funnel some of their illegal money through these apparently legal 
operations by reporting a full house of customers every night when there’s virtually no one. 
Now everybody, including Western bankers, know the New Russians launder their money 
this way before wiring it overseas, but the laws only require a plausible appearance of 
legitimacy, so the bankers play dumb to satisfy the laws and, of course, their greed. 

At the pool hall and bowling alley, Angel boasted, “We have a place like this in 
Krasnodar, now. It is great with bowl, pool and air hockey. I like it very much.” 

“Did you go there often?” 

“Once a week or more. It is great fun.” 

“Whom did you go with?” Her smile faded. 

“I went with my friend Katya,” she said sourly as though realizing she made a 
mistake by admitting to doing something other than praying, walking or shopping. 

“How can you and Katya afford such a place?” 

“Stop it Hollander! I told you I do nothing in Krasnodar.” I envisioned Angel, 
Katya and New Russians enjoying themselves in the new Krasnodar amusement center. 

After bowling, we went downstairs to the pool hall—rows and rows of tables with 
only a few patrons on a Saturday night. Angel liked pool more than bowling, probably 
because of the stick and ball imagery. During one game, I nudged her good-naturedly to 
which she responded with a headlock and our wrestling match commenced. We battled, 
partly seriously, partly not, over the table onto the couches lining the wall and down to the 
floor. I thi nk I enjoyed this part of her the most—wrestling. Sometimes she won, but more 
often she lost. Still she never said “Amba,” which means “curtains” in Russian. Even in 
defeat, she refused to concede but just lay there pinned, waiting for a sign of weakness on 
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my part when she would attack again. I admired her spirit and will to renew the fight when 
the chance arose, which reminded me of Hitler’s belief that to keep a Russian defeated 
meant killing him. 

While wrestling in the pool hall, I saw she didn’t change her hair at all but wore a 
wig—a false new Angel? I theorized why the disguise. She probably assumed I concocted 
some plan to psychologically trick her into divulging more infonnation about her activities. 
That was the Russian way, so to throw me off she pretended to change her entire appearance 
believing I would react to that and forget my scheme to trick more infonnation from her. In 
one move, she hoped to divert my intention from continuing to quiz her about her 
infidelities, which I didn’t have to since I possessed a copy of her diary. But she didn’t 
know that. On the other hand, maybe she assumed I enlisted the help of a white magic witch 
and the disguise was meant to befuddle the spirits sent against her. Who knew in that 
lunatic asylum of Russia? 

The next day, Maria’s boy friend dropped off a demo tape that my rock and roll 
producer friend Pat expressed interest in hearing. 

After he left, Angel asked, “He knows about me doesn’t he? I could tell by his 
coolness.” 

“Yes. I told Maria about your activities in Krasnodar and Italy. She’s a close friend 
of mine and was a friend of yours but no more. She took it very hard.” 

“I wish you didn’t tell them,” Angel said without apparent rancor. 

“You’ll never see them again. What do you care what they think?” 

She didn’t respond to this and once again the universe tried to tell me something 
about her that I didn’t understand, so I filed the incident away for future reference. 
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We then took a walk to the Park of Victory where less then one year earlier we had 
our first date. My mind seemed fairly clear, but my will weak. I continued taking the drops 
in herb tea at night that Carmen prescribed but, against her directions, ate a couple of the 
meals Angel prepared. How much sorcery could a meal carry I reasoned? Angel and I sat 
on one of the benches looking west, just as we did the previous year. 

“It’s time for honesty on the part of both of us Angel. And depending on whether 
you can tell the truth or not will depend on whether I take you back to America.” 

“I be honest with you my husband,” she contritely said. 

She still didn’t know I possessed a copy of her dairy, so she could only guess at how 
much I knew. 

“You once said that you considered me your boy friend beginning in December last 
year when we first slept together. So I am only interested in whether you can tell the truth— 
the whole truth—about what you’ve done since then. We’ll go month to month. I’ll tell you 
about my activities, and you tell me about yours.” For me it was easy, prior to and during 
our marriage there was no one except Angel. 

“I understand,” she said, sounding somewhat sarcastically. 

“I’m serious Angel!” Still believing my free will in tact. 

Angel started talking, but for each month she declared she did nothing bad until I 
would confront her with the name of someone or an event in which she acted unfaithfully or 
tried to trick me. Then without batting an eyelash or revealing a blush, she claimed to have 
forgotten the incident or euphemized it as innocuous. Clearly her strategy was to conceal 
her nefarious acts until I called her on them at which point she would diminish their 
seriousness or plead a faulty memory. At the end of our conversation, she apologized again 
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for her conduct, said the talk very difficult for her because telling the truth not part to her 
culture and it would take her time to change. 

Angel’s half-truths and lies were obvious, but the fogginess of my mind failed to 
foresee any real danger, so, like a fool, I gave into Angel again. As with so many times in 
my life, rather than pursuing physics, I ended up diverting into what proved another eclectic 
and meaningless adventure. But at least I tried to make sure as best my hazed enshrouded 
brain could that she understood my position and hers. 

“I am well aware of the anger you feel towards me—some of that anger is my fault, 
most is not. Some is cultural differences, age differences and some is not. Whether you 
even like me, or only see me as a fool to be taken advantage of is unclear. People have 
always lied to you, tricked you and tried to cheat you. You and other Russian girls see each 
other as allies in anns against a hostile world and weak men who have the material resources 
you desire. So when you can gain something you want from a man, you feel justified in 
lying and tricking him and, when necessary, providing him sex though you do not feel 
emotionally close to him. Generally when you deal with men from the third world: Mexico, 
Cyprus, Russia and other such places, you may be justified in being artful because they do 
not care about you as a human being with feelings, hopes and dreams. They just want their 
sex and to show other people that they have you for a sex slave. This is also true of some 
American men, but none of whom I have ever known, except Tony. As a result, lying for 
you becomes second nature, an instinctive reaction. The problem between us is that I am 
not a man from the third world. I am not perfect and not young, but I am, my woman 
friends tell me, a decent American man. In America, once you are caught in a lie, it is 
enonnously difficult to regain trust—enonnously difficult.” 
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“After I learned about your lies and your tricks, I decided to divorce you, but then 
you asked for a last chance. My logic said you would not change and just continue doing 
what you always did to satisfy your desires and get what you wanted no matter whom you 
hanned. You even continued to he today. But something keeps telling me to give you the 
last chance. I do not know whether it’s metaphysics, evolution, psychology, the God to 
whom you pray, wanting to save our marriage or what, but something has made me give you 
a last chance. Now it’s up to you to decide what you are going to do with it. But 
remember, if you continue to lie and cheat, you will lose in the end.” 

She said nothing in response. 

We stayed in Moscow another two nights. Angel started wearing her hair in a single 
braid. Before she always wore it loose and long. The significance would eventually reveal 
itself. We flew back to New York on separate planes. Angel wanted to come to America as 
quickly as possible, but I couldn’t find a flight with two seats. I still didn’t understand her 
rush, so I just filed it away in my mind with the other incongruous information and arranged 
for different flights. Since Angel’s plane would arrive before mine, I told her to wait at the 
tenninal where she arrived and I would find her. JFK airport consists of a number of 
tenninals and I didn’t want her getting lost looking for me. 

On Broadway 

On the trip over, I couldn’t help but wonder whether Angel planned to disappear in 
New York City or perhaps fly on to California to work in a strip club run by one of Leo’s 
business associates. 

We landed on July 10, 2000, with her two hours ahead of me. Rather than take the 
shuttle bus to her terminal, I decided to walk since it was quicker. Part way to her tenninal, 
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I ran into Angel rushing in my direction lugging her suitcase. Obviously, she decided not to 
follow my advice and wait for me at her tenninal. Was she trying to disappear? When she 
saw me, she smiled and waved. Another feint, I wondered. 

“Why didn’t you wait at the tenninal?” I asked. 

“They told me your plane was late, so I tried to find it,” she said as she hugged and 
kissed me. 

“But what if we had missed each other?” 

“Don’t worry, everything worked out. I am now in America—it’s great,” she 
jumped with glee like a little child. 

When we arrived at my apartment, my mail included a card sent by Angel from 
Krasnodar a week earlier. Mail from Russia to America usually takes about a week, but 
from America to Russia, it might take months or an eternity. Russian postal workers often 
don’t bother to deliver foreign mail; a hold over of sloth from the Soviet Union, and they 
regularly open letters from America looking for something of value, which in poverty 
stricken Russia might simply mean the blank sides of paper that they can use for their own 
writing. Before mailing the card, Angel kissed the back with her lipstick-coated lips only 
once: 

Hello my husband! 

Interesting, now I’m with you and this card. We are has a lot of difficult situation, 
psychological, but we are together, what it mean is that we are took lessons. I wish both of 
us health, clean love, understanding, harmony and good luck in everything. 

Your unforgettable Angelina 

“Very nice,” I sincerely said, hoping she lives up to her promises to put her wicked 
ways behind, but still remembering the other fine words she had told as boldfaced lies to 
manipulate me. 
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I emptied out a closet and dresser draws for her things. She used the closet but not 
the dresser. Instead, she kept many of her things in two bags on the floor in front of her 
bedroom closet as if her accommodations were only temporary. It seemed strange, but I 
dismissed it. She took up preparing meals, and I felt great about living with her and failed to 
contact Carmen for the cross to protect me. I especially enjoyed wrestling with Angel in the 
apartment or public places, like restaurants and Central Park. Guess it made both of us feel 
like kids before the horrors of our childhoods took hold of our adult lives. 

I gave Angel maps of New York City and red lined the neighborhoods she should 
avoid. Briefed her on how to use the subway, advised her on dealing with New Yorkers and 
showed her around the neighborhood. When pointing out a copy store, I realized I made a 
mistake, because Angel stopped and mumbled, “So maybe that’s how.” I knew she referred 
to how I obtained my information on her. She must have eventually suspected her dairy, but 
knew I couldn’t read Russian, so then how could her diary have betrayed her? The copy 
store probably clicked in her mind the answer that I had copied the diary and then got it 
translated. Still, she couldn’t be sure. 

The next day she said, “I want to buy a notebook so I can write my thoughts down. 
Show me where I can find one.” She never before mentioned writing her thoughts. Now I 
knew she suspected that I found out about her cheating by reading her dairy. Back in June, 
when she asked me how I learned about her Italy trip and the other liaisons, I left it to her 
imagination that I used Kroll’s F.S.B. and M.V.D. agents to spy on her and tap the telephone 
in her apartment. I wanted to cover my real source of information just in case I needed to 
copy future entries in her diary and deter her from further un-wifely activities out of fear that 
Big Brother was watching. But when she made a point of buying the notebook with me and 
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keeping it in plain sight on the living room coffee table, I concluded it a test to confirm her 
suspicions that her own diary betrayed her. She probably reasoned that by keeping the new 
diary in plan view, I would copy it and have it translated. By opening it for copying, 
carefully arranged pieces of paper would certainly fall out or move, and that would tell her I 
looked in the dairy in order to obtain information. She often used this trick of positioning 
little pieces of paper that move when someone went through her belongings. So, I let the 
diary sit and only checked it by prying open the pages from the side with a knife to see how 
much was written. After buying the notebook, she immediately wrote two pages and then 
nothing for an entire month. That confirmed for me it was a trap. 

Angel wanted to find a lap-dancing job quickly. I tried to talk her out of it, “Look, 
you said you want to be a model. Working in a dark, smoke filled joint eight hours a night 
is going to take a toll on your looks, emotions and self-respect. Take a part-time waitress 
job and concentrate all your energy on modeling. Or do bartending. My friend Tom makes 
decent money at it, and you as a girl can make a lot more. I’m sure he’d be willing to teach 
you bartending. Even so, I can support the both of us until your career begins to click.” 

“I don’t want to be a burden,” she said. “You always said a person must be 
independent. I have no money, and this is the quickest way for me to make it. I need to 
save at least fifty thousand for I and mum to feel secure. Then I will concentrate full time 
on modeling.” 

I couldn’t really argue with her wanting the security of financial independence, 
“Have it your way, but I’m going to check these places out with you. If I don’t like a place, 
I’m not going to let you work there.” 
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“Don’t worry Roy, I do not want to work at a low level club,” as she smiled down at 
me and put her arm over my shoulders. 

We spent a week visiting the clubs in Manhattan that were topless as opposed to all¬ 
nude, which I refused to permit and which Angel said she wanted to avoid. She called all 
nude stripping “dirty work”, but yet she enjoyed the Krasnodar body art contest in which she 
danced all nude on a stage in front of hundreds and tried out the all-nude Penthouse Club in 
Mexico City. I didn’t know what to believe, but she wasn’t going to dance all nude in NYC. 

Some of the clubs were real sleazy, small and filthy. In one the girls and customers 
lined up in a not so private hallway to make out and fondled each other. The girls were 
pretty and the guys all losers. 

I said to Angel, “Can’t these girls find some other type of work?” 

Her response surprised me, “Not all girls can do this type of work.” Which she 
meant as a compliment. 

“Not all pretty girls would want to do this. There are plenty of beautiful women 
whose self respect and dignity won’t let them do such trash.” Or so I thought at the time. 

Angel didn’t say anything, and we moved on to the next club. 

She ended up “auditioning” at three clubs: Scores, Stringfellows and Flash Dancers. 
These clubs were the best in Manhattan. Their managements made lots of money catering to 
white collar, upscale professionals. These clubs didn’t want the cash wealth generated by 
girls’ bodies to disappear, so in order to avoid any problems with Mayor Guiliani’s latest 
crack down on the seedier side of life, the managers tried to limit the sexual thrills to girls 
prancing around in tong panties. The auditions consisted of Angel stripping on stage or 
giving a lap dance. Bizarrely, it all seemed natural to me at the time. At Stringfellows, the 
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manager told me on the side, “These Russian girls are beautiful, but there is something hard 
inside them. They don’t strike me as the type I would want to cuddle up with in front of a 
fireplace.” I never imagined a manager of one of these places ever felt such sentiments. 
Obviously, the place for him was just a business, as was lap dancing for Angel. 

Stringfellows and Scores rejected Angel because a lot of girls had just arrived from 
Florida for the summer, which gave both clubs more girls than they needed. The Scores 
manager told me that lap dancers travel between New York and Miami depending on the 
season. The girls make a lot of money in Miami over the fall and winter, but during the 
summer, their clients consist mainly of retirees on fixed pensions. The rejections started 
Angel worrying about finding a job, and me hopping she wouldn’t. After each rejection she 
resorted to her usual philosophy when something didn’t work out the way she wished, “It is 
not mine.” She also found solace in her supernatural beliefs, “I have tried two places, now I 
try a third and the third try usually works. If after three tries, it is not yours, then you must 
change direction.” I hoped her third try would change her direction. 

We visited Flash Dancers on Broadway between 52 nd and 53 rd Streets, just north of 
Times Square. The entrance went down a steep flight of stairs to a small, dimly-lit, smoke- 
filled cavern filled with female flesh hungry for male money. At the bottom, an inarticulate 
caricature of a hoodlum from a Peter DeBrugel painting greedily took the $15 cover. I 
looked for a sign over the gatekeeper’s head saying something about abandoning hope but 
couldn’t find it. Wise guys owned and operated the club and thugs with barrel wide necks 
stood menacingly throughout. The hoods served not only as bouncers but also to allegedly 
enforce the no-touching rules. Under New York State law, touching a girl’s naked tits, ass 
or thighs while she performed a lap dance for money constituted prostitution, and nothing 
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would close a club faster. I estimated that Flash Dancers’ owners probably took in at least 
$10,000 in cash a night—$3.65 million a year. Wise guys weren’t going to risk that cash 
flow. 

On Sunday, July 16 th , Flash Dancers signed Angel to work its night shift from 8 PM 
to 4 AM. Angel was happy—I wasn’t. 

“These jobs are considered somewhat filthy by Americans,’’ I told Angel. “So 
don’t tell anyone where you work.” 

“What should I say?” she asked. 

“Tell them you work as a bartender on the Upper Eastside. Many of those bars hire 
pretty young girls to flirt with the male customers while serving them drinks. Some of those 
girls make $400 cash a night, almost as much as you can make at Flash Dancers.” 

Flash Dancers didn’t actually hire girls; it just allowed them to dance there for a fee. 
Flash Dancers considered the girls independent contractors who paid the club $100 a night 
so they could strip in the joint. The girls also paid the housemother, who kept these not-to- 
honest babes from stealing each others’ belongings; the make-up artist for painting their 
faces; the hair stylist; and the disk jockey—all of which amounted to around $40 to $50 
more a night. The customers paid the girls directly—$20 for one dance that usually lasted 
around three minutes, the length of a typical song. The girl kept the entire $20, which in 
Flash Dancer thinking made her the independent contractor of the customer, so Flash 
Dancers’ didn’t need to provide 1099 tax reports. Typical wise guy reasoning and typically 
wrong under I.R.S. rules. 

A customer could also hire a girl for “dancing privately” in the Champagne room in 
which cameras allegedly kept watch over their activities. For the Champagne room, the 
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customer paid the club $250 of which the girl got $100 plus any tips she could weasel. The 
man received a half hour alone with the girl. Angel said nothing went on except stripping 
and talking, but I wondered. During a night, the DJ would call different girls to a small 
stage where they stripped advertising their wares and collecting dollar bills from the poorer 
customers sitting around it. From the stage, the girls headed into the audience hustling 
individual table dances or private ones in the Champagne room. If a customer was 
interested in a particular girl, he just mentioned it to one of the hoods standing around, and 
the girl would appear as if by magic to give a dance. 

Flash Dancers required all the girls to wear 5-inch high heels, a long evening dress, 
tong panties and no bra. Angel went for the tacky style dress with sequins and spread glitter 
and body wash over her skin. She regularly needed a pedicure because when stripping on 
stage, the level of the customer’s face looked right at her feet. 

A table dance consisted of a girl slithering out of her evening dress in about the first 
20 seconds of a song, leaving her completely naked except for her tong panties and a garter 
belt for holding her money. Angel wore the garter belt from our wedding. I ignored the 
insult, but it began to rekindle my suspicions amid the continuing stupor in which I lived. 
The naked girl, except for tong panties, would then move her body close to the sitting 
customer, letting her hair fall over his face and crouch, bringing her tits, crouch and ass 
close to the customer’s face and sometimes use her knee to fondle the customer’s genitals. 
Angel called it art, but I kept my mouth shut—hope and stupidity in me never seemed to 
end. 

Angel liked Flash Dancers but not as much as The Men’s Club in Mexico City. To 
me, Flash Dancers and the other clubs seemed to either bring out the worst of the sexes— 
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greed for money or sex, or simply stripped away civilized trappings to reveal that sex drove 
our species. 

Evolution shaped girls bodies to invade the emotional part of a man’s mind by way 
of the eyes. A girl’s breasts and rear are much larger, more prominent and when in motion 
capture a man’s sight. As evolution wanted, the view triggers emotions and anticipation of 
pleasure, but is the desire merely sexually gratification or more as expressed in the poem of 
Guiraut De Borneilh: 

So, through the eyes love attains the heart: 

For the eyes are the scouts of the heart, 

And the eyes go reconnoitering 

For what it would please the heart to possess. 

And when they are in full accord 
And firm, all three, in the one resolve, 

At that time, perfect love is born 

From what the eyes have made welcome to the heart. 

Not otherwise can love either be born or have commencement 
Than by this birth and commencement. 

By the grace and command 

Of these three, and from their pleasure, 

Fove is bom, who with fair hope 
Goes comforting friends. 

For as all true lovers 
Know, love is perfect kindness, 

Which is born—there is no doubt—from the heart and eyes. 

The connection evolution created between men’s eyes and women’s bodies may rest 
on both passion and compassion. Sure lots of guys say they are just looking for some hot 
entertainment, trying to fit the media image of a sexual conqueror, but perhaps a deeper 
desire they can’t even articulate—to please their heart—drives them to such places. 
Unfortunately for those guys, the girls ruthlessly exploit any hope in men of finding “perfect 
kindness,” even for the short span of a three-minute song. 
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The dancers understand the power of enticing, tempting and holding out the illusion 
of emotional salvation like an oasis in the desert. It enables them to connive lots of tax-free 
dollars from men without any pangs for the suckers they fleece. These girls’ motivations 
crawl up from the baser regions of greed, power and revenge. Never satisfied with their 
dominion over the realms of emotion and sex that made women the equivalent in power to 
men, strippers, like most women, lust for superiority. They want not only the power 
evolution granted them but also that given to men, so they can cozen men into acting the 
way women always believed men should—as a willing sacrifice to their irrational whims. 
The female’s myopic view fails to perceive that evolution created a balance of power 
between the sexes in order to prevent either men or women from dominating the other. 
Women’s effort to reverse millions of years of evolution remains an impossible task doomed 
to failure. It can only gestate into a hatred of men, who, in their view, must surely be 
responsible for everything that went wrong in their lives. 

The lap dancer by displaying her body and pretending to like her customers excites a 
man’s passion and his longing for compassion but she also walks away with a symbol of 
masculine power—a twenty-dollar bill. Her Pyrrhic victory, however, will never win her 
the respect on which male power rests and only tarnish her own self-respect for she will 
always feel herself for what she is: a ho. 

On a good night, Angel netted around $900 and on poor nights around $400. Angel 
had an advantage over her competition. In her five-inch heels that the club required, Angel 
stood six-feet-six, heads above the other girls and most customers. 

Flash Dancers averaged around 75 girls every night with the average girl netting 
about $500 a night. The club required each girl to work five nights a week. Assuming ten 
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weeks vacation, not uncommon in the business, the average girl at Flash Dancers works 42 
weeks a year and makes an average net income per year of $ 105,000. For 75 girls, $37,500 
each night or over $13 million a year goes unreported or under-reported from just one club. 

With her cash flow secured, Angel and I set out building her legitimate career as a 
model. My actress friend, Cindi, arranged for an agency to hire Angel for a number of 
corporate events, including Bloomberg’s annual picnic for its employees. Corporate events 
use models for short stage perfonnances, to assist with product demonstrations, as ushers, to 
hand out samples and leaflets and to just stand around and look pretty. Cindi also 
introduced Angel to another former model who provided Angel with work at trade shows 
and enrolled her in the Miss Hawaiian Tropic beauty pageant, in part, to increase Angel’s 
exposure. 

Beauty pageants seemed to light up Angel, especially the swimsuit competition. 
While most of the girls looked stiff and nervous before going on stage to parade their assets 
before strangers, Angel waited in line smiling and moving her body to the music. On stage 
she glowed without any hint of shyness; she enjoyed the spotlight and the people involved in 
these events, such as the muscular bare-chested bodyguards with whom she always posed 
for a photo. Despite her enthusiasm, Angel’s heavy Russian accent prevented her from 
reaching a finalist position in any corporate America beauty contest—no one could 
understand what she said. During the question phase in the New York round of Miss 
Hawaiian Tropic, a couple of guys next to me said she sounded like she just got off the boat, 
and they were right. 

Angel’s accent would have to go; otherwise, she was limited to just standing around 
and looking pretty. American corporations don’t choose foreign sounding models to 
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represent them. After the competition, I tried to convince her to take English lessons but she 
replied, “Why should I pay money for something I will pick up in time anyway.” This 
surprised me coming from the girl who was always in a rush to move ahead with her career. 

I explained that success in entertainment required her to speak without an accent, which 
meant taking lessons, but she didn’t listen. The lessons were clearly affordable, and not 
even her arrogance could blind someone wanting to succeed in the entertainment field from 
understanding the need to speak the native language well—unless, of course, Angel wanted 
a different career. 

She also pursued modeling agencies for photography work. Angel realized she 
didn’t have the youth, age 24, for fashion runway modeling, so my friends suggested 
agencies that might hire her for magazine, television and music video spots. We made the 
rounds until the Grace Del Marco agency picked her up and referred her to a photographer 
for a new photo portfolio. The photographer suggested she cut her hair short and change to 
a brunette to fit the current look for models. She refused, saying, “I want to keep my hair 
long and blonde. It is how I like it.” Once again, Angel ignored good advice for her 
modeling career. It didn’t make sense. Grace Del Marco found her some one-day jobs, 
which included a Saturday Night Live show, a rap video and an exclusive corporate 
promotional party at Harry Winston Jewelers on Fifth Avenue, where she modeled 
diamonds. “I walked around as a queen with the value of a house on my arms,” she said 
later enthralled. 

Despite Angel’s unwillingness to maximize her marketability as a model, life was 
looking up, and I felt good. Angel wasn’t yet making much money as a model, but in the 
long run, it could lead to her dream of appearing on a magazine cover and other 
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entertainment jobs that proved more rewarding than the cash from stripping, an occupation 
with a very short life. At age twenty-four, the five nights a week at Flash Dancers started to 
age and fatigue Angel. She refused to miss a night’s work, so she often went to a modeling 
gig with only a few hours sleep. Lines began to appear in her face that weren’t there before. 

I kept trying to convince her that in America long-term goals are achievable but 
often require short-term sacrifice. As with most Russians, she didn’t understand building for 
the future. Russians do whatever they can in the present to make as much money as possible 
because of the extensive uncertainty of tomorrow in their country caused by most everybody 
grabbing what they can now. They make commitments and promises they never intend to 
keep in order to gain some immediate advantage. Most Russians just don’t realize that a 
society in which individuals generally keep their word enables everyone to achieve more in 
the long run because a person can rely on others to live by their agreements. Instead, nearly 
everyone in Russia tries to trick everyone else with false promises of the future so that plans 
beyond the short tenn are useless. It’s as though the Russians modeled their interpersonal 
behavior on the old television show “Abbot and Costello.” These two guys always ran into 
con artists, usually pretty young women playing the victim. No matter which way they 
turned, some swindler always marked them for a fall. 

Despite the general character of Russians, I still hoped Angel’s youth and 
intelligence would free her from the imprint of her culture. But week after week, her 
addiction to the quick, easy money at Flash Dancers grew. Angel often complained that the 
girls at Flash Dancers with big breasts made the most money. “It’s so easy for them. All 
they do is walk around with their tits bouncing and the men give money. They shake their 
tits in front of the man’s face and that is all. I have to use my personality to get a customer 
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to ask for a dance and then work hard on my body movements because my tits aren’t as big. 
When the club brings in a sex star, she has big tits. The last one danced on stage with a 
dildo as big as her and held it between her huge tits—the men just threw her money.” Was 
this my wife talking? What circle of hell had I bounced into? She sounded like a dedicated 
professional stripper trying to figure out how to improve her business—shades of Mexico? 
Well, she did promised to change and only do lap dancing until she saved $50,000, so I 
would at least give her until then. 

I continued to focus on bringing Angel into the American mainstream by giving her 
a crash course on how to deal with people in the legitimate part of her work, such as always 
sending thank-you cards to anyone who provided her with assistance. To keep her from 
running afoul of the Internal Revenue Service, I warned her that in America, unlike Russia, 
people generally pay their taxes and if they don’t, they often get caught. I volunteered to 
introduce her to my tax accountant who could make sure she took advantage of all the legal 
loopholes to minimize her taxes while avoiding any trouble with the I.R.S. She only 
responded with “Maybe later I will talk with him.” She never did, but rented a safe deposit 
box where she kept most of her cash from Flash Dancers. 

I asked, “Why keep your money in a deposit box? You can put it in a ha nk account 
where it will earn interest and not worry about losing any of it. What if the bank has a fire 
that destroys the safe deposit box section? In an account, the money is insured by the 
government, so if there is an economic meltdown, as in Russia in 1998 when the bankers 
stole people’s deposits, the U.S. government will refund your money.” 

“Yes, but if I keep my money in a bank account will the government know how 
much I make?” 
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“Kind of. The interest you earn is income, and that is reported to the government, so 
the government can figure out about how much you deposited and approximate your 
income.” 

“I don’t want the government to know how much I make.” 

“Look Angel, this isn’t Russia. The tax authorities don’t alert criminals to how 
much money people have, they usually don’t take bribes but they do go after people who 
don’t pay their taxes.” 

“But how can they know how much I must pay, if they don’t know how much I 

make?” 

She had a point there since her business was all cash. “All I can say is that in the 
long run, it will be better for you to pay your taxes.” 

“I will pay, but smartly,” she said. 

At that point, I decided against filing a joint tax return, which would make me liable 
for any tax evasion she obviously intended to commit. 

“You know that if you take more than $ 10,000 out of the country without declaring 
it, you could end up in jail?” 

“I not need to worry,” was all she said. And all I could do was to keep reminding her 
about the difference between right and wrong in America. Unfortunately, the fear of George 
Orwell’s 1984 seemed to hold sway over Angel and most modern-day Russians. 

Besides the peculiarities of her culture, Angel also exhibited some bizarre personal 
habits. She always took up the middle of the bed, leaving me with only a sliver along the 
side. 
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“I know you are a big girl, but couldn’t you leave me with half the bed?” I asked late 
one night. 

“I am not a big girl, I am a tall girl! Big means stout! Why can’t we move the bed 
so I can lie against the wall?” Her remark brought up the memory of the way she slept in 
her apartment in Krasnodar—wedged into the comer between the bed and the wall. 

“What’s the problem?” I asked. 

“I’m afraid I will fall out of bed.” That didn’t make sense; she wasn’t a child. 

“If we move the bed around, when you come home after four in the morning from 
work, you will wake me up crawling over me to get near the wall.” 

“Let’s see if I will get use to it,” she said. 

Angel also did some strange exercises when she awoke. 

“I tense my muscles, visualize what I want and release my energy to get it.” 

“Can I watch?” I asked. 

“No, you will come to harm if you watch or interrupt me.” 

“Didn’t you tell me the same thing in Krasnodar before we got married?” 

“I do the same exercises.” 

She also used a set of cards for divining her future, drew pictures with strange 
symbols similar to the ones in the letter she sent me in June: a female’s left eye inside a 
triangle in side a circle, a six pointed star and others. And in the bedroom, she did 
something with two candles, one white and one red, for which she only used wooden 
matches to light. I couldn’t fathom their use, and she never let me watch any of her rituals. 
Once, I trimmed some of the wax from one of the candles to make it burn better and Angel 
hit the ceiling, threw the candle out, told me not to touch her candles again and bought a 
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new one. Another weird event occurred when I bought her a plant that she put on her vanity 
table in the bedroom. After one week, the plant was dead. 

I asked, “What happen? Didn’t you water it?” 

Her reaction transcended into the absurd—she broke down crying like a child caught 
doing something wrong. 

“What’s the matter?” I asked bewildered. 

“I didn’t kill it! I didn’t! I didn’t!!” She hit the table for emphasis. “It’s not my 
fault! Florists put poison in plants to make them die quickly so you will buy another one.” I 
just looked at her in amazement. Why the cover-up concerning a plant? So what if she 
didn’t water it, big deal. 

Secret Agent 

With Angel’s legitimate career at least started, I began pursuing what I believed was 
my first-best destiny—delving the mysteries of the universe. After some further research, I 
saw two rather than one avenue. The original path meant going back to school to obtain a 
Doctorate in Physics while the new avenue required using my law and business degrees to 
find a position in the space exploration field. An extremely helpful professor in the 
Columbia University Physics Department mapped out the route to a Physics PhD. It would 
take about six years and to my surprise, didn’t require a Bachelor’s Degree in Physics, just 
the knowledge of math and physics that undergraduates gain through the Physics 
curriculum. The professor emphasized that the graduate departments were interested in a 
student’s level of knowledge—not an undergraduate degree. To acquire that knowledge, I 
could start the fall semester by sitting in on the requisite undergraduate math and physics 
courses. If I told the professors my aim, they would probably let me sit in on their courses 
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unofficially and even grade my work. Once I completed the undergraduate courses in two 
years or less, I would be prepared to take the Graduate Admission Test for Physics. If I did 
well enough on that test, I could enter the graduate program at Columbia. 

The space exploration field route required learning about the industry and 
determining where my skills lit. To my surprise, the industry included many private 
businesses in addition to the obvious government agencies. The field had changed a lot 
since I first majored in Aerospace Engineering decades ago. I decided to go for a position in 
the space exploration industry rather than the PhD because of time and money. I signed up 
for one of the larger conventions in the field for October in order to begin networking with 
people in the industry and began researching the industry full-time at Columbia’s business 
library. 

Angel usually left for Flash Dancers just before 6 PM. She liked to get to the club 
around 7 PM to do up her face and hair. She really looked gorgeous all made up. One day, 

I came back from my research at Columbia after she already left and went to make a 
telephone call. Accidentally, I hit the redial button that flashed a number on the digital 
display. It didn’t look familiar to me, so I assumed Angel must have called it. I went to 
push down the cradle to get a dial tone when a man with a foreign accent answered. 
Immediately trouble flashed in my mind. 

“Who’s this?” I lamely asked, unable to think of anything else. 

The man asked, “Who are you looking for?” 

“Angelina.” 

He reacted in surprise and curtly said, “You have the wrong number. There is no 
Angelina here,” and hung up. 
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For the rest of the week, I came home after Angel went to work and found the same 
number on the redial button. My telephone company provided me an up-to-date list of all 
the calls made from my telephone. In Russia, the telephone companies only show the first 
three digits of any number dialed and can only produce records that are a month behind. 
American phone companies, however, record the entire number and the statements are 
available on a daily basis, if requested. Angel didn’t know that. Over a five-day period, 
Angel made seven calls to the number of the man with a foreign accent. I hired an Internet 
private eye to find out who was registered to that number. The private eye said the number 
was a prepaid cell phone that didn’t require a listing of the owner’s name and warned me 
that such numbers were used for illegal activities. I slipped right back into the underworld I 
thought I had left behind in Russia. The new Angel began to look like the old Angel—only 
sneakier. 

The phone company also listed a few calls to Alfredo in Mexico, whom she 
promised never to contact again and some to a St. Petersburg’s number. I didn’t think Angel 
knew anyone there, but I called the number and sure enough a man answered. 

“Hello, do you speak English,” I asked. 

“Yes, but speak slowly. Who is calling? You American?” 

“Yes,” and I gave him my name. “I’m Angelina’s husband.” 

Pause, then somewhat sheepishly, “I didn’t know she was married.” 

“Yes, we have been married since March.” 

“Since March!” he said with surprise. I concluded from his response that he and 
Angel played around after our marriage about which he didn’t know. Not that it would have 
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made a difference; Russian men like most third-worlders have no qualms about going out 
with other men’s wives, only about getting caught, and this guy sounded caught. 

I continued, “What’s your name?” I assumed he’d hang up, but he answered. 

“Valodya,” he said. 

“Are you from Krasnodar?” 

“No I just travel there for business.” So this was not the same Valodya that Angel’s 
diary mentions. 

“Why is she calling you from her husband’s house?” 

“She calls to say hello and tell me how she is doing. We are just good friends.” I 
heard that before. He must be taking lessons from Alfredo. 

“How long have you two been good friends?” 

“We just met last month.” That meant June for which I didn’t have any of her diary 
entries. Was it before or after she begged forgiveness and promised to change? 

“Do you recall the date?” 

“No, but what does it matter. Nothing happened between us,” a sure sign that 
something did. 

“I don’t believe that and neither do you. Needless to say, I want you to stay away 
from my wife.” 

“I don’t call her, she calls me. I suggest you talk to her.” 

“Look Valodya. I’m not the usual stupid American without contacts in Russia who 
falls for a pretty liar over the Internet. I managed a security firm in Moscow. I think you 
kn ow what that means. If you want problems, I will be glad to provide them.” 
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“I don’t want any problems,” he demurely and probably falsely said. Generally it 
takes a baseball bat to get something through a Russian’s self-destructively stubborn skull. 
They often remind me of psychopaths who refuse to allow common sense or ethics to deter 
them from doing something they can do but shouldn’t. 

I confronted Angel about the local mobile telephone number of the foreign man she 
kept calling. I didn’t mention Valodya, yet. “Who’s this guy you keep calling?” 

“What do you mean, I don’t call nobody,” she lied thinking I couldn’t tell which 
numbers she called. 

“This number!” I showed her the number on the telephone statement. 

Her eyes widened in surprised, she paused and then said, “It’s one of my customers. 
A rich Indian man, I call to invite to come to the club.” 

I was dumbfounded. “You call men you meet while taking off your clothes to invite 
them to see you strip! Are you nuts! What else do you invite them to do? 

“It’s my business!” she protested. “I call them to promote my business so they will 
come to club and buy dances. That is all. There’s nothing wrong with it.” 

“So you go after them the way you did me when we first met at Leo’s party in 
Moscow.” 

“It’s not the same. I not give lap dances there.” 

“It sure looks the same to me.” 

“If you don’t want me to then I won’t.” 

“Right! You won’t call from my phone but from the club’s.” 


49 



“The club don’t let us use its phone.” Here we go again, I thought, with her 
Clintonesque tactic of ignoring the reasonable connotation of words by ascribing only a 
literal or personal definition to them. 

“You know what I mean. You will simply use a different telephone.” She went into 
the bedroom without another word, probably to do some magic. 

A few days later, I accompanied Angel on the subway to Flash Dancers, since it was 
in the direction of where I was going. 

Out of the blue, she asked, “Why can’t I go out with some of my customers?” 

I looked at her in shock. This was worst than drumming up stripping business, but 
she was serious. “You’re married Angel. Don’t you see anything wrong with that?” 

“All I want to do is go out once in a while for lunch or dinner or to a show.” 

Angel still didn’t know I kept a copy of her diary through May 2000, so I knew that 
these professed innocent jaunts were shades of Mexico and Krasnodar. But what really 
amazed me was that she thought her husband would allow her to go out with guys. Didn’t 
she have any kind of grasp on what marriage meant? 

“If you want to date your customers, then we will get a divorce, and you can go back 
to Russia where men apparently put up with such conduct.” 

Angel regrouped realizing the mistake she made by meekly replying, “I don’t want 
to date my customers. I only asked to see whether you would allow me to go out. I don’t 
want to do anything you don’t want me to. I now try hard to do things the American way, so 
when I am unsure, I need to ask you my husband.” 

That sounded a little too glib; then again, maybe she sincerely wanted to change. 

But so far, the accident with the telephone belied her sincerity. I didn’t want to rely on 
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future accidents for exposing her mendacity. Angel usually didn’t make the same tactical 
mistake twice. Since I didn’t have her real diary after May to rely on, I needed a system of 
surveillance to provide me with information. One source was her telephone conversations 
with her mother. Angel confided in her mother more than any other person. I sensed Inessa 
her only true friend. Their telephone calls should provide a window on to Angel’s true 
feelings for me and some of her activities. 

I approached some of my contacts in Russia to see whether they would eavesdrop on 
Inessa’s telephone in Krasnodar, record any calls between Angel and her mother and 
provide me an English translation of the conversations. To my surprise, they said the 
government was already recording calls to and from Inessa because of the family’s 
connections with the Chechens, who the Russians were still at war with. Damn, what had I, 
a white-boy from middle-class suburbia, got involved with? They agreed to deliver 
recordings for a reasonable price of anything the government didn’t consider sensitive to its 
war and criminal investigations of the Chechens, but I’d have to handle the translations in 
English. 

In New York, I began taking the faxes from her mother off my machine and making 
a copy before giving them to Angel. And since I had the only mailbox key, all the letters 
from her mother also went through my hands. I’d wait until after she opened a letter, then 
search her bags and make a copy while she worked. Also, every morning, I got up while 
Angel still slept from her late nights at Flash Dancers to count the money she made, which 
averaged between $500 and $600 a night, and search the bag in which she carried her lap 
dancing gear. Periodically, I checked whether she actually worked on a particular night by 
making surprise visits or calling the club. 
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Flash Dancers was very accommodating about telling strangers over the telephone 
whether a girl was dancing on a particular night. Most of these girls build their own 
clientele base from which the club makes lots on drinks and admission, so by telling clients 
when their “dream lover” or regular “ho” dances, the club and girls profit—very business 
like. 

One morning when I opened her bag, I saw what looked like two small pieces of 
paper folded many times. I almost ignored them but decided to see what notes she wrote. 
Angel always made notes on scraps of paper, folded them up and hid them away some place. 
These, however, weren’t notes but business cards. My darling wife who promised not to 
pursue her customers collected their business cards. I assumed she folded them up thinking 
I would over look them if I searched her bag. I woke her up. 

“Why are you collecting your customers’ business cards?” 

Still half asleep, she blurted out the truth, “I can’t give my customers my telephone 
number here because then they will know I am married.” 

I flipped out. “Are you crazy? What are you doing? Arranging tricks on the side 
with the guys who buy your lap dances?” 

“Stop it Roy! I am tired and need my sleep. You don’t know how hard it is to stand 
on my feet all night long.” 

“You mean lay on your back, don’t you!” 

“I not a prostitute! I a good girl! Let me go back to sleep. We talk about this later.” 

“Oh, so you’ll have time to invent another cover-up. No we talk now! Why are you 
collecting the business cards of your customers?” 
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“I told you before, to get them to come to the club and buy my dances. It is 
promotion.” 

“Oh, I agree, it’s promotion—promoting sexual thrills.” 

“I do nothing wrong. I don’t make anything with nobody. Let me go to sleep.” 

“How many more business cards have you collected?” 

“None. Those are the only two.” 

I let her go back to sleep and went back to checking her bag where I found three 
more folded business cards, two with notes in Russian on the back in her hand writing. The 
consummate businesswoman who takes notes so as to better remember her customers and 
any of their particular interests. Then I realized why Angel folded the cards. Flash Dancers 
prohibited their girls from accepting business cards from customers because it provided the 
necessary exchange of information for a girl to run her own prostitution racket on the side. 

If a girl got caught recruiting prostitution clients at the club, the City would shut it down 
immediately. So some girls simply remember a guy’s number or give him their mobile 
number, but Angel didn’t have a mobile and couldn’t remember numbers well enough 
unless they were dollar amounts. After secretly accepting a clients’ business card, she 
simply folded it up and put it inside her vagina. Tong panties don’t come with pockets; they 
just hide one. She’d then go to the dressing room, take the card out and maybe make a note 
on it. 

That night with Angel at work, I searched through the bags that she kept in the 
bedroom. I half hoped to find her real diary, but she wasn’t that stupid. I did find a piece of 
paper with Russian writing on it and a sealed envelope addressed also in Russian to Valodya 
in St. Petersburg—most likely the same guy I called. This should tell whether they are just 
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good friends. I steamed open the envelope to find a postcard of New York City with 
Angel’s handwriting, in Russian, on the back along with four kisses in her bright red 
lipstick—clearly more than good friends. I also found three condoms in her purse. Why did 
she need condoms other than the ones I kept in the apartment—for her customers? 

Time to have the information I collected, including the faxes from her mother, 
translated. I arranged to meet my Russian tutor, who had visited me earlier in the year in 
Moscow with her friend. They’re warnings about Angel looked prophetic. 

My tutor and I met a number of times between in late August and September. We 
always sat down in the kitchen of her family’s apartment in Queens. For some strange 
reason, any conversation or undertaking of importance for Russians always takes place in 
the kitchen. By now, I was used to it. 

I filled my tutor in on some of my recent investigations but not the government’s 
eavesdropping in Krasnodar. She reacted with her characteristic bluntness, “I told you she 
was a slut! And I don’t like this spying into other peoples’ affairs, even if they are 
criminals.” 

I never thought of Angel as a criminal, but my tutor was right—again. I feared, 
however, she might not help me since as a young, pretty and well-endowed Russian nineteen 
year old, she might abide by the unwritten code of silence to never reveal another Russian 
girl’s true activities. 

“This is important,” I almost pleaded. 

“But I’ll help you out,” she continued. “I owe you some money from when my 
friend and I were in Moscow and this should pay that off. But instead of going through all 
this expense and heartache, why don’t you just kick her out into the street and find another 
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girl your own age, or at least in her thirties.” Once again, my tutor spoke her mind, no 
matter how brutal her thoughts. I attributed this to her coming to America as a kid, which 
enabled her to escape the Russian culture that socializes people into pathological liars— 
never tell the truth because only falsehoods bring gain. 

“We’ve had this discussion before,” I responded. “I don’t dream about thirty¬ 
something girls. It’s unnatural for a guy to be attracted to females over 30. Look at all the 
famous paintings and statutes of women, they don’t show over-the-hill flabby females, but 
girls in their athletic prime—late teens and twenties, like you. The young female form is an 
express ticket to the male’s unconscious. A young girl’s body is a genetically programmed 
stimulant whether the guy’s five years old or an octogenarian.” 

“What’s an octogenarian?” 

“Someone in their eighties.” 

“Yuch!” 

“Relax, I’m not there yet.” 

“You’re still too old for me.” 

“Is that your mother or you talking? It surely isn’t Mother Nature.” 

“Me, and you’re not getting near these,” as she motioned to her Sophia Loren size 

breasts. 

“Haven’t we been through this before? Anyway, back to what I was saying. I 
remember how Marilyn Monroe knocked me out when I was all of live and she sang “Heat 
Wave” in Gentlemen Prefer Blondes. I couldn’t take my eyes from the upper half of her 
body.” 

“Boy you are old,” she interjected. “Almost an octogenarian.” 
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“Tha nk s. Most men don’t say it, but girls passed their twenties just aren’t physically 
attractive anymore.” 

“Then go to the Philippines for some young thing, but get rid of that Russian whore 
you brought here.” 

“You’re right, I know you’re right, but I keep hoping. She says she can change but 
needs time. If she can change, I want to give her that chance. But she keeps lying about so 
many things that were she to tell the truth, I probably couldn’t recognize it. And I do like 
being with her and going places together—don’t know why. Maybe I don’t have to worry 
about her breaking down in the middle of a minor disaster.” 

“You’re just thinking with your glands.” 

“I don’t think so. The sex with her is awful and she smells even after taking a long, 
hot shower—and I mean hot! I don’t know how she can stand it. I tried taking showers 
with her, but the water temperature nearly burned me and when I got out, she made it even 
hotter. It must be her Russian blood.” 

“More like her demon blood,” My tutor said half seriously. 

“Times I actually wonder whether she is descended from some creature of hell. 
Every so often I take a photograph of her that turns out to show a face strikingly like a 
medieval painting of a demon.” 

“Or just the evil within someone willing to do anything to get out of Russia.” 

“She’s out of Russia and to keep me from trying to send her back, why doesn’t she 
change?” 

“You chump! She’s not going to change for you. She looks at you as a dog that she 
can make do whatever she wants. Promising to change is just one of her tricks. That’s her 
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hold on you. She has her claws around your heart playing it so you’ll feel sorry for her. She 
knows she can keep you hanging on by hoping she will change. Wake up Roy! You can’t 
change anybody, especially a Russian slut.” My tutor’s words cut my heart, but I knew she 
just wanted to shake some reality into it. 

We started with Angel’s Russian scribbling on the back of the business cards I found 
in her bag. Angel needed these notes to remind her of something to say when she turned on 
those high beams, smiled innocently and mentioned something about a guy from their last 
meeting in order to make him think he wasn’t the usual customer but someone special, 
maybe even the only one. Without her notes, any guy blurred into a haze of men. Thirty or 
more lap dances a night added up to 150 men a week or 600 a month or 6000 a year with 
two months vacation. Among the thousands, Angel knew her marks and zeroed in on them. 
Lonely men with good hearts and money generally fell for her mask of a decent girl trapped 
by circumstances that they could help her escape with money or material goods. 

On the back of the card from a managing director of Nomura Securities, Angel 
wrote: “Romantic. Tall. He massaged and kissed my back.” On another, “From Mexico. 
Older man likes Russian girls.” I felt disgusted. 

Next, my tutor translated the piece of paper with Angel’s writing that I found in her 

luggage. She wrote it after I found out about Italy but before I brought her to America: 

“Roy wants to revenge against me for Italy, then he will forgive. But if he takes me to 
America, he will never forget. He wants something from me. It will probably force him to 
worry. Why does he want fidelity? Why do I have to be faithful? With such an abnormal 
person there is a need for another person that would help him. But why should I help him? 
Really why? To be humiliated and worry sick about not doing what I want? I am a symbol 
of self-realization. He seeks out to manipulate people (using compromising material), 
pressure them, so he could experience joy; the same kind of joy that his mother had when 
she was pressuring him. That is his internal complex (conflict)—being the boss. What is in 
his soul is to use me. Humiliation of others is important to him. To continue with him I must 
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change prenuptial conditions on infidelity. I am not a slave and will do as I please. If he 
loved me he would not want me to be a slave to fidelity. 

My tutor remarked, “I told you not to marry her.” 

“I know, I know. My memory is not that flawed.” 

“Only your judgment.” 

“I can’t argue with that. Here, this is a card she wrote to this guy, Valodya, in St. 
Petersburg. I talked to him on the telephone.” 

“I didn’t know you spoke Russian.” 

“You know I don’t, but his English was good enough. He said Angel was just a 
good friend.” 

“Sluts don’t have friends, only sex partners and customers.” 

“Let’s see which.” 

“Maybe it is another Valodya than the guy she was humping in Krasnodar?” My 
tutor’s Russian pessimism always drove her to point out the worst-case scenario. “There a 
lot of Valodyas in Russia you know.” 

“I know. It seemed like every third guy I met in Russia was a Valodya.” 

“It’s because Valodya is a nick name for Vladimir—Lenin’s first name.” 

“Alright, so what does she say to Lenin’s namesake?” 

“On the top of the card she writes, ‘Good luck, peace, love and all the kindness to 
you.’ Then goes on: 

‘Hello Valodya, 

This is Angelina. How are you? I am okay. It was really difficult to come here. It turns out 
that my boss found out information about me from MVD and LSB. And now he watches 
me. I began to work. It is interesting. I like it a lot. I work about eight hours a day. (I 
dance.) It is interesting to meet new people, to learn about different places. 
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I think a lot about you and I miss you and it was great that we could understand each other. 
Do me a huge, huge favor, please, don’t tell anybody, anybody, that I am here—no way. 
Only my mum knows about it and now you. 

I kiss you, I embrace you, I miss you.” 

My tutor pointed to the four kisses plastered on it, “What a retard! You’d think she 
was ten years old.” 

“Only ethically.” I added. “She told me only her mother and Azul, a fellow ho from 
Lithuania, knew she was in New York City and she’d never tell it to a Russian man unless 
he was her boyfriend.” 

“I don’t think you need that to conclude she’s sleeping with this guy. By the way, 
what are M.V.D. and F.S.B.?” 

“You don’t know?” I said with surprise. “That’s right you left Russia about ten 
years ago. The M.V.D. is the Ministry of Internal Affairs. Remember the forces that 
Gorbachev sent into Lithuania to put down democratic opposition and the guys Putin sent to 
Chechnaya along with the military. The F.S.B. is the fonner K.G.B.” 

“Oh yea, I didn’t recognize the M.V.D. initials in English. That’s who my former 
boyfriend works for. He ended up in Chechnaya.” 

“Fonner boyfriend, what happened? He wasn’t killed there?” 

“No, when my girlfriend and I were in Russia visiting my home town Pskov, he tried 
to make it with her.” 

“Did he succeed? She’s a delicious babe.” 

“Noway! She’s not an American bitch. She wouldn’t do that to me.” 

“I guess you two Russian girls are the exception to the norm.” 

“I hate to disillusion you, but your wife is not the norm—she’s a whore!” 
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“Is that different than slut?” 


“Don’t be smart!” 

“Forget it. Anyway, you’ve been intimate with a number of guys by the tender age 
of nineteen. You once told me the number but I forgot.” 

‘“Intimate”! Are you a dork? Speak English. Let’s see, one, two, three... eight 
guys. All..., well almost all of whom, I was in a relationship with at the time. And none of 
whom I sold my body, like your wife does. Girls enjoy sex as much if not more than guys, 
so if they are careful and protect themselves, why shouldn’t they enjoy their bodies while 
they can. You Americans are too puritanical. Get real!” 

“You think I should accept Angel going out with her customers?” I said. 

“Look, she’s going to go out with them whether you accept it or not. And no, I do 
not approve of her whoring around. She’s married, and at the extreme—a sex freak in love 
with money. For her it’s fortune and power, the heart has nothing to do with it. If she even 
has a heart. But I can understand the route she took. I might have ended up the same way 
given the circumstances.” 

“Circumstances have nothing to do with it—morality is a matter of intent. I 
remember two years ago when you needed money; you were thinking of dancing in a titty 
bar but didn’t. You have a lot more to show in the chest than Angel, and your ass is nicer. 
I’m sure you would have made a lot more money than her.” 

“Well my boyfriend didn’t like the idea.” 

“That’s just an excuse. He’s not your boy friend anymore, so why don’t you do it 
now? You’re waitressing job pays peanuts. Here’s your chance to make big bucks.” 

“Because something inside me says no.” 
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“That’s what I’m saying. What’s inside you is a sense of decency, of self-respect. 
You know stripping is just another form of prostitution—trading vicarious sexual thrills for 
money. Angel has twisted the concept completely around saying that only a few girls can do 
what she does, as though she belonged to an enviable female elite that valued money over 
dignity. She actually believes lap dancing glamorous and a form of art.” 

“Now that is delusional. But you’ve got to admit that growing up poor could drive 
any girl to prostitution. I didn’t grow up as poor as Angel apparently was.” 

“That’s the excuse Angel sells everybody. Well she isn’t poor anymore and she 
could easily get a job as a bartender or waitress and make enough to live on, but she doesn’t. 
She continues her lap dancing and who knows what else because she chooses to. You make 
a lot less money than Angel, so why don’t you become a lap dancer? Because you choose 
not to go that route. I know lots of pretty, poor girls in Russia who chose to work at 
legitimate jobs instead of the easy wealth of prostitution. Angel simply chose the easy way 
that didn’t require the will, strength or confidence to put in the long-term effort and sacrifice 
to succeed at a worthy endeavor. Money, glitz and the superficial ‘Entertainment Network 
lifestyle’ are all she craves.” 

“I’m glad you see it my way Roy. Now isn’t it time to throw her out?” My tutor 
smiled at having adroitly reversed our roles. 

But all I could say was, “Soon, soon, just a little more information to make sure.” 

“You’re hopeless. What’s next?” 

“Faxes from the motherland.” 

Most of the first fax contained little of interest. Angel’s mother mentioned that the 
totally nude pictures by Dmitri Morosov were beautiful. This was the modeling 
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photographer Angel and I met in Krasnodar around the time we married. Angel and Inessa’s 
fortuneteller in Krasnodar warned that Angel faced hardships in America but would 
overcome them. 

Then my tutor said, “Listen to this! Inessa says ‘I saw one of your customers, Arsen, 
walking with a girl. He was smiling and did not see me.’ Then she ends the fax, ‘I wish you 
good clients.’” 

My tutor remarked, “Sounds like mom knows what her daughter does for a living 
and even encourages it. Who’s Arsen?” 

“I wasn’t sure whether her mother knew. Angel said she didn’t, but then again why 
should I have believed that? Arsen is the guy Angel brought home with her in April, after 
we were married, and when her mother went to St. Petersburg. She spent two days with 
him, obviously not playing cards. Angel’s diary indicates she is in the habit of bring guys 
back to the apartment when Inessa leaves town, which made me think that Inessa didn’t 
know. But maybe Inessa knew and maybe the guys weren’t just someone to have sex with 
but to sell sex to. I’m just not sure, yet.” 

“That’s because you are still in denial.” 

“No, I need more facts.” 

“Okay.” 

The next fax also concerned mostly domestic matters in Krasnodar, except for one 
part. Inessa complained that I only thought about money after learning from Angel that I 
wanted her to pay part of the household expenses now that Angel made over $3000 a week. 
Inessa told Angel to stand firm because it wasn’t in the contract. 

My tutor looked at me, “What contract?” 
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“There’s a prenuptial agreement, but it only concerns divorce, and a couple of short 
written agreements. She had a tendency to conveniently forget her marriage vows and other 


promises, so I wrote down for her the promises she made not to cheat or trick me.” 

“Well she has done plenty of that! Looks like both your wife and her mother see you 
as a business opportunity.” 

“It’s beginning to look like that.” 

My tutor needed to get up early the next day for work, so we made an appointment 
for the following week. 

She’s A Fool 

My daily searches of Angel’s lap dancing bag began to reveal hundred dollar bills 
instead of the usual twenties paid for a dance. The hundreds probably came from the 
Champagne Room, but she vehemently denied working in it and always lied about making 
less than she really did. 

“I don’t make anything what you don’t know,” Angel claimed. 

“What about your call to Valodya in St. Petersburg?” 

As always when caught, her eyes widened briefly, then she pretended not to 
understand. “What you talk about?” 

I showed her the number. “Valodya whom you called at his number and whom you 
met in Krasnodar in June.” 

“He is just a good friend,” I was tired of hearing those words. All three billion men 
in the world were “good friends” of my wife. “He is a boy that sells jewelry. Katya and I 
met him during the summer at a market. He is very smart. We have a similar philosophy. I 
felt spiritually close to him.” 
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“So close that you wrote him a postcard wishing him love with four kisses plastered 
across the back.” 

Angel either freaked or pulled out a ruse I hadn’t seen before. She ran into the 
kitchen and plopped down by the trashcan, “This is where I belong,” she shouted sobbing. 

“I am garbage and belong here to be thrown out like nothing more than trash. Use me and 
let fly like an old toy.” She hit the floor with the flat palm of her hand in order to make a 
loud noise without hurting herself. A simple technique used by wrestlers to deceive the 
audience into believing the occasion is genuine. I wasn’t buying, but my heart kept breaking 
a little more each time I caught her in a lie. 

“Giving your conduct in Mexico, Russia and now here in America, maybe you are 

right.” 

She jumped up, headed for the knives, “You son of a bitch you will pay for what you 
have said!” She was fast, got her hand on the carving knife, but I used a martial arts move 
to knock it out of her hand. 

She went back to the tears, “It takes time for me to change to American ways. Why 
don’t you believe me? You’ve got to believe me!” And she stamped that foot of hers again. 

The whole lunatic incident reminded me again of Sam Spade in The Maltese Falcon 
when confronting his Angel, although I chose not to say the lines: “That’s good coming 
from you. What have you ever given me? Have you ever given me any of your confidence, 
any of the truth? Haven’t you tried to buy my loyalty with sex?” 

Angel promised not to contact Valodya again. But I didn’t believe her and knew she 
wouldn’t leave any evidence of communication in her bags. 
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A few days later the first recording of a telephone conversation between Angel and 
her mother arrived from Russia. The conversation took place a day after the confrontation 
concerning Valodya. 

I brought the Russian cassette to my tutor for an oral translation. 

“Where did you get this?” She accusingly asked, 

“Don’t worry.” 

“More secret agents, I assume?” 

I replied, “Ask me no questions, I’ll tell you no lies.” 

“Okay, let’s do this.” 

Angel: One of my customers invited me to an interesting show, but I could not go because I 
had to work that night. Did anyone call for me? 

Inessa: Valodya from St Petersburg called. I told him that you were working in America. I 
explained that you can no longer call him from America because your boss spies on you. He 
said he looks forward to see you in Krasnodar in September. I told him all you wanted me 
to say. 

Angel: Good. I too want to see him again. If Valodya calls again, tell him I said Hi. Tell 
him, I will try to call his home from another telephone. I kiss him, I hug him, I miss him. 
Tell him everything is okay with me and Katya will send him a letter from me. 

My “darling husband” wants to go to Cyprus with us—oh God! Here I cannot go out 
with any of my customers—it is like prison. It is horrible to feel that every step is being 
watched. 

Inessa: He is like a little tail. 

Angel: When you send letters use two envelopes and scotch tape the inside envelope. I must 
make sure that he does not read your letters. 

Inessa: Don’t pay him money for rent, you be tough and keep to agreement. 

Angel: There was no talk about paying the rent before I started making money but now there 
is. Paying rent is not nonnal for Roy and me. In normal family it would be okay, but 
everybody understands this is not natural. I was upset, because he wants to help me open 
bank account, now he will know how much I make, but what can you explain to a man. 
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And I need a tarot reading to help find a way out of this marriage but stay in 
America. Will you find me someone new? The other person’s predictions were not 
accurate. 

My customers offer me a lot of money for sex, but I am worried that he will find out 
and have me deported. I do not want to lose my chance to live in America. It was hard 
work getting him to take me here. It is awful, by agreement, I do not have the right to have 
sexual relations, I do not have right to lie or to call Alfredo or Valodya. I always feel that 
someone will find out about me. I know living with him is just a life experience and after 
these tough times, I will have good times again. 

Angel might have good times again, but I doubted I would. My own personal hell 
kept getting deeper and deeper. Angel had said she wanted to take a few weeks off in 
September to go home but nothing about visiting Cyprus with her mother. Naturally, I 
planned to go along and wondered how she would try to sneak away to see Valodya in 
Krasnodar. 

A couple of days later, I found her work schedule for the week that listed her off on 
Monday and Tuesday. But on both days she left the apartment as if going to work and came 
home the usual time, after four in the morning. She probably spent the two nights with a 
customer or two going for dinner, dancing and a hotel. When I confronted her with the 
schedule, she vehemently claimed her innocence once again. If it weren’t for the secret 
telephone recordings of her and her mother, I might have believed her. But her false claims 
became a caricature of the oxymoron a “wrongly accused woman” who uses a flushed face, 
trembling voice, tears, anger and the guilt trip to make a man regret he ever doubted her. 

She was clearly a pro at convincing men she spoke the truth, but I possessed hard evidence 
of her deceit. She demanded I come by the club to talk to the manager who would tell me 
that she really did work those two nights. What else would he say? Angel was a club asset 
he wanted to keep content. I declined her invitation. 
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On August 11, Angel gave me a card commemorating our five-month wedding 

anniversary that contained a poem by Emily Matthews 

If an angel is someone who’s so filled with love, it’s a gift that she constantly shares, 
If an angel is someone who looks out for others and gives them a nudge here or 

there, 

If an angel is someone who touches your life with a heart that’s both joyful and wise, 
Then even though she doesn’t have halo or wings, she’s an angel in human disguise. 

Did she really believed this baloney about herself? Maybe Angel’s problem 

stemmed from an inability to perceive reality. Perhaps I should pity rather than expose her. 

But as always with Angel, whenever I began to believe she possessed some redeeming 

quality enabling her to change, the real Angel reverted to its true gorgon soul insidiously 

slipping another knife into my feelings for her. 

“I want to go to Krasnodar to take a rest and see my mother in September,” Angel 

said. 

Thinking about her appointment to meet Valodya, I said, “You mentioned that 
before, so when do you want to leave.” 

“You don’t understand. It’s mum’s fiftieth birthday, which is very special for 
Russians. I want to present her with a trip to Cyprus.” 

“I thought you never wanted to go back to Cyprus after the bad memories you had 
about working there? Remember before our wedding, you refused to tell me what you did 
there because you said the memories caused you too much pain. Now you want to go back 
and take your mother. That’s a little strange isn’t it?” Actually, not strange at all for Angel, 
she probably enjoyed her lap dancing in Cyprus, and given my level of conscious 
understanding so far, her mother probably encouraged her in that line of work. Still I 
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wanted to see how she reacted to yet another inconsistency with one of the former stories 
she told to convince me of both her and her mother’s alleged decency. 

Angel just ignored my remarks, “It is sunny and warm, and mum has never been in a 
place like that.” 

I persisted, “But won’t she want to see where you work? You told me she didn’t 
know about your stripping but thought you worked as a model and dancer.” 

“I’m not going to show her where I worked, but I finally told her what I did in 
Cyprus and Mexico. 

“When was that?” I said in disbelief. “You said you didn’t want your mother to ever 
find out about your lap dancing.” 

Angel vaguely said, “Some time ago. I don’t remember exactly.” I didn’t think she 
would remember. 

“What did your mother say about her daughter making money as a stripper?” 

“I not stripper, I dancer—it is art!” 

“So what did your mother say?” 

“She understood.” 

“That was a major turn around for your mother,” I continued with feigned ignorance. 
“When I was in Krasnodar in March, you told me not to mention anything about your 
working in a gentlemen’s club in Mexico because your mother would be outraged that her 
sweet Angel took off her clothes for strange men in return for money.” I went a little 
overboard with that last bit, but Angel apparently missed the sarcasm. 

“I thought it best that I be honest with mum and she appreciated that and forgave 

me.” 
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“Will she forgive you for dancing at Flash Dancers?” 

“She doesn’t know.” That was a lie. 

“I thought you wanted to be honest with your mother?” I couldn’t help myself—the 
lawyer made me do it. 

“Stop it Roy! I want to give my mum a present for her birthday. She’s had a very 
hard life and she deserves this.” 

“She deserves to see where her only child took off her clothes for money?” 

“Enough! I’m going and I am taking her with me!” 

“Fine. I’ve never been to Cyprus. I’d like to see it and the places where you 
worked.” 

Angel sat close to me, took my hand and said in her fake sincere tone, “Roy I don’t 
want you to come. I want to be alone with my mother.” 

“Baloney, you want me to stay here so you can play with your boyfriends in 
Krasnodar and in Cyprus!” 

“How can I go out with other guys if my mother is with me? Be realistic.” 

“Easy, find a guy for her or leave her at home or in the hotel,” 

Then she said coldly, “If you come, you cannot stay in my apartment in Krasnodar, 
and I will not live with you at the hotel. I can’t keep you from traveling where you want, 
but you wouldn’t ruin my mother’s birthday. I want to be alone with my mother during this 
special time and that’s it.” 

I didn’t believe this tale for a minute. She didn’t want me along so that she could ho 
with the St. Petersburg’s Valodya in Krasnodar and who knew whom in Cyprus. I didn’t 
particularly want to go to Krasnodar and Cyprus to conduct my own surveillance, but I 
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wanted to know what she did in those places. A little more evidence of her lying and 
cheating would finally end my uncharacteristic compassion for her. Kroll’s F.S.B. agents 
were too expensive for such an extensive, multi-country job, at least for me. I then hit on 
the idea of forcing her to show me her real diary from when I copied it in May until the end 
of her upcoming trip to Cyprus. The dairy I copied in Moscow had plenty of blank pages 
left in it, so I assumed when she arrived in Krasnodar, she would record her American 
activities and take the diary, as she usually did on trips, with her to Cyprus to write about her 
fun times as they happened. 

All I needed to do was confront her when she and mother-in-law got off the plane 
from Cyprus; demand to see her dairy on the spot. If she didn’t produce it immediately, I’d 
threaten to tell the U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service not to let her back in the 
country. Of course, I could tell Immigration anything, but it wasn’t about to keep Angel out 
of America, since she had a temporary green card. Angel, however, didn’t know that, so the 
odds were she would turn the notebook over. This way, I would gain a clearer window on 
her activities from the end of May through Cyprus. A better window than any F.S.B. agents 
could provide—the window of her mind. Secretly, I arranged my trip to surprise her at the 
Krasnodar airport on September 25 th , the day before my birthday. 

A couple of days later, the notebook that Angel kept on the coffee table disappeared. 

I couldn’t find it in her bag, which by now she knew I searched regularly. Too cheap to buy 
a new notebook and having given up on her scheme to deceive me with the bogus diary, she 
probably took the notebook to record her real life activities. But in order to keep it out of 
my hands, she likely stored it with her Russian friend and fellow lap dancer, Tatianna. 

Angel wasn’t about to refrain from keeping a diary for very long. Her delusional belief in 
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her goddess stature drove her to prize every sordid episode in her self-professed glamorous 
life. She didn’t want to lose any of those treasures to her chronically faulty memory. The 
disappearance of the notebook meant that when I confronted Angel in Krasnodar, I would 
demand the notebook I previously copied in Moscow and the one from the coffee table. 

The second recording from Russia between Angel and Inessa was delivered that 
same day. 

Angel: This is the psychological repeat of Cyprus. Roy does not trust me because of the 
past; he thinks I cannot change. He thinks my wanting to sleep with other men is sickness, 
but he doesn’t know how Russian girls can go from man to man. 

Inessa: Maybe you should move out, find your own apartment. 

Angel: Yes in the last possible resort, but apartments here are expensive, and I would have 
to share with someone unless I could find a man to pay for it. Roy’s wanting me to be 
faithful is like a sickness in him. I never saw this before in my life in a man. It is not 
nonnal! It makes me so nervous that I do not want to even try to go out with someone 
because I will worry about him finding out and then trying to deport me. 

Inessa: Asya predicted your troubles in America. Roy’s disbelief of you is stupid. 

Angel: I think Roy is psychologically sick. I told him not to come to Cyprus. If he comes I 
will not be able to have fun with the boys I know there and you know what else. He said I 
was cruel to him by going out with so many men and dishonored him. 

Inessa: Let him build a statute to himself. 

Angel: Ha, ha, ha. He only worries that I do not have sex with another man. Worst thing is 
that he does not believe me. I relax when he is not home. 

Inessa: I feel so bad that you spend so much of your nerves because of that idiot, dumb ass. 
If he comes here I will kick his ass. Tell him that. I am serious. I will choke him with my 
own hands to death. 

Angel: Ha, ha, ha. I will help you. 

Inessa: If he comes to Krasnodar, I will definitely kick his ass. 

Every time I discovered more of the truth—it kept hurting. I didn’t understand why I 
still cared or why her comment about doing “and you know what else” in Cyprus made my 
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stomach sink. She didn’t feel anything but contempt for me. Her heart pumped only ice 
water, so why keep looking for a sign of concern, of simple human decency? It made no 
sense, especially given her and Inessa’s perspective on the proper relationship between 
husband and wife. These two sounded like aliens whose beliefs existed only in nightmares. 

Chains 

Angel started performing more magic rituals than her regular wake up rites. Often 
when I came home, strange odors permeated the apartment with candles spread through out. 
Other times, she locked herself in the bedroom from which I heard her muttering 
incomprehensible words and smelled the burning of, I assumed, incense. 

“What’s going on?” I sometimes asked, knocking on the door. 

“You will soon understand,” she arrogantly replied. “Don’t disturb me—it is 
dangerous. I might lose control.” 

Lose control of what—Russian spirits, I condescendingly told myself. In the 
beginning, I dismissed it all as a typical female ploy to distract me from her nefarious acts or 
some childish game to intimidate me into halting my investigation of her. But then my mind 
started clouding over, my energy sapped away and I lay in bed until late every morning. I 
didn’t want to deal with the absurdity of my life anymore, hoping for it and Angel to go 
away. My unconscious, however, didn’t give up. It kept prodding me from the abyss of my 
mind to realize that forces in which I arrogantly disbelieved battled my intellect for control 
of my life—and I was losing. My intuition once again warned that I faced the specter of 
Angel’s malevolent magic, psychology or whatever it was she did. I needed help and 
thought about going back to Carmen, whose advice I somehow forgot after returning from 
Moscow when I started eating the meals Angel prepared, but in which she didn’t partake. I 
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took some of Angel’s hair from her brush, knowing Cannen would want that and planned to 
make an appointment. But as events turned out, I found help from a different source. 

One night over a drink with my buddy Mark, who also taught me martial arts, I 
whined about my disintegration. 

“I don’t understand what’s happening to me. This girl has some power beyond my 
ability to deal with, which I have never experienced before.” 

Mark calmly replied, “That’s because you don’t believe in the spiritual realm. How 
many times have we discussed the spiritual side of martial arts? 

“Almost all the time,” I said. 

“Thank you. That’s because without the spiritual, the martial arts can’t exist. But 
you still haven’t taken that step in believing. You’re a lawyer, you’re intellectually and 
physically strong, but you’ve never been up against someone using the energies of the 
universe for evil.” 

“I wouldn’t say she is evil.” 

“Pleaseeee, Roy, I’ve met her. She’s made her choice to use her life for evil.” 

“So she’s a stripper and wants to make money because she grew up poor.” 

“Excuseeee me. She does a lot more than strip and you know it but still don’t realize 
it. Anyway, the Tao Te Ching calls evil a state of self-absorption that is in disharmony with 
the universal process. Need I say more?” 

“She’s clearly self-absorbed—vanity to the max and out of touch with human 
decency,” I agreed. 

“That means she’s evil—period. Believe me this is an area I know about. I’ve been 
living the martial arts for nearly thirty years—I trust in the spiritual. It doesn’t matter how 
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you think about it—it exists. For me, I find strength from the Bible and God, for others it’s 
the Koran and Allah or Hinduism with Shiva and Vishnu or Buddhism or what you always 
talk about, quantum mechanics. But despite your intellectual understanding that there are 
mysteries science can’t explain, in your gut you’re still a skeptic.” 

“Well it would be nice for some evidence.” 

“You see the evidence all the time but refuse to admit it. How many times have you 
sparred with one of my black belts who messes you up, and then you ask me how it 
happened? You’ve played rugby and boxed, how do you explain these guys completely 
befuddling you? Some of it is that they are more advanced in the technique, but as I always 
try to get through to the class, the key is connecting with the spiritual. That takes faith in the 
spiritual and meditation to attune with it. Only then can you move at the last instant without 
thinking about it, feel the danger coming before you see it and automatically do what’s 
needed to protect yourself.” 

“But that’s just a sense you develop over time.” 

“No. It’s a connection you establish with the nature of the world through faith. If 
you believe in your heart, not your intellect, but your heart that a spiritual world underlies 
the confused alarms of struggle and flight our senses show us everyday, then you can act in 
hannony with the true reality of nature. All the surface confusions, fears and distractions 
melt away. Your perception clears, and that gives a peace and confidence from which you 
sense not just how to move in a dangerous situation but the way to go in your life.” 

“Okay, how can a witch like Angel who believes in God and a spiritual realm use it 
for evil?” 
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“Nobody uses God for anything. She may think she is using Him, but that’s just her 
egotism. It’s the devil that is using her because she chose to use her gifts from God not to 
contribute to the world but to take. And take no matter whom she hurts. But her belief in 
the unseen energies of the universe gives her an advantage over you because her belief 
enables her to twist some of these energies for her own sinful purposes. You, unfortunately, 
are left only with your reason, and no man can wrap his mind around the metaphysics that 
she is using to destroy you.” 

“Well, I wouldn’t say she is trying to destroy me.” 

“Look at you—you’re an emotional wreck. All you think about is her and your 
investigation for the truth. You’ve got the truth—move on. You can’t even pick yourself up 
to find a job. You’ve got two graduate degrees with honors from hotshot schools and you’re 
telling me you can’t find a job. Pleaseeee, if that’s not destruction; I don’t know what is? 
You’ve put yourself at the spiritual mercy of a Russian whore. And not for nothing, you 
always told me, ‘Never put yourself at the mercy of a Russian because they don’t know the 
meaning of the word.’ Am I right?”’ 

Mark was right. I still didn’t want to believe in this spiritual stuff, but it seemed that 
unseen, unreasoned demons mocked my intellect and laughed as they cavorted around my 
illusions, tripping me up time after time all in the service of their master—Angel. 

“Well what can I do?” I asked. “I’ve thought about going back to this Caribbean 
voodoo lady I saw before going back to Moscow for Angel.” 

“Forget that! When you go home tonight, open up the Bible and put it somewhere 
that Angel will be sure to see it. Open it to the Old Testament, any book will do, then see 
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what happens. Also buy a pocket Bible for carrying around with you and stop eating the 
meals she cooks!” 

I didn’t like using the Bible for anything because my disbelief made me feel like a 
hypocrite, but I was desperate and followed Mark’s advice that night. 

Angel came home, went to sleep and the next day didn’t say a word about the Bible 
that she surely saw opened in the bedroom. She did ask me whether I planned to keep her 
from reentering the U.S. when she returned from her vacation to Krasnodar and Cyprus. I 
didn’t have that power, but she thought I did. I equivocated in my answer. 

Around 10 o’clock that night, Angel called from work. That surprised me. She 
never called from the club and forbade me telephoning her there because, as she said, 
management didn’t like the girls making or receiving calls. She probably didn’t want any 
calls because it ate up time she could use for hustling money out of some sucker and the 
calls allowed me to check on whether she was at work. 

“What’s up Angel?” 

“I call to tell you I just sitting here when suddenly it came to me that I been on the 
downward course. I see now that I start lying and using men when I work in Cyprus. I 
didn’t know any other men except my boyfriend before Cyprus. The world was new to me 
and I went wrong. I now tell you honestly and truly—I don’t want to go out with other men 
anymore. I see that my life leading me in bad direction and that you try to help me leave 
this behind. I know now that I must change or great hann will come to me. I don’t want to 
continue my past anymore. I want to live here in a healthy life.” 

I was stunned and suspicious but hopeful—again, “I’m glad to hear that Angel. I 
want you to reach your dreams and hope we can come closer together.” 
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“Me too my husband, I now completely honest and truthful with you. Thank you for 


everything. I must go back to work, see you later.” 

As I hung up, I thought it feasible for a person to change over night; some do 
experience a moment of insight that changes their entire life. But the question gnawed at 
whether Angel was telling the truth or just running another con? Did the opened Bible stir 
the decency I believed existed in her heart or did it scare her? When we were in Moscow, I 
told her that I had visited a voodoo priestess for protection from her magic to which she 
arrogantly responded, “My helpers are stronger!” But now, an open Bible by someone she 
previously knew as a non-believer may have changed the balance of forces. Was she trying 
to deter my reliance on the fire and brimstone of the Old Testament because she knew her 
black magic couldn’t fight Yaweh? Was she now a good Angel or continued as a bad one? 
Or did the fear of my keeping her from reentering the country after Cyprus motivate her 
“revelation.” Angel loved money and nowhere else could she make as much as in America. 
Her past record indicated another scam, and change often takes place incrementally, even 
when intended. Whatever the truth, I thought it wise to no longer eat the meals she prepared 
for me. Everyday, I told her to put my dinner in the refrigerator, so I could eat it later. After 
she left for work, I promptly dumped it in the garbage. I also continued my investigation to 
see what the facts, rather than her words, showed. 

Slowly my thinking process cleared and the oppressive feeling of hopelessness 
dissipated, but the facts moved in the same direction as before. 

Angel knew I didn’t like the idea of her dancing in the private Champagne room at 
Flash Dancers, so she always denied working there. As I continued to find more and more 
hundred-dollar bills instead of twenties in her nightly take, I confronted her again with lying 
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about not dancing in the Champagne room. Since the club paid girls $100 for thirty minutes 
in the room, it made sense that’s how she earned the hundred-dollar bills. Angel went into 
cover-up mode again by saying she exchanged her twenties from the usual lap dances for 
hundreds from the club’s cashier. Good story, but unlikely, a couple of the strippers told me 
the club policy required girls to push the Champagne room, and when a customer requested 
it of a girl, she had to go because the club made $150 for a half hour. 

Another of the tapped telephone conversations between Angel and Inessa arrived I 
again brought the Russian cassette to my tutor for an oral translation. 

She started to translate. “You’ll like this. Your wife is upset because, ‘I do not have 
the right to sell my body to my customers, I do not have the right to have sex with anyone 
but Roy, I do not have the right to he and I do not have the right to contact any of my 
customers anywhere in the world. I want to go out with some of my customers when they 
ask me but cannot. Roy only worries about his own interests that I do not have sex with 
other men.’” 

My tutor laughed, “What a wife you brought back. She’s complaining that her 
husband wouldn’t let her whore around.” 

“Did she really complain to her mother about not being able to sell her body?” I 
asked with what little surprise there was left in me. 

“That’s what she said. And knowing the type of Russian girl she is, she’s probably 
doing it anyway.” 

“Damn! Definitely a prostitute and clearly her mother knows it. Angel always said 
her mother didn’t know what she did for a living until Angel planned to take her mother to 
Cyprus, so then she told her about the stripping.” 
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“You’re a fool! Angel didn’t tell here mother anything because her mother already 
knew. She just uses that line to make you and others think she is from a decent family. 

Who do you think raised Angel to be the slut she is? Her mother taught her to live off men. 
It was the easiest way to make lots of money by Russian standards. Her mother was 
probably a prostitute herself.” 

“Angel told me her mother only knew one man—Angel’s father.” 

“That’s just another lie Roy. Like mother, like daughter. Angel probably doesn’t 
even know who her real father is. She probably comes from a long line of prostitutes, and 
for them, you are nothing but a piece of business. You of all people with your MBA from 
Columbia should understand they are just carrying on the family business—nothing 
personal, only business.” 

“That’s the problem—nothing personal.” I dejectedly said and began to see sex as 
Angel’s service and men with money as her target market. 

My tutor added, “Knowing how careless Russians are about sex, I’d get tested for 
every disease they can test for.” 

“Soon, soon,” I said. “What else is in the conversation?” 

“Angel says, ‘Sometimes better to sit at work than listen to Roy. He reminds me of 
Marios, my boss in Cyprus. Marios always wanted to know how many times I met one of 
his customers, so he could get his commission for each meeting. He always feared we make 
private deals that he did not know about. Except with Roy, it is not about money already but 
fidelity. He is a fool and spies on me. His spying is so dirty.’” 

My tutor chimed in agreement, “Your spying is dirty. I hope you realize that.” 
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“Not as dirty as her. Besides, it’s necessary to find the truth. Facing the truth is my 
only hope. See things as they really are no matter how much it hurts.” 

“You’re hopeless.” 

“Inessa: ‘Roy is like a little tail. Alexey’s mother said she heard about your 
marriage and asked to see the photographs.’” 

“Angel laughs, ‘What pictures?”’ 

“Inessa: ‘I told her she was mistaken.’” 

“Angel: ‘I want to take a day off, but it is twice as bad to be with Roy always asking 
me questions. Roy does not believe me probably because he is psychologically sick.’” 

“Inessa: ‘His disbelief in you is crazy and senile. He should feel honored. Roy is 
like a bloodsucker, never satisfied. He only thinks about himself. His prying into your life 
is like a vampire sucking you dry. He should see that you are not a burden since you make 
dollars yourself, make food for him—what else does he need?”’ 

“Angel: ‘Yes, at least he is dumb enough to eat the herbs I put in his food to lessen 
his suspicions.’” 

“Inessa: ‘Keep giving him those herbs. But why does he still dig into your affairs? 
What is not there for him? Another would have been carrying you in his arms and would 
have been happy for such a creature as you my little Angel. To have the most caring, loving 
beauty as you.’” 

“Angel: ‘I already put up a magical block against him learning any more about me 
and from coming to Russia with me in September.’” 

“Angel: ‘Did you send my letter to Valodya in St. Petersburg?”’ 

“Inessa: ‘Yes, he called you and asked for Angela. I didn’t know at first whom he was 
talking about.’” 

“Angel: ‘That’s what he calls me. How is he?”’ 

“Inessa: ‘He is fine, misses you and hopes to see you in September.’” 

I interrupted, “So her date with Valodya is still on. I guess that’s the main reason she 
doesn’t want me to go to Krasnodar with her, but what’s the reason for not wanting me in 
Cyprus?” 


80 



My tutor replied, “She doesn’t want you along because she is going on vacation— 
vacation. That means to get away from work, and you are her work.” 

“Yeah, you’re right,” I sadly replied. 

“Angel says, ‘I hope to see him too. He is very special to me.’” 

“Inessa: ‘I think your cousin, Alona, went through your things and saw the nude 
photographs that Morosov took and your tape of Showgirls is missing.’” 

My tutor asked, “Who’s Alona?” 

“Alona is the daughter of Angel’s aunt—the sister of her mother. After Angel 
bought her apartment, her mother decided to give their house to Angel’s aunt who, 
according to Angel, wanted to move from Sakhalin Island to Krasnodar. Alona has been 
living in Angel and her mother’s new apartment since June to help get the house ready. But 
apparently, Alona has also been learning about the kind of people Angel and her mother are 
and is not pleased with her relatives.” 

“Smarter than you.” 

“Okay, let’s continue.” 

“Angel says about her cousin Alona: ‘Young whore, bitch, she needs to get her face 
beaten. I want to hit her in the face. She is spoiled. For me to buy a mobile phone I have to 
work to get money from a man, but all she does is ask her father—the little slut. I don’t 
want her in our apartment when we are gone. Ask Katya to stay in it. I can trust her 
because I have checked her many times. That little bitch Alona. Tell her if I was there, I 
would punch her face. Sometimes at the club I play at karate with my clients. They think it 
is a joke and do not get the real meaning of how I want to punch their faces.’” 

My tutor interrupted, “Your wife is not only a whore but a hostile one.” 

“Inessa: ‘Smolin called about Japan and asked if you were planning on working 

there.’” 

“Angel: ‘Not now. I make too much money here and have many customers who keep 
coming back.’” 
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“Inessa: ‘Be strong darling. I wish you new conquests and, remember, someday you 
will be famous.’” 

My tutor quipped, “Right, the most famous whore in Krasnodar. Both your wife and 
mother-in-law are retards. Get rid of them.” 

“Like mother, like daughter, as you said,” I replied. “But I didn’t realize so much 
violence boiled inside of her. That part was new.” 

“Be careful and get yourself checked by your doctor. I’m off to work. Let me know 
when you want to meet next.” 

The subway ride home from my tutor seemed to get longer each time. The pain, 
anger and humiliation boiled within me giving no pause for peace. How much more would I 
take? Why didn’t I just kick her out of the house and move on with my life? What kept 
pushing me to find out all the truth? Clearly lying was her life, her mother’s life and to 
everyone, including themselves. Self-righteous psychopaths, a family of mutual deceivers 
and deceived—I should get away from them but couldn’t let it go just yet. I wanted more of 
the truth and soon got it. 

Maiya, my stockbroker, received the smuggled silverware that Angel purchased in 
Krasnodar and Inessa sent to America. The alleged $1500 antique spoons turned into un¬ 
saleable collectibles worth at most $200 for insurance purposes. Maiya lost $500 and Angel 
probably profited by $400, most likely paying out only $50 to buy the spoons in Russia and 
$50 to send them to America. 

Maiya knew all about my horrors with Angel and said in disgust, “What’s with this 
girl? Doesn’t she realize that she could have made a lot more in the long run by being 
straight with this deal? It seems she can’t help but cheat someone whenever she gets the 
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chance. One of these days she’s going to cheat the wrong person and end up face down in 
the gutter.” 

“You’re right. I’ve never met anyone so devoted to tricking people. She seems 
addicted to taking advantage of others even when it means she’ll lose more in the end. I 
doubt she even realizes her stupidity. I wonder whether she ever had any desire for an 
honest relationship, rather than one where she just schemed, connived and cheated. To her, 
everyone is a potential sucker? Perhaps she’s just a congenital con artist.” 

My complaining continued, “Once I borrowed four hundred dollars cash from her 
and when I returned it, I asked her to count it to make sure I didn’t mistakenly cheat her. 

She counted the twenties, but I could tell there was something wrong. Thinking I paid her 
less, I asked if it was right. She said, ‘Yes,’ but not believing her, I took the money back 
and counted it twice. I didn’t want her to feel I pressured her into being cheated by me. 
Both recounts showed I had actually over paid her by $20 dollars. She knew it but said 
nothing. I just walked out of the room in disgust.” 

Maiya laughed, “You didn’t want to cheat her so she cheated you. That’s funny. 
Maybe it’s just her culture. President Truman once said, “Those Russians—they lie!” 

I added, “And the girls lie most of all. A Ukrainian in my martial arts class 
described Russian girls as incapable of being honest with themselves, so they can’t be 
honest with anyone. They feel no guilt because they believe they are justified in doing 
anything to get what they want. They are simply amoral, although they fear the opinions of 
others and try to hide their actions. When someone leams the truth, the girls feel humiliated 
but not guilty. And for a Russian girl, humiliation is the worse because to them only the 
surface appearance matters.” 
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One evening in late August, a coffee cup went missing that I had received when I left 
WNEW TV News years ago—a prized memento. I looked around and noticed a mark on 
the kitchen floor. On closer inspection, there were little pieces of the cup spread out in a 
semi circle of about six feet in diameter. This cup didn’t fall on the floor—it was smashed. 
The next day I asked Angel why she smashed my cup? She said, “You weren’t meant to 
have it anymore.” I didn’t even bother to respond. What can one say to such arrogance that 
would do any good? 

Just before she left on her vacation, Angel tried a new ruse—at least she was 
persistent. 

“Roy your suspicions are causing me great nerves. I find it difficult to do my work 
and do not feel well. You know I have a history of abdominal problems, and they are 
bothering me again. You must be gentler with me. I am getting rashes on my body, and my 
customers won’t want me. Here look at this.” 

She showed me a rash on her stomach that looked more like a hicky than a medical 
problem. 

“Did you go to your doctor?” I asked 

“I don’t have the time. You must stop giving me nerves, looking in my things and 
spying on me.” 

“Am I giving you nerves, or is it your guilty conscience. Forget that, I doubt 
whether you have a conscience.” 

“Why don’t you stop? I told you the truth about everything. I am now completely 
truthful and honest before you.” Oh not again, I thought. 

“Are you going to meet Valodya when you go to Krasnodar?” 
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“How can I meet him if I do not telephone him? I promised not to call him and I 
have not.” 

“Nice try, even Billy-Bob Clinton would admire it. You agreed not to ‘contact’ him. 
That includes not only the telephone but the letters and messages you sent him through your 
mother and Katya.” I knew this would raise her suspicions about my tapping her telephone, 
but I believed my investigation close to over. 

Her eyes widened briefly as usual when the truth slapped her face. She paused to 
decide which cover-up or avoidance to use. “I cannot work with your spying and aggressive 
behavior to me. I am sick.” And she grabbed her stomach and sat down with a moan. 

“Are you going to meet Valodya in Krasnodar?” 

“Leave me alone!” 

“What about Cyprus, whom will you meet there?” 

“I told you I am going there to show my mother where I worked.” 

“No that is not what you said, but it does make sense given what I know now.” 

“Roy, our relations are not good—you don’t trust me. I tell you I change but you 
think I lie.” 

“You said that before you trust someone you should check them. I checked you and 
you can’t be trusted.” 

“That was in the past, you must check now.” I was waiting for this. 

“Okay, take a lie detector test.” 

“No, I will not. You have no right.” 

“You just said I must check now, so how else can I check.” 
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She got up placed he arm over my shoulders, put on her sincerity mask, looked down 
into my eyes and kissed me, “I kiss you from my clear soul. You are my only lover and 
boyfriend. I don’t make anything with anyone else. I never go to the Champagne room and 
will see no boys in Krasnodar or Cyprus. Can’t I make you believe me?” 

“I’ll tell you what. If you talk to Maiya and she believes you, then I will believe 

you.” 

“I will do that.” Angel seemed happy, but I didn’t delude myself. Angel couldn’t 
tell the truth, she had too much to hide. Maiya was in her fifties, divorce and her children 
grown. During the Viet Nam war, she worked in Saigon for a private firm that provided 
guns for special operations and flew around with Air America. Maiya knew Angel and 
Russians and could spot any Russian scam in an instant. Angel couldn’t fool her, but she 
would try and that would be just one more thing against her. 

Lover’s Island 

All the talk about Cyprus finally made me see an obvious way for finding out more 
of the truth about Angel, especially why she wanted to revisit an island for which she 
claimed to have so many bad memories—translate the part of her diary I hadn’t—the section 
that dealt with Cyprus. Although likely twisted by self-delusions, Angel’s writings about 
her experiences in Cyprus would bring me nearer the full truth about my wife than any of 
the propaganda her mouth spewed in my direction. 

Angel’s words always rang so fine in my head that they often made me doubt 
common sense and obvious truths. Whenever I accused her of lying and dishonesty, she 
always assuaged my accusations with sonorous words that struck directly at my emotions 
where her tone fabricated convincing rationales that took me days before realizing their 
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absurdity. Her favorite excuses were: “It part of my culture. I need time to learn your ways 
to tell the truth. Please be patient with me. I will change. I don’t know the man for a long 
time. I just go out into the world for a couple of years. I need time to learn what you a man 
want from his girl. You kn ow I really a good girl,” and then she’d always smile innocently. 
With Angel the delivery rather than the text carried the power to deceive. But the bare, 
soundless words of her diary carried no emotional ploy. 

After Angel left for Krasnodar on September 9 th , I met with my tutor to do the 
translation. I didn’t want to do it with Angel around for fear she might get wind of it from 
her spirits or I might lose control and confront her with what I was learning. The dairy was 
still my secret weapon as long as she couldn’t be sure I had a copy. If she learned about my 
translating the Cyprus portion, it would give her a chance to emotionally duck and weave 
out of her admissions in a way that, coupled with her magic, might make me shelve my 
planned confrontation in Krasnodar and never learn about her activities after the trip to Italy 
with Alfredo. Also the information about Cyprus should help me throw her off balance 
when I surprised her in Krasnodar, making it easier to obtain the part of her real diary I 
wanted. 

“What date do you want to start at and where do we end?” My tutor asked. 

“Let’s start with December 20, 1998, when she flew to Cyprus to work in this club 
called Zygos in Limassol.” 

“Never heard of Limassol.” 

“Neither did I until I met Angel. It’s on the Greek part of the island—a small resort 
town of around 75,000 people on the southern shore. Apparently a pleasant place to live but 
overrun with the Russians.” 
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“Watch it, I’m Russian,” My tutor warned. 

“But an honest Russian.” 

“Listen, just because you got burnt by some devious Russian slut doesn’t mean we 
are all liars and thieves. And don’t forget, two Russian girls, me and my friend told you in 
Moscow not to marry her.” 

“I remember. Anyway, a lot of Russians set up businesses in Cyprus because it’s the 
only country Russia recognizes as a tax haven. Your fellow countrymen go to Cyprus, 
register a legal entity, then go back to Russia and conduct their operations under the name of 
the Cypriot entity. That way the company operating in Russia is required to pay only 
Cypriot taxes, which amounts to a fraction of what it would be liable for if operating as a 
Russian company.” 

“Why bother, everyone in Russia lies on their taxes anyhow?” 

“Right, all Russian companies keep three sets of books—one for investors that 
shows a profitable growing business, one for the taxman that shows a company about to ta nk 
and one for the managers that shows the truth. But the companies still have to bribe the tax 
authorities to accept their duplicitous accounting. Russian tax officials aren’t stupid. They 
have a pretty good idea about what a company makes and base their bribes on the amount of 
taxes they believe the company should pay. With a Cypriot shell company, the taxes aren’t 
even owed to Russia, so no Russian tax liability and no bribes.” 

“Smart, but why all the money laundering I read about that goes through Cyprus if 
they’ve already avoided taxes?” 

“Because the laundered money comes from illegal activities, such as drugs, 
embezzlement of state assets, selling military hardware, contract killings—you name it. 
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Russian businessmen, perhaps I should use the term gangsters, since they’re usually one in 
the same, aren’t going to report illegal income on any tax return no matter how small the 
taxes. They want to keep their crimes secret, so they transport the cash in suitcases or 
through cooperative banks that don’t ask questions to the perfect destination point—Cyprus. 
It’s geographically close to Russia, the officials are susceptible to bribery and bank 
transactions along with the real owners of an account are kept secret. The U.S. government 
has called Cyprus a haven for money laundering by terrorists and organized crime. That’s 
why your corrupt politicians and their criminal associates move some of the one billion 
dollars that flows out of Russia every month into Cyprus.” 

“There not my politicians. I’m an American now—remember? And I am also well 
aware that Cyprus is a favorite playground for the Russian mafia. I’m sure your wife fitted 
in just fine. How old was she when she went to Cyprus?” 

“Twenty-three.” 

“Okay, how far in the diary do you want me to go to?” 

“Stop at July 23, 1999. I already had from there until the end of May 2000 translated 
in Moscow.” 

“I’m surprised one of your teenage girl translators did it for you,” my tutor peevishly 
remarked. 

“Actually, none of them would, so I found a man.” 

“Figures. All right, are you ready?” 

“Yeah, let’s get this continuing show on the road,” I replied steeling myself, but still 
hoping the diary would speak of a more temperate, less promiscuous Angel. 

I have arrived in Cyprus to the girls’ apartment in a basement. It is good here, here 
lives Michelle, Oxana and me, and as well Zlata who does magic. 
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Marios Athanasiou the manager of ZYGOS and TRAMPS was going to watch me 
for 3 days, first at 3 o'clock in the afternoon, then at 3 o’clock in the morning, but only on 
the third day he has watched me, watched how I move when I take my clothes off. Here we 
make a pound for every drink a customer buys us while we sit with him. On the first day my 
result is 7 drinks; I shivered when I spoke to customers. 

My tutor stopped, “What’s this “pound”?” 

“Cyprus was a British colony, so the currency they use is called the Cypriot Pound 
after the British Pound Sterling. In 1999, a Cypriot Pound was worth around $1.60. Most 
people on the island also speak English. Angel studied it for seven years in Krasnodar but 
didn’t practice it until Cyprus.” 

“So she says.” 

“Right, anything coming from her mouth is probably a lie. Let’s go on.” 

On the same day I have acquainted with Chris, Marios introduced him to me. After 
work we have gone in his sports car. It was so nice! We came to a romantic place. I have 
seen sparkling Limassol, it was all in lights... On the second day he has presented me 
yellow and red carnations (on the first day he presented me roses). We have gone to a shop. 
He has bought me a journal and a chocolate. We went to the beach, and while we were 
talking, a wave watered a little our feet. 

On the third day he took me to play cards. Due to my lucky hand we won. If I have 
correctly understood, we have won 220 pounds. 110 of them he presented to me. I was so 
glad of it, because I had to pay back a debt. 

On the fourth day we went to a mountain and there we kissed for the first time. By 
the way, on the second day at the club I for the first time danced table dance (taking off my 
dress and dancing in my tong panties) for a very fat man. He touched me between my legs... 
After it I came to Chris all trembling. He was surprised and asked what happened. I told and 
then calmed down. It was filthy and awful. I received money for it. 

Recently Chris has presented me 20 pounds - for striptease dance in private so that I did 
not dance for others. I sat with him practically all evening, and I did not make any striptease 
dance with other customers, because he does like the atmosphere in here. He considers that 
such things should be done alone. 

My tutor interrupted, “What’s the difference among ‘drink’, ‘table dance’ and 
‘striptease?’ 

“In the sex industry a ‘drink’ means the girl is just sitting flirting with the customer, 
pretending she’s interested and asks him to buy her a drink.” 
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“Oh, I do that all the time at bars. What else is new?” 

“Yeah, but you don’t get a percentage of the price of the drink. Lap dancers do. 
‘Table dance’ means that during a song the customer sits in a chair while the girl takes off 
her dress and dances in her tong panties. In this place the girls were allowed to touch their 
customers and vice versus. With the ‘striptease’ the girl also took off her tong panties and 
danced completely naked before the customer who in this place could touch her and she 
would touch him outside or inside his cloths. Then there is the ‘private dance’ where the 
girl and customer go into a backroom by themselves for usually a half hour. The customer 
plays the club a certain amount of which some goes to the girl. The girl then cuts a private 
deal with the customer to do what he wants as long as she is willing—the seeder the club, 
the more willing the girl.” 

“Very organized and business like.” 

“That’s exactly what it is—a business,” I said with disgust. 

It was very interesting yesterday, one customer an artist talked with me. He frankly 
told me story of his life. I began to dance a striptease dance for him (no panties), but he has 
categorically refused, he was frightened and paid for a table. 

I did not have time enough to write down everything. Remaining details I shall write 
down in the following year. I am grateful to the year of 1998 with all my heart. This year has 
given me very much. Let be blessed the year of 1999! Let there be God’s blessing and rule! 
Let Our Lady send us love, patience and good. Let our guardian angel keep us! Let Nicolas 
the Thaumaturge help us! And as well let all saints help us! Amen! Forwards, in the kind, 
clean, fine year of 1999!!! 


1999 !!! 

My God, bless me! Our Saint Lady, give us love and save all of us! Guardian angel 
keep us! Nicolas the Thaumaturge help all of us! And as well let all saints be with us! 

Happy New Year! 

So has come the New Year, the year of 1999! 

With God’s help!!! I continue. 

In the course of approximately our third meeting with Chris we kissed. I like to be 
with him, we went to hotel and made each other a massage. He wanted me, and I wanted 
him, but I would not do it. He became angry and told me that from now on he will come 
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only to look at me, for only 5 minutes, as it will be better for both him and me. I became 
scared I would lose him and began my tears. It has worked with Chris. I need him. First of 
all, he is a man whom I trust, and as well he gives me money and each time he presented me 
flowers (roses). 

Last Friday me and one of my girl roommates, went to sea, we chattered, and today I 
have such a rising tide of energy. And the water there was so fine, and as well sand. 

I have purchased a dress for 22 pounds, for this money they have as well shortened it 
to the length required by the club. Marios’ assistant Kostas demands money for taking us to 
Immigration Service. I will not give him money because this is his job. 1 pound is quite 
enough for taking us to a shop to buy dresses the club requires. 

On December 28 we celebrated Merry Christmas in TRAMPS, the other club that the 
two brothers Marios and Melios Athanasiou run. We ate salads, meat and danced. Marios 
and Melios, danced Greek dance. Then girls from TRAMPS danced totally nude. All of 
them have such cellulite. We have good fun and then began to work back at ZYGOS. 

On December 29 I have danced 3 all nude dances, stripteases, and 1 dance in my 
panties, table. Marios shouted “Bravo!” For the next day I have earned only 35 pounds. And 
on December 31 we have met in ZYGOS at 11 pm our Russian New year, and at 12 pm - 
Cypriot New year. It was so fine! 

The DJ has presented me red wine, I drank it at home on December 31 with the girls. 
In cabaret we had a meal of squids, cutlets and I had as well a heap of salads. In the cream 
pie for desert girls have found 50 pounds. We did not eat all of the cream pie. 

Me and all others were dead drunk. I drank Martini, then whiskey with Chris. After it we 
left for hotel. There we got undressed and kissed, listening to RTR broadcasting. I do not 
know, but it seems that I am ready to sleep with him. If only I had not my menstruation. I do 
not consider it unfaithfulness to my boyfriend Alexei in Krasnodar, I do not feel that I am 
unfaithful, but there is a problem - Chris wants sex without condoms. What, if I suddenly 
become pregnant? I felt his hot desire. I hardly managed to extract my Tampax and we had 
sex with no condom. 

My tutor said, “Did you get yourself tested yet?” 

“I see my doctor the end of the week.” 

“I told you, Russians were careless concerning sex. They seldom use condoms 
because abortions are free. But for your wife to have sex with some guy who walks in off 
the street to a whorehouse is nuts!” 

“It’s not exactly a whorehouse.” 

“You wanna bet?” 

“Let’s' continue,” I said knowing deep down my tutor was right—Zygos was a 
whorehouse. 
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Me and Chris bathed together. Pouring water was first hot, then cold, and we had fun 
very much. What will Marios think about our business together since he will not receive 
money. 

O, God, give mum and me wisdom, love, forces and patience!!! 

Merry Christmas!!! Happy Christmas !!! 

Since the New Year there have already passed 7 days. The club DJ began chasing 
after me. He presented me toilet water (a magnificent one) and a jacket (which I have chosen 
myself). And today he presented me underwear (dark blue and white). He as well offered an 
ordinary dress (lengthy, for wearing in the street), but I refused. Yesterday me and DJ went 
to the city, I wanted to buy a long evening dress for the club’s stage show, but the shop was 
closed. We had coffee. He is not indifferent to me. We have picked flowers to guess whether 
one loves the other or does not. We obtained an interesting result -1 don’t love him but he 
of course loves me. Still he was touched. It is a pity. He is a pleasant person, but as a man he 
is not in my taste. I am very much, very much grateful to him. He will soon leave for 
England, then to Moscow, and to Krasnodar, so what can I gain. He wanted to take my 
address, but I explained, that I live with mum and that we do not have room for him to rent 
in Krasnodar. The DJ is a good friend to me and I am very grateful to him, but him to live in 
my house—no. 

Today in the evening Chris celebrated his eighteenth birthday. I wanted to present 
him a poster, but could not manage to find a good one. So I have purchased him a pie and a 
picture post card. This night there were no people in ZYGOS. After the nightly stage show, 
me and Chris went to the hotel. Prior to this (for about 2 weeks) I prepared Chris sexually. 
He could not suffer any more. Today in the night I made my mind to again have sex with— 
he has gifted me a lot. Psychologically I was ready (and I do not consider it an 
unfaithfulness). He has asked me about condoms. I answered: “Why not?” He burst out 
laughing. It turned out that he himself has purchased them. For about 1 hour we played in 
love. He entered and left, then from the back. His member was so small - very exotic 
feelings. 

In the same night girls from TRAMPS have met young boys (19 and 23 years old). 
They got drunk, barfed in the car. Then they went to the girls’ apartment. Having arrived, 
the girls have run and closed the door. These boys started fighting with the landlord. They 
said they had paid for the girls but didn’t get what they were promised. They broke window 
glass, and somebody called police. There was also one case earlier when Marios beat up two 
men who refused to pay money. It was awful. 

Today I have colored my hair in other tint. I received my alien card. I asked Chris to 
lend me money for long dress (approximately 30 pounds, but he has given 50 pounds). I told 
him that I will pay it back, but he answered, that it is his present. I do not know whether to 
believe him, I do not want to be deceived. 

I interrupted the translation, “I don’t understand what she means by saying she 
doesn’t want to be deceived?” 

“She’s obviously paranoid that men are out to trick her or take advantage of her. 
Something probably happened to her that made her distrustful of them.” 
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“Or that’s the way her mother raised her. Warning her not to trust any man. To 


always look out for only herself and try to get the best of men. What a sad life to never be 
able to trust anyone but your mother, and a mother who encourages her to sell her body for a 
living.” 


“Russian girls always trust their mother. It’s part of our culture and doesn’t matter 
how bad the mother might be. Shall we continue?” 

“Okay” 

Today one customer kissed me for 30 minutes, another spoke about his problems 
with wife (but paid for a table). Another one told me that I am a lady. Others laughed very 
much and joked, because their friend was going to marry. They laughed and played tricks on 
my watch, on everything. Inga, Irina and Donna have finished working, now they have 
holidays. They are going to leave Cyprus next Saturday. 

Marios introduced a new system. When leaving with a customer we must register it 
in a book and call Marios to tell where we go. 

Bless me!!! 


January 19, 1999 

I have been living in Cyprus for almost a month. Yesterday I and Elisa went to gym 
to go in for sports. For 15 minutes I was running on the racing track. Yes, I have a problem - 
I had slightly put on weight. Of course, if you each morning eat a croissant you will gain. 

I danced for one customer a table dance and then a striptease. During the striptease 
while I rubbed his member he came. It was funny. 

Chris came in when I was sitting with Rikos for the first time. I did not notice him 
and he passed by. He waited for me for a long time, and then left. The next day he did not 
come. I rang to him and left messages. When at last he has come, I apologized to him for a 
long time. We went to play cards. His friend has given me 20 pounds, someone else has as 
well gave me money, Chris has given 10 pounds - so I got approximately 50 pounds. Later, 
on January 17, 1999, we also played cards; sometimes we won and sometimes we lost, 
approximately 5-6 hundred pounds. 

There sat one man with a lot of golden knick-knacks, three bracelets on each hand, 
rings on fingers, his girl-friend as well had a lot of golden adornments. They are Russian 
mafia. 

I asked Chris to buy me contact lenses, but he invented many reasons not to do it. 
Well. The main thing is that I receive money from him, and sometimes it becomes very 
important for me. Now I have approximately 340 pounds. I want very much 50 pounds 
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more. It is necessary to me, and I can earn this money. When I yesterday told Rikos about 
lenses, he at once got troubled, because Marios... 

I and Rikos went to make photos near the sea. We made photos and then we wanted 
to call a friend of Rikos to ride horses. And at this very moment there appeared Rikos’ wife 
on her Jeep. I witnessed the scene of jealousy. He quickly stopped a taxi for me. His wife 
ran up to me as I entered the taxi, and told that if she once more sees me with her husband, 
she will send me back to Russia... My taxi drove away but she followed me in her car. My 
taxi driver turned out to be a good driver, and we lost her. She was funny in her jealousy. In 
the taxi, I rang to Rikos’ mobile telephone to arrange to meet later. Rikos came and we went 
to restaurant to eat ice-cream. It was delightful. And the restaurant, by the way, seemed to 
me very cozy. 

At the club Marios told me to sit with George. George is a doctor - orthopedist, he 
liked me very much. I danced to him striptease. He kneeled before me and kissed me 
between the legs. It was fun. Then he arranged with Marios for me to leave the club with 
him. We went to Bouzouki. For the first time I saw what it was. There they sang songs in 
Greek and threw a lot of flowers to me as I danced. Then we went to hotel. There was so 
beautiful. We bathed, then he slightly massaged my backbone and wanted to make love to 
me, but I explained that I do not do like this. George told that Marios sold me to him for 100 
pounds... He presented me a set of scents Estee Lauder, gave 50 pounds and I left. What 
wonderful it was that morning at 8 o’clock when I left the hotel. 

God bless me! Our Lady save me! Guardian angel keep mum and me! Nicolas the 
Thaumaturge help me in everything!!! Amen! 

“Not a whorehouse, Huh?” my tutor chimed in. 

February 02, 1999 

3 years and 5 months passed since the day when I got acquainted with my darling 
Alexei. God, please, send us happiness, love and trust. I rang to Alexei from Rikos’ 
telephone in his car and Alexei got frightened thinking something was wrong because 
telephone calls are expensive, but I have calmed him. He as always hesitates to tell me about 
his feelings in his mother’s presence. I spoke Russian so Rikos did not understand I called 
my darling. 

On January 27 or 28 Marios shouted at me because of Chris. Chris told to everyone 
that he was my boyfriend. I just listen without saying anything. Marios said he would 
straighten me out tomorrow. The next day I had been waiting for approximately 1.5 hours, 
whining for all this time. Marios told me that I cannot appear to have a boyfriend, because it 
repels customers. The customers will not buy me if they know I have a steady boy friend. 
Marios told me that I should not fix time for Chris to come during the club hours. (I ordered 
Chris to come by the end of performance.) I understood Marios and the importance to our 
business but I did not understand how Chris could hurt my business by telling Marios? I 
trusted Chris so much and he has betrayed me, he has disgraced me. But I forgave him. 

On January 29 I and Chris went to hotel. I drank some wine and we had a 
conversation with Chris - a strange conversation full of hints about treachery, about 
confidence, but at the same time I did not tell Chris that I meant him. He wanted to sleep 
with me, but I did not give it to him. I excited him and mocked him - so I have to some 
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extent revenged myself. Afterwards in the morning we went with Andreas to his restaurant 
for a lunch. 

I and Rikos went to store. He presented me a lot of cosmetics, and today I was made 
a cosmetic mask on face for clearing skin. Rikos presented me a silver ornament with my 
name. I am grateful to him with all my heart for everything, what he has done for me. For 
our trip to the fann with horses - there I for the first time in my life rode on horseback. I 
received such unforgettable impressions. We played a little in the woods and he came. 
Besides he made to me large photos. Let God give him all good. 

Nikolas presented me magnificent flowers and a telephone. I and Regina went to his 
house, ate shish kebabs. Soon afterwards he and I went by car to the mountain, though I 
wanted to go to beach. I quarreled with him and he turned his car back to the sea. I got a lot 
of pleasure while swimming in the sea. Then we went to his house. There I bathed and he 
presented me a sporting suit, a record player, money and then took me naked and carried me 
in the bedroom. I stretched my arms to the sides like on a cross, we made sex but I had to 
pretend I came. I did not like it too much. He was not very good. Afterwards we talked for a 
long time. 

The next day I was sitting with the friend of Andreas. He gifted me many things and 
told, that he does not want sex, he does not want sexual games, and he just wants to receive 
inner joy from my presence. He promised me a holiday in Spain. Let all be according to the 
God’s will! After a trip to Bouzouki, he threw flowers to me, washed my legs in champagne 
and kissed my thighs. He is interesting. Also that day came Chris to the club, but he did not 
wait for me to return from being with Andreas’ friend. I feel good with Chris, but I am very 
cautious. 

Yesterday we made fun of one customer who bought I and Natasha for private room. 
Instead of playing with him we make masturbation between us two. He was frightened and 
ran away. 

I received a letter from mum. God give me and her all kind, clean, and first of all, 
love, wisdom, forces and patience. God bless us!!! 

February 08, 1999 

A lot of events in a very little time. Chris pretends that he did not tell Marios about 
having sex with me, but he did, and Marios thinks I cheat him out of money. Chris has 
changed, he loves only himself. When I told him about delay in my menstrual period, he 
offered to buy a test for pregnancy or tell Marios about it to arrange for an abortion. He is 
crazy, if Marios thought me pregnant, I would lose business. I am really nervous about it, 
because the delay makes already 12 days. But now my breasts have already begun to ache, 
and it is a holiday for me. 

Yesterday I and Rikos went to hotel, I allowed him to kiss me between my legs and 
during sex pretended that I came. It is pleasant to me that he does not pretend to be a great 
person, for me it is cheerful to stay with him. Sometimes I go with him to a restaurant, 
sometimes I go with him to a hotel, or I go with him to ride on horseback. It was nice, when 
I for the first time in my life rode on horseback, the horse went at a light trot. Afterwards my 
muscles were slightly aching. 

The next day, on Saturday evening, Marios prohibited all us girls to go anywhere at 
all. He says we are all cheating him. We go out on our own to make our own business. Now 
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we are only allowed to go to supennarket once a week, with his assistant Kostas. No 
shopping, no gyms. We must go everywhere only with Kostas. We were not allowed even to 
go to a church for 10 minutes. Looks like we are in a prison. 

My tutor paused, “I see now what your wife meant when she compared you with her 
boss Marios. She thinks you’re interfering in her business the way he did, only he did it out 
of greed. You’re just a fool husband from another era who believes in fidelity, and she 
doesn’t like it because it lessens the amount of money she makes.” 

“What do you mean?” 

“Don’t you see? She doesn’t care about keeping any of her agreements if it 
interferes with her making money. Whether it’s her contract with Marios, which I assume 
she had, her marriage vows with you or whatever she had with Alexei. Nothing, no 
promise, no ethic, nothing matters to her when it stands in the way of money. She’s driven 
solely by greed. She whores for money, she cheats people for money and she tricked you 
into bringing her to America where she doesn’t need to pay a pimp. She can run her own 
business out of Flash Dancers. It all fits. Her name should be ‘Avarice’. She’ll do anything 
for money and think nothing of it.” 

“I’m beginning to think the same. She talks a lot of fine sentiments but apparently 
only believes in money. Funny, my mother was the same.” 

“Your mother was a prostitute?” 

“Not that I know of, but greedy and driven by appearances. Let’s continue.” I didn’t 
bother going into the apparent murder of my Down’s syndrome brother, 

On Saturday, February 6, we celebrated in restaurant Lena’s birthday. Kostas arrived 
there under Marios’ order and took us home, he even did not allow us to eat up our ice¬ 
cream. We were sitting so well, we ourselves chose menu, had a fish meal. Marios did not 
allow us to even eat pie in ZYGOS before work and told us that we should eat the pie after 
work. And after work the pie was thrown to a waste bin. I have never seen something like 
this to throw away good food. 
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After work, I have met Nikolas. When we have kissed each other, he, poor fellow 
could hardly stand it. He needed quick relief and I gave him it. 

Some money - 80 pounds - have disappeared from Sveta’s pocket. Some of these 
notes were marked. In her search she came to me and found one marked note. I have 
received this note from garcons. After it everyone began to look at me with suspicion. I 
began crying in hysterics. I wept all the nightlong at work and could only make 5 drinks and 
1 striptease. 

After, I went with Chris and he even did not make any special effort to soothe me. 

He spoke only about himself, and my problems were of no interest to him. I made a special 
torture for Chris. It was a night with wine and with hints of treachery. I pretended that only 
drinking is of interest to me and I don’t want to hear about sex -1 was simply tormenting 
him. And it serves him right - in the beginning he gave me presents and money, but now he 
only makes faces. But I pretend that all goes well. 

Today I have measured myself. Hips - 38.5 inches, thighs - 22.5, waist - 26! I 
understood - the same already happened to me after past birthday, when I ate many sweets 
and chocolate. Stop, enough, I will not eat sweets! 

I am very much annoyed by Lukas. He has been ringing me up 3 times a day for 
already 7-th day, he wants more. I went with him to a restaurant. On the way he made me to 
put on glasses, for no one of his friends to see me in his silvery Jeep. He told me, that he will 
not ring to me after sex. And now he rings me up again, wants to come to cabaret. He says 
that without me he becomes crazy, and I answer: “You are in this condition for already a 
few days.” 

Andreas wants to buy me tomorrow. We will go to restaurant, to disco. I asked him 
to take me to a swimming pool. 

Oh, God, let our Marios become more kind, let finish with this stupid system that 
hurts my business, let everything became good! My God, help me!!! 

February 11, 1999 

Today size of my hips became 39 inches. Andreas has bought me for a day. Me, 
Andreas and his friend have gone to eat fish to the best fish restaurant. His friend is a man in 
the age of approximately 60, he is from Italy. We talked about miscellaneous things, then we 
went to some places (Bouzouki) but all of them were closed. We went to “Runel” to disco, 
there was so beautiful. I danced with all my heart, drank Baileys. Then we went to Bouzouki 
once more. Here there was a sea of flowers, whole mountains of flowers. I had to dance 
under Greek music (during dance all were throwing flowers to me). Andreas said that it 
seemed to him that he had fallen in love with me. But he felt not so well, because he had 
very much tired (arrhythmia). Then we went to the hotel, where he for some times asked, 
whether he should leave but I asked him to stay. He tried to out card in the door many times 
but was unsuccessful. We slept together. He tried to accost to me, but I stopped him, having 
lied that I had menstruation. He is a good fellow, he controlled himself very well and paid 
50 pounds. We woke up about 10 o’clock in the morning and he had to go to the office. 
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My tutor said, “What a piece of work is your wife! She’s always cheating people— 
even her customers. She sells herself, then tries to weasel her way out of performing. This 
slut is immoral even from a prostitute’s point of view.” 

“That’s assuming what she wrote is literally accurate. She may simply use a code 
for sex when she writes of a guy trying to accost her, that they only slept together or she 
gave him a massage. Think about it. Would a guy spend a couple of hundred dollars for a 
hotel room, pay a girl he bought at a strip club an additional 50 to 100 pounds for nothing? I 
don’t think soooo. Beside, anyone who keeps a diary will paint herself in the best light 
possible. Angel probably mixes her self delusions and paranoiac drive for secrecy to yield 
an euphemistic but coded narrative of her real experiences.” 

“Right, always leave room for a denial, no matter how ridiculous.” 

All that day I stayed in the hotel along. I ate a Kit Kat and also 100 grams of nuts and 
washed all it down with juice (naturally, it is so easy to put on weight with such foods). 

Then I went to the hotel swimming pool to swim. In the swimming pool it was very good. 
The swimming pool was small. I very quickly reached an opposite wall of the swimming 
pool and turned back. Then I took a walk, made some photos. Then I went to a restaurant, 
ate some tomato soup, huge plate of salad, squids. In the restaurant they thanked me for 
everything. They thanked me for order, for my having meal there. They thought I was a star. 
Then I rose to leave and they have brought to me a present from some unknown admirer of 
bananas, kiwi, a pear, a tangerine. I had a walk once more, then I again went to swimming 
pool and went back to the room but I could not open the door. I took taxi and went to the 
office of Andreas. He was nervous and very tired. I sat and demonstrated how models sit in 
different poses. Then he took me home, having presented me another 50 pounds. I have 
arrived home at approximately 7 pm. 

Chris began to make scandals. Our relations came to an end. I talked with him for a 
long time and even burst into tears (feigningly). I understood - all he wants from me is only 
sex. My problems do not bother him, neither my work nor my state of health. He pays 
attention to nobody except for himself. Having learned that Andreas has bought me for a 
day, he got upset. He has no right to interfere in my business. He said that Andreas is crazy, 
that he gifted hundreds of flowers to a girl who worked here before me. He would better 
look at himself Recently he did not gift me any flowers, gave me 10 pounds to buy tights, 
and that is all. He began to lose in cards, became greedy and began to speak that all this is 
too expensive for him. I said that if he has any good feeling to me, he would forgive me for 
spending time with Andreas (he confirmed presence of such feelings having unexpectedly 
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sneezed). I think, that all this may be for the better, because I become free for other 
customers, whom I can make more money from. Maybe all this is for the better.... 

For example, this “little bit crazy” customer Paco has presented me toilet water, 
besides, he bought to me a toy, then he gifted gold - and he took this gold from himself. And 
yesterday he gifted me a journal and an organizer (in which there were his personal records). 
I will give it back today. One customer who wanted to sleep with me, promised to present 
me a silver bracelet, which I trickily asked for after I complained Chris never made to me 
any gift. 

Now the club has a new system. The girls dance in pairs, one of girls dances topless, 
the other all nude. Sometimes we make a show rubbing and kissing each other. At this time 
all the others rest. This system is more pleasant to me. 

My God, bless me, give us love, wisdom, forces and patience!!! 

March 07, 1999 

Here has come 3 years and 6 months since the day when I got acquainted with my 
darling, Alexei. He called me up in ZYGOS and told that he loves me very much, that he 
counts days left before my homing. And I do not know, but maybe I will elongate my 
contract beyond the 3 months. 

It is good without Chris. I got acquainted with Stephanos, 3 times went with him to 
hotel, we only slept together. When we went to hotel for the first time, lighting did not work 
in the room. For the second and the third times he took with him radio. He is so sensitive, 
interesting, gentle. But he does not pay much money and does not gift anything. Today I 
took from him 10 pounds but did not tell him it for massage. He felt offended, I don’t know 
why. I wait him now at the club. 

In the studio of Andreas (an artist) I sat in the nude to students for two hours in 20 
minutes periods with five-minute breaks. I received 2 pounds from each student - in total it 
made approximately 16 pounds. I want Andreas to draw my portrait. Here in his studio we 
twice made love with Rikos - it was terrible, like a dog. For him it is not enough once a 
week, he wants more than 2 times a week. And I don’t agree!!! I have other customers. And 
he asks, whether he is better, than my boy-friends in Russia. He may not even dream to be 
compared with them. I solicit from him a video camera for my mum. I put aside 100 pounds 
for a tape recorder for Alexei. (I will not say about it to mum or she will scold me.) Rikos 
presented a chain - a silver one, with a little heart made of pearls. By the way, my hips are 
39.4 inches. Now I begin to drink purgative tea. Appetite has decreased. I hope, that I will 
bring down my weight. 

I helped Pannikos to make masturbation, he was crying so interesting... I have 
solicited from him a cream against cellulite. Maybe he will present me a golden chain with 
my name Alina. This maniac Doctor George raped Oxana, she was drunk. I, Rikos and 
Oxana went to ride and there saw how horses make love. The ride was so good. 

“A little bit crazy Rikos” was engaged in extraordinary incident. I periodically talked 
to him in the club when other customers want me. So greedy Marios has thrown him out of 
the club and shouted at me not attending to the club’s clients. And Rikos returned with 
police - he thought, that Marios struck me. Marios doesn’t like police in his club... All was 
settled because I told police that I am all right and no one hit me. It was funny. Rikos said 
that he will bring me 100 pounds, but gave me only 20. 
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I will do my best to be in the first place in our business at the club. 

Petros has nearly tom my clothes, but promises to buy me expensive clothes. He is 
just crazy sadist. He promised to gift me a silver chain. 

On March 12 we celebrated Vika’s birthday. She made a sweet table. Bambos 
presented to her a gold bracelet and perfumery. We spent that evening well. 

In the night of March 13 customers made Natasha and Sveta to dance for 40 minutes 
without break in private room. Natasha lost consciousness from so much activity. Monika 
could not stand and refused to work. Oxana as well could not stand and decided together 
with Monika to refuse from work. Melios came and talked to them, Monika came back, but 
Oxana did not return. 

Yesterday we rode on horseback for 1.5 hours. On the way back I have lost my 
watch. Many customers did not like my watch, but I hope, that Akhmed will find it. 

My darling, Alexei, called me up. He thought, that I will come back next week, but I 
decided to stay for a while. He was upset very much, but it is a little bit early for me to come 
back. I need to make more money. 

Today came doctor George. He was so glad. In private we just embraced and kissed 
each other. He was so happy to be with me. Then we went to Bouzouki with Andreas and 
Masha - that day was Masha’s birthday. Andreas presented to Masha a lot of flowers, a pie 
and a song. It was magnificent. Then I drank wine. I and George went to hotel. I have so 
relaxed. He kissed me and embraced me and he came in the morning, and then gifted me a 
watch, an alarm clock, ear-rings with a chain and ORGASM perfumery. It was so pleasant 
to me. And still he gifted me 100 pounds!! 

My God, let everything go properly. God bless me, Our Lady save me and mum and give 
us love, guardian angel keep us! Nicolas the Thaumaturge help us!!! 

I interrupted my tutor, “You know what I don’t understand is that Angel has a germ- 
phobia. She refuses to hold on to the poles in subway cars for fear of contracting someone 
else’s germs but shows no reluctance for pulling the dicks of her clients or allowing them to 
stick it in her without a condom. It doesn’t make sense. 

“Sure it does, she’s sick—period! Where were we?” 

March 21, 1999 

Yesterday it was 3 months from the day when I arrived to Cyprus. 

Here something happens every day. Once some sucker, a child of approximately 18 
years old, sat next to me and Monika . They opened a bottle of champagne. It was good. 1 
table dance and 4 drinks. Then we went with them, they have brought us to a cheap hotel. 
Here Monika began to demand from them 100 pounds for sex - what if there will be a child? 
My boy tried several times to lay me in bed, threatened me with his arm. I asked him: “What 
happened to your hand?” So I did not allow any sex to them. We went back to the club by 
ourselves, for a long time we could not find the way home - we did not know what bus goes 
to our district. 
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Once I went with Oxana, a fat man and his small friend. His small friend (to my 
mind, he had some mental deviations) for a long time (about 30 minutes) could not recollect 
the road and our car went in circles. Then we have arrived to a hotel. I helped fat man to 
masturbate, made him a massage. He paid me 30 pounds. The little fool broke Oxana’s 
cosmetics - he wanted to take back the money he paid her for orgasm because he said she 
not worth it. She climbed over balcony and came to my room. We left from that hotel by 
taxi. 

I asked fonner customer of Lena who was also named Christopher to take us to 
Pathos. It’s nice to go there, the whole trip takes about 1 hour. There we took photos. He 
bought me electronic watch, we were choosing for a very long time. And then Eric as well 
gifted me watch - precisely same model, but of other color. I quickly hide watch Christopher 
bought me. 

“I assume Pathos is a resort on Cyprus?” My tutor asked. 

“Right, it’s located on the western part of the island. The ancient Greeks believed 
Aphrodite was born there and turned it into a pagan pilgrimage site long before Christ.” 

“Your wife probably believes she’s a direct descendant of the goddess of love.” 

“I’m sure she does, all will love her and despair.” 

Yesterday I talked with Sergey (after masturbating Pannikos) and burst into tears. I 
told him that I am so tired of it all. Sergey believed me and to soothe me he gifted me a 
dress, it costs approximately 37 pounds. After it came Pannikos and took me with him. Prior 
to it I was sitting with Philip. He managed to urge Pannikos to buy a large bottle of 
champagne - 8 drinks. I thank you, My God. 

On March 191 have received 40 pounds from dances +10 pounds salary. For the 
first time in my life - 5 privates 6 pounds each +10 drinks. Monika began to interrupt my 
business. She sits with Rikos and does what I usually do. When it is necessary for me to 
speak with Rikos she says that he is her customer, and that I should hurry my talk with him. 
Oxana went home. 

Today Pamela from TRAMPS at 6 o'clock in the morning left with a customer, and 
returned at 10 o'clock in the morning without telling Marios. Marios and Melios learned 
about it and they came to us. Yesterday Marios shouted at me because I went with Pannikos. 
Marios said Pannikos does not come to club, I have sex with him, I receive something for it 
but the club does not receive anything. I shouted in answer you son of a bitch, I do not have 
sex with him and that Marios should not trust to all he hears. Then Marios seemed to trust 
me. 

My God bless me! Our Lady save and give us love, guardian angel keep us! Nicolas 
the Thaumaturge, help me in my business and in lowering of my weight! 

April 03, 1999 
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It is already the 3 ld of April. 3 years and 7 months passed since the day when I got 
acquainted with my darling. God give us all the best (me. Your slave Angelina and Your 
slave Alexei). 

Larisa from the club helped me very much. She took to Krasnodar my things (coat, 
jeans) and handed over some of my earnings so far to my mum and 200 dollars to Alexei. 
After it my darling Alexei has called me up and told that my mum was very happy. He told 
me that I must prepare for a serious conversation about post-graduate courses (that I must 
continue studying). Besides my darling told me that he cannot take this money and that it 
will wait till I myself come and take it. It means, that he wants not my money but me 
myself. 


My tutor commented, “Alexei sounds like a decent Russian man whom I’d like to 


meet.” 


“He does seem like a guy honestly concerned about Angel, and she told me no man 
wanted her to be honest until she met me. Ha!” 

“And you, of course, fell for it.” 

Last week here came tourists from Kuwait. Marios sold to them me, Regina, Julia 
and Nadya (40 pounds to each of us). My admirer, Ibragim, and me drank much wine and I 
was stupid enough to give in to him. Prior to it I asked him to give me 100 dollars - not for 
sex, I just needed it. He answered that he had left all his money downstairs with security 
desk. Most awful that he also introduced has member into my anus. It was very painful and 
terrible. After it I did not feel my fanny for three days - it was very painful. He told me that 
he will come once more to ZYGOS to pay me or I could myself come later to him and take 
this money. He left the next day without paying me. Let God be his judge... 

“So that’s why Angel would never take it up the ass,” I interrupted. 

“You’re a pervert Roy,” my tutor replied. 

“And you girls love it.” 

In two days I got acquainted with a very remarkable person. I went with him to hotel 
and made massage. (I told that without sex it would cost 40 pounds, with sex - 100 pounds). 
I have excited him and he finished before entering me. I received 100 pounds anyway and 
money for a taxi. Let God give this remarkable person good health and all the best! 

Me and Vika have pierced ears, made one piercing each. Thanks to Eric we paid no 
money. I went to a doctor, because my delay with menstruation has made already 17 days. 
The doctor told me that I am not pregnant. In 2 days there began menstruation. 

In the club, I am glad when a customer comes during a private dance. Some men 
come this way for the first time. 
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Andreas has brought to ZYGOS his son. Now I meet both with Andreas and with his 
son. Andreas is a remarkable man, he is very careful and attentive, treats me with fruits. He 
gifted me a golden bracelet (the first one in my life). 

Sometimes I have problems with girls. They cry that I always run to each customer 
in front of them, not giving him a time to enter, though I saw, that Amanda and Sveta were 
making their way to the customers entering. Monika makes with her customers 75 pounds a 
day, and 150 pounds. When my customer Eric refused to buy a dance from Monika, she told 
to her customer not to buy a dance from me. 

“Wait a minute,” I said. “Let me figure this out. 50 pounds a day, six-day week for 
six months comes to 6,200 pounds at $1.60 is $9,920! And she always complained about 
being broke after Cyprus.” 

“What do you expect? Can we continue?” 

Situations differ. Yesterday one merry man undressed my left leg, sprinkled it with 
orange juice, put on my shoe and led me to dance on the stage. We danced, he jumped with 
me, but he did not buy a dance. God’s will is in everything!!! 

My God bless me! Our Lady save and give us love, guardian angel keep us! Nicolas 
the Thaumaturge, help me in rising my business and in loosing my weight!!! Amen!!! 


My tutor stopped translating; it was early evening. “My head is swimming. I have 
got to stop for the day. I can take just so much of this retard. Your wife is nuts you know, 
not just a prostitute, but certifiably committable.” 

“I’m disgusted.” I replied. “This is even worse than Mexico, unless she was just 
more honest about what she wrote when in Cyprus. What a liar, telling me she danced only 
in her panties, the men never touched her and she didn’t have sex in Cyprus. Men bought 
her for hours at a time and it sounds like she enjoyed it. All that hypocrisy—pretending she 
was a good girl. She’s nothing but a two timing, duplicitous slut!” 

“Looks like you were just one in a long line of suckers. Why didn’t you listen to my 
friend and me—you dope?” 
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“I don’t know. I keep asking myself why I pursued this girl. What was it that made 
me keep after her despite all the warning signs?” 

“You weren’t pursuing her, stupid—she was pursuing you. She’s the wolf—you’re 
the goat.” 

“Okay, okay. When can we meet again to finish this?” 

“Let’s see. How’s the day after tomorrow at the same time?” 

“That’s fine.” 

The following day I received a call from Angel at eight in the morning, four in the 
afternoon her time, which was strange since she knows I am usually asleep at that hour. 
Strange, unless she planned to go out for the evening with one of her beaus and wanted to 
head-off my calling her late at night to find her not at home by calling me instead. She 
could have saved herself the effort; I was so fed up with her after the latest part of her dairy 
that I didn’t much care. But as the fates would have it, later that day a model agency called 
for Angle requesting an interview. I thought it important for her to telephone the agency 
directly, so I called her at around midnight her time. Her mother answered and said Angel 
was a sleep. I explained it was important, but her mother refused to wake Angel up. I then 
called Angel on her mobile and got no answer. Hours later at seven in the morning her time 
I reached Angel who sounded extremely sleepy. She said she was jet lagged—party lagged 
was probably more correct. I was cool and didn’t reveal what I now knew about her and 
told her about the model agency. 

Two days later, my tutor and I picked up where we left off. 

KALO PASHA! 

(Happy Easter) 

April 16, 1999 
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CHRIST HAS ARISEN! 

REALLY HE IS ARISEN! 

My tutor laughed, “When she says ‘arisen,’’ I can imagine what she’s thinking.” 

“Enough commentary.” 

“You’re such a stiff. No pun intended,” she laughed some more. 

It was so wonderful! We girls went to Russian church, and for the first time I 
participated with a candle in my hand in religious procession, we followed the parson. All 
was so wonderful. 

The only thing that we could not manage was to consecrate Easter communion - 
Kostas arrived and took us from church back to the club. 

Later we went to TRAMPS, had a meal, talked and danced. I pitied that I did not go 
with Stephanos - he could take me in the night from church and we might go somewhere to 
make love. All girls have bitten off 12 times from 12 Easter cakes to make this year happy 
for us. 

I learned from Sergey that he loves a girl, Liuda, who works as I do in a club, but his 
parents don’t want him dating such a girl. They think she is a whore. 

Before Easter Marios sold me to other customer (Anton). Stephanos wanted to take 
me that night, but the club did not tell him, that I was already taken by another customer. He 
thought that I decided to get rid of him, became angry and did not want even to speak with 
me or even see me. I burst into tears, but later, thanks to God, he apologized, saying that he 
was drunk. To tell the truth I want him. 

I am awfully tired of masturbating these fuckers in the private dances. 

On Tuesday I had 5 striptease dances. 

One boy had to marry on Saturday, he came to us with his friends. We danced for all 
of them a table dance. Marios gave Julia a wedding dress and she danced for this boy a 
striptease on the stage. When this boy wanted to leave his friends did not let him. 

One customer seized me by hand. With this customer there was sitting a girl in a 
kerchief. It turned out that she knows how to tell fortunes by looking at hands. At first the 
customer introduced himself as Mustafa, then as Akhmed. He wanted to buy me for three 
days. Then he talked to Marios and bought me for three days. 

We were all together - Tatyana, her husband, Akhmed and I. In the first night in 
hotel Meridian he bothered me with sex. He followed me constantly speaking ‘please, 
please.’ I did not give it to him. Touching exasperates me, I am tired of it. After it he began 
to respect me, he said that I am not the same girl as all others. These three days I stayed with 
him in the hotel and we went to different cabarets, twice swam in swimming pools (in an 
outdoor and in an indoor). 

And what is the most important, he invited me to go to Egypt. He offered to open for 
me all ways, it is possible to find job and entertainment everywhere, he asked me to marry 
him. He would divorce his a wife with whom he has 2 daughters and a son, for whom I 
helped to choose clothes. He offered me everything I might wish - house, career. He could 
even purchase for me humiliation of my boss and make Marios clean my footwear. I decided 
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that next week I will go to Egypt with him. Next week he will come for me, I might leave 
even the day after tomorrow, if visa comes through. 

Tatyana is a remarkable person, she is from Rostov. She is only 22, fonner ballerina, 
clairvoyant, slim. And I am so fat—restaurants, croissants for lunch. I will bring down my 
weight. 

Now I am waiting for doctor George to buy me for the night. 

My God bless my leaving Cyprus for Egypt! I thank You and I ask for wisdom, 
forces, love and safeguarding!!! 


April 25, 1999 

It was a crazy week. Marios is going to leave us, he wants to manage his other club 
TRAMPS and let Jimis run ZYGOS. 

We had no business for three days. I had only 1 drink. 

I went with Stephanos, got drunk with tonic (40 percents of alcohol). I drank so hard 
for the first time in my life. It is abnormal. Then I barfed. Poor Stephanos ran after me 
offering a seat so it was more convenient to me. And it was too bad to me. Stephanos cared 
for me very much, but then he himself felt bad - his temperature rose. 

Marios shouted because there was no business. He discharged Vika and Natasha. We 
wept, all hoped, that Marios will on Sunday leave for TRAMPS. 

On Friday I for the first time had 8 privates and 12 drinks. I was wasted. Before that 
this one ass hole with a big shlong bought me and wanted me to make him oral sex, I 
persuaded him to give me 10 pounds in return. I nearly gagged. 

Another customer had a house with a lift. He took me just before my day off, it 
happened very unexpectedly, 20 - 30 minutes prior to closing cabaret. 

Yesterday I had 1 private and 10 drinks. Marios shouted at me for not switching up 
lights during my dances so the customer could see me better, though I did. 

Me and Serge went to make love. 

At 11:30 in the morning, I met with Pannikos. Prior to it Pannikos presented me a 
ring of white gold. I dreamed of it so much. He and I went to Aqua-park. There we went 
boating, swam. Then I for two hours was riding his Harley Davidson motorbike. We 
greeted everybody, having gone round for several times. We bathed in the sea (my eyes 
watered after salt water). I myself rode water motorcycle - maximum speed on water is 60 
km/hour. 

A security guard at the club sold to Eric infonnation that I had sex with Serge. I 
started my tears for Eric who kept asking me why I did it. I told Marios about that security 
guard, he became very angry. I took from Eric all my money that he kept in his bank 
account. I was very much upset. Eric promised to gift me on Tuesday a video camera for my 
mum and now I will not get it. But Akhmed will come tomorrow. 

Leandros paid me with shoes and the rest in dollars. Apartment in the center costs 12 
000 dollars (one-room) or 15 000 dollars (two-room). 

Yesterday I again rode “Albano” - this is my first horse. I rode very fast, all alone. 

My God bless mum and me! Our Lady give us love! Guardian angel keep us! 

Nicolas the Thaumaturge and all saints, help us!!! 

May 06, 1999 
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I have been thinking hard for all 3 weeks. I did not know whether it is good or not to 
go to Egypt. All discouraged me from this trip. I decided to go and packed my things. 
Akhmed came and took me. He promised me visa, but said that there emerged some 
problems. 

Before it I went to a doctor and asked him to give me a medical report that I am sick 
so I could get day off. I told the doctor that I have pains in my abdomen. The doctor gave 
me some tablets. Then he wanted to make analyses for me, but he did not give me a medical 
report. My pulse was 80, 110/70- i.e. normal. Horror. Marios got angry because a customer 
could not buy me because I was getting tests done in the hospital. 

“Interesting,” I said. “She apparently has this bag of schemes she uses over and over 
to fool people into getting what she wants.” 

“What are you talking about?” My tutor asked. 

“Her fake illness to get off from work. She used the same line about serious 
abdominal pains before she left for Krasnodar and Cyprus to make me feel sorry for her so 
that I wouldn’t try to keep her from reentering the country.” 

“She’s a grifter. That’s how she gets by.” 

“Some times I think you are on her side.” 

“Hey, you’re the one who got yourself into this mess—not I. After all your time in 
Russia you should have learned that the girls stuck in that place are not the little miss 
innocents they pretend to be. American men idealize these Russian babes as passive and 
dutiful—they aren’t, they’re just better liars.” 

“Hard to blame American guys given the storm-trooper-booted girls they find here.” 

“Then let them deal with Russian girls who know exactly what they want from 
foreign men, which is to take guys for everything they’ve got, especially a ticket out of 
Russia. These pretty young girls make a living by hooking up with a foreigner, wrapping 
him around her finger, getting him to buy her expensive presents and dinners, and after he 
leaves, she repeats the same thing with another guy until she finds one dumb enough to take 
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her home with him. They have few notions about love. Remember when you were still in 
Russia, I told you to have fun and not get seriously involved.” 

“I remember, I remember. Let’s continue with Dark Angel’s exploits.” 

“Ouuuu, I like that name. How fitting.” 

This night George took me. Prior to it I made a silly mistake -1 asked Andreas to go 
to hotel “Meromania” and to take there from Akhmed a copy of visa for me. Akhmed got 
jealous over Andreas and lied that he couldn’t get visa. It was the turning point in my going 
to Egypt. Akhmed no longer wanted me. 

I went with George to “Meridian” hotel. He gifted me a bracelet and ring made of 
three kinds of gold - white, yellow and red. He gifted as well an alarm clock and a silver 
frame for a photograph... All was good. 

Marios shouted at me about trying to leave to Egypt with Akhmed and my going to 
the hospital to fake an illness. He told that I must all the next day stay at home and wait for 
him to decide what to do with me. All day I had been waiting for him, but he did not arrive. 
On that day I should have a day purchased by doctor George. In the evening Marios called 
me to office and told that on Sunday I would go back to Krasnodar. 

I could not work. I was shocked. All the money I hoped to make gone. Stephanos 
came and bought me, and Marios told Stephanos that he has me until 7 o'clock in the 
morning when Kostas would take me back to the club. 

Marios threatening to send me back to Krasnodar turned out to be a psychological 
trick (a lesson for me). I went to office and talked with Melios and Marios. I told them that I 
understood my mistake. They forgave me. 

On May 2, 1999 Marios had his birthday. I signed a congratulatory card to Marios 
and apologized once again. We ate a pie bought by Kostas. We enjoyed a good time. Marios 
embraced me in the office and apologized for so much shouting at me. I took him by the 
hand, but this time he immediately made me leave the office. As boss he is very much 
pleasant to me. If he is in a good mood, I as well feel myself normally. But sex happens in 
different ways. 

Now business does not go. Yesterday one son of a bitch ordered a dance, but did not 
pay, because I have not allowed him to kiss between my legs. 

Akhmed does not call me up. My God, give me forces that Your slaves Andreas and 
George still want me! 

Good luck! My God bless me! Our Lady save me! My guardian angel keep me! 
Nicolas the Thaumaturge, help me in my business, in lowering of my weight and in all my 
deeds!!! Amen!!! 


May 16, 1999 

There happened so many events in so little time. First, I seriously intend to decrease 
my weight, because I became as thick as a cow (chest - 37 inches, waist - 27, hips - 40, one 
thigh - 23, calf - 20.) Am I a strong person or am I not? Now I control what I eat and how 
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much I eat. I have a very strong will. I will stand it!!! For this week’s term I must decrease 
volume of my hips to 39 inches. I can, I will stand it. I am strong. I control everything. 

For this period of time there happened many things. Andreas arrived to ZYGOS, but 
I could not speak to him. I was busy with another customer. 

One fine day Marios organized to drive us girls home after work. He waited, while 
we were changing our clothes. That day I was very tired, because I had 8 table dances. 
Marios began to preach that it was immoral for us to cheat him out of money by making our 
own business with the customers. He managed to irritate me. 

The next day he again conducted a meeting. But his income did not improve so he 
decided to keep close watch on us and the customers. For one week we did not go anywhere 
with a customer unless Marios recorded the time spent with each customer. He watched the 
time we left the club and the time we returned. 

Monika and Vera were discharged because they still made private business with 
customers. All of us wept very much in fear... 

One fucker has not paid me for dances (I danced two dances). Another lied 
something about money. I have danced, and he did not pay, and Antonio, the security guard, 
stood silent and looked at all it, not even trying to help me. Amanda as well danced to the 
same customer 2 dances, and he as well did not pay. Soon Amanda was also discharged for 
cheating Marios. 

Two other girls came to our cabaret from another cabaret, because their cabaret 
became bankrupt. 

Sonya celebrated her birthday. It is good, that the girls helped her to cook everything, 
all passed easily. 

At club Rikos began to joke, that when I give private dance to his good friend Eric, I 
allow his friend to put his fingers in me. I spoke with Rikos without tears, very boldly and 
refuted all he said. Rikos does not know, that we meet with Eric privately. 

Once I and Stephanos made love near the sea under noise of wind and sea waves, 
and then I lay in the sun without clothes. It was so wonderful. 

On Friday there was a party. Two persons from one telephone company, but from 
different countries were going to marry. On that day arrived people from Africa, America, 
Australia - in total about 20 persons. We danced there. We all put on T-shirts, I strutted and 
enjoyed a nice time. 

Angelos (former customer of Regina) promised to present to Sonya and to me golden 
rings. Regina promised him very much, but made love with him only once, but received 
from him many gifts. 

The girls are having a good time at the club. They have purchased themselves drinks, 
Marios was shocked. 

Once we forgot Regina at home and left for work without her, after it she was 
stinking very long. And there was one more case, when she has fallen asleep in the girls 
room, sitting on the toilet—it was funny. 

Now Marios has left for Krasnodar to see my model agent Anastasia Vasilyeva to 
arrange for more of her girls to work in ZYGOS and TRAMPS, I sent with him my package 
of money to hand over to my darling Alexei who will pick him up at the airport. Mum will 
be so happy when she receives the package. 

On Sunday Monika and Vika came to us, I spent with them only 1 hour. Now I live 
with Olya and Sonya. We have more or less good relations. 
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It is interesting, when my menstruation will begin. Due to my nervous strain my 
menstruation has already delayed by 17 - 18 days. 

And yesterday I made sexy photos in the club “Four Seasons”. 

My God, bless me to work. Give me forces and patience in all cases, and help me to 
grow thin. Amen!! 

P.S. I rode with Andreas on his Harley Davidson motorbike with the speed of 150 
km/hour. I was dressed in his jeans and jacket. And what a miracle is that bike. He is a good 
boy. My God bless me!!! 


May 22, 1999 

Time goes fast. Tenn of my contract ends in one month. I have to grow thin. And I 
will grow thin! Amen. 

I worry very much because of delay with my menstruation. In one week there will be 
a month of delay. I drink tablets for regulation of menstruation cycle. My God, help me, 
make so that my menstruation begin!!! According to information received with magic 
pendulum and cards I am not pregnant (there are even no signs present). Oh, My God.... 

Yesterday I did not go with girls to walk in the center because one fucker bought me. 
How he manages to work in a bank, I wonder. I burst into tears when I could not go with the 
girls. On the other hand, the girls have overeaten. Regina celebrated the traditional day that 
everybody with her name celebrates in Russia. She brought pies. Well, I also have eaten 
these pies. 

Today I and Pannikos went to a beach and on the way back his car could not start. 
Well, we pushed it a little and then I went home with him. 

Yesterday I had 4 privates, 1 table dance and 12 drinks. And on Wednesday I had 7 
privates and 2 drinks. On Thursday it was bad - only 1 private and 2 drinks. (Horror!) 

Yesterday I and Stephanos were going to go to Lamaka but Stephanos did not come. 
So I went with Davie. He wants to gift me an icon (gilded with 24 carats gold) where image 
of Jesus Christ was drawn by Davie himself. Here I recollected a prediction by a 
fortuneteller -1 was told that I will receive a thing - a gift, which would cause to me many 
problems in Cyprus and in Krasnodar. This gift is a thing. And yesterday I began to recollect 
this prediction. I think I will accept it and then sell it in a shop—he will never know. On our 
way back from Lamaka we rushed with the speed of 130 km/hour on motorbike. I shouted. 

It was terrible, going so fast was very risky. I did not feel my face. 

Eric again promised, but did not arrive at the club. 

My God, help me!!! 


May 29, 1999 

Time flies. When I was with one young customer I have nearly fallen out of room for 
privates when his member shot fast and furious. It was amusing, some of it hit my thigh. 

Eric gifted me - at last! - a video camera, dream of my mum. She so dreamed of 
video camera. She will be so happy. On the same day I and Masha have gone to the church 
“St. Raphael”, then we swam, ate, had a massage. Eric began to chase after Masha and even 
does not try to hide it. He bought to her a bathing suit for 39 pounds, bought to her and to 
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me slippers. He makes to her business twice more than to my, and gifts flowers to her but 
not me. 

Stelios gave me 30 pounds, he put it inconspicuously in my bag. And yesterday I 
bought to me a dress for 23 pounds and pajamas for 44 pounds. At last, God be praised, 
there began my menstruation (I waited them for about one month). 

I and Stephanos went to Georgio Beach, I wanted to swim so much, but I could not, 
as he wanted to make love to me. I was tired and as I was in my dress I went directly in the 
sea, in waves. I half-cried half-wept, and then burst into tears. Stephanos calmed me and 
gifted to me a towel and yellow flowers. He apologized, if he had offended me. All ended 
normally the way I wanted it. 

By the way, one rich Arab with his friend took me and Masha, then we danced in 
disco, but in the hotel he saw that I have menstruation. He was offended, called up Marios 
and complained, rich scoundrel. 

Bambos gave me a medicine - if I will take it, then I may lower my weight by 22 lbs. 
in one month’s term. Now I weigh 170 lbs. My God bless me!!! 

When Eric gifted to Masha a stuffed monkey, Masha had a conversation with a 
woman selling flowers. Masha wanted to tell this woman “The monkey looks at you” but the 
woman heard something like “The monkey looks like you” and refused to sell us flowers. 

We laughed. 

Three days ago Nadya got dead drunk. All girls tried to bring her round. They took 
her to bathroom, made coffee for her. They worried and feared, that Marios would see her. 
Regina is a fine girl, she slapped Nadya across her face. Nadya came alert and soon she was 
again sitting with customers and drinking whiskey. 

Bambos gave me a medicine for improving metabolism. My God, help me to achieve 
hips of 39 inches. Oh, God, let it be so!!! 

June 06, 1999 

On June 2 there were 3 years and 9 months since the day when I got acquainted with 
my darling Alexei. He has sent me such a letter. 

I asked one Arab customer (he told me that he is rich) for 65 pounds for tape 
recorder after we went to hotel. He gave me 70 pounds and 5 pounds for a taxi. Let God give 
him all good! 

As for Stelios, I did not give it to him, so he took back the 65 pounds he paid for me 
by credit card. Greedy son of a bitch! He feels offended and does not want to come to 
cabaret. 

Nadya and Masha got dead drunk. They were wallowing on the floor in toilet. 

Marios has beaten them black and blue and then forgave them. They were in such condition. 
Regina was discharged for private business with customers and received 3 days of vacation. 
She wished me all best and warned me to be artful in my business. 

Alexia came to cabaret at 10 in the evening. She wore glasses and a hood. Antonio 
called her to office and she left. She had such a look as if she was asking “What has actually 
happened to me?” She lost her salary for 2 days. She had gone with a group of Greek 
seamen without making them pay Marios for her. 

I went with Eric to ride on horseback. I swam in the sea, water was very warm, a girl 
from Krasnodar made massage to me. 
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On Thursday came Stephanos, he had been sitting with me for half a night and 
ordered 2 table dances. It was so cheerful and wonderful! Then after making love in the 
hotel, I spent a whole hour waking him up, for him not to be late to work. 

I have been keeping diet for already four days. Those medicines which Bambos gave 
me made me bend in convulsion, but then, thanks to God, all passed. I lost only 15 lbs of my 
weight. 

Olga celebrated her birthday, I did not overeat for the first time. Olga wants to leave 
on Sunday, she is tired of Cyprus. And I still have 3 weeks. 

Recently here came so many new girls - about 15 persons. They drank with us, for 
them it all is a novelty. But each takes a little bit of business - and the whole business goes 
downwards for me and other girls. May God help me (in my growing thin and in my 
business). 

Lena has left. She is a good girl, she is approximately 34 years old. Another girl 
came at once to her place. Now in our flat live four girls. 

I went to a dentist. All is well, except for my gingivitis. I rinse gums with 
preparation. I should be more careful with customers. 

Stephanos says that he will miss me very much. He wants me to write to him letters. 
Pierre fell in love with me. Today we sat, talked and he presented me a post card and 20 
pounds. 

Sasha left two days ago - her husband took to himself her son. He wants to sue Sasha 
for divorce because he learned she works in Cyprus as a prostitute. She has two times more 
luggage than me. I went to shopping center and bought a skirt and a blouse. 

I thought where to hide my money when I go back to Krasnodar. There are three 
variants - in luggage, in heels or inside me. To hide in heels, it is necessary to purchase 
proper shoes. 

Doctor George shall arrive at the club today. 

My God bless me! Our Lady, give us love! Guardian angel, keep us! Nicolas the 
Thaumaturge, help me in everything!!! Amen!!! 

June 15, 1999 

There are only two weeks left - and then I go home. Yesterday, on Monday, I had 4 
privates and 5 drinks. 

I went to dentist - 2 of my teeth ache. I cried so much - the pain was very strong, my 
gums were aching. Prior to it Eric paid to cure 3 teeth - it was very expensive. Curing of 1 
tooth costs 30 pounds, curing of 3 teeth cost him 150 pounds. He presented to me a dress 
and as well presented a dress to Julia. He makes more gifts to Julia than to me, she belongs 
to the next generation of girls at the club, and he pays to her more attention than to me. 

I and Christopher (he gifted to me a watch) went to Pathos and for the first time here 
we made love. It took him 1 minute to come inside me. Then we went to Andreas’ restaurant 
to eat fish. I called up to doctor George but he does not want to talk with me. Why? I am 
very, very much disappointed for I will lose money. I will insist on conversation with him. 
Probably, someone has told him something very bad about me. I need to put some herbs in 
his food. 

My tutor asked, “What kind of herbs? 
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“Who knows? Probably the same that she put in my food before and after our 
wedding. I think it’s all part of her bag of black magic tricks.” 

“Or drugs?” 

“What do you mean?” I asked. 

“Look, she lives in the Caucasus, which is a transshipment point for Asian opiates 
going to Europe and the U.S. Even I know that. So drugs are cheap and easy to come by in 
her hometown. She slips some to her Johns so that they keep coming back to her thinking 
it’s she who makes them feel good when it’s actually the drugs.” 

“That’s it!” I shouted. “You’re a gem. I could kiss you!” 

“Don’t you dare.” 

“I couldn’t make the connection. I thought the so-called herbs she slipped me were 
part of her black magic, but no, they were drugs. That’s why guys fall for her—so simple 
and so effective. She’s lousy in bed and she has awful body odor. Not exactly the criteria 
for a geisha girl, which is what she emulates. In fact, one of the reasons I initially thought 
she wasn’t a prostitute was how bad she was at sex. But she wasn’t selling sex because no 
one would pay for it from her. She was secretly selling addiction to the narcotics she 
slipped in the food or drink of the customers she wanted money from. She’s a pusher, but 
she does it in such a way that the men think it is her that makes them feel ecstatic when it’s 
actually dope. She made herself the drug of choice for her customers without them knowing 
it. Ingenious, simply ingenious to transfer the nirvana of drugs to herself, which makes her, 
not the drug, the object of hunger in the man’s mind. That’s why I always felt bad after she 
left. It had nothing to do with love or any other psychological reason—she simply used 
drugs to addict me to her. That’s why I liked just hanging out with her because I was stoned 
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and didn’t realize it. She slipped narcotics into my food and I identified the good feeling 
with her—amazing!” 

“It’s also why you brought her to America after learning about her slutting around 
and why you still haven’t gotten her out of your life.” 

“But cold turkey from whatever she was slipping me would last at most a week or 
two. So by the time I was back from Moscow, I was over the drugs.” 

“You were physically over them. But drugs also cause long term psychological 
dependence, and you’re not over that part yet.” 

“Good grief, what a curse!” 

“I’ll say,” replied my tutor. “She’s one vicious slut. How does she know whether 
someone is allergic to the dope she feeds them or what their tolerance level is?” 

“She doesn’t. You just translated about Stephanos who couldn’t wake up to go to 
work after spending a night with her. She probably gave him too much. And Andreas who 
was having heart problems. You don’t give opiates to a guy with a heart condition.” 

“She could kill guys doing this.” 

“I’ll bet she has already, but doesn’t give a damn. If she had overdosed me in 
Krasnodar, she would have started the tears flowing for the police, saying, ‘You know these 
Americans and their drugs. I tried to stop him but he wouldn’t listen.’ Men are less to her 
than the kitten she once killed. She doesn’t want their hearts—only their money.” 

“She killed a kitten?” 

““Yep, once Angel told me that when she was a teenager, a kitten kept rubbing 
against her legs, so she stamped her foot on the kitten’s hindquarters crushing its back legs. 
Then she just watched in glee as the kitten crawled away screeching in pain to die. Funny, 
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my mother didn’t like my cat rubbing against her legs either. Always thought mother had 
finally poisoned my cat.” 

“Your wife better hope I never see her. I’ll ripe her face to shreds!” 

I was fully certain my tutor could do just that. “It all makes sense. Most of the guys 
she writes about were regulars with prostitutes. They’re not about to fall in love with one 
and take them back to their country or give them so many gifts as though they were chasing 
a regular girl. And they are not about to pay money for intercourse only to get a massage, 
assuming her diary isn’t coded to hide many of her tricks.” 

“You did.” 

“But I didn’t know she was a prostitute and didn’t meet her in a strip club. In the 
beginning, I thought her a model and dancer, which was probably when she started feeding 
me drugs. No these guys were too worldly to fall for a pros, but they would have gone after 
her licking their lips for another fix of Dark Angel’s magical brew—dope.” 

“But why doesn’t she write about it in her diary?” 

“The possession or use of narcotics in Russia can put you away for a long time. You 
know that. A friend of one of my translators over there is serving two years for possessing a 
joint. Would you want to spend two years in a Russian jail?” 

“No thank you!” 

“Right! And the only time she ever mentions secretly feeding me something was 
before our wedding and then she referred to it as ‘salts and sugars’. When I confronted her, 
she steadfastly refused to say what the salts and sugars were. Dope is a punishable crime 
everywhere, prostitution nowhere.” 


116 



“Dark Angel is too nice a name for her,” my tutor added. I can’t think of a word low 
enough. What a combination: whore and pusher, but the usual pusher is generally 
honorable enough to tell his customers what they are getting.” 

“I never believed girls like her existed except in the movies. Let’s finish the 
translation up.” 

I have gone to gym. My weight is now 169 lbs. After running and exercises - 164 
lbs. There is a lot of water in my body. I must leave with hips of 39 inches. I must! 

My God, bless me and give us wisdom, forces and patience!!! 

June 23, 1999 

On Friday, at 6:06pm I called up Stephanos. I told him that I shall go with another 
customer who bought me to Ayanapa. Stephanos felt offended, has wished me Godspeed 
and I switched off telephone. I wept so much. 

“What’s Ayanapa?” My tutor asked. 

“It’s a seaside resort on the south shore of Cyprus where the young, people your age, 
go for fun and sun.” 

“I’ll keep that in mind if I ever travel to Cyprus.” 

On Saturday I made a record - 10 privates, including 5 to one remarkable grandpa, 
and as well 2 table and 12 drinks. In total it made 500 pounds. Stephany took me and we 
went to Larnaka. I had to leave early because I had to see grandpa from whom I earned 60 
pounds for 30 minutes of masturbation. Then grandpa and I ate in restaurant and I sold him 
for 10 pounds copies of 2 photographs that Leo took in Moscow of me naked. 

“Who’s Leo?” My tutor asked. 

“He’s the guy who runs the modeling agency in Moscow that Angel worked for.” 

“You mean her Moscow pimp.” 

On Sunday I worked without much effort - 5 privates, 4 tables and 8 drinks. Three 
customers wanted to buy me - that son of a bitch Stelios, a fat man and Davie. I preferred to 
leave with Davie. We went to hotel. I came back by motorbike. It was marvelous! 

In Monday morning I went to pose. For 2 days I earned 15 pounds (in total I posed 
naked for approximately 3 hours). 
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Later on Monday I and Stephany went to ZYGOS and there I explained to the new 
girls the best approaches to work (everyone listened to me so attentively). Now Freedom, 
my contract with Marios and Melios is finished and I hope to go home Sunday. Then me and 
Stephany we went to beach and swam. After it we went to hotel. (That day the son of a bitch 
Stelios told my ma that he bought sex from me. He thought mum did not know.) 

“So,” I said, “we finally know what we suspected about Dark Angel’s mother.” 

“Speak for yourself. I knew all along her mother was an old whore who taught her 
daughter the ropes. She probably started pimping Angel out when she was a teenager or 
younger.” 

“You really think so? I never even thought about that.” 

“An easy way to make money.” 

On Tuesday I and Stephany went to amusement park. It was so wonderful to be in 
weightlessness ride. And I did not fear at all in the horror room, only in the very end we 
were sprayed with water. We drove small cars. Then I for the first time came to the 
restaurant “Perfect”. Stephany was telling me his love stories. 

Today Kostas promised to take me to Pathos but he did not come. I participated in 
advertising of exercise training device - they photographed me in clothes and naked, I was 
paid 50 pounds. 

Now there is a problem because there are no tickets to a plane to Krasnodar for 
Sunday. Maybe I will have to go via Moscow, sit there for a day in the airport, and then fly 
to Krasnodar. My God, help me to avoid it! Make it so that there appeared one place in the 
aircraft for me! I beg you! 

My God, bless me and help me... 

June 27, 1999 

Now I am sitting in the plane. Each day I thought about the ticket. I got it all by 
myself. Marios didn’t help. On Friday one Arab helped me. I went along Anarsthasezia 
Street. The Arab stopped near me and I went to him. We had a meal, then he begun to accost 
to me. “You son of a bitch!” - shouted I to him. And he said that I was mistaken and that he 
was not like all the others. He presented to me a skirt and two T-shirts. I am very grateful to 
him. He helped me very much and I have saved a lot of money. 

Stephany and me again went to amusement park. We twice rode on the upside down 
attraction. Oh, Stephany, Stepanit. Then I drove a car. On Friday in the evening we went for 
a walk. In pub I drank cocktail and excited myself. He as well tried the cocktail, became 
excited, and tried to dispose himself to making love but unsuccessfully. Then we went to 
Greek disco. 

On Saturday I have persuaded Stephany and we went to Ayanapa. We stayed in 
“Swim Park World” for 1.5 hours. He laughed looking how I was sliding down in water 
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from a 2-stage slide, how I clumsily tried to walk on rocks. I received so many impressions. 
Then we went to ZYGOS. We sat at a little table. Instead of DJ there was Marios. It was 
very stuffy. All girls were dancing together on the stage; it was awful. I said goodbye to 
everybody. I thought that someone has taken my 500 pounds, but then, after a talk to the 
girls, I understood that I myself had put aside 500 pounds from the 1800 pounds I would 
bring back myself to home. It was very shameful to me that Stephany and I had to open 
Lolita’s bag and to look what was in it. My God, forgive me, Your sinful slave. Stephany 
fell asleep. I wanted to make photos of the disco, but he did not give me his camera, because 
he was already half sleeping. All this time we each day slept in the hotel. 

On Thursday Stephany overslept and was late to his work. In spite of the fact that 
sometimes he did what I did not like, he is very - very much pleasant to me. I like his odor, 
course of his thoughts. 

On Thursday I went for the last time with Eric to ride Albano. My legs ache for 
already three days. There was so beautiful there. 

I wheedled from Eric 50 pounds and spent them. And today I have also wheedled 25 
pounds from him for massage. I am very, very much grateful to him for all he did for me. 
God give him all the best. 

Today in morning we gathered with the girls, we sat, talked and had a drink. Forgive 
me, girls, for my badly thinking about you. Let God give you good business. 

We arrived at airport at approximately 11:50am. We went and bought the ticket. One 
woman was flying with her daughter. With their help I managed not to pay for extra luggage 
-1 gave them 2 of my bags when they weighed baggage. All happened so quickly. It turned 
out that our aircraft was taking off at 1:10pm (local time). I had time for only 1 kiss to 
Stephany. I thank him for everything. Cyprus, Limassol, I thank them with all my heart for 
everything!!! 

My God, bless me! The aircraft began to take off. 1:57pm, June 27, 1999. 

June 30, 1999 

Thanks to God, I has arrived home in Krasnodar! But I suffered so much with my 
bags! It was good that I was together with that girl. I had with me 1 package with the tape 
recorder and video camera, my “Fa” bag, 1 bag of money to Elvira from Marios, and my 
small bag. And in all I had 2 major bags, 2 green bags “Fa”, 1 black bag, 1 package and I 
had to carry it all alone. Oh, Russians, Russians. They never try to help, they only care about 
themselves. 

I wanted to come back so much. It was raining when I arrived. Thanks to God, 
customs had no questions to me. They asked whether I carried something valuable. I 
answered “I have no gold” (though I had golden rings on lingers, money and electronic 
goods). Mum met me with balloons. It was so difficult living in Krasnodar after Cyprus. 
Everywhere there is much dirt, and there is no sun in the sky. 

My darling Alexei, after Stephany, I could not kiss him. It was difficult to me to 
stand Alexei’s touches. I miss Stephany so much. I miss his laughter, his kisses. 

We have celebrated my homing. We made a pie. I was glad to have some melon and 
to see Alexei’s mother. 

On Monday I and Alexei went somewhere (I do not remember where exactly). 
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Yesterday I called up Stephany. I was so glad to hear Stephany’s voice. “Its very hot 
here. Angelina, I have lost 2 lbs!” Stepanit, my dear boy. We talked about my arriving 
home, about my missing him. Then I went to Alexei and talked to him. 

I called up to Moscow. Leo invited me to arrive about July 15 for customers. There 
will be a festival with participation of Hollywood stars. 

My tutor asked, “Is that when you met her at the party in your apartment building?” 

“A week later.” 

“Lucky you.” 

“All right, let’s get the rest of this over with.” 

July 17, 1999 

There happened so many events. I began clearing my intestine in the medical center. 

I began keeping diet, ate raw fruits and vegetables, and my intestine has inflamed and I had 
Venus disease. My temperature lifted up to 101.7 F. When my illness ended, my weight was 
only 161 lbs (in comparison to 172 lbs earlier). 

“That means V.D. Roy!” My tutor emphasized. 

“Give me a break. I’m getting myself tested tomorrow.” 

On Thursday I had some purgative tea. On Friday my temperature again rose up to 
100 degrees. On Saturday we went with my darling to disco “Joy”. We ate ice-cream, drank 
cocktails. We made love, it was painful to me. In the morning we ate sausages, then we went 
to choose a gift for me. 

On Wednesday I felt gynecological pain. Then we decided to go to the Black Sea. I 
felt sick, there were shooting pains everywhere in my abdomen. I was sad. We swam in the 
sea. Water in the sea was wann. I have bought chocolate. We went to discos, it was so 
wonderful. 

The pains did not cease. When we were going to go to bed, I could not fall asleep, 
pains became intolerable. We went to look for the first aid. At last we have found it. Medical 
attendant made me an injection (he turned out to be a good fellow). My darling paid to him 
something, I do not know how much, but he did it on his own will. We continued our trip. I 
was falling asleep. My darling as well began to fall asleep. We stopped to sleep near the post 
of the road police for safety. Here I again woke up because of cutting pain. My darling, it 
was so difficult for him to stand all this. He did not have slept his full, I was crying. He ran 
to find out, where there was hospital. We came to the hospital and found there two silly 
woman sitting and saying: ‘We cannot make anesthetizing, first you must make analyses and 
then we shall talk’. And they said it after I had been bending from pain for already 50 
minutes! Only when my darling put some money under her journal she reluctantly made to 
me a pain killing injection. I did not kn ow that he had given them money. 


120 



Thus suffering we came home. On the way home my darling banged against a pole 
when we drove from the hospital. In the morning we called up to First Aid. I was completely 
examined. There was detected gynecological infection. I was laying under IV, they made to 
me analysis of urine. I had to go to hospital. I wept so much. They did to me a gastroscopic 
and gynecological examination. Then there began spasms and began girdling pain. I am very 
grateful to my mum, she helped me very much. Alexei, my darling boy, as well helped me, I 
am as well grateful to him for everything - for water he brought me, for everything. 

Thanks to God, I was out of the hospital already on Tuesday (diagnosis: 
inflammation of the gall bladder, inflammation of stomach, duodenum and gynecology 
disease). Diet: it is prohibited to eat anything fat, fried, I have to eat 6 times a day, each time 
eating very little + to take medicines including penicillin. 

“Well,” my tutor said, “she clearly had some diseases.” 

“I’m sure she did, working as a prostitute, but that doesn’t mean she didn’t fabricate 
a repeat of her symptoms in trying to make me feel sorry for her so that I’d do what she 
wanted.” 

Today I have arrived to Moscow and recalled with Mark my work in Cyprus, my 
dances. In the end of all these conversations I spent 500 roubles and bought him some food. 

I have spent 500 roubles, and managed to buy so little! Leo knows everything about my 
Cyprus work and has work for me here. It is nice in the apartment where Leo placed me 
(there is a teapot, a radio, a small TV set, black leather sofa.) 

My God, bless me, bless me! And give us wisdom, forces and patience! Our Lady 
save us and give us love! Guardian angel, keep us and save us! Nicolas the Thaumaturge, 
help us in everything! 

At this point, I wearily said, “You can stop there. I had the rest of the diary 
translated in Moscow.” Then quipped, “Well, maybe she has changed since Cyprus. What 
do you think?” 

“You idiot!” my tutor succinctly and loudly replied. “She’s a whore, a pusher and 
always will be. That’s how she makes her money. Do you understand?” 

“Yes my tender-hearted Russian girl, I was only joking.” 

“Good. If I didn’t care about you, who would? I’m just telling you the truth, which I 
think you see by now. She’s the worst type of Russian girl you could find.” 

“And I had to marry her! What a dope.” 
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“Are you still going to Krasnodar to try to get the rest of her diary?” 

“Well it will bring me up-to-date on her activities. Cyprus occurred before I met her 
and....” 

“What’s with you? Why do you keep looking for a way to believe that she is as 
pretty inside as out?” 

“Okay, okay, I’ll admit the marriage is doomed, but I just want to see what she was 
thinking and doing after she begged for a last chance and promised to change. That’s the 
issue—what was in her mind for the last four months. This way I will be sure.” 

“I don’t think you’ll be sure until she puts a knife in your back or enough drugs to 
kill you.” 

“She does have a violent temper, but I can handle the risk, including the drugs with 
which I have had some moderate experience.” 

“You’re nuts! And I’m sure your druggie days were more than moderate given what 
I’ve heard about you hippies and antiwar radicals.” 

“You had to be there,” I replied. 

“What if you don’t get the rest of the dairy?” 

“Oh, I will get it. I maybe a moron when it comes to romance, but squeezing 
information out people I can do.” 

“Let me know what happens and good luck.” 

“Thanks,” I said as I left for on another painful subway ride home. I swore I would 
never fall for romance again, I would never do a good deed again and when I wanted sex, I 
would buy me a prostitute. After all, that’s what I unknowing did with Dark Angel. 

Remember Then 
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At my apartment, the mail brought a card from Krasnodar dated September 11, six- 
months to the day after my marriage to Dark Angel: “Always with you belief, hope, love 
unforgettable, your Angel.” How many guys did she use that line on? 

I immediately took down the many photographs of Dark Angel that haunted every 
room. When she first spread her smiling pictures throughout, I thought them for my 
benefit—what a fool. No, she arranged them for herself as shrines to her artfulness in using 
people to gain her ends. Well, her using me was over. I also scrapped off of the mirrors, 
appliances and cabinets the stickers of Walt Disney’s Lady and the Tramp that she plastered 
everywhere. I knew who was the tramp in our relationship. At my doctor’s, I told him the 
story about Dark Angel and he tested me for every commonly occurring venereal disease. 
The tests turned out negative, and I considered myself lucky. 

A week before my flight to Russia to surprise Dark Angel when she and her mother 
returned from Cyprus, she called sobbing, “Roy, I have just got some very bad news.” 

“What is it?” I said upset by the sounds of her crying. 

“Remember I told you about the time I was hospitalized after Cyprus?” she lucidly 
said without having to catch her breath. 

“Yes, but you didn’t really explain the problem, only something about your 
stomach.” Always the trickster, she never mentioned to me that her hospitalization involved 
a venereal disease, and I wasn’t going to give away what I just learned from her diary. 

“I just came from a sonogram,” sobbing again and trying to catch her breath this 
time, “and, and.. .and they say.. .they say... I have a growth on my gall bladder.. .and 
growths like this.. .like this are often incurable.” More sobbing. The dread of cancer seized 
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my mind, but between her sobbing and imperfect English, I wanted to make sure I 
understood the situation. 

“Relax Angel, relax,” I said and she calmed down rather too quickly I thought. “Tell 
me again what they said.” 

“They said that there is a middle size tumor growing on my gall bladder. If it keeps 
growing, they cannot do anything for me and....” She went back to the sobbing. 

“Easy, easy, what else?” 

“It may mean that I don’t have much longer,” she began to whimper and whine. 

I was hoping she didn’t start sobbing again because then I would never get the facts. 
“Take it easy Angel. Breathe a little. Who told you this? Was he a specialist?” Doctors 
everywhere make mistakes and probably more so in Russia with its antiquated equipment 
and out dated techniques. 

“It was the man who ran the machine that took the sonogram.” 

“Is he a doctor?” 

“No, he is a technician.” 

“Did you see a doctor with the sonogram?” 

“I showed it to my eye doctor, and he agreed with the technician that it could be the 
type of growth they cannot stop!” Her sobbing immediately started again, right on cue. At 
that point, I began to suspect she was trying to use sympathy to manipulate me into not 
trying to bar her from reentering the U.S. Her feint meant to raise the specter of a dire 
illness that only American medical care had a chance of curing and that without it, she might 
die. Nice try, but I didn’t have the power to keep her out of the country anyway, so the 
whole apparent ruse was meaningless although she didn’t know that. 


124 



“Did you tell your mother?” 

Silence. 

“Did you tell your mother?” 

“No, I didn’t want to upset her before our trip.” How convenient, I thought, and any 
remnants of the sympathy her crying initially caused vanished. 

“Let me get this straight.” I said. “Some technician says that you may be about to 
die because of an apparent growth on your gall bladder. Then you go to your eye doctor 
with the sonogram for his analysis and he agrees. Why didn’t you go to a specialist?” 

“Because I don’t have time before my trip to Cyprus.” 

“So do it in Cyprus. That way you won’t ruin your trip worrying about a problem 
you may not have.” 

“The doctors are expensive in Cyprus, and I don’t want to waste the time.” 

“Then make an appointment with a Krasnodar doctor when you return.” 

“I wouldn’t have the time then.” 

“Okay, I will make an appointment with your doctor here for when you return.” I 
knew she wanted to here that because to her it meant I wouldn’t interfere with her returning 
to America. Since none of this affected my plan to surprise her and get the rest of her diary, 
I didn’t care. Actually, her belief that I fell for her latest scam would put her even more off 
guard for when I confront her at the Krasnodar airport. 

“Okay,” she said. “That is a good idea. The medicine in America is better than in 
Russia. Do you miss me my husband,” she cooed. 
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She really has nerve. “Naturally, darling. I don’t think you will need to worry about 
this growth once you see a specialist here in America.” I said playing along with her latest 
con. 

“I hope you are right. Call me in Cyprus.” 

“For sure, have a safe trip.” 

As I hung up, I recalled a scene from the Star Trek Movie: The Search for Spock in 
which Captain Kirk, while lighting a Clingon on a disintegrating planet, tries to keep the 
Clingon from falling to his death, “Give me your hand,” Kirk says. But in the face of such 
compassion, the Clingon sees only an opportunity to take advantage and grabs Kirk’s ankle 
trying to pull him over the cliff into the flow of hot lava below boiling up from the planet’s 
interior. Fed up, Kirk kicks the Clingon repeatedly in the face saying, “I have had enough of 
you!” The Clingon falls to his fiery death. 

From the time I brought Angel to America, until she left for Krasnodar and Cyprus, I 
tried to salvage our marriage, to help her pursue the dreams she talked about and to believe 
her words despite her actions. I took her wherever she wanted to go—plays, tourist 
attractions and, of course, Brighton Beach. I searched for a seed of honesty in her, a sign of 
change and sincerity, but all I found were the honey dripping words of deceit. I kept telling 
her over and over that her honesty was crucial to our relationship, but she just couldn’t speak 
the truth about anything. She couldn’t give up her Clingon ways of always trying to take 
advantage of people who offer a helping hand. 

I took a walk up Fifth Avenue looking for some peace and understanding—how did 
my life degenerate into the stupidity of this marriage. Here I was, a middle-aged man who 
belonged to two of the four national academic honor societies, one for law and one for 
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business. I worked in politics, labor, media, government and a Wall Street law firm but had 
no career. My MBA in finance with honors from Columbia University’s Business School 
couldn’t even help me find a finance job in a fourth world country like Russia. All I found 
was working for some incompetent lesbian at a badly run, over hyped gumshoe agency in 
Moscow. In a matter of days, I would board a plane to Moscow, stay with my two nineteen- 
year old translators because I couldn’t afford a hotel, then fly to Krasnodar to surprise my 
wife when she returned from a place she used to work as a prostitute so as to 
psychologically pressure her into turning over the parts of her diary I didn’t have because I 
wanted to know with how many other guys she committed adultery during the past four 
months of our marriage—amazing. Never in my darkest nightmare did I imagine such a 
situation. Out of all the whores in the world, I had to marry a Russian prostitute. 

In the fifties as a kid, I sometimes awoke in the middle of the night to the noise of jet 
engines and wondered whether Russian rockets were coming to end my short life. It now 
seemed a Russian prostitute was doing what the Soviet ICBMs didn’t. What the hell 
happened? How did I end up here? 

I left Wall Street in 1989 to take care of my two ailing parents—two people I didn’t 
even like, a couple of Nazis. My father was in a nursing home but mother could still handle 
some of her own matters, except paying bills, taxes and maintaining her house, which fell to 
me. Cravath tried to talk me into staying at the firm, but I was such a wreck from four years 
of handling the parents’ affairs and the long hours as a lawyer that I didn’t know where my 
self-interest lay. I thought all I needed was six months to place my parents’ affairs in order, 
find someone to handle the chores I did and then back to a career of some kind. Wishful 
thinking, a stroke incapacitated my mother, and I ended up hiring nurses around the clock to 
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keep her in her house because she abhorred nursing homes. Why did I do this for such a 
selfish, cold-hearted person? Was another female using sympathy to play me for a sucker? 
Mother never cared about anyone except herself. 

While managing what turned into a one-person nursing home, I heard about the 
twenty-fifth annual reunion for my high school class. Like an idiot, I went. Included among 
my former classmates whom I had not seen since graduation was Leslie. When we were 
seniors, Leslie was the cheerleader captain, very popular, smart, blonde, blue-eye and large 
breasts. Back then we knew each other, sometimes ended up at the same parties but nothing 
more. I still vividly remember the senior class trip when the two of us talked for a short 
time in the bus. During that conversation, an intense premonition swept over me, warning 
me to stay away from Leslie because something bad would come through her, although I 
couldn’t imagine what. I heeded the omen that summer, and with the help of life, we never 
met again until 1991 at the reunion. 

It turned out that Leslie and I both lived in New York City. My premonition from 25 
years ago laid buried deep in my unconscious, so I saw no reason not to hang out with her, 
socially—not romantically. Leslie’s age and feminazi beliefs didn’t make her attractive as a 
girlfriend. She invited me to a friend’s barbecue in Westchester County. There I met a 
professor from Hofstra University who recently returned from an academic trip to Russia 
during the failed coup attempt in August 1991, which eventually brought down the Soviet 
Union. The changes in Russia sounded exciting, and I mistakenly believed the Russians 
wanted a democratic state ruled by law rather than the self-interested decisions of the 
powerful. To my comic-book thinking and idiot idealism, that meant a lawyer like me could 
have an impact. I know better now. The Russians only wanted money so that they could 
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push around other Russians and feel superior. They didn’t give a dam about, nor understand 
the concept of individual rights and the need for laws to protect those rights. Everyone in 
the former Soviet Union was out for himself or herself, no matter whom they hurt so long as 
it wasn’t them or someone on whom they depended. The Hofstra professor invited me to a 
conference for November in Moscow where began my inexorable descent into the failed 
lunatic world I now inhabited. 

My walk on Fifth Avenue took me passed St. Patrick’s Cathedral. I thought about 
going in, but I didn’t believe in God, the Father or any of that. The quiet inside, however, 
might allow me to think more clearly, give me some perspective and understanding of the 
right way to move during one of the worst emotional situations I ever found myself in. I 
crossed the busy avenue, climbed the steps and entered a world of apparent peace. I choose 
a pew midway down the aisle on the left, sat back with my arms stretched out along the top 
of the wooden bench—not exactly humble, but then again I wasn’t a believer, just an 
interloper. 

I didn’t think but just took in the beauty and feeling, not understanding the ancient 
knowledge that the architecture, stained glass windows and statutes represented. Perhaps 
those symbols communicated to the Jungian archetypes in my unconscious that genes 
carried from generation to generation down through the millenniums. Such places might 
carry the wisdom of the ages because men intended that of them. Perhaps they weren’t 
houses of some omnipotent spirit that ruled the universe, but rather the bearers of the best in 
the spirit of man, as that spirit struggled through countless lives searching, finding and then 
losing again reasons for the trials of life and how to deal with them. I didn’t find a reason 
for the plague of the Dark Angel on my life, but to my real surprise, I sensed a current of 
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whispers from men destroyed by the treachery of women over the span of our species’ 
existence stretching forward into the future. I was just one of many, past, present and future. 
That brought me some comfort. It also made me feel detached from the consuming horror 
of her influence, as though reading a novel about someone else and at ease over the 
uncertainty of whether my actions were right and how it would all end. I understood to just 
move forward and see what my trip turned up. 

I left St. Pat’s believing I had learned an important lesson—if you need help, go to a 
church and ask for it; a spiritual realm apparently exists. 

Diary 

September 21, 2000,1 arrived at Kennedy airport for my flight to Moscow, the first 
leg of my trip to Krasnodar. I telephoned Dark Angel’s hotel room in Cyprus because I 
wanted to head off her calling me at home and finding me not there. There was an outside 
chance she suspected I would show up in Krasnodar or Cyprus to spy on her, so I wanted to 
allay those suspicions by creating the illusion that I was still at home in New York. At 11 
PM Cyprus time, she wasn’t in her hotel room, which didn’t surprise me, probably out with 
an old customer. So I left a message telling her I’d try tomorrow and boarded my flight to 
the land of barbarism. 

I flew the Russian Aeroflot airline, as I usually did, because it cost less, provided 
better service and most Americans believed the carrier unsafe, so fewer flew it, which meant 
more room to sleep during the nine-hour flight. The airline’s flights from New York City 
are probably as safe as Delta’s because it uses western made planes and Delta’s maintenance 
crews. The downside, however, meant that Russians comprised most of the passengers with 
more than a few unfamiliar with modern day toilets—especially the procedures for using 
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them on airplanes. I always planned to use the commode in the early part of the flight 
before two many of the passengers who failed toilet training turned it into the typical foul 
experience of most Russian toilets. Towns with dirt streets in the Amazon maintained 
cleaner restrooms than those in Moscow while outside of Moscow, modern day plumbing 
consisted of a hole without anything on which to sit. I assumed something in the Russian 
genes enabled them to squat down without losing their balance or soiling their cloths when 
using these medieval toilets. 

On the plane, I hoped no one would sit next to me, or if someone did, then a Russian 
who didn’t speak English because I didn’t feel like talking. Naturally, an American, from 
what I could see, the only other one on the flight, sat beside me. In his mid-forties and with 
a smile on his face, I knew exactly why he was flying to Moscow—to meet a young Russian 
girl. I was half wrong; Dennis had already met the girl, in her early twenties, traveled to 
visit her and her family a few times, and now, feeling young once more and full of renewed 
hope or illusion, headed to Moscow for his wedding. I didn’t miss the irony. 

Like most guys in his situation, Dennis first married an American girl back in his 
youth, but over the past fifteen years or so, his wife bought into more and more of the 
Feminist special interest group’s propaganda that made living with her unpleasant. Dennis 
and his feminized wife had owned a suburban house, so he, as all men of the house always 
did, maintained the yard, raked the lawn, shoveled snow and made various repairs around 
the home, including perching precariously a top a ladder to clean the gutters or repair the 
sliding. But that wasn’t good enough for the Feminazis who demanded he also help with the 
cooking and cleaning—the wife’s traditionally tasks. 
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As we talked, we agreed, as did virtually most middle-aged American men, that 
feminism was merely a scam to make men’s lives harder by adding to their duties some of 
the obligations traditionally handled by women. Feminazis always complained about the 
“glass ceiling” that allegedly kept them from the highest paying and most prestigious jobs. 
But neither of us ever heard them complain about the “tombstone basement” where men 
make up ninety percent of the workers in the most dangerous and health damaging jobs. 
When a boy is bom in America, he has a 90% chance of ending up in such a job as 
compared to a girl who only has a 10% chance. Girls don’t have to worry about taking such 
risky jobs in order to survive or support a family. They need not face dying younger and at 
higher rates from the ten top killers in our society. The Feminazis, like all self-centered 
little girls throughout history, want men to give them the best that society has to offer while 
protecting them from the worse. They don’t want equality but preferential treatment. 

Dennis, like so many American men fed up with dealing with the new American feminist 
princesses, turned to the Internet one day where he found his possible dream girl, or at least, 
a young, pretty and feminine one. Off he went to Russia, and after a couple of visits decided 
to divorce the feminism that had intruded into his life over the years. 

Not wanting to trample Dennis’s pearls in the dirt, but feeling obligated to at least 
put him on notice that in Russia evil not only bangs on one’s front door with loudmouthed, 
hypocritical accusations trying to intimidate but also slithers in the back door on a smile of 
duplicity, I told him my tale of horror. However, I didn’t push my belief that although Dark 
Angel probably represented the worst of Russian girls, all of the young pretty ones in that 
country exhibit an uncanny proficiency at manipulating western men with lies. He politely 
listened to my story, but I could see his fiancee’s spell of “sugar and spice and everything 
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nice” clouded his caution, or possibly pessimism warped my perception. Regardless, he 
invited me to his wedding that Saturday because he would feel more comfortable with at 
least one other American there. I accepted. Why not, I will see what a real wedding in 
Russia looks like. 

Our flight arrived Friday morning; my driver took me to my teenage translators’ 
apartment where they put me in Anya’s room for my stay. From there I called Dark Angel 
in Cyprus to make her think I was still in America. 

“Roy, where have you been? I called the apartment three times and no answer,” 
Rats! Dark Angel sounded suspicious. My scheme of calling her everyday as I made my 
way to Krasnodar in order to activate her genetic cheapness and deter her from spending the 
money to call me had failed. Then I realized the fatal flaw in my scheme. She probably 
used the telephone of one of her old customers—an additional perk for providing sex. 

That’s what she did when calling her old boy friend Alexei from Rikos’ car back in 1999. 
Knowing her, she probably used Rikos’ car phone for her calls to New York as well. Dark 
Angel’s calls also indicated she feared me spying on her in Cyprus, interesting. 

Buying time to concoct an explanation, I went on the attack, “I called you late last 
night, but you weren’t in your hotel room? Didn’t you get the message, or did you stay 
somewhere else last night?” 

“Me and Mum went to a show and then a club.” 

Still grasping for a cover, I asked, “Did you take her to the place you worked?” 

“Yes, she wanted to see it very much. She approved.” 

“I’m sure she did,” trying not to sound too sarcastic while thinking it probably 
looked very classy to an old Russian whore like her mother. 
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“Where were you when I called?” By now I came up with a plausible lie—two 


could play this game. 

“I’m at Maiya’s for the weekend down at the Jersey shore. I’ll be back in New York 
Monday night. Here’s her number.” The perfect story, if Dark Angel telephones, Maiya 
will tell her I’m out on the boat or something. By Monday, when I’m suppose to return to 
my apartment, Dark Angel will fly into Krasnodar where I will be waiting to spring my trap. 

We exchanged other lying pleasantries, and as soon as I got off the phone with Dark 
Angel, I called Maiya to clue her in on covering for me. 

Saturday, I met Dennis for his civil ceremony at the Wedding Palace, which looked 
more like a commercial storefront than the fairy tale images the name conjures up. Few 
Russians married in church, even though after the fall of communism everyone got religion: 
politicians, racketeers, gangsters and prostitutes. The clergy charged Russians too much for 
their marriage services, and if an American walked in the rectory, visions of expensive 
wines would drive them to add exorbitant greed to the list of “thou shalt” commandments. 
The clergy’s greed, however, does result in very elegant weddings. I accidentally caught 
one in an old church in Rostov on Don. The couple and a small number of well-wishers 
stood in the nave beneath a high vaulted ceiling while three older ladies sang in perfect 
hannony without instruments as incense wafted across the shafts of light from stained glass 
windows. 

Dennis’ bride, Olga, lived in Siberia and brought to the wedding both her parents, 
which surprised me because the dysfunctional nature of most Russian families often resulted 
in a single parent household. A few of the bride’s friends also showed, including a hot 
looking college coed with whom I flirted a little, but restrained myself from stumbling down 
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that path again. By this point in my Russian travails, I immediately saw through the phony 
smiles of innocence to the real duplicitous nature of pretty, young Russian girls with shark- 
hungry appetite for material goods, money and escape from the motherland. These felines 
knew western men were suckers who easily fell for the illusion of their sexy packaging 
while most Russian guys didn’t. I now understood why Russian men behaved so standoffish 
toward their female comrades: the guys knew in their genes the viciousness the feminine 
mask disguised. Russian men from their early twenties to sixties knew how to deal with the 
young ladies of their country—trade material goods for sex and never, never, never involve 
their hearts. Olga’s uncle knew the game. In his mid-sixties, former diplomat, meaning 
K.G.B. and now F.S.B., he spent his leisure time buying pretty, young coeds with material 
goods. 

Russians and a few westerners periodically hired a few coeds for Banya orgies. The 
guys and girls would sit around in towels, talk, eat, drink, use the steam bath and 
periodically go off into a room for sex with a different partner, usually without protection. 
The revelry usually lasted until the early hours of the morning. None of the participants 
needed to worry about AIDS because in Russia the government made up figures that showed 
the disease was not a wide spread health risk. In truth, the incidence of AIDS in Russia is 
closer to Africa than in the Vatican. 

After the wedding ceremony, we drank Russian Champagne, which is much better 
than French, while standing on the sidewalk in front of the Wedding Palace listening to a 
boom box. Following tradition, the wedding party decorated the married couple’s car with 
white ribbons, bows and two large wedding rings about a foot in diameter interlocked 
together on the car’s roof. The rest of us piled into Russian built autos, which always 
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reminded me of the “Match Box” cars I collected as a child. Off we drove for the customary 
visit to Red Square and then to the Moscow State University heights that overlooked the 
entire city. Newly weds in tuxes and gowns usually out numbered tourists at these two sites 
during the weekends from June to September. Next was the reception at a restaurant on Old 
Arbat Street, which no longer functions as a street but a pedestrian walkway where Russians 
stroll among artists selling paintings and entertainers performing along its expanse of 
souvenir shops, cafes, theaters and a McDonald’s. 

About ten people attended the reception, including a professional hired especially for 
the occasion who kept everyone entertained by making toasts, telling jokes and organizing 
little games. Russians are big on toasts, probably because it keeps their lying abilities sharp. 
Tradition called for everyone at the reception to make a toast. I said, “May the couples 
dreams come true. Hoping that they each dream for the same thing,” which got a few 
laughs. After a couple of hours of fun, I said my goodbyes, wished Dennis and his bride 
luck and kissed the hot young coed on the cheek promising to call her, which I knew I never 
would. Caught the Metro and dejectedly went back to my translators’ apartment sadly 
recollecting my wedding day that contrasted so sharply with Dennis’ and wondered why I 
always stood alone on the outside looking in on these apparently happy events of life. 

Sunday evening I flew into Krasnodar, haggled with a taxi driver—Russians always 
try to cheat Americans—and checked into the Moscow Hotel: the same place I stayed on 
my first visit to Krasnodar for the Eve of the New Millennium—an eternity ago. I contacted 
the translator I had arranged for, Natalya, and scheduled her and a driver to take me to the 
airport the following day to surprise Dark Angel and Inessa when they arrived from Cyprus. 

I wanted to take a private car rather than a taxi in case Dark Angel tried to use as an excuse 
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for not handing over her diary that she left it at home, something I doubted. Since I wasn’t 
about to search through her luggage on the sidewalk, a car would allow me to take the two 
of them back to her apartment while my translator listened for any scheming in Russian to 
keep me from the diary. I wasn’t going to let these two lowlives out of my sight, so they 
could deep-six the diary. 

Monday evening, Natalya, the driver and I set ourselves up at the airport. The 
Krasnodar airport consisted of one small terminal that looked like it belonged in the 1930s. 
Disembarking passengers walked from the tarmac into a short enclosed hallway then out one 
set of double doors onto a small open-air plaza. Straight across the plaza was the parking lot 
with bus and taxi stands while off to the right a series of small shops. I instructed the driver 
to watch me, so when I waved, he could bring the car around for our reluctant passengers. 
Natalya, I stationed in front of the doors where Dark Angel would exit in order to signal me 
in case I missed her. I showed Natalya pictures and briefed her that Dark Angel’s height 
and blonde hair made her standout like a beacon. I found a vantage point inside a 
newspaper shop behind a magazine rack that allowed me to watch the exit doors but made it 
impossible for Dark Angel to see me. Before I confronted her, I wanted to see whether one 
of her customers or anyone else met her. 

It started to rain some while darkness began to fall. Natalya came over to me to say 
that Dark Angel’s plane had just landed. About a half hour later, Dark Angel and her 
mother walked out the exit and headed across the plaza towards the buses with Natalya in 
pursuit. Only a blind man could have missed my giraffe of a wife. No one met them yet, 
maybe in the parking lot. As they passed my position, they headed along a sidewalk 
bordering the parking lot. I moved out until about five yards behind with Natalya closer 
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trying to overhear anything they said. Every time either of them made a move to turn, I 
ducked into a door or behind some store display. They finally stopped at a bus stop while I 
hid in a doorway. Natalya walked back looking for me; I motioned to her. “They’re going 
to take a bus home,” she said. Rats! That meant no one was picking her up—time for the 
confrontation. 

I walked up behind Dark Angel unnoticed, “Hello Angel.” 

She spun around and stared at me, speechless with eyes wide open trying to grasp 
whether she saw a ghost or the real me. Clearly she didn’t know what to think or do. She 
must have frozen, figuring I followed her from Cyprus and knew all about her activities 
there. 

“Come over here, I want to talk to you,” as I motioned her to a place away from her 
mother. I didn’t want Inessa, who understood English but like most Russians pretended she 
didn’t, to give Dark Angel any help in weaseling out of my demand. 

“What you do here?” she finally asked. 

“I’ll tell you. I want your diary from May of this year to the present, and if you don’t 
give it to me, I will keep you from entering America again.” 

Her eyes narrowed with malice but no tears, hysterics or lies about never having a 
diary. “It is my private thoughts and they are meant for no one.” 

“Then you can stay and rot in Russia because you are not coming back to America. 
Where is it?” 

“Why you want my diary?” 

“To see how much you’ve been lying to me and cheating on me—very simple.” 
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“We have a saying in Russia that it is better not to know too much because then you 


can believe what you want.” 

“I know, and we have a saying in America as I’ve told you before, ‘The truth shall 
make you free.’ Where’s the diary?” 

“It at my apartment.” 

I didn’t believe her, but I came prepared. “Okay let’s go.” 

“We have to wait for the bus,” she said, trying to play for time and a chance to talk 
with her mother. 

I waived my hand and the driver pulled up, just like the movies. “You have the 
longest legs Angel, so why don’t you get in the front.” I wanted to keep her and her mother 
apart to avoid any whispering and make her feel isolated so as to keep the pressure on in 
order to make it difficult for her to invent some con to escape her predicament. I sat 
menacingly behind her in the back seat with Natalya between Inessa and me just for 
insurance against Inessa doing something stupid—like attacking me. 

“So how was your trip?” I started to chitchat in order to distract her from the furious 
workings of her mind on how to con me out of what I wanted. 

“It was nice. I saw some old friends.” 

“Your old boss?” 

“Yes and a friend Stephanos who worked in a bank and two others Rikos and 
Andreas.” 

I recognized the names as guys she prostituted herself to when she worked in 
Cyprus, but why did she tell me she visited them? She didn’t know I read her diary, so she 
must have feared I conducted surveillance of her in Cyprus and tried to establish a cover-up 
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for hanging out with these guys. Either way, I knew she probably engaged in some sexual 
activity with them in return for money. 

Then Inessa started a low boiling rant of which Natalya translated only a little 
because most of it made no sense or Natalya found offensive, these Russians and their 
sensitivities. I leaned on Natalya to translate. 

“You have no right to come here and ruin our beautiful vacation. What do you 
want?” Inessa asked. 

“Ask your daughter. She knows what I want and why.” 

“We just had a very pleasant holiday and you ruined it,” Inessa continued. 

“No you had a pleasant trip because I didn’t decide to come here before you left for 
Cyprus. You should be thankful I ‘m so considerate. Unlike the two of you.” I could be as 
nasty as any Russian. 

“What do you want from my daughter?” 

“I want from my wife the truth. The truth about what she did in Cyprus, in Mexico 
and continues to do while married. I assume at sometime in your life you’ve heard of the 
word Pravada (truth in Russian), but I doubt you ever knew what it meant.” 

Angel interjected, “Don’t insult my mother.” 

“Then tell her not to insult me, which she does on a regular basis.” 

Inessa continued, “My daughter a good girl—she like little angel. She works hard as 
a dancer and model in Cyprus and Mexico. You are lucky to have her.” 

I pulled out my list of the guys Inessa’s little angel sold herself to in Cyprus and 
Mexico, waved it around a la Joseph McCarthy—who was right about the Commies, he just 
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got the individual names wrong. “I have here a list of dozens of your daughter’s prostitution 
customers. How can I be lucky to have married a prostitute?” 

That angered Inessa, “Alina not prostitute. How dare you say that? She is pure as 

snow.” 

“Yeah, New York City snow.” 

Inessa continued, “Your papers mean nothing. Take them back with you, they are 
useless here.” 

Speaking to Dark Angel, I said, “Do you want me to show your mother the list of all 
the guys you sold yourself too?” 

Dark Angel replied, “I don’t want to cause any trouble now, put it away.” It wasn’t 
her mother she didn’t want to know about her Johns, since Inessa knew Dark Angel worked 
as a prostitute. Rather, Dark Angel feared that the other Russians in the car would learn 
about her foul occupation and gossip to people in town causing her humiliation—the dread 
of all Russian females. 

Inessa continued raving, but Natalya only translated her repeating that I ruined the 
trip they already took and the uselessness of my papers. The rest were probably various 
insults. 

At Dark Angel’s apartment, Natalya and the driver waited outside as I went in to 
collect the diary. As I walked toward the kitchen with Dark Angel, I noticed the Barbie Doll 
I had bought in January in Las Vegas for Masha, the ten-year-old daughter of the Transneft 
manager. 

“Why didn’t you give Masha the Barbie Doll?” I asked Dark Angel. 

“I have no time.” 
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Baloney, she decided to keep it for herself. Stealing from a ten-year-old, how 
Commie can you get? 

“Can I make you something?” my wife innocently asked. 

“No thanks,” I replied, remembering her tendency to put drugs in other people’s 
food. She made herself some tea. 

“Why do you want my dairy?” 

“I told you, but I’m only interested from May to right now. I want to know whether 
during that time you ever told the truth, which I doubt.” 

“Oh, and Roy then pure always tell the truth!” She tried to put me on the defensive, 
but I didn’t bite. 

“The diary Angel.” 

“It has very personal things that I think. It show my inner feelings. It not meant for 
anyone but me.” 

“I thought you said back in April that your secret life was over.” 

“It over, but my diary looks into my heart, and no one has right to see in there.” 

Thank goodness I didn’t have a heart like hers, I thought. Still no tears or hysterics, I 
guess she figured them useless, or somehow I missed another con she was running. “You 
have a choice, give me the diary or you don’t get back into America.” 

“Mum,” Dark Angel told her mother to get her diary. Since her mother knew where 
Angel kept her diary, she probably read it. This provided further confirmation, as if I 
needed it, that Inessa knew everything about Dark Angel’s whoring for dollars and 
encouraged it. 
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Inessa returned with both volumes. I recognized the one I copied most of in Moscow 
and the one that previously sat as bait on the coffee table in my apartment. To cheap to buy 
another notebook, she continued her real diary in the notebook she first used as a ruse, 
which was why it disappeared. 

“What dates do you want?” Angel asked as she took the notebooks, and as she did, I 
notice new markings indicating these books were just two in a series of volumes. Couldn’t 
make out the Roman numerals, but Dark Angel must have kept volumes from at least before 
1996. What trash reading they must make. 

“From May to the present.” 

“I didn’t write about Cyprus yet. I guess you should have waited,” she said with her 
Cheshire grin as she showed me the last entry was during her flight from America to Russia 
earlier that month. 

“Can’t win them all,” I said. 

She ripped out the pages I wanted, but before giving them to me asked, “I want your 
promise that when you have them translated, you will only translate what I did and not my 
feelings. My feelings are personal to me.” 

“Okay, if that is what you want. I promise.” I lied and without any qualms—it was 
time for fighting fire with fire. She repeated her request, and I promised again, but this time 
crossed my fingers in my pocket. 

“I’ll see you back in New York.” I left without bothering to kiss her, since she 
probably kissed plenty of things in Cyprus. Maybe she and Inessa rented themselves out as 
a team. Who knew, but I wouldn’t have been surprised. 
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Outside my driver and translator smoked their ubiquitous cigarettes and warned me 
to watch myself because, in their words, my mother-in-law was dangerously crazy and of a 
criminal mind. That surprised me. Although I had a low opinion of a mother who 
encourages and benefits from her daughter’s prostitution, I never thought of Inessa as 
mentally unsound, dangerous or a hood. My associates were probably right, since it takes a 
Russian to realize the true nature of another Russian. 

The driver dropped me at my hotel. I arranged for Natalya to take me to the airport 
the next day for my flight back to Moscow. 

Eight o’clock the next morning, I abruptly awoke out of a jet lagged induced sleep to 
loud banging on my door. Like Kafka, I feared the thought police or some such criminals. 
Generally in Russian hotels only invited guests, prostitutes, the police and criminals are 
allowed passed the security in the lobby or the matrons on each floor. So who’s left to keep 
out? No use pretending I was out, since whenever a guest leaves his room, he’s required to 
deposit the key with the floor matron who keeps it lock in a metal cabinet. No key in the 
cabinet means the guest is in his room—a hold over from Soviet times to keep tract of 
people. Feeling like a cornered rat, I opened the door and in strutted Dark Angel. 

“What do you want?” I asked, not at all pleased to see her and immediately on guard 
for some trick. 

“Were you going to have that stupid girl from last night translate my diary?” 

“No, why?” 

“Her English is awful, worst than mine. She is no good for translating my diary, and 
I don’t want her stupidity to cause me more problems.” 
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Her criticism didn’t make any sense. Natalya spoke excellent English, a lot better 
than Dark Angel, so why the show, I wondered still half asleep. 

“I’m leaving tonight and have no plans to use Natalya to translate your diary.” 

“You promise me?” 

“Yes, I promise,” and this time I meant it because I didn’t have time for a translation 
before I left. “What are you afraid of Angel?” The moment I asked, I knew the answer. 
Russian girls dreaded humiliation and Natalya, a girl living in Krasnodar, might gossip 
about some of the sorted details of Dark Angel’s life that could easily get back to people she 
knew. 

“I just don’t want her to make mistakes that will mislead you into thinking bad about 
me,” she said with her innocent, sincere look in an effort to deceive. I countered with the 
truth. 

“You just don’t want your fellow models to leam about your prostitution?” 

“I told you I not prostitute!” Her image of innocence immediately vanished. 

“Come on Angel. A guy gives you money, so you’ll provide him some sexual act 
whether intercourse, which is the only act you call sex, or masturbation or blow jobs or he 
kisses you between your legs or fondles intimate parts of your body. That’s prostitution.” 

“Not unless you do it everyday.” 

“Wait a minute,” as I shook my head to more fully wake up. “You’re telling me that 
unless you sell sex everyday, than you are not a prostitute?” 

“That’s right,” she firmly said. I couldn’t tell whether she actually believed this 
malarkey or was trying to convince me of it. 
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“That’s not how the laws in your country, my country, Cyprus, Mexico and your 
church define prostitution. The key is money for sexual favors, and you’ve done a lot of 
that.” 

“But after I do something, I go to church and ask the God’s forgiveness and the God 
forgives me, so it is as if it never happened.” 

I just looked at her in amazement, then she added, “If the God can forgive me, why 
can’t you?” 

I didn’t even bother to clue her in that my arrogance didn’t reach those proportions 
and just shook my head in disgust. “Enjoy your meeting with Valodya from St. Petersburg.” 

“I don’t see anybody.” 

“Right, and you are an Angel spreading love and joy to all. I’ll see you in New 
York. Goodbye.” She left and I went back to sleep. 

Back in Moscow, I arrived at my translators’ apartment just before midnight. Anya 
was out, but Sasha greeted me with “Happy Birthday.” I had forgotten about it, September 
26 th —what a birthday! We sat at the kitchen table drinking tea and eating a small birthday 
cake. Russians, especially Russian girls like their sweets. I wondered out loud why I ever 
married Dark Angel. 

Sasha replied, “Because you were lonely.” 

“I’ve been lonely all my life, why should it matter now?” 

“Because you’re getting older and the older you get the more lonely you feel.” 

“I guess you’re right. It’s the best explanation I’ve heard so far. But why didn’t I 
choose someone else. I’ve been around. It’s not as though I were some nerd who never 
went out with a pretty girl. All my girl friends were pretty. I even went after you.” 
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“I remember, and you also wanted Anya.” 

“Okay, okay, so I’m a man.” 

“And you like young girls.” 

“Pretty young girls. But I never went near a prostitute. I was always too conscious 
of my health and revolted by their lewdness, crudity and lack of class. What was going on 
in my brain to marry a one?” 

“Maybe there’s more to you and Angel than the surface of the pond shows.” 

“Sounds like a Russian saying. Well, I have to get up early for my flight. Thanks 
for listening to my moaning again.” 

Sasha giggled, “Not at all. I hope this all ends for you soon.” 

“Thanks, but somehow I doubt it. Good night.” 

Runaround Sue 

Back in New York City, I saw my tutor again for translating the remainder of Dark 
Angel’s diary. 

“Glad you’re back safe,” she said, opening the door to her family’s apartment. “I 
hope this is the last of it. You know it’s not going to change anything but only make you 
feel worse.” 

“The truth is worth the pain; just as justice is worth the effort,” I said. 

“Oh no, you’re not going vengeful on me. Are you?” 

“No, I still care about her, just not as a lover, or perhaps I should say a customer. I 
hope she wakes up and straightens her life out before something really bad happens to her.” 

“Always the idealist,” my tutor responded, “I think her doom was sealed a long time 
ago. So where are the last incriminating pages of the glamour girl’s infamous dairy?” 
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“Here. Unfortunately, she didn’t write anything about her vacation in Krasnodar or 
Cyprus.” 

“Maybe she did, only in a different volume.” 

“What do you mean?” I asked with surprise thinking I covered all the bases. 

“You said she left the phony dairy in the living room, and then it disappeared. 

Maybe that was just a trick to make you think she started writing the truth in it. But she 
really had another volume that covered her real doings in America and her trip to Krasnodar 
and Cyprus. You did think she might have suspected you of reading her diary.” 

“Rats! I never thought about that. She’s as slippery as a lap-dancing poll. 

“Very unfunny. Good thing you don’t work as a comedian,” 

I ignored her barb. “I think you maybe right. Sure, she had plenty of time at home 
and in Cyprus to make entries. She generally wrote about her experiences right after they 
happened because she didn’t have the best of memories and knew it. On our trip to Las 
Vegas, she wrote on the plane in the airport and the hotel room. Nuts, I should have brought 
you along. You would’ve enjoyed the ride from the airport when her mother starting going 
off the deep end. But I still have the truth up until I took her to America in July. I saw her 
take those entries out of the volume I copied part of in May just before her visa interview. 

So those entries are probably truthful. Well, let’s see what both sets of entries show. The 
marriage is over, but I’d like to see how big a fool I really was, and no I don’t need your 
opinion on that point.” 

“No, you already have it. So where do I start?” 

“These entries. They pick up when she came to Moscow in May after her trip to 
Italy with Alfredo.” 
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“When she visited her husband because she needed to go for her interview at the 
Embassy to get her visa to America. How sweet!” 

June 05, 2000 

I came to Roy. My cellular phone was disconnected, I could not call him. I did not 
have the keys to open the door to his apartment and had to ring. He looked so surprised 
when he saw me. He began to ask me - How I came, what and where and so on. He was 
questioning me for a long time and got infuriated because he could not find anything. He 
thought that I spent time in Moscow with some boy-friend and now came to him. He calmed 
down after I made him food with my special herbs. He likes my tasty meals. 

My tutor sarcastically interjected, “As an old hippie, I’m sure you liked those drug- 
laced meals.” 

“Don’t disparage your elders. Let’s move on.” 

After mimicking my remark, she continued. 

The next day we went to watch Maria and Alexander’s band in the Country Bar. But 
I was so tired from my trip to Italy—I did not sleep for a long time. We also went to take 
photos and when I asked Roy to give me my purse, he took it and began to open all its 
sections and look what was in (as if it was a joke). I was watching at him perplexedly but 
very calmly. He was examining me. After it I understood that he was still suspicious and 
would search my luggage, which traveled to Italy with me. So, when Roy’s driver met me to 
help me register in Moscow I gave him a package with everything from Alfredo (money, 
jewelry) to hold for me. I told him I thought someone might break in Roy’s apartment and 
take these valuables. I feared that he might tell something to Roy. 

The rest of the days Roy was annoying to me about the letter from the Cyprus Police 
for my visa interview. My impresario, Melios, in Cyprus sent the letter, after paying the 
police for a good one, to my apartment in Krasnodar. But it arrived when I in Italy. Roy 
bothered me about not having the letter. I called mum to send it to me in Moscow. On the 
letter my name was written incorrectly but by the time it got too Moscow, it too late to 
change it before the interview and Roy kept annoying me about it. 

On Sunday before visa interview we went out of city with Maria, her boy friend 
Alexander and their friends (some people were from England, some - from Italy, but there 
were many Englishmen). I rode horses. We decide to take a boat and I was rowing. We ate 
shish kebabs. Meat was a bit tough and my tooth ached. It was a jovial man from England 
who cooked shish kebabs. We went with Roy to the forest, he wanted to have sex with me, 
but we refused because sometimes there were people passing by. The most important was 
that his age might be clearly seen. If he were a young boy we would do it with pleasure for 
people to watch. It was nice out of city. 


149 



My tutor paused, “I notice that she often uses the pronoun “we” for the pronoun “I.” 
Any reason for that?” 

“Got me? Maybe she uses ‘we’ as part of her deception. She goes out with guys for 
money, gifts and to experience new places, but she can’t like all the guys who take her out. 
So, in her mind she pretends she is with her mother, but uses the plural pronoun to make the 
guy think she is referring to the two of them as a couple. It’s subtle but works on the 
unconscious, and she carries it over into her diary. As far as I can gather, the only person 
she was ever close to was Inessa, her mother, whom she idolizes. Maybe she sees the two of 
them as a team and mentally takes her mother with her wherever she goes. Having 
imaginary conversations when away from home.” 

“So you get two for one in bed.” 

“Don’t make me sick. Her mother is short, dumpy and wears purple eye shadow.” 

“That’s disgusting. Maybe Angel has multiple personalities.” 

“Could be? I sometimes wonder how she can integrate her prostitution with her 
alleged belief in God. I once asked her how the Russian Orthodox Church defined 
prostitution, but she refused to talk about. Now was that to avoid facing her own hypocrisy 
or to maintain for me the image she uses to sucker people but knows full well is false? Who 
can say? But she is extremely close to Inessa, so I thought the use of “we” for “I” meant the 
two of them against men and the world.” 

“If she feels that tied to Inessa, then she’s probably living the same type of life her 
mother lived or what she imagines her mother wants her to live. Either way, the real evil 
here is Inessa turning her daughter into a slut to support the two of them.” 
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“You’re probably right, but even though a parent’s incompetence or immoral intent 
in raising a child leads to the grown child doing evil deeds, the grown child is held 
responsible, not the parent.” 

“I’m not saying Angel is innocent. She’s an adult and kn ows better unless she’s 
mentally ill, which I wouldn’t be surprised. But her mother should be punished for raising 
her daughter as a prostitute. That’s just low! Using her child’s body to enrich herself.” 

“I agree, Inessa should be locked up, and Angel forced to see a shrink every day. 

But our society hasn’t yet reached the point of holding parents even partly liable for the 
harms caused by their adult children. Probably because psychology is still an inexact 
science, but someday we may be able to trace with certainty specific behaviors and 
individual acts back to the parents’ programming of their child. The courts could then hold 
the parents liable as accomplices by failing to properly raise their children.” 

“You mean make it a crime to screw up raising a child?” 

“Why not? It should be a crime. I can’t think of any greater hann then destroying a 
child’s life because the parent thinks the child exists to serve the parent’s interests. Whether 
the parent acts as the child’s pimp, which I’m sure is the basis of the relationship between 
Dark Angel and Inessa, or the mother sacrifices the child’s destiny in order to have a 
companion for when she grows old or some other self-serving aim, the parent should be 
severely punished. Children can’t fight for their rights—that’s the parent’s job. But when 
the parent becomes the violator instead of the protector, then they must pay and pay dearly.” 

“Uh-oh, sounds like deep seated hostility against your mother is boiling over.” My 
tutor tried to calm me down. 
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“And rightly so. Anyway, incompetent and malicious parents should at least be held 
civilly liable for the psychological harm they inflicted on their children.” 

“It’s an interesting idea. That way people would think more seriously about having 
children and pay more attention to raising them because they could be sued for screwing up. 
Just like driving a car, you do it badly or recklessly, you can end up in court because you can 
kill people.” 

“Exactly,” I was a little surprised that my tutor actually agreed with one of my ideas. 

“But how do you define a proper upbringing?” 

“That will probably take decades and a lot more advances in psychology. But we 
can define certain prohibited acts today, such as angrily repeating to a child, ‘I wish I had 
listened to your father and never had you. You’re a monster. How could I give birth to 
someone like you?”’ 

“Angel’s mother told her that?” My tutor exclaimed. 

“No, that’s what my mother always told me.” 

“Hello, Roy,” My tutor waved her hand in front of my face. “I’m not your shrink— 
I’m your translator.” 

“Okay, okay. The point is there are certain things no sane person would say or do 
to a child. That doesn’t mean children can’t be punished for doing wrong, just that parents 
shouldn’t take their own insecurities out on their kids or manipulate them for the parents’ 
ends. The parents brought the child into this world, so they are responsible not just for food, 
clothing and shelter but to help the child find his way, not the parent’s way in this world.” 

“Well, such social changes wouldn’t help you or your wife.” 

“I know. I’m stuck, let’s go on,” I said. 
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May 30, 2000. We arrived at 7:30 in the morning at the US Embassy. Roy brought 
his translator Sasha, a short pretty girl. I found her very attractive. Approximately at 8:30 the 
window had opened and a man called us for my interview. Questions were asked only to 
Roy. We passed everything. Visa was ready on the next day. On May 31, 2000 I received 
visa to America!!! Praise to God! All goes well. 

During my other days I got registered in Moscow. That cost $30 and Roy gave $40 
so I made $10. Still the $40 Roy gave is much money especially if I take into consideration 
that this money would be very helpful to me later. But registration in Moscow will allow me 
to come here any time and make money with Leo. 

To celebrate, I and Roy went bowling. I won 2 games. I had scored 127 balls and 
102, and Roy had 101. He won a game in billiards. We went to a disco where we 
participated in competition. We had to tell or to sing about summer. He sang “Summertime” 
and won beer. In the next competition I was rolling an egg from one trouser-leg to another 
and he from one sleeve to another. We won 2 bottles of beer. The third competition was to 
dance and to kiss. Somebody else had won that competition. Then I left Roy and went to 
watch men’s striptease where only girls were allowed. There were boys with attractive 
bodies; among them was one Negro. It was nice and very erotic. Four of them were 
undressing a girl in the audience. 

In sex with Roy I finished only once, when I first arrived, and never more. He is only 
a way for me to get to America but sometimes I felt pity to him - he spends so much money 
on me. But I must make my future as I envision no matter what. 

When I left for home, Roy tried to give me money but I refused to show I cared 
about him and not his money. Alfredo paid me well in Italy. I did not need any more money. 
Still, Roy slipped money in my pocket—1700 roubles. I got my package from Roy’s driver 
without Roy learning a thing. He knows nothing about my trip to Italy. He is such a fool. 

I was happy to return to Krasnodar. Now I will prepare to go to America. 

Mum did not get to defend her Masters thesis at the Academy, because professor 
Vera Ivanovna did nor give her a credit. She said mum failed to earn the credit. Mum was 
not allowed to defend her thesis. Let God be judge to his slave Vera! She will pay for what 
she did to mum! I will see to it! 

My God, bless me!!! 

P.S. Roy saw me off up to the very departure of the train. I tried to be attentive to 
him; I cooked tasty dinners. 

My tutor asked, “Is her mother still in college? I thought her a professor.” 

“Not a professor, Inessa is just an instructor who teaches gymnastics and aerobics at 
the Krasnodar Academy of Physical Culture and was trying to get a Masters so that she 
could earn more money. She failed, but found someone else to fault, typical of her and her 
daughter to blame everyone but themselves. This P.S. part is interesting. I originally 
thought she wanted me to leave before her train left for Krasnodar so that she could sneak 
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off to one of her customers, but apparently she just didn’t want me around. Well, the feeling 
is mutual now.” 

“I’ll bet those tasty meals packed quite a wallop,” my tutor sarcastically remarked 
“I can’t remember.” 


June 25, 2000 

On Friday, June 9, Hollander called me up and asked a strange question whether 
there was a case when he believed one of my lies. I answered that there was no such a case. 
But it put me on my guard. 

“What was that about?” 

“To tell the truth, I don’t remember. By June 9 th , I was already having her diary 
translated, so when I asked the question, I already knew she lied repeatedly. Maybe I was 
giving her a last chance to tell the truth. Who knows? I was a wreck at the time between 
her black magic, my pummeled heart and the drugs she repeatedly put in my food.” 

On June 10, Katya, Alona, my cousin, and me went to Gelendzhik on the Black Sea 
to carnival. We had to stay there for a night. We looked for a place to spend a night and 
found one place—80 roubles for a night per person. Then we found one remarkable woman 
who allowed us to stay for 60 roubles per person. From 7 at night to 4 in the morning there 
was a festival. There were performances of sportsmen, dancing groups and circus acrobats. 
Everyone wore a mask with antennas on the head. Thieves cut Katya’s bag but did not take 
anything. We went to a disco where local boys were looking at us. They thought that we 
were all from a show group. Everyone wore a mask with antennas on the head. We refused 
to men who were looking for a girl for one night. I threw at one man some sand and he 
answered: ‘You fool!’ It was so cold that we decided to go to that woman, knocked at the 
door and stayed at hers for 30 roubles. God give her all the best! 

On Sunday a surprise waited for me at home but I didn’t know until we came back 
on Monday. Roy disappeared. I telephoned his Moscow apartment where the maid said he 
moved out. Then I called his old office and they knew nothing about where he was. For 3 
days, I could not find him, but then on the 4 th day he called my mobile. I was in the post 
office to send nude photos to Alfredo. 

I interrupted, “So even while she pleaded for one last chance and promised to 
change, she was plying Alfredo with her photos!” 

“Duh! What do you expect? If s her business.” 
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“I know that now. What’s the slut say next?” 

I was shocked. He told me that he knew everything in detail: about Alfredo in Italy, 
about Valodya in Krasnodar and even the apartment... I think that somebody has told Roy 
all about it. In March, Roy was with me all the time - in Krasnodar and at my apartment. All 
of it was so strange.. .1 admitted that it was my fault. I did it. I begged for pardon and cried. I 
was telling him that forgiveness is the highest moral virtue. I asked him to give me my last 
chance and that without him I have nothing. I lost hope that he would forgive me. I watched 
at everything with other eyes. He has an inferiority complex since his childhood, and he 
looks for truth to control other people. But I am not a slave! He needs a psychologist. The 
problem is in his real feelings to me. I am a stimulus for him. He sees me as a real wife, but 
it is absurd... I will never see him as a real husband. 

My tutor turned to me and said, “Well that’s pretty clear and should explain 
everything even to you. She says it right there, she never thought of you as a husband, 
which means you were just a ticket to ride to America. Don’t feel bad, I’ve met plenty of 
Russian and American girls like this who use sex for personal power and that power for 
money.” 


“Yeah, she’s a parasite jumping from man to man using her power to exploit money 
and precious bobbles, wrecking havoc and then moving on to the next fool. That’s why she 
was always so secretive, hiding her scouting expeditions for new hosts or telling outlandish 
lies so that I wouldn’t realize she was manipulating me. She was quite good at keeping 
secret her true motivations for marrying me.” 

“Only to you Roy. Everybody else knew she was playing you for a green card.” 

“Now I know it but still can’t believe it in my gut.” 

“You’re still hopeless.” 

On Sunday, when I was at Natasha’s, Roy called me up and told me that he forgave 
me. He apologized for the time to think, for the pain, which he had caused to me. 

“You apologized to her! What is in that brain of yours?” 

“Whatever it was, it’s not there anymore.” 


155 



Roy demanded that I must cease to meet and to speak to Alfredo. He sees in Alfredo 
his rival. I will do as I wish but discretely. 

What a thing Lena thought of. Roy became suspicious in May because I did not 
arrive in Moscow by train since I flew in from Italy. When I landed in Moscow, I should 
have taken a local train to a station outside Moscow and there boarded the train from 
Krasnodar. He would have been completely fooled. I will learn. 

“This wife of yours is hopeless. She thinks doing wrong is when you screw up and 
get caught.” 

“Amazing, isn’t she?” I agreed. “One amoral girl dedicated to perfecting her devious 
methods so as to more effectively manipulate others.” 

I had a good time in “Joy” disco. We danced - there were three of us: Sergey, Katya 
and me. He offered to take us home without wanting sex. 

June 191 met Roman in the park. I put on a black wig. We kissed a little. He is 
funny... 

This time I interrupted, “What was that date again?” 

“June 19 th . Why?” 

“Wait a minute,” as I grabbed my briefcase. “Here it is. I thought I had it. Dark 
Angel wrote me a long letter in English on the same day she was playing around with 
Roman, and after I agreed to forgive her.” 

“Ouuuu, goody. Let’s hear these lies that you obviously believed at the time.” 

“She says, ‘From all my soul I wanted to try to give to you new direction. I wanted 
to help you find the goal of your life. Help you understand for what you live and how you 
can be happy. I wanted to help you understand the philosophy of this life and why you have 
especially this life. I want to tell you again, that I never think about your money—how to 
get this—for me it not interesting.’” 
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My tutor interjected, “She’s real good, using your own philosophy against you, 
trying to make you think she cares about you the way you care about her. What else does 
your smooth talking criminal say?” 

“She lists a bunch of beliefs from some book on Karma by a guy called Sergey 
Lazarev. She claims he changed her from an egotistical, vengeful girl to the kind hearted 
Angel she is now.” 

“That’s a laugh—she doesn’t have a heart. There’s no way she can believe in Karma 
with the hurt she spreads around. It must be another trick to sucker guys like you into 
thinking they can trust her. What does she believe?” 

“Some of this doesn’t make any sense, probably because of her broken English or 
twisted mental faculties: 

“Outside equally inside; 

Similar magnetic similar; 

What you don’t like in other people is presence in you; 

If we go away from something, so here to be pain; 

Before do something, think about what happen before, during and after and 
use your thinking, feeling and premonition to learn lesson from situation; 

The situation will give birth or magnetize your thinking and blocks; 

Our block is what we must know and understand about this world; 

If you hit the same situation or problem, it is because you need to leam 
something from it; 

Don’t try to change world or people, change yourself and that will change 
others around you, will change the world; 
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If you talk that you change, therefore, you don’t change—it mask; 

If somebody give you advice or help, don’t think it limits you that you can’t 

master it; 

When you don’t have something what you want to have, you either don’t 
want it or it not advisable yet. If you want to get it, be precise, find description of what you 
want. Learn limit crystal of mind idea; 

Real power includes love and attention to yourself and to people; 

Think about what you want, not about what you don’t want; 

Negative emotions don’t give to you what you want, they bring only what 
you don’t want; 

If you every time repeat to yourself why you can’t have a subject of your 
dreams, you never get this. Start to tell yourself why you may have what you want. 

Concentrate what on what you want to have, but not on the escape what you 
don’t want. Many people knowing what are don’t want, but very few knowing what they 
want. 

If you can’t believe in the opportunity to have something, you will never 

have this; 

To learn, make well-being in your life—it a process of your growth; 

You came in this world to have pleasure from life, not suffer. 

You (here she underlined “You,” meaning me) cause what happens to you.” 
My tutor reacted, “What a con artist, trying to make you feel responsible for her 
whoring around. She wants you to follow her commandments while she’s exempt to make it 
easier for her to sucker you. As though it’s not already easy enough. She sure doesn’t need 
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any lessons in hypocrisy. She probably only believes the one about having pleasure, but 
hopes you’ll buy into the rest. As for the ones that talk gibberish, she probably did that on 
purpose so she could give them whatever interpretation served her purposes at the time. She 
just wanted to make her goal of getting a green card easier by warping your thinking into 
believing you were the guilty party and not she. Any other twisted thoughts in that letter 
from the soulless Angel?” 

“You’ll like this, ‘If something happen to me strange or if I find that you avenge on 
me, it will be one of your biggest mistakes.’” 

“Not only a conning but threatening wench,” my tutor said laughing. “I guess she 
sees in you what is in her—a thirst for vengeance. And what about her belief that real power 
is love? What trash, this is all intended to distract you from her true nature—a conniving 
whore.” 

“There’s more, she writes, ‘You have difficult childhood. Your parents pressed on 
you and from this time you have complex—the complex of degradation. Why you need the 
truth? This for degradation of yourself and to lord over other people, so you can be boss. 

I’m your good friend but I’m free, I’m not female slave. I have my right, my life. I’m not 
toy which you can use and if don’t need—let fly. All things in this life return. Try to be 
more open and more trust. If somebody do something, stop and wait and ask yourself why? 
What the real reason? So, I hope this letter will help you better understand yourself and the 
goings on around you.’” 

“What a phony,” my tutor said. “It was just another trick to get to America.” 

“She’s pretty good at turning the tables to make herself out as the righteous innocent 
rather than the scoundrel,” I said. 
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“Where were we with the unmasked Dark Angel?” 

“Kissing Roman.” 

At an exhibition I got acquainted with two boys from St. Petersburg who were 
selling jewelry goods. We went to cafes, chattered, and drank. I and Katya were so drunk, 
we rode the boys sports bikes. But she hit a pole and I hit people. 

On June 24 I and Katya went to the exhibition again to meet the boys and had a 
party. We sat there and had some pizza and drank. Valodya was squeezing my hand. All the 
discos were full. They decided to sleep in the hotel. I refused to go with them because I said 
that I am watched. Katya was jealous because both Vanya and Valodya preferred me. Katya 
and Vanya went to her home. 

I bought from these boys rock crystal ear-rings and Katya bought a ring. A man from 
St. Petersburg gave to me a picture made of amber -1 will present it to Roy. These boys are 
good fellows - let God send them luck!!! 

My God, bless us and give us wisdom, forces and patience! 

July 06, 2000 

We met once more those two boys on Monday. We persuaded them to stay one more 
night in Krasnodar. We ate salad, drank some wine and for the first time in my life I was 
drunk and kind. In the evening we went to Katya’s. We bought shrimps and wine. We kissed 
with Valodya, and I myself began it. That moment all my hatred to men came to the surface 
-1 was like a tiger. We were in the kitchen, I we had sex on the table. At 5:30 in the 
morning, I had to leave and Valodya and Vanya went to see me off. I stopped a car and the 
driver tried to accost to me. I let him rub my knees in order to save some money on the fare. 

I stopped my tutor, “So she lied to me about not hoing any other guys when we had 
our little talk of honesty in Moscow before I brought her here. She never mentioned 
Valodya from St. Petersburg, and when I confronted her about that postcard to him, she 
coped that tired line of Valodya being just a ‘good friend’. Even Valodya lied to me when I 
called him about the postcard, saying ‘nothing happened between them.’” 

“You expected this guy and your wife to tell the truth? Look, if you want to see the 
true nature of your wife, it’s in this line: ‘I let him rub my knees in order to save some 
money on the fare.’” You can’t get much lower than that. Allowing some stranger to rub 
her legs to save a few rubles. The driver probably realized the moment she got in his car 
that she was a prostitute and tried for a quickie.” 
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“He would have gotten it if he had offered dollars,” I said. 

Nadya advised me not to go to America with Roy and said that if I went with him 
then my fate would come to a collapse. But I decided to go for now and make some money 
and to get a divorce from him later after I become a permanent resident. 

On June 28 th I and Katya were going to go to Anapa on the Black Sea to see Valodya 
and Vanya. A friend was ready to take us to the station, but when I rang mum to tell her I 
was going, she told me that somebody had called me up twice (it was Roy). How did he 
sense that I was about to go visit Valodya? His spies must be everywhere. We returned our 
tickets. 


“You had spies watching her in Krasnodar?” My tutor asked. 

“No, that was too expensive. But while doing some research at Columbia, my 
intuition told me she was about to do something bad again, so I called her mobile twice but 
got no answer. Obviously, her mother then told her about the calls, and she correctly 
assumed it was I.” 

“Perhaps there is more to you than meets the eye Mr. Den Hollander,” my tutor said 
half sarcastically. 

I went for 1 day to Kanevskaya, to visit Yulya, my friend from Chechnya and then 
she came to me. I bought a white wig. We met my friend Dima. Two boys were accosting to 
him and I thought that there would be a fight. But Dima is a clever boy; he managed to 
avoid it. We went to Yulya’s husband Igor. He wanted to run from her when she appeared in 
the wig. 

My God, bless me in this difficult way to America! I decided to begin a new diary 
for Hollander not to use my information. 

My God, bless me and give me wisdom, forces and patience! 

“Rats! I thought she might have wised up. By July 6 th she realized my information 
came from her diary, so her writings in the second notebook I got in Krasnodar are probably 
sanitized.” 

“Your wife may be sick, but she’s not dumb. I’m sure there’s another notebook 
some place in which she wrote the truth about her fun times in America and her recent trips 
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to Krasnodar and Cyprus. Anyone as vain as her couldn’t resist. You should have forced 
her to turn over that notebook when you were in Krasnodar.” 

““You’re right. I just didn’t think about it at the time. I underestimated her. This 
girl is more dangerous than I thought.” 

“Well then let her go endanger someone else and kick her sorry ass out into the 

street.” 


“The relationship is over. I just need to work out her departure.” 

“Work out what? Kick her out! She deserves it. You know she’s always counted on 
you being a gentleman, which for her means sucker while she use every dirty trick around to 
get her way.” 

“Her day is coming,” I lamely replied. 

“For your sake, I hope it’s before the Second Coming.” 

“Still this second notebook might reveal some things. Often she’s unable to stick to 
a plan and makes mistakes. Let’s see. You never know where information, even false 
information may lead.” 


July 12, 2000 
MY GOD, BLESS ME 

Our Father in heaven, holy be your Name, your kingdom come, your will be done, 
on earth as in heaven. Give us today our daily bread. Forgive us our sins as we forgive those 
who sin against us. Do not bring us to the test but deliver us from evil. For the kingdom, the 
power, and the glory are yours now and forever. 

I began my new diary because the previous one has already ended. It was useless to 
take it here because it contained a lot of very special infonnation. 

On July 08 I has found my Show-Girls cassette - I found it on the shelf which my 
mum and me had looked through several times. It appeared after my cousin took it. The rest 
that she took has not appeared - its time has not come yet. I am very grateful to my mum 
for all her help in getting me to America. May God, send happiness to my dear mum!!! 

As I planned, I wore my wig to Moscow to distract Roy. Roy was sitting with a 
bouquet of orchids... He could hardly recognize me and asked what I had done to my hair. 
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He was cold, he wanted to speak to me after arrival, and we spoke a little and went to 
“Bowling”. It was wonderful. 

I shamefully won only 68 points. I played billiards not so bad. And I won playing ice 
hockey. We had some wine and tried to quarrel and to kiss. At home he began to accost to 
me and then he took me at the table, saying again and again that he was fucking me... I was 
exhausted and he carried me to the bedroom, tied my hands with my trousers and continued. 
He wanted me to begin asking him to stop. It was wonderful! All it continued for 1.5-2 
hours. I felt that all his anger with me, all pain, which he had to stand in connection with me, 
are pouring out of him at that moment. 

July 09 became the most important day because that day there was to be a 
conversation, according to results of which I would either go with him or stay here. We 
spoke sitting in that very Victory Park where we first sat and talked nearly a year earlier. 

The conversation continued for 2.5 hours. 

We told to each other what we were doing beginning from December 01, 1999 when 
we first were intimate. He told me what he had been doing in that period, and then I told him 
about my deeds. It turned out that he tried to accost to the girl-interpreter the small Sasha 
who told him no because he was married... All men are fuckers... 

“What a hypocrite your wife,” my tutor said with disgust. “She’s out whoring for 
money, fun and to get ahead, but thinks she’s entitled to loyalty from you. This girl can 
really compartmentalize her thinking.” 

I as well had to tell him everything, but did not tell about boys from St. Petersburg. It 
is strange that somebody provided Roy with false information that Alfredo was allegedly in 
Moscow in May after my trip to Italy. It is not true, otherwise it would be senseless for me 
to go to Italy. Conversation was rather interesting. It turned out that he himself used magic (I 
myself taught him to my own misfortune) - he went to some fortune-teller in New Jersey 
and this fortune-teller told him everything - that I was admixing something to his meals 
before our wedding. (He wanted to sleep even in the day.) I had to tell him I did it because 
he was too aggressive towards me with all his questions and I wanted to lower his level of 
aggression. 

My tutor said, “Well she admits lying to you about Valodya from St. Petersburg. 

That seems to indicate a real diary.” 

“I don’t think so. She always mixes the truth with lies in order to make her 
deceptions appear more believable. Admitting she lied to me about Valodya is probably just 
a trick to make me think the rest of her writings in this notebook are accurate. She’s not 
going to write down the truth in a book I might get my hands on.” 
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Well, it was hard to stand but nevertheless interesting. The next day we went to 
airport. My plane departed 3 hours after his. I saw Roy off. 

My flight was good. I worried about customs control. I came to a man and they took 
me to “immigration office” where a girl took my fingerprints. I worried very much but I had 
with me wonderful orchids, which had opened during the last 10 hours on the plane. God be 
praised!!! I am in America. 

I waited for Roy but I did not know whether his plane had already come, because it 
was at another building. I went by Free Bus (some people helped me, let God give them 
health) to another building and began to look for Roy, though I did not know exact number 
of his section. And here God helped me - Roy was going in my direction. It was wonderful! 
Later he admitted: he feared that on receiving my visa I would fly somewhere else, for 
example, to Mexico - to meet Alfredo, to work in California or somewhere near to Mexico. 

I did not have in my mind anything of the kind! 

After arrival we had a rest. Then we went for walk, studying streets, subways and 
stores. Roy didn’t want me to work in lap dancing club but I told him I needed to save 
money for me and mum. We tried to find a job for me in two clubs - in “SCORES”, a highly 
elite club where you have to pay $300 to the club for the right to work (they did not take me, 
explaining, that they have many girls from Florida), and in “Stringfellows” - they refused 
without indicating reasons (may be, because this is not mine). I returned three times to 
“Flash Dancers” - I came there alone, in the daytime. The manager was dissatisfied once 
with a dress, the other time with shoes. Russian girl Nikita helped me with a dress and 
advised to come to “audition” in the evening. I began working on Sunday night and earned 
400 dollars, then 540 and yesterday, on Wednesday, I earned 650 dollars. God be praised!!! 
One man from India comes to me for 4 days; he wants to have sex with me. He is so 
funny... I began to mock him. He said: “Come to me in 15 minutes”. I answered: “Fix your 
alann-clock or do you need help of 911? Your hair has grown and became gray while you 
had been waiting for me.” 

Yesterday Roy and me had Day of Love - a sexual experiment. And today we met 
Louisa, Roy’s friend from the Austro-Hungarian Empire, and her boy friend. She use to stay 
at his apartment. We spoke about clothes. I have to go to shops on Saturday. I hope, I will 
prosper. God send to me and to my mum wisdom, forces and patience!!! My God, bless 
me!!! 


August 05, 2000 

July 23 is a special date - a year ago I met Roy. A lot of events happened with us and 
between us. He presented to me a pot with flowers. I hanged curtains in all rooms, and they 
became so cozy. My God, help us understand, respect and believe to each other. 

My tutor commented, “This is beginning to sound as though she expected you to 
read it. The mean, nasty and self centered Dark Angel seems replaced by a normal person.” 

“I agree, so I’ll just take it with greater caution.” 


164 



I worked for a week and a half so I waited so much this day off. But that day became 
a heavy one. It turned out that Roy knows everything what happened in Milan - in the room, 
about my conversations with Alfredo and how we mocked and laughed about how easy it 
was to fool Americans. How did he manage to learn it? I think that he took infonnation from 
microphone installed into telephone. It is so dirty... 

For all the night I and Roy played billiards, had meals in MacDonald’s and sorted 
out our relations -1 wished I had not taken that day off. I could have earned money. 

On Monday I had my 2 nd day off. It was the same, but this time it was better, softer. 
On Sunday we again began to sort out our relations and went to billiards, because bowling 
was closed. I had hysterics because he said I didn’t deserve to be in America. I was sinking 
the eight ball on purpose - he so likes to win but the game was not interesting to him. When 
we played the 3 rJ game, I became a superhero - I scored the black ball. I wish I worked 
rather than go out with him. But it is so difficult to me... 

My tutor asked, “What’s this superhero stuff?” 

“She pretends at times she is a superhero and goes around saying, ‘I am superhero 
here to save the day.’ She picked it up from the other of her favorite movies the Mask where 
some guy goes around pretending he’s different characters.” 

“Maybe your wife should be committed?” 

“She needs some kind of psychiatric intervention.” 

I worked on Friday until 4 am and then at 8 am went to a promotion for Bloomberg’s 
Annual picnic. We met Cindi and Everett. First we had a meal and then make-up. We stood 
as statues. It was so interesting. First the main speaker, a silly head, was saying some 
rubbish, and then everything became dumb. Everyone ate, walked and we were standing as 
statutes. One man put a glass in my hand. He ate, then he said “Thank you” and went away. 
A child began to offer me money - it was funny. In the end we were dancing African 
dances. It was marvelous! And then back to the work at Flash Dancers. I went around like a 
vampire - without feelings, I had no forces. 

Yesterday (for the night from Thursday to Friday) I earned $900. It is my record. 
Though, a biker gave me $50 but I did not dance to his friend. I danced to the last boy 5 
dances non-stop. He gave 150 dollars. I was late to the Champagne Room. I had to dance 5 
songs, but I danced 9 or 10.1 had a stress and laughed so much. I was tired. One man was 
looking at me with enchanted eyes and gave one dollar after another. He gave 20 dollars. I 
did not dance on the main stage. It was wonderful! 

I fixed a date for a plane to Krasnodar. I leave on September 09 and come back the 
end of the month. My God, give me forces not to make silly deeds and mistakes. Give me 
patience, forces and bless me!!! 


August 21, 2000 
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Though there has passed just a little time, there happened so much events. In the 
night from August 9 to August 10 Roy woke me up and told me that I had not worked on 
Monday and on Tuesday and had spent this time with my boy-friend. I was shocked. That 
sheet of paper, where manager did not make marks for Monday and Tuesday - it changed 
everything. I had a hysterics and felt pains in liver and gall bladder. I tried to prove. He was 
not at home for day and night. I waited for him in the club to talk to the manager, so I could 
prove I had actually worked on Monday and on Tuesday, but Roy did not come. I call him 
up, but he said that it did not matter anymore. I woke Roy up in the morning and we agreed 
that we live in different apartments. He was very aggressive, me too. In him woke up former 
feelings of horror and suppression, everything has changed. 

My tutor remarked, “Yeah, this all sounds too phony, too much a cover. It’s not the 
real Dark Angel. She’s just serving her own devious interests here, especially her sympathy 
wringing abdominal pains.” 

“She was probably with some guys on those two nights and convinced the manager 
to lie to me that she was working. That’s her business.” 

On August 16, we were at the Statute of Liberty. It was wonderful! Nature, we 
climbed 349 steps, went by a steamer. 

At work customers a few times tried to take me to Champagne room, but I did my 
best to avoid it. One day a few sons of a bitch tried to touch me, but I did not allow. One of 
them began to say that I was the worst of all. But afterwards I danced 5 dances for someone 
else, so I am not the worst. Last Monday I earned approximately $900. One customer 
ordered approximately 20 dances. It was marvelous! 

On August 17 there was the Miss Hawaiian Tropic beauty competition. The day 
before it I tinted and combed my hair. I was in a good mood. All the contestants had a meal 
in a restaurant and took photos. We tried to find answers for the questions. It began... The 
first question was “Why do you think that you may be Miss Hawaiian Tropic?” I answered 
that due to my long legs I can run round a beach and with Hawaiian Tropic cosmetics so I 
can help people to avoid being sunburnt. All answered seriously. I showed myself the best I 
could. Question: “What would you take with you to an island?” My answer: “A toothbrush 
and a comb”. I did not explain wittingly why. They watched my breasts, my language, how I 
communicate with judges and with audience. 

Now I have a problem with the money. Roy found out that I do not put all the money 
to the bank. Taxes! Now I have in the bank approximately $6300 and approximately same 
amount in cash. I want to take all this money to Russia. Roy thinks I am scheming and he is 
afraid of the law. I will pay some taxes-I do not want any problems. But I will be smart 
about it. God bless. 


September 09, 2000 
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Though there has passed just a little time, there happened so much events... In the 
club I had twice 900 dollar nights. It was wonderful! But later, on Wednesday I earned only 
600-650 dollars. On Saturday there were two cases when customers did not want to pay for 
dances. The first time it was a company - they said that I was dancing a dance which was 
not ordered. Bodyguard helped me and they paid. And in the second instance a customer 
took 2 dances, but paid for one. He said that he ordered only one. I was disappointed. But 
later I told about it to one customer and he gave me an extra 20 dollars. For the first time I 
went to a single room -1 danced to a bearded man from TV in the Champagne Room. On 
Monday we sat there for 2 hours, I danced (I was so frightened). I allowed him to touch me. 

I received a pleasure. 

“Is this single room the Champagne room?” My tutor asked. 

“I don’t know.” 

“She told me they had cameras in the Champagne room to keep such stuff from 
happening.” 

“And you believed her?” 

“Well, under State law, what those two did constitutes prostitution, and I thought 
Flash Dancers wouldn’t want to put their license in jeopardy.” 

“Get real Roy. These clubs pay off the cops to leave them alone. Besides who cares 
what these sluts do there. Maybe this single room is an even higher price room that offers 
more intimate settings, but then why would she include it in this sanitized part of her diary?” 

“By then the marriage was pretty much over.” 

“She probably just wanted to upset you.” 

“Who knows,” I said in exasperation. “Let’s go on.” 

People were leaving the club. I was in a good mood. One customer dropped beer 
when I asked him to free up space for a dance, and accused me, saying, that it was me who 
moved the beer. For another customer I danced in the place where somebody had spilled 
beer. It looked like he had made water. When I was dancing for another man, I spilled beer 
(accidentally) and kicked him in the eye (accidentally). Merry. Each day my business was 
turning to the worse. On Sunday I earned $500 but Monday there was Labor Day. I hardly 
managed to earn $200 - there were very few people in the club. I worked with pleasure. 

In total I earned 17-18 thousand dollars in 1.5 months (including everything - 
expenses, meals and presents). One time I did not manage to control myself and touched a 
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customer. Manager saw it and warned - one more case like this and he would fine me. God 
forbid! 

I was worrying for mum because of that little snake cousin Alona and her mother 
Aunt Sveta. Sveta came to Krasnodar to stay in our apartment until they could move into our 
old house. Aunt Sveta was rude to mum after all her efforts with documents on our house. 
Mum was sobbing violently with offence. She was offended in our own home. Aunt Sveta 
began to eat separately, and then, when they found a place in Stavropol, they refused to live 
in our old house after all our work. I am glad. God be praised! These little snakes will learn 
something new about life. 

I was disappointed with Roy’s attitude toward my mum. When I was telling her by 
phone about my problems, she told in a temper that all would be OK. I miss Roy very much 
when he is absent. He is very important to me. 

“That’s it,” my tutor said. “The last part about missing you is clearly for your eyes, 
but you are important to her—important in getting her a permanent green card.” 

“You’re right, and the excuse she gave for her mother threatening to kick my ass if I 
showed up in Krasnodar during her vacation seems manufactured just for me. I’m sure this 
second notebook is a sanitized version of the truth except for the part about her earnings at 
Flash Dancers. Her income is pretty much accurate because I used to count her money 
nearly every morning.” 

“I think your wife’s sickness has spread to you. So what now my lawyer?” 

“Time to get this slut out of my life. Dark Angel returns in a few days, so I’ll just 
tell her to get the hell out. I’ll give her some time, but I don’t want to see her again.” 

“About time. Keep me informed. I wish you luck.” 

I’ve Had It 

I met Dark Angel at Kennedy airport on September 29, 2000 not because I wanted to 
but because she previously weaseled out of me a promise to meet her. What did it matter to 
her whether I met her or not? She knew how to get back from the airport—probably wanted 
to save money by having me pay for part of the taxi, since an American taxi driver wouldn’t 
be satisfied with just rubbing her knee. That one incident with the Krasnodar taxi driver, out 
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of all her repulsive acts, sickened me the most. For Dark Angel, her body, personality and, 
although she didn’t realize it, her soul were just goods for rent or barter to anyone with the 
money. She may have also wanted me at the airport for fear she wouldn’t be allowed back 
in the country. It’s a lot easier for females to manipulate a man’s emotions in person than 
over the telephone. I could just imagine the act she’d put on to get me to come to her aid. 

Waiting for her arrival, I hoped the plane would crash, so I could collect the life 
insurance I took out on her and put this revolting development in my life behind me. But 
such miracles only happened in the movies. No, to exorcise her from my life meant 
convincing her to move out of my apartment and get an annulment or divorce. 

To my disappointment, the plane landed safely and she exited from the gate. We 
didn’t have much to say. 

“Where are my flowers Roy?” She demanded. Dark Angel always made a point of 
making sure I knew when she wanted flowers. She viewed me and all the other men, with 
the possible exception of her old boy friend Alexei, as business transactions, so receiving 
flowers either served the delusional part of her brain that she was not a prostitute or the 
exploitative part that her demand for flowers helped deceive her victims into believing she 
liked them. Regardless of which, my playing her games were over. 

I adopted one of her tactics and didn’t respond to her question. I knew it would just 
spiral into the inevitable confrontation that loomed before us, which I wanted to avoid until I 
knew for certain whether the alleged problems with her gall bladder were serious. More 
dumb sympathy displayed by me. Unlike her and other Russians consumed with their 
manic, barbaric ruthlessness, I took no satisfaction in taking advantage of persons when they 
were down. Where’s the honor in that? Besides, even though the marriage vows meant 


169 



nothing to her, they obligated me to take care of her when sick. Neither she nor most 
Russians will ever understand that when you make a promise—you keep it, including the 
ones made to yourself. 

In the taxi Dark Angel said, “Here’s my sonogram. You see there is the growth.” 

I couldn’t see anything, including any indications it was of her or when taken. 

“I can’t tell anything from this, but we’ll she your doctor next Tuesday.” I said. 

“You don’t have to come,” she deviously interjected. “I now know the way and can 
go by myself.” 

“Now, now Angel, this is important and I wouldn’t want you to get lost.” I too could 
feign concern. I wanted to hear from the doctor, and not Dark Angel, what was the 
problem—if any. 

At the apartment Dark Angel gave me the amber picture she received when hanging 
out with Valodya and Vanya in Krasnodar back in June. I handed it back to her. 

“Why don’t you want it? It very good for your health and cost me a lot,” she lied. 

“It cost you nothing,” I retorted. 

She didn’t respond but accusingly asked, “Why did you take down the pictures of me 
and all the little Disney stickers?” Whenever put on the defensive, she usually attacked, but 
this time it didn’t matter. She possessed nothing I wanted, especially her emotional love of 
which I doubted her capable. 

“Because I decided to.” That caused her to change subjects. 

“I want to get my own mobile telephone. Where can I buy one?” she asked. 
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“There’s a store across the street and a couple more down the block.” I expected 
this. How could she run her own private prostitution service without a telephone—but that 
also didn’t matter? 

A couple of days later, we visited her doctor for the sonogram. A female attendant 
took Angel into the testing area for the procedure. A half hour later she came out teary 
eyed. 

“What did the doctor say?” 

“It is what they told me in Krasnodar,” she sniffed. “I have a dangerous growth on 
my gall bladder, and all we can do is watch it and hope it does not grow.” She started 
blubbering, but I was beyond her cheap tears. 

“Are you sure you understood correctly?” 

“I talked to a Russian doctor and she told me.” 

“What was her name?” 

“I don’t know.” 

I didn’t hesitate for a minute. I knew she was scamming me and I was going to find 
out the facts. A white, middle-aged male lawyer in a suit goes where he wants. Pushing 
through the doors to the testing area, I found the attendant who originally escorted Angel in 
for the sonogram. 

“I’m looking for the Russian doctor who told my wife the results of her sonogram.” 

“We don’t have any Russian doctors here,” the attendant politely said. 

“Do you have anybody, maybe a nurse that speaks Russian who told my wife about 
the test results?” 
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“No. I don’t know who your wife talked to, but if you want, you can talk to the 
doctor who analyzes the sonograms.” 

“Yes, that will be fine,” I said. The attendant led Dark Angel and I into a lowly lit 
room where an overweight gentleman sat in front of a machine for analyzing sonograms. 

I introduced myself and asked about the diagnosis of Dark Angel’s sonogram. 

“Here it is,” the doctor said bringing up a computer-generated image. “You see here. 
It’s a fold in the gall bladder. Nothing to worry about.” 

“So she doesn’t have a growth that needs watching because it might be cancerous?” 

I asked the doctor. 

The doctor looked at me in surprise, “No! It’s just a fold. But it can cause some 
discomfort if she eats too much fatty food. These are very common and there’s no need to 
watch them.” 

I thanked him, knowing now for sure the whole gambit was to make my feel sorry 
for Dark Angel, so I wouldn’t try to get her bounced out of the country. America meant the 
most important part of life to her—money. She was one harsh, money-grubbing girl from a 
country of crass materialism devoid of moral or social responsibility. It was almost time to 
tell her, “Goodbye Baby Bye Bye.” 

That night Dark Angel didn’t work and the movie The Maltese Falcon was on 
television. I thought it appropriate that we watch it together. 

Near the end, Dark Angel complained, “You think I am like that Angel.” 

“You’ve got it, precious. And this is the part I want you to listen close too.” Sam 
Spade says to his nemesis Angel, “I won’t play the sap for you. You have never played 
square with me for half an hour at a stretch since I have known you. I won’t walk in I don’t 
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know how many other men’s footsteps. I have no earthly reason to think I can trust you. I 
wouldn’t because all of me wants to regardless of the consequences, and you counted on that 
with me the same you counted on that with all the others.” I, however, had already played 
the sap for Dark Angel, but it was over. 

Dark Angel just sat with a sour look on her face, probably planning how to get 
revenge for my daring to offend a goddess such as her. 

At the end of the movie as Bogart walked down the stairs holding the “stuff of 
dreams”, the fake Maltese Falcon, I turned to my fake dream and said, “I want you to move 
out and I want a divorce.” 

She showed no emotion as she still looked at the TV, but I knew the anger boiled 
inside of her, “Why do you want this Roy?” 

“Just like Humphrey Bogart said—I don’t trust you and don’t believe your incessant 
lying. You are a cold-hearted user, and that is being kind. You and your mother think men 
exist so you can use them for your whim of the moment with no concern for the emotional 
hann you cause.” 

“I told you I don’t want you talking about my mum.” Whenever I criticized her 
mother, Dark Angel became extremely defensive and protective. It was easy to tell the 
sincerity of her reaction to criticism of her mother because it differed so dramatically from 
any of her other feelings, which, except for anger and love of money, were feigned. 

“The truth hurts, huh?” 

“Don’t talk about my mum!” 

Fine, I didn’t give a damn about her mother, “All you do is hide behind that mask of 
innocence. Do you really believe that phony visage will continue to take you far? Perhaps 
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it has up until now, but one day it will be your undoing when someone lowers the hammer 
of justice on your lying, cheating and conniving head. You line up men like little ducks to 
be plucked, take them for a sacrificial ride to your own self-aggrandizement and lust for 
money. I thought you smart enough to change, so I gave you a chance—that is called 
civility, which you and other Commies mistake for weakness. I even thought you might 
understand the concept of empathy. But I was wrong. You care not the least for others, so 
driven by your own self-indulgence for material pleasures that you even congratulate 
yourself on your deception and dissembling as the accomplishments of a great artist and the 
will of God.” 

“I know what compassion is.” 

“What?” 

“If you know someone for a period of time and over that time you have tested them 
for trustworthiness, and they passed all tests and they show that they are willing to do things 
for you, then you can feel compassion for them.” 

“You’re hopeless,” I said. “The point of compassion is not what someone does for 
you, it’s a desire to help someone in need because they are a human being, not because you 
have tested them and they are useful to you. It comes from an unconscious knowing that we 
are all linked together beyond the physical differences and separations of our senses. 
Compassion is what the Gennan philosopher Schopenhauer considered the clearest evidence 
of a bond among all mankind; otherwise, why would people do clearly stupid and dangerous 
things to help others who are strangers. When we first met, and I hardly knew you, I offered 
to help you get an apartment, but you thought it some hidden motive to take advantage of 
you. You’ll never get it. By your definition, Schopenhauer is a jerk. And after my 
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experience with you, I’m beginning to think the same. But maybe he is only wrong in 
Russia, or only wrong with people like you who use the compassion of others to knife them 
in the back.” 

Surprisingly keeping her calm, Dark Angel asked, “What didn’t I do for you? I clean 
apartment and make you meals from my clean soul.” 

“You call putting ‘salts and sugars’ in my food to insure I would marry you, to keep 
me so befuddled I wouldn’t see the truth, you call that coming from your ‘clean soul’?” 

“You were aggressive to me. I had to do something.” 

“I’m sorry Angel, but there is no justification for putting what I am sure were 
narcotics in my food. What if I was allergic to them? What if you gave me too much? But 
you didn’t care, because by not giving them to me you stood to lose your chance at lots of 
money in America. So what if I died or suffered some crippling injury, you wanted the 
money only America offered, so why not gamble with my life—you didn’t have anything to 
lose.” 

After a pause of silence, I asked, “What kind of drugs did you use?” 

“They were just salts and sugars from my clairvoyant. I don’t do nothing.” 

“Still wouldn’t tell the truth. You lied about not being able to live with me in 
Moscow for three months after our marriage because of your eye operation, fixing up your 
apartment and transferring the house to your aunt, when the real reason was you wanted to 
continue your life style of partying and whoring with whomever you wished. You didn’t 
want to live with your husband, because for you I was nothing more than a ticket to America 
where you could make lots of money in the sex industry. You pretended I was the one and 
only, even though I was more like 46 th on your list.” 
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I was on a roll and not about to stop, “Then after I found out about your adultery, 
you played on my compassion, which for you means suckering people into feeling sorry for 
you, so they will help you when you don’t deserve it. Interesting, you understand 
compassion as a weakness to be exploited in others. That’s probably why you never feel 
compassion for others for fear they will exploit you. You begged me to forgive you, 
promising that you would change and be faithful, but it was just another lie to trick me into 
bringing you to America. And I fell for it, thinking how could I abandon another human 
being to live a miserable existence in the hell of Russia. You knew I would fall for it, 
because as you once said I have a good heart. You must have laughed with your mother 
about how foolish I was to feel compassion for a whore like you. But now I realize some 
people like you and your mother deserve to live in the hell of Russia.” 

“Don’t talk about my mum, and I not whore!” Dark Angel replied growing angry. 

“But in America, you continued to chase after men to sell sexual favors. When I 
confronted you with this, you still played those old cards of ‘it my culture’ and ‘I will 
change, but it take time.’ Well you’ve had your time. There is no decency, nor shame in 
you. 

I saw her insides seething with hate, although outwardly she just stared straight 
ahead wearing her mask of composure. She knew I was beyond her powers and feared that 
a divorce would ruin her chance to stay in America permanently so that she could continue 
raking in the cash from lap dancing and prostitution. 

“I’m not your toy that you can use and if you don’t need—let fly. I will not move 
out and I will not get divorce because then I will not be able to get a green card.” 
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Dark Angel finally spoke the truth—amazing, but I was ready for it. “No, we can 
separate, then get a divorce and you may still get a permanent green card.” Dark Angel 
received a temporary green card when I brought her to America, which allowed her to live 
and work for two years. After the two years she needed to apply for a permanent green card, 
which, if successful, she could live and work here basically forever, even bring her mother 
over, which I’m sure she planned on doing. A separation and eventual divorce didn’t 
necessarily mean she’d be deported. 

Dark Angel responded, “I don’t believe you. I talk to people who say that if divorce, 
I will have to go back.” 

What I did next, I knew was a mistake, but I wanted this demon spawn out of my 
home. “Go see a lawyer. I’m sure some of the girls at Flash Dancers know immigration 
lawyers. You have the money, go ask one. I don’t expect you to believe me. See what a 
lawyer says.” 

“I will do this and we will see.” 

“One more thing, I want you to get your own bed to sleep in.” 

“I don’t want to pay the money,” she objected. 

“I’ll pay half, but you’re not going to sleep in my bed anymore.” 

We picked up a bed for Dark Angel, and about a week later, she claimed to have 
talked to an attorney. Sticking to her old habits, Dark Angel reported the attorney told her 
that a divorce would prevent her from obtaining a pennanent green card. 

“If we divorce in America, the INS will find out and not let me stay,” Dark Angel 
claimed. 

“So let’s get divorced in Krasnodar,” I countered. 
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“But ZAGS will tell the INS.” I ran the ZAGS part passed my Russian lawyer 
Dennis who said, “That’s a laugh. ZAGS can’t afford to contact the INS and doesn’t care.” 

Dark Angel was lying and I demanded the two of us meet with this alleged attorney 
of hers. That forced her to go out and actually find one. She never talked to an attorney in 
the first place because she didn’t want to spend the money. So, as usual, she just lied about. 
Unfortunately, it took her until the end of October to find a lawyer. I wanted her gone by 
then, but the delay with the attorney meant the end of November. My tutor, my Moscow 
translators, my Slovakian female friends and the girls in Mark’s martial arts class told me to 
throw her out into the street immediately. They knew an alley cat like her could easily find 
another sucker, but once again my concept of civility and the way a gentlemen acts 
prevented me. Men from my generation clearly operate at a disadvantage. We have a strict 
code of behavior concerning girls; whereas, they have none towards us, which is probably 
why the Feminazis are so successful. 

Come And Get These Memories 

Dark Angel wanted to arrange her new bed so that the head of my bed pointed north 
with hers east while one side of her bed lay along a wall. 

“What’s the difference?” I asked. 

“It is important for the health.” 

More magic I shook my head. “To do it your way will make the bedroom impossible 
to move around. Besides it is only for two months, I hope.” 

“All right, but my bed must have one side pushed against a wall,” she firmly said. 

“Afraid of falling out of bed?” I derisively asked. 
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She ignored that but came up with a suitable place for her bed, “Help me put it over 


there touching that wall.” 

With the side of her bed flush against the wall, Dark Angel began sleeping with her 
face and the front of her body wedged into the ninety-degree angle the bed made with that 
side of the bedroom. From around 4:30 in the morning, when she returned from Flash 
Dancers, masturbated and showered, until one o’clock in the afternoon, she lay squeezed in 
that position without getting up and without moving, as though trying to disappear. It struck 
me as very bizarre. Maybe she had a childhood fear of mice crawling over her belly. One 
night, I decided to play a little joke by placing my hand under her pillow as though it were a 
mouse. She went ballistic, jumped out of bed, turned on the light. 

“What do you do!” She shouted, picking up her pillow. “Did you put something in 
my bed?” 

“No, it was just my hand. Take it easy. It was only a joke,” but apparently not to 

her. 

Dark Angel tore off the sheets and the pillowcase pulled the mattress onto the floor 
and lifted the box spring searching for something she thought I put there. After putting her 
bed back together, she crawled in, slapped her pillow a couple of times in anger and warned, 
“Don’t ever, ever put anything in my bed or you’ll be sorry.” She rolled into her corner and 
I turned out the lights. Before traveling to my favorite part of life—sleep, I wondered about 
what kind of hell seethed below her calm exterior, which only intermittently erupted. 

Around the house, Dark Angel wore her work clothes—tong panties. The next day 
after doing some mumbo jumbo in the bedroom in her tongs and before going off to exhibit 
herself in her tongs to strange men, she straddled my lap facing me while I sat on the couch 
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trying to read. Whenever I tried to work with her around, she seemed addicted to 
interrupting me with irrelevancies. This time her distraction differed, “Why are you afraid 
of me?” 

Where did that question come from? She didn’t scare me, just disgusted me. But no 
reason to cause another quarrel, so I lied with the only response I could find, “Because you 
could kill me.” 

She laughed and said, “That would be easy. Before I found the God it would have 
been easy for me to kill you.” 

I didn’t expect that, thought it bravado but was intrigued enough to find out more, 
“How would you do it?” 

“I could put some of the poison I have in the kitchen in your food.” 

I already thought she was putting drugs in my food, which was why I dumped her 
dinners after she left for work, but never imagined she kept it or as she called it “poison” in 
the kitchen. This girl was sicker than I thought. 

“What poison?” I asked. 

“The green powder I keep on the counter.” 

“I thought that was herbs you brought from Krasnodar?” 

“It is from the Caucuses, but you can buy it in Krasnodar.” 

“What do you need poison for?” 

“I use a pinch for nutritional purposes but too much will kill you!” She said with her 
Cheshire grin. “I cannot only poison you, but my Russian friends would kill you with 
pleasure if you interfere with me, so watch out!” And she got up to go prepare for work, 
which meant changing her tongs. 
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Her threats didn’t bother me, they held no terror, but only made me feel comfortable, 
as though right at home in the bosom of my mother, which I’m sure I never got near as a 
baby. So why the homey feeling? 

I went into the kitchen and looked at the greenish-brown powder she kept in a small 
bag that looked like it came from a Russian grocery store. The English translation of the 
print said “Ice cream or Freeze of the Caucuses.” Didn’t sound like poison or drugs to me 
unless she just used the bag as a cover for bringing it into the U.S. These alleged herbs were 
probably the same she used on me in Russia, put in my dinners here, fed to her wealthier 
customers and used to get her through the night. I didn’t give a damn anymore, but for some 
unconscious reason, I took a sample and stored it away. 

Dark Angel hated me finding out the truth about her because it made her scheme of 
growing rich in the American sex trade more difficult and costly. Now she needed to hire an 
attorney not just for the divorce but to do the paperwork to help her acquire a pennanent 
green card. Had I stayed in the dark as she planned, the costs, time and work would have 
fallen on me. Her lust for revenge raged inside under a cool, calm and collected appearance. 
One day it burst into the open as we walked across Union Square. 

“Look,” I started. “You tricked me into marrying you with a little help from your 
‘salts and sugars’ and conned me into bringing you to America with that ‘I will change’ 
routine. Those ‘salts and sugars’ were drugs, weren’t they?” 

“They only herbs that I use for nutritional purposes.” 

“Oh, like the herbs you used with Alfredo in Italy to heighten your sexual 
experience?” 

“Stop it Hollander! You cause me nerves!” 
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“Then tell the truth, you took drugs with Alfredo in Italy to come better.” 

“Yes, now leave me alone.” 

“Not yet. This lawyer of yours that we’ll see will probably fulfill the scheme you 
had from the beginning of getting a permanent green card so that you can make lots of 
money in the sex industry here. Even bring over your mother. Naturally, the lawyer will 
charge you, but maybe you can trade some sex for his services. I’m sure you’ll try.” Dark 
Angel just looked straight ahead churning inside. “Don’t you think it would be fair to 
reimburse me for some of my expenses and time that I put into helping you pursue a 
legitimate career here? Not the stripping and prostitution but the modeling work. The 
people I introduced you to, the research, composing your letters, advise on how to deal with 
Americans, going to meetings with you and explaining them afterwards. When you 
accepted my marriage proposal and on other occasions, we did talk about my helping you 
with your legitimate career. So when you used my help, it was the same as a verbal 
acceptance of the offer. I might even have a lawsuit against you for breach of contract.” 

“You son of a bitch!” She yelled, hauling off and slamming me with a haymaker to 
the back. She just missed my spine probably because my martial arts class taught me to 
keep my back erect at all times, so the muscles protected the backbone. Still, it hurt. Dark 
Angel was no weakling at 150 pounds of lap-dancing muscle. Rather than decking her, to 
my surprise, I just kept walking, assuming she meant “no.” Why didn’t I just punch that 
whore out? What decayed depths of my unconscious made a girl hitting me in anger seem 
natural and acceptable—more traditional gentlemanly programming or feminazi 
intimidation? 

“You want me to pay you so I can stay in America,” she accused. 


182 



“I didn’t say that. You’re going to get what you started scheming for back when we 
first met in Moscow. Don’t you think you owe me a little for the hell you knowingly caused 
me and the time you cost me in your single minded drive for fortune and stripper glory.” 

“I’m an artist—not a stripper. I owe you nothing!” 

What did I expect from a Russian prostitute? Fairness, they just couldn’t understand. 
At least she would be out of my life—soon. 

She reminded me of the joke where a prostitute accused a customer of rape. Judge to 
prostitute, “So when did you realize you were raped?” Prostitute to judge, “When the check 
bounced!” Judge, “Guilty!” 

A few days later, I traveled to Washington D.C. for a convention on space 
exploration to start moving forward with the remainder of my life, since Dark Angel would 
soon take up residence in my dustbin of history. At four in the morning my hotel room 
telephone rings, it’s Dark Angel. 

“Why are you calling me?” I asked. 

“I didn’t mean to call you, just to see what your room number was, but the operator 
rang your room. I sorry, I wake you.” 

“Goodnight,” and as I hung up, I knew she was checking that I was in D.C., so she 
could go out hoing one of her customers. This slut never stopped running a con. 

On October 30 th , Dark Angel and I made our way around the tickertape parade for 
the Championship Yankees to the office of the lawyer she found. Peter Petrovich was a 
Russian lawyer in his thirties working as a paralegal for the firm Kuba, Mundy and 
Associates, which specialized in immigration matters—largely for Russians. Both Kuba and 
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Mundy were descendants from Russian Jews. Petrovich told us he still needed to pass the 
New York Bar Exam before he could start practicing law here. 

New York and other states require Russian lawyers to pass the bar exam before 
allowing them to practice in America. The states aren’t worried about the Russian inability 
to tell right from wrong—few America lawyers are capable of that distinction, or if they are, 
they see it as a distinction without a difference when it concerns cash flow. The states are 
concern that the legal education in Russia consists mainly of knowing who to pay and how 
much. In America, it still takes some knowledge of the law to effectively advise and fleece 
clients. 

When Petrovich started giving us legal advice, it surprised me because he wasn’t 
supposed to do that. But I didn’t complain, he spoke fluent Russian, which helped Dark 
Angel understand, and I needed Dark Angel’s belief in his advice to get her out of my 
apartment. 

I told Petrovich, “We want to go our separate ways, but she still wants to work in 
America and be able to obtain a pennanent green card in July 2002, when her temporary 
residency ends.” 

Dark Angel started to cry. I assumed she was trying to pull at Petrovich’s 
heartstrings hoping for a reduction in fees. I was sure later she would pull another part of 
him for the same reason. 

“There will be a problem, if she applies for a permanent residency after a divorce. 
The INS will likely require her to leave for Russia.” Now, I knew why Dark Angel started 
crying, but she missed her cue and began before Petrovich delivered his rehearsed line. 
These two refugees from the Communist Block obviously worked out this routine to 
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convince me to keep Dark Angel in my apartment and the marriage in tact because it would 
save her money. I was sure she had already pulled that other part of Petrovich. 

“No, no, no, no.” I said, “That’s not the law. We can divorce now, and she still can 
become a permanent resident under the marriage termination waiver [8 U.S.C. § 

1186a(c)(4)(B)] or the hardship waiver [8 U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(4)(A)]. We both know that 
once an alien spouse is admitted to the country, it’s virtually impossible to deport her. It’ll 
just take more effort and money on her part.” 

“Just a minute. Let me run that by Mr. Mundy to make sure, and if so, what we need 
to do.” Petrovich left to consult with Mundy. 

When he returned, he said, “All right, Mr. Mundy says it shouldn’t be a problem if 
we do the following. You two can separate now, but it would look better to the Immigration 
Authorities to sign a legal separation agreement next year. Since you were married this 
year, a separation agreement dated next year creates the impression of a marriage that lasted 
at least a year. The authorities don’t look to close at these things.” 

I laughed inside, typical dishonest Russian and crooked American lawyer. Clearly, 
Dark Angel and Mundy had discussed the marriage termination and hardship waivers but 
she vetoed both because of the cost. I saw why Dark Angel chose this firm. She, Petrovich 
and Mundy should get along well together. She’d probably also end up in bed with Mundy 
in return for free legal work. 

Petrovich continued, “One year after signing the separation agreement, the divorce 
will become effective. Then we will need Roy’s help with immigration to file an affidavit in 
which he says that the marriage fell apart from cultural differences, incompatibility or some 
other reason. Is that fine with both of you?” 
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That part meant my lying to the INS, which I didn’t like, so I played for time to do 
some more legal research and run it by a lawyer friend of mine from Harvard. For the 
moment, I agreed, not wanting Dark Angel to spend any more time in my apartment than 
necessary. We made an appointment for January to sign the legal separation agreement. 

On our way home, Dark Angel said she would probably not have another boyfriend 
after we separated. I laughed. 

“What is it with you? Do you really think I believe that? Do you think I care? I’ll 
show you how much I care. I’m not going to Disney World with you.” Back in August 
when I still hoped she’d change, we made reservations to go to Disney World in Florida for 
her twenty-fifth birthday on November 10, 2000. 

She coldly insisted, “We make reservations to go and we go.” 

“Go with one of your customers. The plane and the hotel room are already paid for. 
Invite your favorite customer. Surprise him with the fantasy that you’re spending money on 
him rather than the other way around.” 

“I have no one else to go with and I will not go alone. You promised.” 

Not this again, I’m bound by my promises, but she’s not by hers. I was fed up with 
keeping my word to a harlot and vowed after Disney World—never again. 

It turned out I enjoyed Disney World despite Dark Angel’s presence, lots of decent 
entertainment far from her line of work. 

After our Florida vacation, Dark Angel found an apartment in Astoria, Queens and 
arranged to move out December 4 th -yes! She told me a few times that once she left there 
was no return. I hoped so, but on one occasion she added, “Once I am gone, something bad, 
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very bad, even death will happen to you. All I need do is get my Russian friends to hurt 
you.” 

My mind instantly pulled up a scene from the movie Casablanca. After all, like 
Rick, I too owned a saloon, well, a tiny part of a saloon called the “Casablanca” in 
Cambridge, Massachusetts. Its main attraction consisted of paintings of scenes from the 
movie. My response to Dark Angel’s threat seemed appropriate, “Go ahead, you’ll be doing 
me a favor.” She didn’t get it. She just looked puzzled and went into the bedroom to do 
magic, which, despite my nihilism, caused my instinct for survival to give me pause to 
wonder what kind of black magic Dark Angel was now brewing. 

I went to the bedroom, pounded on the door until she opened it and confronted her 
about the rituals she daily perfonned. 

She laughed menacingly and denied doing anything but exercises, “Magic exists 
only in fairy tales for children, my darling husband.” 

“Then why do you practice it with divination cards, candles and incense? Why do 
you believe in reading palms and in astrology?” 

“I don’t believe in such nonsense and never did,” she claimed. 

“Now that’s a Nixonian lie if I heard one. You’ve been an advocate of magic since I 
met you. Are you trying to rewrite history the way the Communists did in your country?” 

“She said magic is for scared little children and I not child,” then promptly closed the 
door and locked it for another ritual. 

Do You Believe in Magic 

I finally went to the law library to research what Mundy and Petrovich wanted me to 
do so that Dark Angel would receive a permanent green card. Their scheme scowled at me 
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from the law books. In order for Dark Angel to receive a pennanent green card after our 
divorce, she needed to prove to Immigration that she entered into our marriage in “good 
faith.” That meant she married in order to establish a life with me and with the intention of 
fulfilling her marital obligations rather than just to obtain a green card. A crucial piece of 
evidence for proving her “good faith” was an affidavit sworn to by me that the marriage fell 
apart because of incompatibility or some other innocuous reason, and, as far as I knew, she 
didn’t marry me primarily to gain entry into the United States. All of that meant perjury, 
which for the ordinary citizen didn’t matter since the prosecutors rarely went after this type 
of perjury, but for me, a lawyer, subject to disciplinary actions by a special court committee, 
it meant the possible lost of my license to practice law. By signing such an affidavit, Dark 
Angel would always have a club over my head. True, a club that rationally would harm her 
as well by threatening her residence status in America, but still people don’t always make 
rational decisions. The thirst for vengeance leads many to desperate acts inconsistent with 
reason. It didn’t require a fortune teller to imagine Dark Angel’s involvement in the sex 
industry leading her into a situation where desperation or vindictiveness might overcome 
reason with her deciding to take both of us down or at least threatening to do so, unless I 
provided some type of favor—probably money. 

My attorney friend Jeff gave me his take on the affidavit Mundy and Petrovich 
wanted. Jeff was probably the most intelligent guy I knew, a graduate of Harvard Law. We 
first met working on a state senate campaign of a mutual buddy in Boston. Over the next 
twenty-five years we kept in touch. I respected his advice. 

“Don’t do it,” he said. “She’ll have something on you for the rest of your life. The 
INS doesn’t care if some alien lies to them, but if they leam that a lawyer did, they’ll lick 
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their lips from ear to ear and do everything they can to take away your license. It makes no 
sense to put your livelihood at risk for her. You’ve got what you wanted. She already paid 
the deposit and first month’s rent on her apartment. From what you tell me about her 
cheapness, she wouldn’t forego that money just because you refused to do what her lawyer 
wants. Tell her you won’t perjure yourself for her. She’s the criminal not you.” 

Jeff was right and I told Dark Angel. 

“You told my lawyer you would help me with green card and you will!” She angrily 
demanded stomping her foot. 

“I’m not going to he to the INS for you. I’m not going to jeopardize my ability to 
practice law for a slut from the former Soviet Union!” 

“You liar! I will not allow this!” She grabbed her purse on the dinning room, pulled 
the black handle steak knife she always carried, but I grabbed her arm before she could start 
flaying away. “You son of a bitch! You will pay for this!” She shouted, until I made her 
drop the knife. Then the tears and like a kid she ran into the bedroom slamming the door. 

Early the following morning, shortly after Dark Angel crawled into her bed around 
4:30 in the morning after a lucrative night of stripping, I awoke or thought I awoke. To this 
day, I am not sure whether what I saw was a nightmare, shadows in the dark or real. A 
small dark skin girl, maybe four feet high, wearing only a grass shirt with beads and charms 
strung around her neck, franticly whirled in a manic dance in the middle of the bedroom 
equal distance from the sleeping Dark Angel and me. The apparition, spirit or illusion 
looked around eight years old with its hair standing up like a bunch of straw tied in the 
middle. Its face, a black cloud with no features except two burning red coals for eyes. The 
left hand swung a tomahawk menacingly while the right drew symbols in the air. I assumed 
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it one of Dark Angel’s minions either protecting her or casting a black magic spell to make 
me do something, keep me from doing something or help her get revenge. Unfamiliar with 
what to do in this situation, I decided or dreamed I decided to keep an eye on it. If it moved 
toward me, then I would attack; otherwise, wait for the sanity of the sun to arise. But my 
resolve failed, I immediately fell back to sleep or the nightmare ended—I don’t know which. 

When I got up later that morning, I realized Dark Angel had once again launched an 
offensive against me using her Russian magic and psychic powers to manipulate me into 
perjuring myself before the INS so that she could continue the nightly satiation of her feral 
lust for the money in America. My decision not to go along with her lawyer’s fraud on the 
INS jeopardized an easy and cheap route to a permanent green card. She would use any 
means available to make me sign that affidavit. I needed to prepare a defense to Dark 
Angel’s supernatural and female duplicitous influence, so I telephoned Cannen, but the 
soonest appointment was not until early December, three weeks away and just after Dark 
Angel moved out. Three weeks seemed years with all the lunacy swirling around me. I felt 
like an exiled mortal thrown into the mist of the underworld’s celebration of Halloween in 
the “Night on Bald Mountain” section of the movie Fantasia. Dark Angel’s eyes glaring 
hatred reminded me of the horned demon directing the madness in the movie. Then, as the 
fates willed, a longtime friend, Cheryl, called to see whether I wanted to go to Puerto Rico 
with her over the Thanksgiving holidays. I jumped at the chance. Before boarding the plane 
for a week in sunny, warm and friendly young girls with brown eyes Puerto Rico, I 
borrowed a book on Russian magic from my tutor. Time that I studied what the bane 
plaguing my life used against me. 
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Ironically—I’m getting tired of this word cropping up in my life—Cheryl and I met 
on my first trip to Russia at a nomenklatura conference in the Kremlin in 1991 when the 
allegedly former commie bureaucrats where still trying to figure out how to enrich 
themselves at the expense of Americans. On that trip, it seemed every one of those 
bureaucrats proclaimed himself a dedicated capitalist, but was more accurately an 
incorrigible con artist pushing some get-rich-quick scheme or another in which Americans 
would hand over cash to Russians who knew nothing about finance but guaranteed returns in 
the hundreds and even thousands of percent—right out of Abbot and Costello. 

Cheryl attended the conference as a professor of accounting from a large university 
in New York. In her do-gooder way, she believed, as did all the Americans at the 
conference, including me, that the Communists wanted to learn about accounting, business, 
economics and law in order to change from state syndicalism to a fair and free market. The 
world, however, now knows these converts to capitalism just wanted to learn how to cover 
up their stealing from the scrutiny of foreign investors because they, unlike Westerners, 
knew Russia was a kleptocracy with them as the kleptomaniacs. 

Cheryl actively championed feminists causes while I considered feminists nothing 
more than modern-day Nazis out to destroy the freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution in 
order to impose their own self-serving brand of thought, speech and action on all Americans, 
whether they liked it or not. So to both our surprise, we became friends and hangout ever so 
often. I actually found Cheryl’s feminazi tenet of taking charge of the logistics pleasing. 
Whenever we did something together, she assumed the burden of making the plans and 
executing all the little details. She made all the arrangements for our Puerto Rico trip while 
I just went along for the ride. In fact, I couldn’t have picked a better hotel or time. When 
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we arrived, the Miss Teen Puerto Rico pageant filled the hotel with three days of photo 
opportunities of lovely young teenyboppers wearing swimsuits, miniskirts and comely 
smiles. I chatted up a few, what a delight. None tried to censure my speech or demean me 
for following my genes. They knew why I was talking to them and played their roles with a 
smile, grace and an attack of pheromones to put me under their spells. However, the curse 
of Dark Angel kept my heart from further pursuit, so I turned my attention to learning about 
the Russian occult. 

My tutor’s magic book explained a lot about Dark Angel: 

• Witches must wear their hair long for making magic, which explained why Dark Angel 
refused to cut her hair even when model photographers advised her that short hair would 
increase her chances in finding jobs. 

• To make a man a slave, a woman puts menstrual blood in his food. Dark Angel already 
told me about this trick, but now I wondered whether she used it along with the narcotics on 
me. 


• To make a woman fall in love, it was necessary that a charm be secretly placed in her 
bed, and one type of charm placed under a women’s pillow would cause her to confess her 
adultery. That’s why Dark Angel freaked when I playfully put my hand under her pillow 
one night. She feared my using magic to make her love me or confess her adulterous 
activities. 

• To destroy a sex partner, bury a glove of the lover and he will pine away. I remembered 
the two pairs of gloves that vanished from my apartment in December 1999 after Dark 
Angel stayed with me. I guess she took them just in case, and now that the case occurred, 
one of my gloves, if not all, probably lay beneath the earth. 

• Against the evil eye or sorcery witchcraft, wear braided hair—it will entangle the 
sorcerer’s eyes. In the beginning of our relationship, Dark Angel’s hair always hung lose, 
but after I told her about my visiting a voodoo priestess to protect me from her, she always 
wore her hair braided except at work where the men enjoyed long, perfumed hair falling 
over their faces and groins. 

• A person who sleeps with his head to the north will soon die. What a lovely young lady, 
trying to dupe me into speeding my demise with the rearrangement of the bedroom to fit her 
bed. 
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• Words, numbers and symbols are identified with the forces of nature and of a person’s 
own psyche. Through them the sorceress summons and controls the power of her mind and 
the forces of nature. Dark Angel always drew symbols and numbers on the letters she sent 
me, which I stupidly thought cute expressions of her inner child. I now knew the only thing 
inside her, besides numerous men, was a demon. And when she returned from her vacation 
to Krasnodar and Cyprus in September, she started using strange words, neither Russian nor 
English, whenever the conversation turned to her nefarious acts. Most likely casting a spell 
to muddle my thoughts. 

• Two triangles symbolize the spirit that controls the physical body while the drawing of 
an eye represented the evil spirit. When Dark Angel first moved into my apartment, she put, 
half-hidden under an end table, a drawing with a huge eye inside of two triangles. Using 
evil spirits to control me for her evil ends. 

• Rings are worn for protection, which explained the plethora of them on Dark Angel’s 
fingers. I never saw anyone with so many rings. At least she didn’t put any in her nose. 

• Witches take the energy from living things to help fuel their personal magic. That 
explained why the plant I bought her died so quickly. She just sucked all the energy out of 
the little thing as she did with men. 

• Witches charge candles with their magic that releases when burned, but if someone 
physically alters a candle then the magic might back fire on the witch. No wonder Dark 
Angel threw a fit when I removed wax from one of her candles to make it light easier. She 
feared I had reversed her magic to affect her instead of me. 

Looked like I married a witch or someone who believed she was a witch. Drugs in 
my food, duplicity and infliction of emotional distress weren’t enough for Dark Angel—she 
attacked on all levels. Except for the occult, I believed I could handle anymore assaults for I 
had grown up dealing with another malevolent female—my mother. But Dark Angel’s use 
of satanic forces gave me pause. I still didn’t fully believe in the power of the arcane arts in 
America, probably out of a premonition that if I did, I was doomed for certain. Assuming 
sorcery existed, Dark Angel must have studied and practiced it all her life while I knew next 
to nothing about witchcraft except for reading my tutor’s book and a visit to the voodoo 
priestess Carmen. If Dark Angel could control forces that modern science didn’t know 
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about or manipulate known forces in ways science couldn’t explain, how could I defend 
myself? I couldn’t. 

On the other hand, if all this mumbo jumbo represented the ravings of a psychopath 
bent on power, then my believing would pull me into a dark, twisted realm where goblins, 
gremlins and ghosts ruled the oceans of the mind. The power of magic might lie not in the 
witch but the belief in the mind of the victim. I chose a schizophrenic course—belief and 
disbelief. I’d use Carmen and the book to try to protect me from the black arts, but my 
belief in empiricism to keep Dark Angel from sucking me into a medieval nightmare of the 
mind. My strategy allowed me to find solace in the warning at the end of my tutor’s book in 
which the author talked about someone like Dark Angel: “If you practice magic to control 
someone, then someone else will control you. If you practice magic to satisfy your ego, 
something will come along to crush it.” Following my both sides against the middle 
approach, I conducted a few self-protection rituals in the sand by the ocean as prescribed in 
the book. 

Despite Dark Angel, I enjoyed Puerto Rico. Ever since my first trip to the Amazon 
ten years earlier, “south of the border” remained close to my heart with its leisurely place of 
life, friendly girls, sunny days and the jungle—the one place that flowed into my soul 
making me feel like I belonged there. I actually thought about moving to the Ecuadorian 
rain forests, but like an idiot ended up going to Russia instead. It was too late to go back. 
Thanks to the stock market’s latest round of thievery, I no longer could afford to live in 
Latin America without working, and thanks to wasting years with Russia, I had reached an 
age prohibitive of my finding a job in South America. All employers worldwide 
discriminate against the middle-aged. 
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Cheryl and I traveled around the island in the balmy weather to sunny beaches, a 
tropical rain forest, a jungle farm of a friend of hers and to clubs. But ever present in my 
mood the unchangeable fact of the stupidity of my life as exemplified by my involvement 
with a tart like Dark Angel. All my life, I kept making dumb decisions. I went in this 
direction, then that, then changed again always throwing away opportunities until I reached 
the age where none apparently existed. Labor, politics, media, law and business 
management, what the devil caused me to go in all these directions that only resulted in 
more and more misery? Life was, after all, fundamentally simply. When young, everyone 
hits on an activity, an endeavor that thrills the heart, widens the eyes and intrigues the mind. 
All anyone need do then is to go after it and keep after it—simple. But parents, teachers, 
contemporaries and the mass media always assume the self-righteous, all-knowing mantle of 
foisting their own biases to turn people around and pressure them to pursue lives they 
otherwise would not. The social trend of the moment or the selfish designs of others often 
sidetracks most folk. 

To me, since I lived it, one of the most deleterious external influences occurs when a 
child’s primary care giver, usually the mother, uses fear tactics, anger, stinging criticism and 
pessimism to pummel the child into conduct that serves the image the mother wants to 
project to a particular community—traditional, as in my childhood, or political 
correctionalism, as today. Under such an assault of subjugation, the child internalizes a 
deadly trinity of traits—fear, hostility and negativity—that destroys from within any 
outward accomplishments the grown child subsequently seeks. All my life this trinity of 
gorgons kept me from exploring the mysteries of the universe through physics, literature and 
poetry until I reached the age when nothing more matter than to have spent the most 


195 



productive years of my life on the road of those activities, which, thanks to the irreversibility 
of time was now impossible. That realization tormented me every day. 

In the tropical rain forest on Puerto Rico, I felt comfortable thinking about escaping 
the outrageous fortune of my life. Here, next to nature, the quick solution seemed inviting 
and easy. But I loathed benefiting the Russian whore with any irreversible acts by me that 
would allow her to inherit even a kopeck of my depleted wealth while she shed crocodile 
tears. I needed to sever all the legal bonds between us—then perhaps I could return to the 
jungle for its peace. 

With our suntans, Cheryl and I flew back to the reality—for me the hell—of our 
lives in New York. 

You Better Move On 

A few more days and Dark Angel would at least be out of my apartment, but before 
that day of deliverance, I still had to deal with this nutcase. 

“Roy,” she cooingly said with her innocent smile. “Why don’t you help me with the 
INS? I can do something for you, if you’ll help me.” 

“There’s nothing you can do for me, nothing I want from you other than to move 
your sorry carcass out of here. I told you before. I’m not risking my license to practice law 
by perjuring myself before a government agency. Offer them sex for a permanent green 
card, that’s how you get everything else.” 

Her eyes squinted in malice, “You better not interfere with me staying here or I will 
have you broken like your coffee cup!” 

The eve of Dark Angel’s departure, her fellow lap dancer, Tatianna, stayed over to 
help with the move in the morning. I attended an apartment warming party at Mark and his 
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girlfriend’s new abode and used the occasion to celebrate the imminent departure of Dark 
Angel. When I returned home, my wife and Tatianna were somewhat drunk watching the E! 
Television channel showing people prancing around with little clothing. It must have made 
the two feel normal. The show, Wild On, featured Italy and one segment showed a famous 
plaza in Venice. 

Dark Angel turned to Tatianna and bragged, “I’ve been there.” 

I responded, “Yeah, she was there with one of her boyfriends, Alfredo from 
Mexico.” 

Tatianna chided me, “You shouldn’t be jealous of Angelina’s boyfriends before you 
went out with her.” 

That was my opening, “I’m not. Angel didn’t go there with Alfredo before I met her. 
She went there with him two and a half months after I married her.” 

Tatianna looked surprised, “I don’t believe it.” 

“It’s true, ask her,” I continued. “When Angel went to Italy with Alfredo for sex and 
money, we were already married—not just going out, but married! What would you do, if 
your husband did that?” 

“Kill him!” Tatianna replied without a second thought. 

I looked at Dark Angel. She didn’t say anything, no protestations, no excuses and 
certainly no admissions, just the usual stony Russian silence when confronted with the truth. 
But her cheery mood clearly changed as she glowered at the TV set. I had humiliated her. 
Even though it was before a fellow Russian whore, it cracked the pretense that these sluts 
live by. I went to bed, disgusted as usual. 
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Before getting up the next morning on December 4, 2000, Dark Angel asked me to 
hold her while she lay in bed. I did, but I didn’t buy this umpteenth attempted con to exploit 
my sympathy or make me think the truth false and her lies true. Her feigned affection was 
not going to con me into helping her obtain a pennanent green card. 

She said with a few manufactured tears glistening in her eyes, “I liked you in the 
beginning, but you became too aggressive to me.” 

“And I have grown weary of counting all your lies and all your alibis. I saw more in 
you than there was, and that was my only fault.” 

“When someone causes another hann it is the will of God to clear the victim’s soul. 
The victim should be thankful that something worse did not happen and take a lesson from 
the injury.” 

“That’s easy for you to say when you’re the one causing the pain.” 

“You caused me pain too, Roy.” 

“Only when I threatened your scheme to get to America to make money selling your 
body. That’s the only pain you ever felt—the fear you couldn’t trick me, which would cost 
you money. So, according to your philosophy, what happens to the person who causes the 
pain?” I asked. 

“The victim should not worry about it.” 

“Oh, I guess I should believe that you did something good for me, and now that your 
low life ways have gotten you what you want, I should not worry about you getting your 
comeuppance. Man, you’re either worst or dumber than the Angel in the Maltese Falcon. 
Okay, goddess, will you ever answer for the pain you caused me?” 

“I have enough pain.” 
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She’s was impossible, absolutely impossible, I thought. A truck should run over this 
slut. I went to the bathroom. 

Just before the movers came, she went into her crying again. 

“Now, what are you crying about?” I said laughing because her whole sympathy 
routine looked liked the tired old trick she would eventually turn into. To quote a Rolling 
Stones’ song, “By the time you’re thirty, gonna look fifty-five. You wouldn’t look pretty, 
and your friends will have kissed you goodbye.” 

“Just emotions,” she said. 

“When you move into your new address, don’t forget to send a change of address 
card to the Post Office.” 

“My lawyers said I should not. It better that Immigration think I still live here until 
we officially separate in January.” Still running her fraud, but if the INS asks me when she 
moved out, I was telling the truth. 

“How will you get your mail then?” 

“You can bring it to me,” she grinned. 

I said to myself, no way baby, I don’t want to see anymore of you and decided to put 
in a change of address card for her myself. 

She continued smiling, “Once I have my apartment set up and before I go home for 
the holidays, I want you to visit me.” 

My antenna detected something amiss with that. Why did she want to see me in her 
apartment? It could only be for some scheming reason to further some interest of hers while 
hanning me. Her heart harbored no fondness for me or any man. 

“No,” I said. “I hope I never seen you again.” 
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No response, just more phony tears. 

The movers, two guys, showed and I helped load the truck. I watched her drive 
away with them wondering how she would use her “charms” to reduce their fees. 

Black Magic Woman 

Dark Angel was gone, but I knew I needed to cleanse my apartment of her curses and 
protect me from anymore of her black magic. 

I saw Cannen four days later. “Welcome back,” she said. “I see you wish you had 
listened to me the first time.” 

“That’s an understatement,” I replied. 

“When did we last meet?” 

“Back in June, before I made the dumb mistake of bringing my prostitute wife to 
America.” 

“Ah, yes, the Russian,” Carmen said. “Now I remember all.” 

I gave her another photo of Dark Angel and some of her hair. Cannen blew smoke 
from her cigar, just as she did the last time, to see the evil spirits Dark Angel sent to spy and 
hann me. She went into a trance shouting at the spirits and banging her wooden staff on the 
floor to exorcise them from our presence. 

“Now we can talk without any prying eyes,” Carmen said coming out of her trance. 
She shuffled her tarot cards and started dealing them into three rows. “Yes, I see.... Your 
wife uses three different names to keep people from connecting the acts of one with the 
others.” 

“I never thought about that, but you are right: Angel, Angelina and Alina. She also 
uses ‘we’ when writing about herself, but I assumed she referred to her and her mother.” 
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“No, not her mother, although I see great evil in the mother. There are older and 
fouler things from the depths of the earth. Your wife thinks of herself as three people: good, 
bad and psychic, which allows her to shift from one to another so as to accept whatever she 
does and feel self-righteous towards anyone who crosses her.” 

“So she’s the good girl when someone accuses her of doing bad, the bad girl when 
she wants something she doesn’t deserve and the psychic to protect herself and hann others. 
How convenient,” I remarked. 

“Right. She believes herself capable of destroying men while effectively pretending 
to be a naive, innocent victim. She loves no man but is only out to get money—that is her 
love. She wants to make as much money as she can while still young and pretty. I’ve told 
you this before that she set the course for her life when sixteen to make money with her 
body, looks and personality. She promised herself that she would not be a good girl but a 
bitch and make money like crazy off of men. She generally chooses her victims based on 
their good heartedness and wealth because she knows a compassionate man is easier for her 
to trick out of his money. Usually her victims fall in love with the false image she creates, 
and when they do, when they are vulnerable, she springs her trap getting what she wants 
from them. She is greedy, grasping and duplicitous. Hates men and believes that she has 
created in herself a machine for destroying men. She likes girls, however. She will soon try 
to stop you in any way, to destroy you!” 

“To stop me from what? I interrupted with surprise. “We’re separated. I’m not 
going to help her get a permanent green card, but I don’t intend to stop her either. I’d like to 
see her pursue a legitimate career, but that’s beyond my power. What does she want to stop 
me from doing?” 
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“You will do something you believe is just that threatens her getting the green card. 
But for now she wants vengeance. She wants to hurt you. You were the only one who tried 
to take her out of her bad life, tried to help her leave a depraved life that she had committed 
herself to as the realization of herself in this life. She wanted you to accept her in her life 
style as it was. She wanted you to accept everything she did, but you would not. She 
resented your efforts to help her put aside her life-long aim of making money from men and 
getting revenge on them. Your efforts forced her to look behind the mask where she hid 
from herself to at least glimpse the evil she became and the absurdity of pretending to be 
three different people. She wants revenge because you rejected her.” 

Carmen continued, “She is lying to you. She will try to make you believe she is 
staying away from you. She will use magic to get into your mind, then approach you with 
tears and a phony story to get back into your life. Once back in, she will set off on her plan 
of revenge and try to weasel money out of you. Your wife and the spirit of your mother 
fight each other. Your mother is the guardian angel protecting you from your wife.” 

I didn’t contradict Carmen about my mother this time. But if my “thank goodness 
she’s dead” caregiver was the only force protecting me, I was doomed. 

“You must no longer feel sorry for your wife. She has no feelings of sympathy for 
you—only hate. She will try to force her mind into you. You must be stronger in mind than 
her. She will want you to pay her money. She will ask for money based on a phony story. 
Everything for her is money. “ 

“Your wife gets away with many things. Do not try to bring her to justice; just keep 
her away from you. You must be careful in the street because she may send someone to hurt 
you. Your wife blinded you from the beginning with her magic and fake personality, but 
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your guardian angel protects you. Let your wife be, stay away from her, or she will send 
someone to mug you to put you to the hospital. Be careful of a package coming to your 
door; it will blow up. Be careful of letters you do not expect. She has plans for you if you 
do not help her get a green card, so let her get it but do no more. Do not warn her about 
anything. She is now talking to two men about her ‘life story’ with tears in her eyes trying 
to get them after you. She is using black magic to get her way.” 

“Whew,” I reacted. “She is one vindictive young lady, and after all I did for her. 

The guys are probably her lawyer and his Russian paralegal. I’ll be honest with you, if 
justice demands I take her down, then I’m going to do it no matter what the threat or the 
cost.” Carmen didn’t realize that all the talk about danger took me back to when I did a little 
undercover work for the “Village Voice” against one of Roy Cohn’s mob judges—the 
danger made it worth doing. 

“Be careful then. As you know, she is not a weak American girl but ruthless and 
powerful. She has friends. It’s better for you to let the past drift away with the water.” 

“So what do I do to protect against her magic?” I asked. 

“Put this cross inside your pillow, read Psalms 23 and 62 in the morning and at night 
before bed. Take this plant. People who work bad magic kill living things.” 

“I know. She killed a plant I once gave her.” 

“But this plant will prevent your wife from doing bad things to you. Keep it near 
your bed and water it once a week and give it this medicine. For 21 days put in your bath 
this Cascarilla, scrap a little of this chalk into the water so there is a film on it and pour a 
little out of this bottle. Lie in the tub, pray and relax. Ask the universe to cleanse and 
protect you while pouring water over your head with your hands three times, then wash 
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yourself. As soon as you get home today, use some of this potion to wet the floor in front of 
your door and say, ‘This is to dispel any evil that tries to come into my house.’” 

“Thanks Carmen.” 

“I hope you follow my advice this time.” 

“Maybe, we’ll see.” 

Talk To Me, Talk To Me 

I followed Cannen’s procedures to block Dark Angel’s magic but not her advice to 
help my wife get a permanent green card. 

One morning I awoke with a start. It hadn’t clicked earlier, but now the realization 
of another Dark Angel trick burst from my unconscious onto the surface. Perhaps Carmen’s 
warnings had released the bubble of danger, or the toll that living with Dark Angel had taken 
on my health, emotions and metaphysical well-being had so befuddled my consciousness 
that it no longer functioned effectively. Her trick looked so obvious, how did I miss it? 

Dark Angel probably found another way to slip me narcotics by putting them in some of the 
other food I ate that she didn’t prepare such as tea, coffee, creamer or snacks. It made sense; 
when it came to intrigue, this Commie was a pro. When I stopped eating her dinners in front 
of her and no longer displayed the subservient malleability of narcotic poisoning, she 
probably realized I threw her dinners away. Not to allow an obstacle to stand in her way, 
she found an alternate route for feeding me her “little helpers.” Maybe that’s why I didn’t 
kick her out right after she returned from Cyprus, waited for her to find a lawyer and even 
traveled to Disney World with her—yuck! I bolted out of bed to the kitchen—dumped 
every package, bag and bottle, including the alcohol, whether opened or not because if she 
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couldn’t put drugs in it, she likely cast a spell on it. I also made an appointment with my 
doctor for drug testing. 

The telephone and health insurance bills for November came in and Dark Angel 
owed me some money. I contacted her about the bills and expenses and suggested she send 
me a check. 

“I don’t like to use checks,” she said. That’s because the I.R.S. can subpoena them 
from a bank to estimate a taxpayers expenses and, in turn, income. “I have to go to a models 
show now. Can we meet to talk about this?” Red alert, red alert sounded; not only because 
of Carmen’s warnings, but my own instinct. Still I agreed, hoping it the last time and we 
arranged to meet a few days later. 

In the meantime, I visited my doctor for drug screening. I described my symptoms 
from when Dark Angel put “salts and sugars” in my food just before our wedding and the 
intennittent recurrences of these indications throughout the relationship. 

“Clearly narcotics of some type,” he said. “But I couldn’t say which ones, and since 
she moved out a couple of weeks ago, I doubt the tests will show anything. Narcotics pass 
through the body’s systems quickly.” He was right; the tests came out negative. 

Dark Angel and I met in front of “Today’s Man” on Fifth Avenue—no greeting 
kisses between us. 

“Here are the bills, so what do you want to talk about?” I asked. 

“Not here in the street. It too noisy, is there some place to go and sit?” Like every 
female on this planet, she’d do anything to sit down. Even squeeze her butt into a space on a 
subway seat too small for a fat rat and then wonder why the people she uninvitingly wedged 
her ass against didn’t welcome her familiarity. 
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I thought a little and said, “The Association of the Bar of the City of New York is 
down 44 th Street. We can talk there.” 

At the Bar, a stately building of marble and limestone built in the 19 th Century, we 
walked up to the second floor and found an empty, large, sedate, front conference-room with 
twenty-foot ceilings. 

When we sat down, I noticed Dark Angel put her purse in her lap, which I never saw 
her do before. She always put it on the floor. I immediately suspected the knife with which 
she once tried to stab me or a tape recorder. Both represented weapons. She might lose her 
temper, and, this time, succeed at stabbing me, or record our conversation that her crooked 
lawyers would threaten to twist against me unless I lied to the INS. They might even edit it 
to make me say something I didn’t. 

“What’s in the purse Angel,” I asked accusingly. 

“Nothing,” her tongue snaked over her lips. 

“Let me see.” 

“No!” 

“Let me see!” I demanded. 

“No, I don’t want you going through my purse.” 

“Because you have something to hide, I’ll bet. Then put it over there by the wall.” 

“I will not!” She carried something inside she wanted close to her. 

“If you don’t then, I’m leaving.” 

She got up and put the bag against the wall and I motioned for us to move to the 
other end of the conference table far away from the bag. 
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“Here are copies of the bills.” I said. “You can figure out what you owe me and send 
me a postal money order, since you don’t like checks.” She folded them up. 

“Roy why you not keep your promise to help me with green card?” 

Trying to play on a man’s honor again. “I told you. For me to sign the affidavit that 
Mundy and Petrovich want means I will have to lie.” 

“But you lie before.” 

“No Angel, it is you who lied before. I kept my promises but not this time. Don’t 
try to make me out as the bad guy here. I’ve had enough of that Commie reversal routine.” 

“But you promised!” 

“That was before I realized why you and your two lawyers wanted an affidavit from 

me.” 

“They simply try to help me become permanent resident.” 

“Oh, don’t give me that innocent young girl routine. You three knew that once I 
signed that affidavit you would always have something on me. I’m not going to lie to the 
INS for you Angel.” 

“But I will help you in the future,” she replied. 

“You’re real good at making promises, so long as the other person does something to 
benefit you first. Not this time Angel. I’ve had too much experience with your false 
promises. You’ll promise anything to get what you want because you have no intention of 
keeping it. You’re nothing but a pathological lying con artist. I’m not going to lie for you 
and that’s it!” 
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I got up to leave, but she lurched at me from her seat, I put up my hand to push her 
back when she stuck her sharpened pinky fingernail into my finger. Angel always kept the 
nail on her right pinky finger long and sharp as weapon. 

“Damn it! You cut me,” I said as she stood up in front of me a good three inches 
taller in her street shoes, dressed all in black with her braided dyed blonde hair and glaring 
eyes of malice. 

I shook some of the blood off and Dark Angel recoiled in horror looking to see 
whether any of my blood got on her. Weird, would she melt if some of my blood touched 
on her? 

“I want you to help me!” she shouted with a stamp of her foot—that horse again. 

“I’m not putting myself in a position where you can destroy my license to practice 
law.” I then tried to leave, but she grabbed my wrist. I could have easily slipped her hold, 
but then she might yell rape in the quiet, august halls of the Bar Association. If we were in 
Russia, she could scream her head off, people would come but no one would believe her— 
not so in Feminarchy America. 

“Let go of me,” I said. 

“Not until you listen.” 

Then I raised my voice, “Let go, damn it!” 

She did, I tried to move around her towards the door, but she kept positioning herself 
in front of me. How unfair of American society that a girl can use violence against a man to 
get what she wants, but for me to deck her in self defense meant going to jail. To think the 
Feminazis complain they are oppressed—what a joke. Not only can they use violence 
because they know the police, and especially judges, will laugh at any guy complaining 
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about a girl assaulting him, they don’t even need to worry about the guy using force to 
defend himself because then the criminal system will swarm over him, bankrupting him with 
legal fees and destroying his occupation, which means his life. In addition, females can also 
resort with impunity to their weapon of choice—the intentional infliction of emotional 
distress because it leaves no marks, no evidence. Their tongues are their guns and they use 
them all the time. 

“Roy, I can cause big trouble for you if you don’t help me,” as her eyes narrowed 
and stared down into mine in the typical Soviet inquisitorial and threatening manner. “Are 
you going to go along with my lawyers’ plan?” 

In the typical America response to commie threats, I said, “Drop dead!” 

Then the tears started and she hugs me as the tears fell on my face, “I really liked 
you in the beginning. It not my fault we didn’t work out. I still want to get together with 
you before I leave for Christmas.” 

“No way!” I broke away from her dissembling hug and left thinking what a 
revolting experience that was, and in the Bar Association of all places. 

Just for a lark, I stopped in the Today’s Man store to see whether Dark Angel walked 
out to Fifth Avenue—sure enough. She turned north, and as I watched, she kept looking 
behind her by pretending to look in store windows to see whether I followed her. Now that 
was one paranoid whore. 

All In My Mind 

Confident that Carmen’s rituals protected me from Dark Angel’s black magic, I 
started seeing a therapist in the hope of washing out of my mind the hann caused by my 
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wife. I never thought much of therapists—I wanted solutions, not a sympathetic ear. So I 
found a therapist through the Viktor Frankel Institute in Vienna, Austria. 

Frankel survived Hitler’s concentration camps to establish a third school of 
psychotherapy called logotherapy, which differed from Freud’s psychoanalysis and Adler’s 
individual psychology. Frankel taught that the primary motivation of the individual was the 
search for the meaning of his life, for a reason or purpose that justified his existence given 
the present situation in which he found himself. The meaning of life differed from man to 
man and changed over time for any one man, but at any point in a man’s life, he had a 
specific mission unique to him that demanded fulfillment. Each significant situation in life 
represented a challenge and presented a problem to solve, so the meaning of a man’s life at 
that moment was meeting the challenge and solving the problem. In doing so, the reason or 
purpose for life could involve creating a work, doing a deed, undergoing an experience, 
becoming involved with someone or taking an attitude toward unavoidable suffering that 
allows a person to bear it with dignity. 

Frankel’s tenets appealed to me. I needed a new reason for living to help leave 
behind the emotional damage caused by my stupidly believing that rescuing Angel from the 
hell of Russia had been my most recent purpose. After a few sessions of filling in my 
therapist on the facts of my life and the lunacy of my marriage, the rest of the sessions until 
the end of January 2001 went to the core of my problem with the Dark Angel, provided a 
psychological explanation for why I married her and helped me focus on my present purpose 
in life by exploring what I needed to do to pursue it and why throughout my life I had 
always turned away from that purpose of using physics for acquiring knowledge of the 
mysteries of existence. 
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Throughout December, my therapist deduced the following: 

“Just because your wife no longer lives with you doesn’t mean you are free of her. 
She is still a tremendous distraction for you emotionally because of her past manipulation of 
you. She wanted power over you, and the way she obtained it was by making you feel as if 
you were the most important person in the world. She used negative means—lies, feigned 
emotions, pretenses and especially exploiting your sense of ethics and your good 
heartedness to get what she wanted from you. Spiritually when a person uses negative 
energy to get something, she is a thief. She stole your will and energy, so when you tried to 
focus on your own needs, you lacked the desire and power. To extricate yourself, you will 
have to go against your ethics not to help her anymore; otherwise, she will continue to have 
power over you. She will be back pleading for assistance again, but you have your own life 
to lead and cannot let others get in your way.” 

“Your wife very effectively exploited the negativity programmed in you by your 
parents not to pursue your dreams of knowledge but to play it safe. She became your excuse 
not to go after what you wanted—exploring the mysteries of the universe either by working 
in the space exploration industry or going back to school to study physics. Your wife knew 
how to use that negativity. Sure, she told you to pursue the knowledge you desired, but 
when you look at her actions—not her words—she always drew you away from what you 
needed to do for yourself. She said go after your dream of learning about space and physics 
but distracted you with her demands and interruptions. She wanted you to take care of her, 
to sacrifice yourself to her. She knew those ingrained feelings of negativity from your 
parents only needed a little nudge to once again deter you, as they so often did, from going 
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after your dream. She manipulated and cajoled your energy to focus on helping her and not 
you.” 

“She also adeptly used your human feeling of compassion to control you. There’s a 
Buddhist concept called ‘idiot compassion’ that refers to what happens when you feel 
compassion for sharks. You think that by acting above board, a shark will change, but it 
does not. People like your wife intentionally try to get others to feel sorry for them in order 
to take advantage. You needn’t worry anymore about your wife, she will replace you 
immediately because she must have a man or men to use. You mentioned that she once told 
you she could have any man she wanted. Well, she will quickly find another to feel ‘idiot 
compassion’ for her.” 

“When your wife told you that your mother gave you an inferiority complex, she 
was actually right. Your mother, by repeatedly calling you a monster, wishing she never 
bore you and blaming you for her failure as a mother created feelings of unworthiness in you 
that caused you to believe that unless someone needed you, that person would not love you. 
Your mother made you believe that unless you performed well in school, made yourself 
useful or sacrificed yourself to her demands, you didn’t matter. Your father simply 
reinforced your mother because he left your rearing to her. The unconscious voices of your 
parents still tell you that your value exists in only what you have done that they approve of 
and that others will not like you unless you do something for them. Your wife clearly 
realized this and used it to get you to do things for her, which you confused for love when in 
reality it was merciless exploitation.” 

“Your wife plots her every move, as do killers. Never discount her hidden motives. 
When she needs you, she is as sweet as can be, but beneath, she ruthlessly calculates the 
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path to her gain. To further her interests she can play the role of mother, wife, lover, nurse, 
partner and so on—she’s a chameleon. She has the versatility of geisha. Looking at the 
photographs of her, they appear to be of different women. She can change not just her act 
but physical appearance to fit the role. But underneath her false images, she doesn’t care 
what you feel about her, only that you give her what she wants. She takes positive images 
and imbues them with negative energy, so she can take advantage of someone. She frames a 
situation in positive tenns, so a person will think he will benefit. Basically, she hides her 
evil behind her many masks. Just look at these photographs, the non-posed ones show the 
real her: she looks old, wiped out, her eyes empty, cold—no heart, no warmth, no empathy 
she just feeds off of others.” 

“Think of your wife as a detour that took you far from yourself. Look at who you 
are, your values, beliefs and the things you have done in your life and compare them to your 
wife. Your wife would never join S.D.S. to oppose the Viet Nam War, never work in the 
McGovern Presidential campaign, never lead a workers’ strike at Columbia University, 
never use a position in the media to investigate corrupt politicians and businessmen, never 
quit a legal position in the U.S. Treasury Department in protest over the improper influence 
by a wealthy family on the I.R.S. and never travel to a backward country like Russia to try to 
help create a fair market economy by writing articles, making speeches and giving legal 
advice. Such deeds never enter your wife’s thoughts. She aspires to emulate the 
malevolence of those you fought against since your youth—those whom represented the 
arbitrary use of power and meanness of your parents. She conforms to evil because, 
perversely, it makes her feel good about herself, that she is in power, dominating and 
defeating others.” 
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“So that you understand, your wife is a psychopath. She is cold, cruel and ultimately 
a deception. She accurately perceives reality—except for her social and moral obligations— 
and pursues immediate gratification in criminal acts and sexual perversion and addiction. 

Her disregard for and violation of the rights of others probably began around the age of 15 
years. Since then, she has believed herself above the code of civilized conduct. She walks 
away from situations without remorse by being indifferent to or rationalizing the hurt, 
mistreatment or theft she has done. Your wife reasons that since she suckered you—you 
deserved it. Because you got fooled, it was your fault—not hers. She doesn’t think herself 
responsible. By her rules, she can cheat anyone, harm anyone outside the circle of her and 
her mother. She deceives by repeated and often outrageous lying. She uses glibness, 
superficial chann and aliases to con others for personal profit, pleasure and to make them 
serve her. Her irritability, constant need for stimulation and parasitic lifestyle are 
overshadowed by her grandiose sense of self-worth. She may even think that her life is 
wonderful because she gets away with conduct that civilized people do not. Your 
involvement with this small time criminal made no sense given your life and standards.” 

“Another way to understand the dynamic with your wife is to think about your life as 
having external and internal worlds. Your wants and needs exist in the internal—that’s 
where your dream of gaining knowledge about the secrets of the universe lies. A person’s 
internal world forms out of his home life. Too often in your life, you focused on the 
external by pursuing causes and work that didn’t satisfy your internal desire because for you 
the internal world is haunted by the discouragement and absence of warmth from your 
mother who raised you while your father pursued a public life in the external world. 
Whenever you enter the internal world now, you run into not one but two horrors—a 
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narcissistic, unfeeling mother and an equally narcissistic, psychopathic wife. To pursue 
your dream requires stepping back into the internal world that you naturally equate with the 
dread of experiencing another disaster like your mother or wife.” 

“The similarities between your mother and wife help explain your recent behavior. 
Neither were there for you unless it served them in some way, and to them, you existed only 
at their pleasure and for their needs. Both did not respond normally to life’s events. Both 
accused you of doing what they were secretly doing—switching the guilt to you. Both 
refused to negotiate or compromise because in their arrogance they feared it might unmask 
feelings of inferiority. They always did the unexpected in order to psyche you out. As with 
your mother, the same with your wife: you never knew how they would react. This type of 
person represented real intimacy for you. Since your mother emotionally abused you, such 
abuse became equated with love, and the emotional abuse you suffered from your wife 
became confused with love in your eyes. Your psychologically astute wife stepped into the 
role of your mother to manipulate you, cause you pain and get rid of you when it suited her. 
Understand, she never would have moved out unless she wanted. She must sense men who 
were abused by their mothers knowing she can exploit their psychology not just for material 
gain but revenge. Your wife is seething inside against you and all men. Perhaps her true 
dream is not modeling but abusing men.” 

“Naturally, after the awful impact of these two women, you now feel in your middle 
age tremendous sadness, not the utter hopelessness of depression, but an ever present 
melancholy—you’ve given up on your dream of knowledge and long for relief. The 
experience with your wife was especially traumatic and unfortunately came at a time when 
you were about to go after the knowledge you sought about space and physics. She is more 
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than a liar: she is a destroyer of dreams, and it is that which you must stay aware of. 
Although she moved out, your anger towards her keeps you connected to her. Anger comes 
from a sense that the object of the anger, a person, can change, but your wife cannot. If a 
person is incapable of change, then continuing anger towards them turns into an obsession to 
bring them to justice. Do not let your anger keep her in your life. Unconsciously, you hope 
she will change and come back to you because there is still a love, a bond you feel with her. 
But she feels no such thing towards you and no remorse for her acts. When you decided to 
marry her, it took you away from your own life. You need to live your life now, instead of 
reacting to hers. You know how to react against someone or something but not how to 
move forward towards what you want. You need to eliminate your wife as the organizing 
principle of your life.” 

During one session, I played a message for my therapist that Dark Angel left on my 
mobile as another New Millennium greeting. Some people thought New Year’s Eve 2000 
marked the new millennium, others New Year’s Eve 2001, Dark Angel naturally used 
whichever gave her an advantage. On New Year’s Eve, December 31, 2000, while on my 
way to a party, I picked up a voicemail message from Dark Angel. It didn’t click why she 
bothered calling. 

My therapist said, “Her crying sounds phony to me because real crying results in 
different breathing and makes it much more difficult to talk. But there is an artificial 
seductiveness in her voice, and I can understand how dangerous that voice could be. If you 
didn’t know the truth about her activities, it would be very easy to let her back into your life. 
She must want something, which I assume, based on what you told me, is help in getting her 
pennanent green card.” 
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“That’s it,” I responded. “She and her lawyers are still trying to maneuver me into 
lying to the INS for her.” 

“You should remove her from your life, not only so you can move on, but also 
because she will try to hurt you. She probably saw you as part father from whom she craved 
approval for her perverse life style. When you condemned her conduct, she most likely 
vowed vengeance.” 

“I believe that and I’m not about to perjure myself for her.” 

As the New Year unfolded, my therapist dug deeper into the demons assailing me: 

“Like your wife, your mother lived in a fantasy world of self denial, self absorption 
and no concern for others. Your wife probably enters some fantasy realm when she strips. 
Both your mother and wife made sure no one outside the family saw whom they really were. 
They concentrated on appearances: your mother the successful homemaker, your wife the 
model and dancer. Neither ever showed real empathy, but only acted with a false concern to 
mask their feelings of irritation and annoyance. Both wanted power to call the shots. Both 
used negativity, arrogance, ignorance, meanness and fear to control you so as to sacrifice 
you in order to validate their power. When you initiated a need, your mother exercised her 
power by denying it and your wife by agreeing but never carrying through. Your mother 
and wife manipulated and coaxed you into doing things against your interest not just to 
satisfy their selfish ends but for the mere thrill of exercising power—to feel powerful and 
inflate their self-aggrandizement. They were power junkies. When either didn’t get their 
way, their rage exploded—your mother by turning hysterical, your wife violent.” 

“Your wife’s blatant adultery denigrated you as effectively as did your mother’s 
verbal belittling. Your mother did it to keep you from growing up and leaving her. She 
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wanted to keep you within her power, so she never gave her blessing for you to pursue the 
activities you wanted. Activities such as sports, which she always tried to talk you into 
quitting, or learning an instrument, which she forbade. Both sports and playing an 
instrument teach self-reliance and confidence—two qualities necessary for an independent 
life. Your mother, however, criticized, demeaned and raged at you to thwart your maturing 
beyond her power. As a result, whenever you felt doubt about doing something later in life, 
it came from the internal tape of your mother’s discouragement and hostility. In order to 
assuage the feeling of dread that this replaying of your mother’s reactions caused, you 
usually decided to pursue status rather than what you wanted. You unconsciously believed 
status would legitimize you in your mother’s eyes, since she obsessed over appearances, and 
would mitigate the internal furies she created inside you. But once you got the status, it 
didn’t satisfy the internalized mother because your mother never approved of anything you 
did as a child; otherwise, it might encourage you to grow beyond her power. So the entire 
pattern replayed itself over and over with those internalized furies driving you to leave one 
position after another.” 

“You feel dread about continuing your quest for knowledge by going back to 
college to pursue a PhD in physics because it involves a social situation that your mother 
would disapprove of if she were alive, since it would threaten to mitigate her power over 
you. The more you do what you want, the more dread will come up from your mother’s 
programming that still functions in your unconscious. You fear standing on your own, 
doing what you and not your mother want. Also you do not have someone to support you in 
your efforts. You hoped your wife would be that emotional support, but she just played you 
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for her own benefit. As long as you do what your internalized mother wants, you don’t feel 
alone—but you are.” 

“The voice of negativity you hear about pursuing physics and the criticisms of your 
life come from your internalized mother. She was wrong when alive, and her negative 
coaching that continues to affect you is still wrong. An activity is not about an outcome of 
status, money or appearance but the process. Your mother convinced you that only easy 
activities were good and hard ones bad, but maybe something that is hard is okay. Maybe 
that’s the only way to grow. You need to face the fact that now you have reached a dead 
end in life. Despite the harm of your mother, there burns inside of you a desire for 
knowledge. All your life you’ve been learning, taking courses and studying many different 
subjects. Despite your claim of not having a career, you do—knowledge. Not a vocation 
likely to yield fortune and glory, but it does satisfy an inner drive of yours and not your 
mother’s. It’s now time to go back to the core source of knowledge for you by trying to 
understand what makes the universe tick. Unless you pursue your dream in physics, you 
will probably continue as a satellite of your wife for you will have nothing else to do.” 

The therapy sessions seemed to help a lot—much to my surprise. The process not 
only gave me knowledge of the parentally induced behavioral patterns that plagued my life, 
but, more importantly, the new realization that possibly my first-best destiny meant the 
pursuit of knowledge, a thirst to understand. Perhaps knowledge was my dream, and my 
purpose now is to pick up on studying physics. Clearly my internalized mother and the 
external Dark Angel disapproved of the pursuit of knowledge rather than money and status. 

My therapist’s analysis of learning as my career sent me back in time to the mid¬ 
sixties when, thanks to a female, high school English teacher, I first started to use my mind 
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to learn about the mysteries of life and the universe. Susan, very hot, twenty-two years old 
with great legs that her skirts revealed more of every time she shifted gears in her Corvette 
Sting Ray, used my unconscious attraction to Edgar Allan Poe’s writings to pry open my 
mind to the wondrous ideas, theories, imaginings and perspectives pulsating behind the story 
lines in all great poetry and literature. She animated the previously dormant abilities in my 
mind to analyze and interpret authors’ clues to the metaphysical realm they touched. 

Her impact led me to write poetry, and, at one point, caused me to experience a 
revelation. I wanted to touch directly the metaphysical reality referred to by so many 
authors in order to glean my own philosophy, my own worldview. Late one rainy night 
while concentrating on this desire, I slipped into a trance in which my mind sped through 
darken clouds of manifested forms to the overwhelming abyss of darkness that pulsated with 
absolute power beyond the dualities that defined the empirical universe. There was no 
fear—just awe and jubilation at the invisible living realm that surely must generate the time- 
space continuum we perceive as the universe. Instantly, without words, I knew that I 
wanted knowledge; wanted to understand some of this fundamental nature of the universe 
that my mind tentatively touched. My best destiny sprang full-blown, filling me with joy 
and purpose. My mission in life meant acquiring knowledge in order to delve the 
transcendental mysteries; anything else would be a waste of material. 

Spurred by my epiphany, I tried writing a fictional story with a Poe type tone about 
this fleeting experience beyond the world of shapes and forms. Susan thought it impressive 
for a seventeen year old. 

‘The mind is limited by environment and natural born ability.’ That must be the 
most thoughtless statement ever printed. The horror of it all is that the world’s populace 
accepts this theory as fact. Well, here is one person who doesn’t believe the mind has 
boundaries. I believe the mind contains two realms: one with the abilities to accomplish 
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worldly tasks and the other, an unheard of realm, consisting of complete knowledge. Some 
how, some way, I must enter that realm of ultimate knowledge to prove that the environment 
and genes do not chain people. 

This marked the start of my unceasing quest for a dream like world. The finding of 
it will be my life’s accomplishment. A place of ultimate knowledge must exist within the 
mind because the efforts of the mind created all knowledge that man now possesses. All 
knowledge gained through out history came from thought within the mind. Most people 
view the mind as part of the unknown, which causes them to shy away from the abilities that 
he within. It is not a mystical force from outside that stirs the mind, but from within man 
come the thoughts that create knowledge. Ingenious thinking and concentration consistently 
create miracles never before dreamed. The mind produces imaginings beyond what exists, 
and men obsessed with such dreams have made the world. 

Since all knowledge comes from thought, the mind must contain all knowledge. 
Beyond conscious thought there must exist a place that guards the universe’s secrets. If this 
realm is entered, answers will undoubtedly overwhelm questions. But how can one achieve 
this realm? Perhaps one idealistic way requires freedom from all mortal needs and 
influences since ultimate thought and concentration can only exist without distractions. But 
such a method is impossible for the body lives mortally, which hinders the immortal mind. 
Without the body, the mind may achieve any idealistic goal, but such is not practical. 
Perhaps the exercising of one’s will can lessen this obstacle, the physical body. There must 
exist a method in which the body poses only a superficial hindrance. But where within my 
own thoughts lurks this way. I need to leam more in order to stir my mind to perceive a 
route to knowledge. 

I spent years studying in the hope of discovering new types of thought in order to 
achieve my theoretical realm. May courses bolstered my dream like ideas. Such subjects as 
Philosophy and English Literature developed my mind to better understand abstract ideas 
and taught me to search longer and deeper into a passing thought. I resolved that hypnosis 
might hold the key. Hypnosis provides a practical way of freeing the mind from the mortal 
body. It creates a medium of near complete concentration by blocking out all other 
disturbances. Here was a possible gateway to complete knowledge. 

I set out on a crusade of knowledge about hypnosis. Eagerly attending lectures, 
reading and studying, I finally felt myself ready for the true test. Cautiously I progressed 
into deeper and deeper states. In a trance, my mind seemed to float above a confused and 
whirling wind. The feeling of immortality overcame me with the thought of being able to 
dive endlessly into the darken sky above. But often my hesitance to peer beyond stopped 
me. I wondered what would I find there and should I a mortal be doing this? Was the 
body’s sole purpose to prevent the acquiring of such knowledge or was it just an accident 
that kept the mind from such thoughts? Finally the agony of not knowing overcame my 
hesitancy, and I entered deeper and deeper into the darkened sky of these trances, but never 
reached the source of energy creating the dark. I concluded that hypnosis kept the mind 
enslaved to travel in an endless circle. 


221 



My quest for the realm of knowledge began to crumble. All seemed hopeless until 
one day while reading a book about Samuel Taylor Coleridge, the British poet, I came 
across the statement, “During a waking dream, he composed some three hundred lines on 
Kubla Khan. All the images arose up before him without any conscious effort.” Here was a 
man who during a twilight state of sleep and consciousness, composed in his mind and 
remembered 300 lines of magnificent poetry. The poem contained such hidden and mystical 
thoughts that Coleridge must have touched the world for which I searched somewhere 
between mental activity and the passivity of dreaming. 

With this new spark of hope, I tried to analyze a way to duplicate Coleridge’s 
journey. Sleep creates dreams but wakefulness consciousness. The door to combining the 
two to reach beyond the unconscious must lie through the dream world. Most dreams seem 
nonsensical and uncontrollable, so the key required transforming some of the dream energy 
into probing thought to find the truths below the surface. The dream emitting from the 
unconscious was the medium for entering the universe’s vault of hidden secrets. But how 
was it possible to create a thoughtful dream to release the hidden secrets? Coleridge read 
the story of Kubla Khan before composing his poem, so by analogy, immersing my waking 
hours studying the processes of thinking and dreaming while analyzing my own theories 
might take my consciousness to the land of the hidden sun. 

One night I slept half awake or half awake slept with my thoughts moving in the 
direction I willed and sensed they should go. Traveling upward through the dark clouds of 
forms, I burst upon a night of pulsating energy, terrible in its power and awe. I hesitated, 
but then willed my thoughts into the abyss. The darkness began retreating; I saw a glimmer 
of light, but an odd sort, neither bright nor dull—just perpetual. As I moved closer to my 
goal, the darkness continued to vanish. There appeared a hue of countless dimensional 
waves. 


‘The scene is becoming clearer now, yes, I can see it. I can see it! This endless 
realm makes my wildest speculations seem puny. At first glance I perceive the most 
beautiful poetry ever written, countless mathematical equations, completely different and 
profound literature, and secrets on life, science and the entire universe all a part of me. 
Mankind must know of this realm of knowledge that can lead to immortality of the mind.’ I 
descended from this realm of beauty with my mind yearning to awake an ignorant world. 
‘But something is wrong; I seem to be so free, yet my body refuses to move. It looks so 
cold and gray just lying there. Oh my God, No! ’ 

A little sophomoric that story, but apparently the revelation that occasioned it 
decades ago had caused my unconscious to drive me over the landscape of knowledge in a 
seemingly random process of learning through out my entire life. However due to the 
obstacles programmed in me by my mother, I never consciously pursued a systematic 
approach to delving the mysteries of the universe, the abyss I originally had touched, with a 
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concerted study of physics augmented by philosophy, literature and the arts. Now, 
according to my therapist, events provided me with the opportunity to resume my studies of 
physics in an effort to focus on my first-best destiny. 

Still, subtle wisps of feeling out of time wafted over my being bringing back a 
summer night in Moscow a few years earlier in 1998. After a weary day of looking for a 
job, I fell into a waking dream that took me to the same abyss of elemental power I visited 
thirty-three years earlier. Once again, I experienced the terrible awe without fear. But now 
a life crushing sadness of failure replaced the joy of promise offered by the first epiphany. 

In my inner being, I knew that I had wasted the most capable years of my conscious 
existence by skirting the edges but never going for the heart of my dream to use physics to 
bring back from the unknown an understanding of one small mystery of nature. Now the 
abyss just waited with eternal patience for my inevitable assimilation back into the darkness 
from where I originated. 

Last Kiss 

As is true with all therapy patients, my troubles, especially with Dark Angel, 
consumed my conscious and unconscious minds that even at cocktail parties I babbled on 
about my travails to friends and strangers alike. They all must have thought me nuts but 
laughed at my punch lines while apparently empathizing with my plight. What surprised 
me, however, was that everyone to whom I told my tale, said I should write a book. I didn’t 
think my experiences with Russia very interesting, but if the public wanted a book, I would 
give it a try. At first I thought of writing a Dashiell Hammett detective story to try to make 
some money off of my costly and revolting experiences. But then decided not to but rather 
to tell the truth, all of it, with the real names and words, as best I remembered them of 
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everyone involved. To hell with the political correctionalism malaise for euphemisms that 
delude people into thinking the world kind and gentle at the expense of the truth. I didn’t 
care whose sensitivities I stepped on, if the truth hurt, then put up with the pain or sue me. 

At the suggestion of Pat, my rock ‘n’ roll guitar-playing friend, I also decided to include side 
stories and observations of my experiences in the lunatic asylum called Russia. Ironically, I 
started writing on the nine month anniversary, December 11, 2000, of one of my dumbest 
mistakes—marrying Dark Angel. 

Between writing, I took in movies and social events such as Cindi and Keith’s 
wedding anniversary. Cindi was my acting friend who had helped Dark Angel find 
modeling jobs. I updated both her and Keith on the situation with Dark Angel, which 
shocked Cindi but not Keith. Keith, also an actor, told us about a corporate event he worked 
with Dark Angel. He kept noticing Dark Angel giving out her number to strange men, so he 
asked her, “You’re not giving your number to these guys are you?” Dark Angel responded 
with, “I give them a special number.” I reacted that she obviously used these events to line 
up prostitution clients. Keith said it figured. When he first met Dark Angel, he thought of 
her as six feet three and all evil. How did I miss what he immediately saw? Perhaps it had 
to do with his Russian heritage. 

At the movies, the young female antagonist in Crouching Tiger, Hidden Dragon 
reminded me in the arrogance and thirst for power of Dark Angel. The truly evil character 
in the movie, however, was the nanny to the young female antagonist. The nanny despised 
men for not rewarding her with what she didn’t deserve. The nanny believed in the alleged 
divine right of females to get what they desired even though not qualified. When denied a 
position fit mainly for men, the nanny vowed vengeance on men, blaming them for an 
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accident of nature that made her a woman instead of a man. She sounded like a modem day 
Feminazis and Dark Angel’s mother. 

The nanny poisoned the young lady by burning into her soul a delusional conviction 
in the superiority of women over men in all aspects of life and instilled a maniacal drive to 
power, not for self-defense or to fight injustice, but to dominate men—make them cower at 
her wrath, tremble at her feet, to love her and despair. The young lady used her power in 
battle to injure many guys who never emotionally matured beyond adolescence. But the 
young lady could not overcome in combat or with sex the man her nanny most hated—a 
compassionate seasoned warrior. He saw great promise for good in the young lady—a 
hidden dragon, which means in the east a potent force for good fortune, happiness, 
immortality and transfonnation. However, the young lady’s arrogance and hunger for 
misplaced revenge threatened to turn her into a poisoned dragon that uses its power for self- 
aggrandizement, power and barbaric purposes. Not unlike my wife, so from then on I 
referred to Dark Angel as Poisoned Dragon. 

In the movie, the young lady’s adamant refusal to change led her to causing harm to 
everyone who tired to help her, including the death of the compassionate warrior. After his 
destruction, she finally realized her goal of beating men in their own arenas turned her not 
into a superior person but into her own misconception of the nature of men. The young lady 
twisted men’s role in evolution from provider and protector to exploiter and oppressor. She 
emulated her perception of men by transfonning herself into a heartless, hate-filled engine 
of blind vengeance—not unlike Dark Angel. In the end, the decency of those she injured 
caused her to realize that neither of the sexes lords in superiority over the other. Each brings 
its own unique strengths that compliment rather than conflict with the other. Overcome by 
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remorse, realizing she cannot undo what she has done, she jumps into oblivion. A just 
ending as the movies usually provide, but real life rarely ends that way. I knew Poisoned 
Dragon, a.k.a. Dark Angel, could never admit to herself that she was anything but a victim 
acting in self-defense. 

The end of January 2001 marked the beginning of the Year of the Snake in which 
life allegedly turns to discovering the reasons behind things and covert warfare, which relies 
on secrecy and infiltration, circumvents conventional defenses. The ending months of the 
Year of the Snake strike with a deadly bite, so to prevent such, the Snake must be beaten to 
death. Mythology warns that if evil is not eliminated completely, it will not rest until it has 
destroyed us. 

Speaking of snakes, one last task remained in order to disentangle my affairs 
completely from Poisoned Dragon. When she came to America, I added her to my health 
insurance HMO policy. The HMO provider would allow me to cancel her from my policy, 
but that would leave her without coverage for a period of time. I decided to do the right 
thing and not cancel her from my policy until she had time to arrange for own coverage. 
After all the warnings from Carmen and my therapist, I had no desire to meet with her to 
explain the procedure and hand over the fonns for setting up her own coverage, so I 
arranged for my friend Alan, whom she knew, to do it. Poisoned Dragon didn’t refuse to 
meet with Alan, she just hung up the telephone on him or pretended not to understand his 
English—one of her favorite tactics when she wanted to play dumb or claim a premeditated 
act as an innocent mistake. I called her to ask what the problem was with meeting Alan. 

“There’s no need for Alan to call me. You can call me yourself. Why can’t you 
bring the forms? Alan has trouble understanding me, and I don’t want to make a mistake 
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because insurance is very important in America.” Now that was new for Poisoned Dragon. 
It originally took a lot of explaining to get her to agree to health insurance because of the 
cost. 

“Okay, let’s meet at the Virgin Coffee shop on Union Square.” We set the date and 

time. 

“Roy,” she said in her most seductive voice, which immediately told me to watch 
out, “Why wouldn’t you help me get green card. I will do something for you in the future.” 

Deja vu again, but looking back, I realize she and her lawyers were trying to set me 
up. All three of them were probably confident I would do what they would have done: 
demand money from her in return for my helping her. That meant extortion, and by 
recording the telephone conversation, they could use it as a club to force me to lie to the 
INS. But when I made the call, I didn’t even think of a trap and they hadn’t planned on my 
honesty. How could they? They didn’t know what the word meant. 

“I’m not going to he for you. I told you before. I will not lie for you.” 

No response. 

“One more thing Angel,” I suggested, following some of Cheryl’s advice. “Why 
don’t you try seeing a psychologist?” 

She laughed, “You need one not me.” 

“I’m already seeing one. Look Angel your life style is not healthy. A therapist 
could help you get out of it and make your life productive.” 

“They will just give you information about me. That is why you want me to go to 

one.” 
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“That may be true in Russia but not here. The law requires therapists to keep a 
patient’s communications secret, or they will lose their license to practice. Even the courts 
can’t force a therapist to talk about his discussions with a patient.” 

“Your laws mean nothing, just like in Russia.” 

“Well then, go to the therapist of your choice.” 

“They cost too much.” 

“I’ll pay for the first few sessions. You can then decide whether it’s worth the cost 
to continue.” 

“I will think about it,” which for her meant no. 

“Okay, I will see you Sunday at the coffee shop.” 

After our conversation, I again mistakenly wondered what to do with this girl, as 
though I was responsible, which I wasn’t. But idiot compassion still made me think she 
could do so much with her life in America, if she just got out of the sex industry, which only 
reinforced her paranoia towards people and confirmed in dollars the benefits of duplicity. 
There must exist a way to get her to concentrate on her legitimate modeling career. I had 
tried reason but it proved useless, maybe now I should try threatening. A threat worked 
before in getting a copy of her diary. I decided at our meeting to give her an ultimatum to 
leave lap dancing for a legitimate job, or I would have to decide whether to go to the 
Immigration Service to try to get her deported. I didn’t intend to go to Immigration, but 
hoped the threat might shake her up enough to get her life on a track with a future. If she 
refused, then I had done all I could to help her. It was Time to move on and leave her to her 
own sorted existence while I pursued my own dream of studying physics, which I had begun 
a week earlier at Columbia University. 
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Sunday, January 28, 2001, Poisoned Dragon and I met. Uncharacteristically, she 
was late. Another anomaly that I filed away in my mind knowing the reason would 
eventually reveal itself. Once again she sat down with her purse in her lap, probably with a 
knife or recording device in it but I didn’t care. 

She immediately kissed me full on the lips with an open mouth, long and hard. 
During her Judas’ Kiss, intennittent but resigned concerns flashed through my mind 
expecting her to plunge a knife into my belly at any moment. The knife never came, but the 
sensation of kissing a sewer did and stayed throughout the ordeal. I couldn’t help but 
wonder the sheer quantity of all the toilet related places that mouth visited. When she pulled 
those filthy lips away, I wanted to spit, but the absence of spittoons prevented me. She then 
proceeded to playfully pull the hair on my head while smiling her Cheshire grin. 

“Don’t do that!” I wasn’t in the mood for her false pretenses to get me to drop my 
defenses. 

“I will if I want,” she arrogantly said. 

“What if I started playing with your breasts?” 

“I wouldn’t mind.” 

Naturally, what else would a prostitute say, I thought. 

She continued, “In the future you can call me yourself, you don’t have to have 
someone else do it.” 

My suspicions sharpened at that statement. If anything, Poisoned Dragon never 
forgave a slight, and in her mind, I had slighted her plenty—so why the false pretense of 
wanting to hear my voice over her telephone? I dropped my misgiving and got down to 
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business, giving her the insurance forms and explaining what she needed to do to continue 
her health insurance. 

With that done she asked, “Why did you send me the Sarah Brightman CD, writing 
on it that I should listen to “Time to Say Goodbye”? 

“Because it’s time for us to say ‘goodbye’! Part of me still loves you, but we will 
never have a romantic relationship again, assuming we had one in the past. It’s over. You 
go your way, and I’ll go mine.” 

“But you promised to help me get a green card. You tricked me into coming to 
America with you by promising to get me a green card, now you want me to pay you money 
for your help.” 

Now I knew she was carrying a tape recorder and her lawyers probably scripted that 
line for her. “Wait a minute. I never asked you for money in return for my help to get you a 
green card. I brought you to America because you were my wife and because I wanted to 
help you pursue your professed dream of modeling, not selling your body to strangers. It’s 
time you straighten your life out, stop stripping, stop going out with your customers and stop 
prostituting yourself!” 

“What I do is art!” 

“Taking off your clothes for $20, so some guy can get a hard-on is not art! There’s 
nudity in works of art, but the purpose isn’t to sexually excite someone. The intent is to 
communicate a story, a theme or atmosphere, not to sexually arouse people for money, 
which is what you do.” 

“How will I pay my bills now that I no longer live with you?” 
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“I told you back before you started working at Flash Dancers that you could make 
$400 a night or more as a bartender, and my friend Tom would teach you bartending and 
suggest places to find a job.” 

“Lifting the bottles will hurt my back,” she complained. 

“You spend eight hours a night walking around on five-inch heels, contorting your 
body giving lap dances. Don’t tell me that doesn’t hurt your back. Remember you always 
wanted a back massage. Look, instead of working as a bartender, work as a lap dancer one 
week out of the month. That’s $2,500 to $3,000, enough to pay your bills. And get a 
temporary job as a waitress or something legitimate. That way you will have more time to 
pursue modeling and an entertainment career and will look a lot better by not working four 
weeks a month in a smoke filled pit.” 

She didn’t respond, but went into the old Soviet tactic of looking down with false 
tears in her eyes in an effort to show contrition while probably cursing me and vowing 
vengeance the whole time. 

“If you cut down on the stripping, stop prostituting yourself and get a legitimate job, 

I won’t contact the Immigration Service.” 

“What will you tell them?” she asked, trying to fine out what I had on her. 

“About you, of course,” I evaded. “If you don’t straighten out your life, then I will 
have to make a decision whether to tell them or not. I don’t know how I will decide and I 
don’t know when.” 

She leaned close to my ear and whispered, “You son of a bitch, if you do not help me 
get a green card my Chechen friends will put you in the hospital or kill you or I will do it 
myself!” 
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Now its Chechens, before it was Russians, can’t this girl keep anything straight. 
Anyway, did she actually believe a female could scare a man? Fed up as usual with this 
slut, I just got up and left thinking: goodbye, and no I am not glad I met you, and no I do 


not wish you luck although you are going to need it. 

That Friday my stockbroker and I went to dinner. I updated her on the latest with 
Poisoned Dragon. 

Maiya said, “You know, back during the summer she called me three times, but I 
never got back to her. I couldn’t understand why she was calling me.” 

“I told her that if you believed she had changed, then I would give her another 
chance. But since I never heard anymore about it, I just assumed she never called you.” 

“I’m sorry now I didn’t call her back. Maybe it would have made a difference.” 

“I doubt it. She would have tried to con you like she cons everyone. It wouldn’t 
have mattered, she’s beyond all hope.” 

“So tell me, what are going to do now? Do you believe her Chechen threat?” 

“I don’t know. She grew up in the capital Grozny. She has friends from Chechnya 
whom she hangs out with in Krasnodar. There’s one Chechen guy she introduced me to 
twice as the man who helped her and her mother move from Grozny to Krasnodar. He’s 
probably one of her prostitution clients. And she knows a lot of the rich and powerful in 
Krasnodar who, not surprisingly, are all criminals. I guess I believe her threat, but it doesn’t 
bother me.” 

“Well, I would be careful. If you turn up missing, I’m going right to the police.” 

“Thanks, but what’s troubling me now is what to do about her. Clearly she’s not 
going to change, so do I go to Immigration and try to get them to deport her?” 
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“Why would they deport her? 

“She lied on her visa application when she said she never worked as a prostitute 
within the ten years before filing the application and lied about never being arrested or 
imprisoned. Her diary shows she worked as a prostitute in Cyprus and Mexico and was 
arrested and deported from Mexico for working without a visa.” 

“You know she’ll just tell Immigration that you told her to lie and may even tell 
them that you brought her over here to pimp her out.” 

“Ha, that’s her all right! But I doubt they’d believe her.” 

“Don’t be so sure with bureaucrats.” 

“Maybe, but I have to decide this not out of fear but what is right.” 

Maiya advised, “I’d just forget her, and get on with your own dream of learning 
physics. Chalk Angel up to an adventure.” 

“I’m leaning in that direction. The physics and math courses I’m taking require a lot 
of time, and I don’t want to be distracted with dealing with a government agency. Besides, 
I’ve put off going after my first-best destiny for most of my life. Now with what little time I 
have left, I might as well do what I want instead of what the ghosts of my parents or the 
media say I should do.” 

“So do you like your courses?” 

“Actually I do. I’m surprised at how much I remember from thirty-five years ago. I 
don’t understand how I could have let this go for such a long time? Anyway, I really enjoy 
learning the theory and applying it to problems. The students are all young enough to be my 
children, but they seem to accept me as another student. It’s fine, and since I don’t foresee 


233 



any major expenses looming in the future, I might make it to a PhD. Even if I don’t, the 
knowledge will be worth it.” 

“What about a divorce?” 

“She can have one whenever she wants. I don’t care. I’m just not going to commit 
perjury for her.” 

“Given her ruthlessness that seems best. You don’t want her to have something on 

you.” 

“Yeah, all I want is to let her drift into the past. Hmmm, if that’s all I want, then it 
makes no sense to keep her in my life troubling my thoughts by trying to get her deported. 
She deserves to be bounced out of this country, but given the incompetence and laziness of 
our government bureaucrats, it would probably be a waste of my time. No, I’m tired of 
reacting to her primitive life form. She can live in whatever prison her delusions make for 
her, I’m going after my much delayed dream.” 

Maiya added, “I just hope she doesn’t do something stupid. We both know 
Russians: sycophants, outlaws and hypocrites who just don’t understand the civilized 
world.” 

“Ha, you’re right.” 

Walking home that February 1 st evening, I felt relieved of a burden I had carried 
since a wann July night over a year and a half ago. It seemed appropriate that on the eve of 
the first anniversary of Poisoned Dragon’s acceptance of my marriage proposal, she was 
finally out of my life. Actually in Russia, it was now the first anniversary: Candlemas, 
February 2 nd . Poisoned Dragon could do whatever she wanted, I didn’t want anymore of 
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her. Perhaps the universe evolves in a beneficent manner, the Poisoned Dragon gets to 
pursue her heart’s delight: money, while I pursue mine: knowledge. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 3 
War 

“Now is the time for ail good men to fight for their rights before they have no rights left. ” 

Minutes after I entered my apartment, someone knocked on my door. As usual I opened 
it without checking through the peephole, which always provided a minor thrill of the 
unexpected. Two overweight female cops, one standing off to the side of my door, the other 
peeking from around the corner as though she expected a shoot-out. 

The one nearest me asked, “Are you Roy Den Hollander?” 

“That’s right,” and she handed me some papers.” 

“What are these?” I asked surprised. 

“Your wife took out an order of protection against you. These are the complaint and 
summons to appear in court.” 

The thought shuddered its way home. Dread, hurt and fear crushed me. I took the 
papers, closed the door and retreated into my apartment to enter a life changed forever. The 
furies quickly came wailing inside me, careening for a safety value that didn’t exist. My 
emotions hopscotched up and down the spectrum from rage to a mournful sinking of the heart— 
drinking misery to the dregs. How could she do this? All I ever did was try to help her. My 
soul felt blasted by betrayal. The great heel of fate had come down to destroy the remainder of 
my life. 

I knew about Temporary Orders of Protection that the Feminazis ruthlessly used to 
intimidate men into doing their bidding. All a girl needed to do was go before a judge, pretend 
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to cry, tell a lie—a female’s favorite and most effective weapon—about some man threatening or 
harassing her, and the judge immediately issued a domestic Temporary Order of Protection. The 
law, a product of Feminazis lobbying, prevented the accused from appearing before the judge in 
order to counter the charges; that is, defend himself against the Temporary Order of Protection. 
The procedure violates due process rights, but the states’ legislatures and courts don’t care 
because females usually bring them against men. Public officials in America these days nearly 
always give girls preferential treatment because men are considered less-than human and the 
bureaucrats are scared of the Feminazis. 

The Feminazis created domestic Temporary Orders of Protection out of the traditional 
temporary restraining orders, or TOPs, which were used to prevent an immediate harm before 
both parties could appear in court. 

For example, assume the Feminazi next door is clearing trees from her property. Instead 
of cutting them down, she’s using dynamite to blow them up, and parts of the trees are raining 
down on a guy’s property. He politely asks her to stop, but she replies she will not be 
intimidated by a male chauvinist pig. The guy jumps in his car and goes to the local court. The 
clerk sends him before a judge that same day because he is asking for a TRO to put a stop to the 
immediate damage to his property until there can be a full hearing on the matter. 

The judge tells his clerk to try to reach the Feminazi. In domestic dispute cases the judge 
doesn’t bother. The Feminazi doesn’t answer her telephone because she’s doing psychotropic 
drugs with her girlfriend and sticking pins in voodoo dolls of every man she ever knew. 

The judge issues a TRO directing the Feminazi to stop dynamiting and to show up in 
court for a hearing, usually seven or ten days later to resolve the dispute. In domestic dispute 
cases, it’s often two months or more, and the man is usually thrown into the street because he is 
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no longer allowed to live in the same house, which he bought, with the lying female who got the 
domestic Temporary Order of Protection. 

Under the traditional TRO, if the Feminazi keeps dynamiting during the time before the 
hearing, then the police, at their discretion, can arrest her, but usually a warning suffices. Under 
the domestic Temporary Order of Protection in 33 states and New York, the female can call the 
police, make up a lie that her husband or boyfriend violated the TRO and the police must throw 
him in jail. She essentially has a “send him to jail whenever I want” card. Or the guy can be 
stupid enough to send her flowers as a peace offering, and the police will throw him in jail for 
that. He should have saved the flowers for his early grave. 

Once arrested, the man has an arrest record that goes into the FBI database and is 
available to all law enforcement agencies, to officials of state and local governments for 
employment and licensing purposes, and to private detective firms. He will never be able to 
have that record expunged. 

On receiving a domestic Temporary Order of Protection, the man can appeal, which costs 
around $10,000 and usually fails because an appeals’ court detennines only whether the judge 
followed the law, not the accuracy of the alleged facts, or he can wait a few months when the 
court holds a hearing to decide whether the girl originally told the truth. At the hearing, the 
judges usually believe the girl over the guy and he ends up with a final Order of Protection, 
which, along with the Temporary Order, also goes into the FBI database. 

Besides violating procedural due process, domestic orders of protection violate a man’s 
civil rights because before the hearing, the judge, based on unsubstantiated allegations from only 
one party, transferred to the female the state power to decide whether the man goes to jail. If the 
currents of fate accidentally bring a man within 500 feet of the girl, her home or place of 
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business, or she lies, she—not the state—determines that he goes to jail. The police have no 
discretion in 34 states. They must lock the man up if the girl says so. For the man, every move 
carries the specter of jail merely because of the claims of some vengeful, lying female. Stepping 
into a subway car, eating in a restaurant, going to a movie or merely walking down the street, if 
she’s there, she can call the police and they will arrest him. Some girls also intentionally go to 
places they know a man frequents just to have him arrested. In New York City, an arrest means 
a day in close confinement with robbers, muggers, pushers and murderers, not to mention the 
cops. 

A man can obtain a similar order against a girl. But in reality, guys generally don’t 
bother, and if they do, often times they are denied. In New York City, where the Feminazis and 
their fellow travelers the Political Correctionalists control the domestic relations courts, a man 
rarely receives equal protection under their brand of injustice. The Feminazis’ argue the 
necessity of such violations of men’s rights in order to protect females from physical violence by 
men but overlook the increasing use of armed violence by women against men and females 
suckering some other guy to kill or injure their boyfriends, not to mention the traditional razor 
tongue emotional violence that females habitually assault men with. Orders of protection allow 
females to hide duplicity behind the modem day propaganda that females are more moral than 
men—the same type of bigoted thinking that detennines the content of one’s character by some 
physical trait. 

In New York City, the most biased court against men, which even women lawyers admit, 
is the Family Court of Queens County. Feminazis run this institution like the Spanish Inquisition 
to stamp out any incipient heresy to feminazi tenets, which they hold as eternal truths. Beneath 
their delusional, crusading self-righteousness squirms the ugly truth—a band of hijackers using 
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state power to vent their vengeance on men for all the imagined wrongs they suffered. Rather 
than a system for retribution against guilty persons, whether male or female, the Family Court 
embodies a systematic torture chamber for all men because the Political Correctionalists running 
the institution seethe with the conviction in their lower parts that all men are guilty of not 
voluntarily enslaving themselves to females. Poisoned Dragon, following the advice of Mundy 
and Petrovich, went to this court to begin her war against me with a few of her lawyers’ well- 
chosen and rehearsed lies accompanied by phony tears for the judge: 

On or about January 28, 2001, at a music store in New York County at approximately 
2:30 PM, Roy Den Hollander committed an act or acts which constitute aggravated harassment 
in the second degree, harassment in the first degree, harassment in the second degree, menacing 
in the second degree, menacing in the third degree, assault in the second degree, assault in the 
third degree, attempted assault, disorderly conduct, reckless endangerment, stalking in the first 
degree, stalking in the second degree, stalking in the third degree, stalking in the fourth degree 
toward Alina A. Shipilina who is the spouse of Mr. Den Hollander in that Mr. Den Hollander 
threatened Ms. Shipilina. 

Ms. Shipilina states, ‘My husband threatened to have me deported. He said that America 
was not for me and that it was his decision where I live. He makes me very afraid because he 
threatens to send me away without telling when. He tells me that he know people in the 
Embassy and Immigration, both here and in Moscow. Ms. Shipilina states that about a month 
ago her husband grabbed her by the arm and left a scratch on her ann. That her husband wants 
her to pay him between $13,000 and $25,000 to stay in the US. Ms. Shipilina states that her 
husband once showed her a gun and that he sleeps with a knife. She is afraid of her husband and 
seeks that husband stay away from her residence and stop threatening her. 

Through my misery and grief, rage finally smashed aside any feelings of self-pity after 
reading and re-reading this concoction. The clarity of hate crushed the muddled proverbial plead 
of “Why me?” Poisoned Dragon used the traditional female powers—sex, emotion, duplicity, 
black magic and narcotics—to manipulate my compassion, to entice me into marriage and to 
bring her to America, home of her now allies in crimes against men—the Feminazis. With her 
feminazi-sycophant lawyers, she exploited a prejudiced legal system created by females who 
claimed they represented the “new woman,” one who no longer used sex, feigned innocence or 
lied to get ahead, but who shown like a beacon of honesty, humanitarianism and equal justice for 
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all. The hypocrisy of Poisoned Dragon and the “new woman Feminazis” disgusted me. It’s 
always sex to attract and sex to attack wrapped inside deception for any female—ho or Feminazi. 
Both used the same tactics for the same end: power over men for use in an arbitrary and self- 
serving manner. Fairness, truth and self-respect meant nothing to them as they used sex and 
institutional intimidation in order to manipulate men. I wanted to nuke them all. 

Poisoned Dragon’s use of Feminazism to force me into lying to the INS convinced me in 
the very fiber of my being what till then I only intellectually understood: she didn’t care whom 
she harmed, whom she stepped on to satisfy her greed. For her it was all about money—that was 
her only ethic. Instead of a misguided girl, I now saw a pathological predator with morals as 
debased as her lineage. The lust for money festered at the core of her soul driving her ruthlessly 
to squash anyone that dare interfere with her love of wealth. A line from the song “People Get 
Ready,” which Maria used to sing in Moscow, nailed Poisoned Dragon as the “hopeless sinner 
who would harm all mankind just to save her own.” She didn’t fight for survival, art or destiny 
but the base obsession for money and the status and power it bought. 

The reason Poisoned Dragon wanted me to meet her about separating our HMO 
insurance policy was clear. Mundy, Petrovich and she knew I wouldn’t lie to the INS, so they 
needed a one-two punch to put me on the robes before knocking me into submission. Poisoned 
Dragon couldn’t threaten me with Chechen intervention over the telephone because I might 
record it, and not even the Feminazi Family Court would grant her a restraining order unless 
there was a recent meeting at which she could lie about me harassing, menacing, assaulting, 
stalking and endangering her preciousness. She couldn’t claim I did any those things two 
months ago when I last saw her because the court would want to know why she didn’t seek an 
order then. So her lawyers and she schemed for a face-to-face meeting. They probably recorded 
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the meeting, and the reason she was late was they were wiring her up. That must have been fun 
for all three. But at the meeting I didn’t do what they expected, so the recording was no good. 
Can’t go before a court claiming harassing, menacing, assaulting, stalking and endangering when 
the purpose of the meeting was to separate insurance policies and the husband showed only 
concern by trying to pressure his wife into giving up stripping and prostitution. So the trinity of 
evil, her lawyers and her, didn’t use the recording but made up a few lies instead. In effect, the 
domestic Order of Protection said we are going to drag you through the Feminazi inquisition 
unless you do what we want. 

I knew the dangers of fighting for justice against a female in a culture that considered 
every man guilty until he proves himself innocent and every girl innocent not only before but 
after she’s proven guilty because some man or men made her do it. Justice doesn’t exist as a law 
of the universe, but as a human creation that humans must enforce. Unfortunately, justice for a 
man in modern day America rarely wins in a conflict with a duplicitous whore or dissembling 
Feminazi. But unless I tried, she would not only get away with the hann she caused me but also 
the destruction she would wreck on guys yet to come. Perhaps my karma gave me the duty to 
stop her or perhaps not, whichever didn’t matter. 

My female friends and therapist, consistent with Cannen’s warnings, advised me not to 
try to bring Poisoned Dragon to justice. They suggested that I only defend against the orders of 
protection, get a divorce but continue with my studies; otherwise, a personal jihad, or more 
accurately jihada, in the name of justice would destroy my last chance to pursue my dream in 
physics. I realized the price, but chose justice. Whether the fault lay in my stars or the 
behavioral pattern ingrained in me by my mother so many years ago didn’t matter. I quit my 
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studies and said farewell to my therapist with the remark, “Not all lives work out.” My therapist 
did a good job, but I didn’t want her reasoning me out of my quest for justice. 

Most people, as do I, long for anthropomorphic deities, an insight into life or a law of 
nature that assures the eventual victory of justice. I looked to find a reason to believe in 
Christianity, Hinduism, Buddhism, Tao, Zen, Islam, Shambalaism and Western philosophy but 
they only made me feel weak and helpless in counseling me to leave Poisoned Dragon’s much 
deserved punishment to the dynamics of ideas conjured up thousands and hundreds of years ago 
by men ignorant of all the knowledge gained since. I doubted anyone of these seers, given a 
modem day education, would believe what they wrote. The trinity of subjective musings— 
religion, philosophy and mysticism—seemed to exist merely to comfort those who could not 
achieve justice or were unwilling to pay the price. These belief systems offered as compensation 
only the twin illusions of forgiveness as the higher good and that somehow justice wins out 
eventually. I wasn’t drinking any of that Kool-Aide. When justice lies within reach, men must 
fight for it and pay the price or forever live the ignominy of the meek. 

Ideally, the legal system of the modern state fairly executes the law to render justice 
when people premeditatedly and with malice violate another’s rights. But even under an 
effective system of laws, it takes a long road to reach retribution and justice. As I began to drag 
myself down that path, hurt and anger consumed my waking hours well into the night, when the 
only solace came in short periods of fitful nightmares. Through February and March, I slept 
little, plagued by emotions and a constant pain in my shoulder from either swimming or 
Poisoned Dragon plunging needles into a small doll with my resemblance. I continued to pay the 
price and worried that the people appointed to enforce the laws too lazy, complacent or uncaring 
to do their duty. If that proved true, then one has the right, even the obligation, to take back the 
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powers granted to government and use those powers to assure that justice wins out over timidity, 
the love of ease and the trendy feminine acceptance that values no longer matter. 

Poisoned Dragon and her lawyers personified a Russian trinity of evil: perjury, 
intimidation and violation of the rights of anyone who dares not to cooperate with their nefarious 
schemes. Money flowed from the wellspring of their willingness to win by any means. For 
Poisoned Dragon it meant continuing to strip and trick in a county whose laws she violated to 
enter. For Mundy and Petrovich it meant an hourly fee to keep her in America regardless of the 
laws she violated—the lawyerly fonn of prostitution. To the trinity, any means, no matter how 
degrading to a civilized human being, no matter how harmful to others, was acceptable in their 
pursuit of money. I was not going to stand by and allow these low lives to benefit from 
trampling my rights. I vowed to have my justice, even if it took my last dollar, my last breath. 
For me, the war had begun. 

Taking a page from business school, I fonnulated my objective, strategy and tactics. I 
knew my tactics would change with the fluidity of the situation as unforeseen opportunities arose 
or surprises broadsided my neatly arranged plans. Even my strategy might need modification in 
order to adopt to changing situations, but no matter what, I knew my objective must remain 
unshaken—justice. My strategy comprised three phases. First I’d give the law a shot; after all, I 
was a lawyer and sometimes, just sometimes, the courts do what they’re suppose to, but if they 
don’t, then mass publicity, followed by civil disobedience. 

On the immediate legal front, I retained a female lawyer recommended by a friend who 
was a judicial delegate, which meant he, along with other delegates, chose judicial candidates for 
the Democratic Party in New York City. My friend knew lots of lawyers who wanted to become 
judges, so I figured anyone he recommended was competent. I didn’t like using a female lawyer 
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because I feared their innate bias against men caused them to side, at least unconsciously, with 
women in divorce cases even when not their clients. Unfortunately, the reality of prejudice 
against husbands among the judges in the Family Court in Queens virtually demanded that a man 
use a female lawyer. The general incompetence of females and their abuse of positions of power 
by carrying out their own personal agendas put any man before them in a difficult position. 

Using a female lawyer allegedly sent the Feminazis on the bench the message that the husband 
held the same philosophical beliefs as they, so there existed no reason to legally cut his throat 
being he was an ally in their righteous struggle against the brute beast inside other men. I should 
have realized that hiring a devil to deal with a devil meant only that devils won. 

Just days after the Temporary Order of Protection and before my first meeting with my 
female lawyer, I received a letter from Mundy, my wife’s lead lawyer and Petrovich’s boss. 

This office has been retained by your wife, Alina Shipilina. Ms. Shipilina has requested 
that we commence divorce proceedings, but not before giving you the opportunity to contact us, 
or to have an attorney contact us on your behalf, to discuss the possibility of resolving this matter 
amicably. 

Divorce proceedings can be difficult for both parties. Recognizing this, our client desires 
to discuss the issues with you in a mutually agreeable setting, in the hopes that reasonable 
solutions can be reached. 

Nonetheless, if I do not receive a response from you or your attorney within seven days 
from the date of this letter, my client has instructed me to commence action without your 
cooperation. 

Please be guided accordingly. 

The letter just confirmed Mundy, Petrovich and Poisoned Dragon’s strategy to pressure 
me into helping her obtain a permanent green card by perjuring myself. Those were the only 
“issues” they were interested in discussing. A logical, although underhanded, three-prong attack: 
first, the threat of harm from Poisoned Dragon’s Chechen friends; second, the domestic 
Temporary Order of Protection; and now the not-so-subtle warning of the “difficult” public 
wringer her attorney intended to put me through in a divorce proceeding. The trinity obviously 
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assumed that when faced with these assaults, I would fold by agreeing to commit perjury before 
the Immigration Service. 

Her lawyers’ reasoning was that I’d concede in order to keep the orders of protection and 
a divorce preceding quiet. Lawyers don’t like unfavorable publicity—it hurts business. They 
also find physical violence especially scary, since they are always hiding behind the law. I, 
however, used to play rugby, boxed a little, was taking martial arts courses and didn’t have much 
of a legal business left after my wife. 

Poisoned Dragon’s reasoning was unmistakable. Russian girls believe American men 
softer and weaker than Russian guys because American men fawn over women and grow up in a 
comfortable society without the many hardships of the former Soviet Union. Russian girls also 
think of themselves as stronger than Russian men, since the Communists and Czars pretty much 
weeded out any man of courage. So to Poisoned Dragon, I inhabited the lowest level in the food 
change with Russian men next up the ladder and her on the top—very logical, but very wrong. 
Too much of nothing breaks people as it has most Russians. Only a few of Poisoned Dragon’s 
fellow citizens grow strong from an overdose of adversity and that strength lies not in the 
courage of standing up for what’s right, but the cowardice of the criminal slinking around to 
hann anyone who gets in her way. Unlike with Americans, centuries of Kafkaesque fear 
liquidated the ability of most Russians to boldly act out of moral outrage in the face of the 
wrongdoings by the powerful. This middle-aged former member of Students for a Democratic 
Society wasn’t yielding. 

My attorney, Judith, bore a striking resemblance to the orlocks I read about as a kid— 
long kinky hair hanging well below her shoulder, round as a medicine ball, seriously ugly and 
highly obnoxious. The last part I liked. I figured she would easily take Poisoned Dragon apart 
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on the witness stand. We decided to initiate an annulment and divorce suit right away as answer 
to Mundy’s letter, but to bring it in the New York State Supreme Court in Manhattan because the 
judges were slightly less biased against men than in the Queens Family Court. After beginning 
the annulment/divorce case, Judith suggested I try to obtain an order of protection in the Queens 
Family Court, always a long shot for a man, against my wife for threatening to have her Chechen 
friends put me six feet under. 

Wining an annulment under New York State law required I prove that my wife lied about 
or failed to tell me something of such importance that had a reasonable man in my position 
known the truth, he would not have married her. Easy, since no man, reasonable or seriously 
deranged, would tie his life to hers knowing the full truth about the real Poisoned Dragon. Her 
misrepresentations and omissions included working as a prostitute, dancing completely naked for 
money while men touch parts of her body, pretending she loved me but actually marrying me 
only for a green card, secretly putting narcotics in my food to assure I went through with the 
marriage, planning before our marriage to commit prostitution with Alfredo in Italy after our 
marriage and being infected with the neuroses of congenital lying and cheating. Two obstacles 
lay in the path for an annulment. First, the defense of cohabitation, or in plain English, 
forgiveness, which meant that if after learning about Poisoned Dragon’s lies and concealments, I 
engaged in sexual intercourse with her that meant I forgave her. My drive for the truth 
apparently doomed succeeding on the annulment charge unless after our last cohabitation of 
December 4, 2000,1 found additional facts that occurred before our marriage that she had lied 
about or concealed in her scheme to induce me into marriage. I decided to go looking for those 
facts. The second problem amounted to ideology. The Political Correctionalist judges in 
Manhattan rarely granted annulments because the most likely spouse to engage in deception was 
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the wife. Finding lots of women guilty of fraud would contradict the modern day belief that 
possession of a vagina conclusively inferred an ethical character, rather than the opposite. 
Feminazi judges were unlikely to do that. 

The two possible grounds for a divorce, adultery and cruel inhuman treatment, offered 
different chances of successfully showing Poisoned Dragon at fault for the break up of the 
marriage. 

At first blush adultery seemed the easiest, since any near-sighted nitwit, other than me, 
knew by just looking at Poisoned Dragon that there slithered a slut, no more capable of fidelity 
than a female dog in heat. But a major problem in proving adultery came in the form of the 
defense called condonation, or in plain English: forgiveness once again. By sleeping with 
Poisoned Dragon until she moved out in December, I condoned all her previous adulterous 
escapades that I knew about. Unfortunately, once again my investigations gave her a complete 
defense unless other adulterous affairs occurred that I didn’t know about. I assumed her diary, 
my key source of information, didn’t fully detail all her infidelities. In her dairy, Poisoned 
Dragon at times regaled in recounting her foul deeds but at others left information out. The only 
way to make an adultery case fly required further investigation in the hope of discovering any 
adulterous liaisons not fully detailed in her diary. Even with such new evidence, I still faced the 
Feminazi belief system that only men should receive punishment for adultery, since they are 
natural philanderers. Once again “new age women” got their facts wrong. 

Over millions of years of evolution, natural selection favored promiscuous hominid 
females. Prior to ten thousand years ago, humans lived in tribes with the men providing the meat 
by hunting animals and women providing berries, roots, nuts and other staples from foraging. 
Survival required the protein from meat, which women generally could not acquire themselves 
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because evolution provided men with greater upper body strength and the spatial acuity that 
facilitated hunting wild animals. Men’s more athletic bodies also enabled them to provide 
protection to women, especially during pregnancy and afterward when both the nursing mother 
and newborn were highly vulnerable to the dangers of the wilds. To assure their survival and 
that of the species, women and men entered into long-term relationships, generally four to five 
years, in which the man provided for and protected the woman and her offspring. The main 
occupation at the time for men, hunting wild animals or fishing, carried a high risk of death. A 
woman quickly realized that the man on which she depended, not just for her survival but the 
survival of her genes through her offspring, might one day end up as an animal’s lunch or swim 
with the fishes. In order to assure a continual supply of protein and protection, many women 
simply used the currency of their bodies—sex, to make “special” or “good” friends with other 
men. Naturally, these women tried, with varying degrees of success, to hide their infidelity from 
their respective main man, but over time, men, initially at the disadvantage by willing to give 
someone the benefit of the doubt, eventually realized the slut-like nature of their trusted 
confidants. Men, just like women, wanted their genes to survive through their offspring, but 
unlike women, a man could not know for certain whether an offspring was his due to the 
promiscuity of the mother. So to compensate, men engage in sex with other women figuring one 
of them will bear a child with his genes. As the millennia passed, the genes of the more 
successful tramps survived while those of faithful women went extinct, which left us today with 
a whole lot of hos. 

My best argument for a divorce based on Poisoned Dragon’s inability to act as a wife was 
“cruel and inhuman treatment.” This catch all provision in the law allowed the court to base a 
divorce on any type of conduct by one spouse towards the other that the court deemed would 
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make their continued cohabitation physically or mentally harmful or just improper. Many of 
Poisoned Dragons acts fell into this category, including hitting me in the back, making threats, 
refusing to give up lap dancing after she made the $50,000 she wanted, refusing to live with me 
right after our marriage so that she could party in Krasnodar and Italy, saying she didn’t want me 
vacationing with her in Russia and Cyprus and afterward flaunting that she met with three of her 
former customers in Cyprus, and finally, her extensive sexual misconduct. Unlike annulment or 
adultery, cohabitation or forgiveness after an act of cruel and inhumane treated didn’t amount to 
a defense. Actually, I could use evidence of her adultery to obtain a divorce for cruel and 
inhuman treatment even though my cohabitating with her after learning about her sexual liaisons 
prevented a divorce for adultery. Weird, but that’s New York law. Divorce for cruel and 
inhumane treatment amounted to New York’s version of a no fault divorce, and the courts 
pushed for such divorces out of ideological and slothful reasons. 

To officially start the annulment and divorce proceedings, I needed someone to 
physically hand Poisoned Dragon a court document that included a summons and notification of 
my reasons for seeking an annulment or, in the alternative, a divorce. My wife always carried a 
knife and under stress often lost her temper and control, so my main concern was assuring the 
person serving the papers didn’t get hurt. Mark came up with the idea of having two of the 
women black belts in his martial arts class serve the papers. I knew either one of them could 
handle Poisoned Dragon if she turned violent, but the two of them together could take her apart 
in seconds without any injury to them. The two agreed, and I suggested they hand my wife the 
papers at her subway stop: 30 th Avenue on the N line in Astoria, Queens. I assumed Poisoned 
Dragon probably entered the station some time between 6 and 6:30 PM in order to make it to 
Flash Dancers by 7 PM to put on her face and body makeup. Both of the black belts had met my 
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wife before, so they would easily recognize her. At around 6:15 PM, Poisoned Dragon galloped 
up the steps in a rush to catch the train, one of the black belts handed her an envelope saying, 
“You’ve been served!” My wife took it without question and without understanding and 
continued in a hurry to catch the train. A nice and smooth job for which I gave my friends boxes 
of Godiva Chocolate, a girl’s favorite. 

With my first shot in the war fired, I joyfully imagined the sinking feeling Poisoned 
Dragon felt when she read the notice on the train. Her distress would come from realizing that 
her and her lawyers’ connivance and intimidation failed, that now, probably for the first time in 
her life, a man chose to hold her accountable for her conduct. She must have bounced from rage 
to fear and back again. Rage that a member of the sex of fools, on which she preyed with honey 
words of deceit, dared to fight back, and fear that a court proceeding would cost lots of money, 
which Poisoned Dragon was less willing to lose than her soul, and might also result with her 
back in Russia where she belonged. She probably already tried to pay Mundy and Petrovich 
with sex, but Mundy, the typical profit driven American lawyer, was not going to accept sex 
instead of the thousands of dollars a disputed case brings. She would have to shell out cash to 
Mundy, but sex would likely still payoff the Russian lawyer Petrovich. 

The trinity of evil made the classic mistake that International Affairs’ courses refer to as 
“mirror image.” They assumed I would react the same way as they in a similar situation. Most 
lawyers and Russians value money above all else, which meant doing anything, no matter how 
revolting, to hold on to it. But I wasn’t like them. For me, when faced with a choice between 
money and justice, I chose justice, something they, especially my wife, would never understand. 

The summons required a response in twenty days, but the domestic relations’ courts don’t 
enforce deadlines. Too bad because the failure of my wife’s attorney to respond within the 
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allotted time would have entitled me to an annulment or divorce by default. Historically, all 
New York State courts strictly enforced deadlines in order to prevent unscrupulous lawyers from 
denying justice by delaying it or intentionally inflicting emotional distress on an opposing party 
by not only dragging out the proceedings but also increasing the opposing party’s costs by 
requiring him to make motions to force obedience to deadlines. Unfortunately, the take over by 
Feminazis and Political Correctionalists of the domestic relations courts resulted in making a 
joke of procedural deadlines. The courts generally deny motions for adherence to legal deadlines 
or fail to provide any meaningful sanctions against their violation, so the lawyers practicing in 
the field no longer bothered trying to enforce deadlines against their opponents. The deadlines 
remain on the books, but the judges in their arrogance ignore the laws. It’s similar to a girl 
trying to show up on time; she can’t, so she doesn’t and thinks that’s her right. 

Behind the courts’ failure to abide by legal procedures is incompetence, always the 
mother of sloth. Since the mid-seventies, females have flooded the domestic relations courts as 
judges and employees. Many domestic relations judges graduated from the bottom half of their 
law school class, which means the only reason they made it through was because the professors 
graded on a curve. Law school students with high grades earn them, the rest receive additional 
points they don’t deserve on an exam just to push them through to graduation. A communistic 
type of mentality, which I also found in business school, that punishes high achievers while 
rewarding slackers in order not to offend the dumber half of our population. For example, a 
student who gets a 90 on an exam will not receive any additional points, but one who funks with 
a 50 might get another 20 points so she can pass. So in reality, often the failures end up as 
judges, and many of them are females. The courts, as with all traditionally male professions are 
now infested with females, hide behind the ludicrous depiction in the media and movies of 
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women as strong, smart and independent heroes in order to mask the reality of the pervasiveness 
of female incompetence, sloth and cowardice. 

At a meeting with my lawyer to prepare my request for a temporary order of protection, I 
mentioned my plans to inform various law enforcement agencies of my wife’s criminal conduct 
and to contact various people in order to authenticate her diary. Judith, always a disagreeable 
person, launched into her usual monologue, her idea of a conversation, but this time she turned it 
into tirade of hostility filled with venom and vituperation against me. Shouting, she railed I 
couldn’t do that, and warned me to stay away from law enforcement agencies and anyone 
connected with the diary. She accused me of feeling anger towards my wife, as though that were 
a crime. Judith raged on with vindictive words of guilt and shame while insisting I see a 
psychiatrist because my anger wasn’t natural but a sickness. Her vitriolic mouth spewed forth 
emotional hammers trying to pound me into submission by making me the criminal for wanting 
my wife to obey her vows, which for primitive life forms like Judith only men must obey—not 
females. She censured me with the female equivalent of the capital crime “controlling” in how I 
treated my wife. This lawyer let out all the anger inside of her at me, her client and the one who 
paid her, because she blindly hated men and wanted an easy case. 

She tried to rationalize her rant by saying that because I was a man the judge would hold 
it against me for informing other authorities of my wife’s violations of the law, and see my 
attempt to authenticate her dairy as nothing more than an effort to harass her. That was most 
likely accurate, but not an excuse for her behavior. She also added that the diary couldn’t be 
authenticated anyway because it required testimony from people outside the court’s jurisdiction. 

I corrected her on that point because the law specifically allows for a number of different 
methods to obtain such testimony. Realizing I knew more about the law than her, she 
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combatively countered that the judge wouldn’t allow it. I felt sick after this lambasting. I came 
to this woman for help, and all she provided was nastiness and emotional abuse. She wanted me 
to lie down so Poisoned Dragon could trample me while Judith collected thousands of dollars 
from me by sacrificing another man to the “goddess of womanhood.” 

After that emotional assault, I decided my lawyer more revolting than my wife. Besides 
Judith’s personal obnoxiousness, she exhibited the greedy trait of filling in time on the telephone 
with non-legal conversation because she billed in fifteen-minute intervals—give me a break, 
even my wife danced for the whole song. With Judith, however, if it only took five minutes to 
give legal advice, she continued to talk for ten more minutes about non-legal matters for which 
she billed a total of $75 when she only provided $25 of attorney value. She even admitted doing 
this with all her clients. I guess her female brain couldn’t work out the math for shorter time 
periods. For my emotional sanity and monetary reasons, I avoided as much as possible seeing 
her or talking to her over the telephone and decided to proceed with my plans for justice despite 
her repellent tirade. But first, Judith’s suggestion of trying for a temporary order of protection 
against Poisoned Dragon seemed worth the shot. 

On a dreary, rainy, cold afternoon I took the forty-five minute subway ride to the outer 
reaches of Queens where the Family Court occupied a dilapidated, ancient building that looked 
better suited for railroading than the rendering of justice. On crossing the threshold into that 
mean-spirited cavern of civil servants who cared about nothing except their extended coffee 
breaks and lunch hours, I knew my chances for justice slim but my humiliation assured. The 
process took about three hours, short by that court’s standards. First, I wrote out my reasons for 
requesting a temporary order of protection then took it to the typist, a fat, greasy, clearly 
homosexual black man who clearly hated his job, himself and white heterosexual men. He 
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pounded the typewriter keys with oversized fingers swollen from too many Twinkies, every 
stroke an expression of his boiling hostility. From there I traversed filthy corridors to a waiting 
room filled with people from the lower economic levels of the uneducated who were doing a 
poor job of passing themselves off as sentient beings. 

Finally my turn came. I entered a tiny room with low ceilings that made the judge’s 
elevated bench look comical. She probably hit her head every time she adjusted her underwear. 
Behind the bench sat judge Fran Lubow and her female clerk filled with self-importance and few 
abilities; otherwise, they wouldn’t be in such a dump. I could easily beat these enemies of men 
anywhere on an even playing field, but fairness and rules didn’t reign in that closet of 
vindictiveness. 

The clerk swore me in, I stated my name, but before I could present my argument for a 
temporary order of protection, Lubow cut me off accusing me of seeking one just because my 
wife obtained an order against me, and now I wanted one out of retribution. Typical lame female 
believing she could read men’s minds. She and her clerk then laughed derisively. To them, men 
didn’t deserve the protection of the law because orders of protection were only for women to 
bludgeon men into submission. I tried to interrupt the judge, to state my case, but this female cut 
me off again, telling me with a snicker to try the divorce court in Manhattan. She denied the 
temporary order of protection because the law allowed her sufficient discretion to abuse her 
public position of power for her own personal agenda against men, but it didn’t allow her to 
refuse the issuance of a summons to serve on my wife with a complaint outlining Poisoned 
Dragons’ threats. 

Summons in hand, I left that joke of a court of justice, seething not only at Lubow, the 
kangaroo court system, and Feminazis in general but my own attorney for putting my through 
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another emotional wringer. So far, Judith had only caused my more distress, probably in an 
effort to make me give up without a fight. Many years ago, I told myself never hire a female for 
anything because they’re probably either incompetent or, worst, will sell you down the river in 
order to win a victory for sisterhood. Yet I still ended up with them in my life, why? Well, I 
decided to fire Judith at the appropriate time and hire a man to represent me—enough with trying 
to placate the Feminazis, they’re my enemies to the death. 

The Temporary Order of Protection against me scheduled a hearing for April 6, 2001, in 
the same Feminazi infested court before another female, ax-grinding, male-hating judge in order 
to determine whether my wife should receive a permanent order of protection. The way these 
orders work, Poisoned Dragon could have decided not to show without notifying me while the 
law still required me to show or face arrest by the police. She could fail to appear a couple of 
times at no cost to her before the court dismissed the case, but I had to show every time and bear 
the cost of my lawyer, the lost time and the distress. Not a bad procedure for harassing me. 
However, with the summons I received from the Queens court, Poisoned Dragon would also 
have to appear in court on April 6 th , or the judge would immediately dismiss her claims against 
me and might even enter a default judgment on my complaint against her for threatening me, 
which meant a pennanent order of protection against her. I could then show up at Flash Dancers 
and have her arrested, ho, ho, ho. Poisoned Dragon couldn’t chance not showing up in court 
without an attorney or without incurring the attorney fee necessary to prepare her testimony. The 
added expenses and public exposure should fuel her rage. 

All I needed to do before the April 6 th hearing was to have someone serve my wife with 
the Queens court summons and complaint concerning the threats she made against me. She was 
too savvy to be caught again at the same subway station or allow the same two lady black belts 
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to get near her. In New York State, serving a summons and complaint didn’t require the target to 
actually accept the papers. If Poisoned Dragon refused to take the documents, a person could 
just drop them and walk away, but he needed to get close enough to offer the papers. If Poisoned 
Dragon saw a process server coming, she’d used those long legs of hers to bolt. After some 
brainstonning, a mischievous grin spread across my face—serve her at Flash Dancers, perfectly 
legal, a public place, no concerns about trespass violations and nowhere for her to run, unless she 
bounded out onto Broadway in her tong panties. The tourists would like that. All I needed now 
where a couple guys to do the job, since I didn’t want to ask a couple of decent girls to descend 
into that sleaze pit. 

During a Friday night martial arts class, Jesse and Moody, both black belts and in their 
early twenties, willingly agreed to serve the papers inside Flash Dancers. They thought the idea 
cool and a challenge. I warned that the bouncers might try to interfere, but that didn’t phase 
them. They two guys together could probably take out every hood in the joint. Jesse met 
Poisoned Dragon before, so he would easily recognize her and give her the papers. Moody, the 
taller of the two at six-feet two-inches, would back him up. After class, Jesse and Moody went 
to visit my wife at work on March 14, 2001. 

They descended the steps into the dim lower reaches of human aspirations, where Jesse 
spotted my wife giving some older guy a lap dance over in a corner and pointed her out to 
Moody. 

With a laugh, Moody said, “Hey that old guy looks like Roy!” 

“Yeah, he kind of does,” Jesse agreed with a smile. “Let’s wait ‘til she’s finished and 
walk up from behind so she doesn’t see us coming.” 

“That should be easy,” Moody remarked. 
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When Poisoned Dragon finished her lap dance, Jesse in the lead with Moody right behind 
him walked over while she put on her dress in front of the guy she had just sexually excited for 
$ 20 . 

Still with her back to them, Jesse said, “Angelina, this is for you.” And extended his hand 
with the envelope containing the summons and complaint. 

She turned around and focused on the envelope, probably thinking Jesse just another fool 
customer wanting to reward the goddess of beauty. She instinctively took what her greedy, 
green heart likely thought contained cash or something of value. But as her eyes shifted to 
Jesse’s face and narrowed on it, the recognition screamed her mistake through her diseased mind. 

“This from Roy! You take back!” and punched her hand with the envelope into Jesse’s 
chest letting the envelope fall to the floor. Jesse didn’t flinch and wisely didn’t pick up the 
papers. Poisoned Dragon was legally served. 

The “older guy” who had just paid for a lap dance apparently figured my wife was in 
need of assistance, so he started to get up remarking in an authoritative tone, “What’s going on 
here?” 

“Sit down!” Moody ordered. The guy wisely complied. 

Jesse and Moody turned to leave but Poisoned Dragon picked up the envelope, hooked 
her figures into Jesse’s sleeve and stepped in front of the both on them blocking their exit. 

Moody looked up at her, six-feet six-inches in her Flash Dancers heels, thinking damn 
she’s tall. 

Holding onto Jesse, she threatened, “Take this back!” Others might have done so, but not 
these guys—no one intimidated them, especially some overly tall ho. Still, Jesse faced an 
interesting predicament, what to do with a girl using physical force against him. If it were a 
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man, he’d simply deck the guy, but in modern day America any physical force used against a 
girl, no matter how justified, gets the man, not the female into legal trouble. How unfair this 
hypocrisy of females hiding behind traditional beliefs of them as the weaker sex while asserting 
themselves as new age women using physical force. Just then a bouncer swaggered over with 
self-importance and illusions of rescuing the not-so-fair damsel. 

“They try to give me papers I don’t want.” Poisoned Dragon angrily declared. 

“You can’t serve legal papers in here; it’s against the law so take them back!” 

Moody responded, “You don’t look like a lawyer to me.” 

Jesse said, “She’s been served. And now she’s stopping us from leaving.” 

The bouncer realized he couldn’t intimidate Jesse and Moody, so in a lame attempt to 
save face said, “Get out of here and don’t come back—ever. I’ll remember you guys!” 

“Don’t worry, we wouldn’t remember you,” Moody replied. 

Poisoned Dragon released her grip, Jesse and Moody left laughing but banned for life 
from Flash Dancers. 

When I heard what happened, I contacted a criminal lawyer friend of mine to see whether 
the district attorney would prosecute my wife for her assaulting Jesse. In serving the papers, 
Jesse and Moody were carrying out court business. Any interference with that task, not to 
mention assaulting the process server, is a crime. My attorney friend just laughed, “Maybe if the 
process server was a woman and the assaulting person a man; otherwise, forget it!” Once again I 
ran up against the dual standard that Poisoned Dragon so effectively exploited in America. 

After the Flash Dancers service, my attorney received a letter from Poisoned Dragon’s 
lawyer Mundy that was sent before Jesse and Moody’s excellent night at the strip club. 

It started: 
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Enclosed please find defendant’s Demand for Complaint. 

In the interest of sparing our respective clients embarrassment, time and expense, my 
client has asked that we attempt to resolve divorce and financial matters amicably. My letter to 
your client dated February 5, 2001 offered to proceed in that fashion, but was responded to with 
an Annulment and Divorce Complaint and Summons alleging, among other things, cruel and 
inhuman treatment. 

How sensitive of Mundy to leave out the accusations of marriage fraud, something the 
INS frowned on, and adultery, something that humiliated Poisoned Dragon. The trinity of evil, 
now with the Order of Protection hanging over my head, must have reasoned it worth one more 
try to threaten me with embarrassment and costs in order to push me into lying before the INS. 
They still didn’t realize: no surrender and never give in to evil. Mundy’s letter continued: 

In a final effort to avoid public disclosure of certain familial facts and circumstances, 
which by their nature should remain private and personal, I am once again extending the 
opportunity to engage in non-formal discovery and exchange of financial disclosure and 
documentation pertinent to equitable distribution and maintenance issues, prior to draft and filing 
of a Complaint, Answer and Counterclaims in this matter. 

Please be guided accordingly. 

What “familial facts and circumstances” I wondered? My wife’s hooking and defrauding 
the INS? Public disclosure of those acts didn’t mean a damn to me. I married a ho; I admit it. 
Maybe the sentence came from part of a form letter that Mundy accidentally left in. The part I 
really liked, however, was the “non-formal discovery” in which they could manufacture any lie 
without court sanctions, since no oaths or authenticate documents would be involved. The 
“equitable distribution and maintenance” jargon was a childish attempt to panic me into 
believing my wife had a claim on my income and assets. The marriage was too short, and 
extrapolating out to a year from her arrival, she would net well over $100,000—more than me. 

So if anyone deserved equitable distribution, it was me. The last part about drafting a Complaint 
made no sense. The plaintiff, me, serves a Complaint, and the defendant, Poisoned Dragon, 
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serves an Answer with Counterclaims. Defendants don’t bother with Complaints unless there are 
third parties. More sloppy drafting by Mundy. 

The Mountain’s High 

With my court counterattack under way, I began prodding various law enforcement 
agencies to hold Poisoned Dragon responsible for the laws she disdainfully violated in her drive 
for money and kicks. I wanted to bring her to justice or justice to her. My female friends said let 
it go, arguing that in the end she will get her comeuppance. Their convictions were easy to hold. 
They sat on the sidelines in this war, and females always advocate that a man give in to a female, 
so long as it costs the guy and not them. But I had little faith in advice from females or “what 
goes around, comes around.” Unless I brought her to justice, no one would. Sure anger drove 
me, but what a great motivation—look at the revolutions throughout history. Those guys raged 
for justice—no girlie-men they. Who cared if today’s Political Correctionalists demanded 
adherence by men to the emasculating belief that anger, acting as a human being when wronged, 
was evil. The only evil at work was girls and their sycophants tricking guys out of fighting for 
their rights. Poisoned Dragon and her lawyers were so self-absorbed with themselves and their 
greed that they willingly hanned others and broke the law to further their ends. 

In my gut, I knew that the bizarre twists and turns of events that brought me into 
Poisoned Dragon’s orbit meant the fate Atropos had condemned me to light her, her allies and tie 
me to wherever that might. Back when we first met, Poisoned Dragon played the con that our 
meeting was preordained because of all the events that had to occur for us to actually run into 
each other. She used the fates to make me more susceptible to her schemes, but the fates really 
made me susceptible to their scheme. 
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In 1997, when I graduated business school, I made a few trips over the succeeding year in 
search of a finance job in Russia. On the last trip, when walking out of a Moscow fax center, I 
spotted an employment weekly written in English. I nearly kept going, but a whisper from my 
unconscious caused me to pause and actually debate with myself whether to pick up an issue. I 
grabbed a copy, which contained nothing concerning finance positions, but the lead article talked 
about a famous American investigating and security agency in Moscow—Kroll Associates. 

Many years earlier, when I worked on some undercover stories for the news media, I considered 
applying to Kroll for a job, so I could work on investigations full-time. Nothing like exposing 
crooked politicians and businessmen, but I remained in the media instead. 

Kroll had nothing to do with finance, but investigations still excited me, so I sent off my 
resume, and the manager, Joe Serio, scheduled an interview. Before our meeting, the economy 
in Russia took a dive in the financial market melt down of 1998 as a result of the thievery and 
stupidity by both Westerners and Russians. All my scheduled interviews with financial 
institutions dried up because cutbacks, rather than expansion, became the order of the day. 

Kroll’s manager, however, still wanted to meet even though the firm was not hiring at the 
moment. Joe and I hit it off. We both understood Russia as a lawless society where doing 
business required criminal activity ranging from bribes to murder. Joe’s assistant was leaving, 
but before hiring a replacement, the firm needed to see how the financial crisis shook out. He 
asked me to keep in touch, just in case business picked up. I left Russia that summer certain 
never to return, but told myself that if one of the companies that interviewed me offered me a 
job, I’d take it. 

Back in the states, pretty much fed up with this society and my life, I began making 
preparations to head for the jungles of South America again, but this time never to return. Fresh 
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with the memory of the second revelation in my life, I accepted the fact that I had missed my 
calling, which made my efforts on this planet a failure. Just before Christmas, Joe from Kroll 
Associates called to say the company had started looking for a new assistant manager in Russia 
and was I interested. I said sure and began the process of interviews. The key interview was 
with its Director of European Operations, Tiedemann. During the interview with this overly 
compensating, insecure half-pint, I kept thinking I’d never even consider this job if she were 
going to be my boss, but since I would report to Joe, it didn’t matter. I did wonder, however, 
how Joe could put up with such a dumb nazi female for a boss. 

Kroll ran me through their background check, offered me the job and I accepted. In order 
to obtain a Russian visa, the Moscow office needed a copy of my passport. One of the Russian 
guys in the office pointed out my age to Joe, who notified Tiedemann. Both Joe and the lesbian 
Tiedemann called to tell me they were surprised; they thought me ten years younger. So much 
for the infallibility of Kroll’s background check—they couldn’t even get my year of birth right. 
Tiedemann then withdrew Kroll’s offer of a job, lying that the firm decided not to hire an 
assistant manager for economic reasons. Off went an angry letter from me to the President and 
founder of Kroll accusing his company of age discrimination. The letter should at least have the 
effect of teaching his two moronic employees a lesson in how not to treat people. At the same 
time, I began researching a possible suit against Kroll while debating whether to move on to the 
jungle. Proving age discrimination in court is very difficult, especially when the person does not 
already work for a company, but a suit against Kroll might prove fun. 

Shortly thereafter, much to my surprise, Joe and Tiedemann offered me a six-month 
contract as assistant manager in Russia. My letter probably prodded the firm into buying legal 
peace with this short-tenn consultancy offer. They probably didn’t think I’d take it, but I did. 
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Why not? One more adventure, then I could go lose myself in the jungle. Maybe I’d get lucky 
and aggravate some Russian organized crime figures as I did with the Gambino and Managano 
crime families that supported the Surrogate Judge Marie Lambert by providing Joe Conason of 
the Village Voice with evidence of her malfeasance. 

Kroll wanted me to start work in Moscow as soon as possible, which didn’t present a 
problem except for finding a place to live. My translators from previous trips usually knew 
friends or relatives that could rent me a room or an apartment whenever I traveled to Russia. I 
only needed accommodations for a couple of weeks or a month on my arrival, because once 
there, I could easily find something more long term. Surprisingly no one knew of any places for 
rent. Then one day while making arrangements with my broker, Maiya, for the wiring of Kroll’s 
salary checks into my account, she suggested I contact a friend of hers in Moscow. Her friend 
found me a place on Kutusovsky Prospect, one of the more fancy parts of town. 

As irony once again arranged, I arrived in Moscow on July 4, 1999, and moved into the 
very large apartment where Joseph Stalin’s daughter once lived. To my surprise but not the fate 
Atropos, Joe told me he was leaving Kroll at the end of the month, and that I was now the acting 
manager for the company in Russia, still on a six-month contract to win new clients but with the 
added task of improving the firm’s operations in what was left of the evil empire. It’s always 
better as the boss than an underling, but now I had to deal directly with the Feminazi Tiedemann. 
But I was already in Moscow, and how bad could the next six months be? 

Nineteen days later on a warm Friday evening, Joe and I went to hear Maria sing in her 
and her boyfriend’s band. Joe sat in playing the harmonica on a few songs. The band finished 
before 11 PM, and I was ready to party some more, but Joe and everyone else went home. So I 
hurried back to the party at my apartment building that I had passed earlier in the evening. 
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Hopped the wrong Metro train, then flagged down a car and made my way back just in time to 
meet Poisoned Dragon, who, just before my appearance, had decided to call it a night and was 
leaving the hookers’ ball for the apartment where Leo put up his out of town prostitutes and shot 
pom videos—what timing! 

Twenty months later, my last adventure mercilessly drove me on, providing letters with 
accompanying exhibits about Poisoned Dragon’s illegal activities for the Internal Revenue 
Service, New York State Department of Taxation, Krasnodar Tax Inspectorate, Immigration and 
Naturalization Service in New York City, the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, Immigration’s 
Commissioner and Audit Office, Senators Hillary Clinton and Charles Schumer’s offices, the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Drug Enforcement Administration, U.S. Customs and the 
New York City Board of Elections Commission. 

To the American, Russian and New York tax authorities, I provided information showing 
that Poisoned Dragon evaded paying taxes on over $150,000 in net income that she earned in the 
U.S. from July 2000 to December 2001. That’s factoring in the four months vacation she took 
during that year and a half, but not the amount she made on her back working as a prostitute. 

Not bad by any standard and virtually all tax-free. To each tax authority, I sent as exhibits 
Poisoned Dragon’s diary in which she tells how much she made on various nights and the total 
for her first month and a half of $18,000; an internet site created by lap dancers that published 
the average nightly income for strippers at Flash Dancers: $500; the number of days she worked 
in 2000 and 2001, which I calculated using her work schedules and an undercover operative who 
befriended my wife at Flash Dancers; a copy of her bank contract for the safe deposit box in 
which she kept her cash before smuggling it to Russia and Cyprus; her U.S. bank accounts and 
credit card number; even the mutual fund account she set up in Cyprus to hide some of her loot, 
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which I found through Elaine White, a Canadian detective. When Poisoned Dragon traveled to 
Cyprus in September 2000, she met with a former customer from her Zygos Club days: 
Stephanos. He worked in a bank, so my wife likely enlisted him to help with smuggling her cash 
into Cyprus and then hiding it in various accounts she never reported to the I.R.S. 

The divorce court eventually forced her to disclose her tax return for the year 2000. She 
first filed a return reporting an income of only $7,600 but someone, probably her lawyers, had 
her amend it up to $18,800, so as to explain her diary’s statement of earning $18,000 in a month 
and a half. Her amended filing still failed to include at least another $40,000 she earned in 2000, 
mainly at Flash Dancers. My evidence to the I.R.S. and New York State Tax authorities 
included copies of her work schedules for 2000 that showed she worked four and a half months 
at Flash Dancers, so she obviously failed to report at least three months of income. The work 
schedules also showed she lied on her 2000 tax return about her occupation as bartender and 
listing herself as “single” rather than “married filing separately.” The “married filing separately” 
category would have required her to pay more taxes. 

Poisoned Dragon also violated Russian tax law because as a Russian citizen she was 
required to report all her income no matter where made. Consistent with her criminal nature, she 
didn’t even report her fraudulently low earnings of $18,800 in the U.S. for 2000 just as she had 
evaded reporting her Cyprus and Mexico income for 1999. The Krasnodar Tax Inspectorate was 
not about to do anything, since all Russians considered tax evasion a genetically given right with 
an estimate of over 90% of income earners evading taxes. 

Another government agency through which I tried to bring Poisoned Dragon to justice 
was U.S. Customs. She usually worked for two or three months, saved up conservatively 
speaking twenty to thirty grand, then took the money to Russia or Cyprus without declaring any 
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of it—a federal felony, and her money from prostitution, an illegal act, made the transporting of 
those funds money laundering. My wife didn’t take bundles of cash out of the country, but very 
sophisticatedly put the money on a debit or credit card, which was a lot easier to fit into her 
favorite hiding places, the heels of her shoes or her vagina. I thought the last hiding place might 
entice Customs to take a look, but it didn’t—probably infested with too many females. 

Once in Russia or Cyprus, she simply withdrew the money from the card at a ha nk or any 
number of ATMs that dispense dollars. Through an informant, I knew the approximate dates of 
my wife carrying cash out of the country, and because it was the cheapest, she always flew 
Aeroflot. On two occasions, I notified the Customs’ agent at JFK who ended up with the case of 
approximately when she was departing, but nothing ever happened. The fault lay not in my 
information because my infonnants in Russia always pinpointed Poisoned Dragon in Krasnodar, 
Moscow, St. Petersburg or Cyprus at times consistent with when Customs knew she would be 
traveling. All Customs needed to do was check the Aeroflot manifests during a short window of 
time to find out the exact dates for her leaving the country. 

Most of my hopes for justice from the executive branch, however, rested with the 
Immigration Service. By instituting the annulment and divorce proceedings, Poisoned Dragon’s 
immigration attorney, Mundy, would file what Immigration called a Waver of the Joint Petition. 
Whenever annulment or divorce proceedings begin, an alien spouse can go to Immigration to ask 
for a permanent green card, so long as the alien shows that she married the American in good 
faith, which meant she wanted a husband not just a visa to America, and the American refused to 
help her file papers showing they were married in good faith or the American abused her 
physically or mentally. Once the court terminates the marriage, Immigration will make a ruling 
on whether to grant a permanent green card. 
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My strategy was to provide immigration with the evidence from her diary that she 
married me just for a green card and committed perjury before Immigration by not admitting she 
worked as a prostitute in Russia, Cyprus and Mexico and was arrested in Mexico City. 
Immigration didn’t really care whether an alien married an American in good faith because it 
was so difficult to prove the alien only wanted a green card. But lying under oath was another 
matter. 

Initially, I only considered approaching the Immigration authorities in New York City 
because I assumed they had exclusive jurisdiction since my wife lived in the City. But the part 
in Poisoned Dragon’s Temporary Order of Protection about me threatening to use contacts at the 
U.S. Embassy in Moscow to deport her remained highlighted in my mind. It didn’t make any 
sense to me. Not only didn’t I say it, I never even thought it and didn’t have any contacts at the 
Embassy I could use. As so often happened throughout the revolting experiences with Poisoned 
Dragon, when a statement, event or piece of information didn’t make sense at first blush, it 
always came around later to fit into fate’s puzzle. 

The lie concocted by my wife’s lawyers germinated into an idea that jumped into my 
conscious early one morning. The Immigration Office at the Embassy approved her temporary 
green card, so it must have the power to initiate deportation proceedings when new information 
shows she violated Immigration procedures, such as lying under oath when she submitted her 
application to the Embassy. An end run around New York City’s INS office would allow me to 
avoid the inundated, overworked, inaccessible, massive and uncaring employees of the local INS 
bureaucracy where most complaints against aliens went to die. The Immigration Service at the 
Moscow Embassy obviously received few, if any, complaints against immigrants already in the 
America. The small size of the operation and the camaraderie that Americans overseas generally 
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feel with other Americans should increase my chances of finding a sympathetic official willing 
to do his duty. The emphasis is “his,” since few American females, and even fewer Feminazis, 
worked at the U.S. Embassy, which reduced the chance of some malicious, ax-wheeling woman 
abusing her authority by denying another man justice. 

For advice on how to notify the Embassy, I contacted my American lawyer in Moscow, 
Dennis, who had previously briefed me on Russian divorce proceedings. Dennis knew the 
Embassy’s Chief of the Department of State’s Visa Unit—bingo! Thank you Mundy, Petrovich 
and Poisoned Dragon for your suggestion. 

It also finally dawned on me as to why the trinity of evil included in the Temporary Order 
of Protection the lie about my threatening to use Embassy contacts to deport her, which wasn’t 
needed to obtain the Order. In the fonner Soviet Union, getting officials, such as Russians who 
worked for foreign embassies, to do something meant bribing them. Mundy and Petrovich did 
Russian immigration work, so they probably bribed their Russian contacts at the Embassy to help 
their clients. Naturally these two lawyers figured that I would do the same to initiate deportation 
proceedings. So in order to deter me, they included the allegation in the Order of Protection 
under the misguided assumption that I functioned the way they did, and if they saw such an 
allegation they would refrain from their usual dishonesty. 

Russians and most lawyers just don’t know how to live in a civilized world. The rule of 
law and honesty apparently still predominated in the U.S. because inside most Americans, except 
Feminazis and lawyers, lay a deep-seated hatred for injustice, scoundrels and cheats. Mundy, 
Petrovich and Poisoned Dragon didn’t understand this or chose to ignore it, so their using 
Russian ways against an American who hated lawyers backfired by leading me to the one 


34 



Immigration office most likely to initiate deportation proceedings for Poisoned Dragon’s 
violation of U.S. law. 

What’s Going On? 

Under the Immigration and Nationality Act, a foreigner who marries an American can 
apply for a temporary green card that allows the alien spouse to travel to and from America and 
to work here. The Federal Government takes months to process an application for a temporary 
green card because, as Immigration claims, it carefully scrutinizes the applicant to make sure 
criminals, drug dealers, prostitutes, lunatics, terrorists and other unsavory characters don’t 
immigrate to America. Actually, the U.S. General Accounting Office found the INS routinely 
failed to investigate fraudulent applications. 

In order to initiate an investigation by Immigration into Poisoned Dragon fraudulently 
obtaining a temporary green card, I prepared the usual lawyerly letter for the New York City 
Immigration Office and for Dennis in Moscow. The letter detailed Poisoned Dragon’s violation 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act and included documents that supported my accusations. 
Using mainly my wife’s diary, the letter showed she married me with the primary purpose of 
first obtaining a temporary and then a permanent green card, lied about not working as a 
prostitute, lied that she was never arrested or imprisoned by conveniently forgetting about her 
deportation from Mexico and lied when she stated she worked as an artist in Cyprus unless 
prostitution and lap dancing are considered art. Under the law, any of the lies amounted to 
perjury that my wife used to intentionally trick—defraud—the State Department into issuing her 
a visa to enter America and Immigration into granting her a temporary green card. Each lie she 
made to defraud the Federal Government and marrying me just to obtain a green card were 
individually enough to bounce her back to Russia, or so I thought. 
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Before sending off the letter, I tried to obtain copies of the records of Poisoned Dragon’s 
arrest and imprisonment in Mexico, but someone had gotten to the Mexican Police and Federale 
Immigration files and tore the pages out of the ledgers. My investigator said he could still see 
the jagged tops of the pages ripped out. He warned that my wife must have well-connected 
criminal friends in Mexico in order to eliminate these records of her arrest and imprisonment— 
so much for the integrity of Mexican law enforcement. Poisoned Dragon’s friends, however, 
weren’t too smart—they missed the Mexican immigration prison’s visitor files. Alfredo visited 
her in prison a few times, and the records of those visits were not disappeared. The copies at 
least proved she was incarcerated for immigration reasons about which she lied on here green 
card application. 

A former Lieutenant Colonel in the M.V.D. used his contacts in the Russian government 
to check on any possible criminal violations by her in her home country. They ran her name 
through the Ministry of Internal Affairs nationwide database—no arrests, no convictions and no 
ongoing investigations—rats! I married a criminal too small to show up in Russia’s law 
enforcement files or smart enough to cultivate friends able to expunge her records, not 
uncommon in the former Soviet Union. 

Dennis turned my case over to his partner, Xenia, a Russian lady lawyer in her thirties, 
who spoke English. Initially, I feared Xenia would sympathized with my wife, as did a few of 
my younger Russian translators, but she didn’t. Poisoned Dragon’s diary shocked her to the 
core. She saw my wife as an insult to all Russian women, the very worst that Russia possessed. 
Ironically, I found in this Russian woman the best of all the attorneys I had, a true advocate who 
believed in my cause and sought justice rather than just taking my money—unlike my American 
divorce lawyer, Judith. 


36 



Xenia prepared a letter based on mine and organized a package of documents, including a 
typed English translation of Poisoned Dragon’s diary, for Dennis’ contact at the Embassy. The 
contact personally turned the matter over to the Embassy’s Chief of the INS office—bingo once 
again. Back then, INS did the law enforcement functions for violations of the Immigration Act 
that included fraudulently obtaining green cards from Immigration and visas from the State 
Department. 

Access to government officials willing to take the time to consider a citizen’s case always 
makes the difference. The hire up the official the better. The personal handing over of 
documents accompanied by a few words from one person on the inside to another helps 
immensely because a case no longer languishes out of sight and out of mind of the person 
responsible for handling it. There are, however, always exceptions, mostly with female 
American officials. Whether in Moscow or the states, females in institutional positions with 
even the smallest amount of power use it only to serve their own interests. They just don’t 
understand how the America built by men works. And make no doubt about it—men, not 
women, built America. 

When someone with a legitimate request is able to directly contact an American man in a 
position of influence, he usually takes the time to help because he understands the very structure 
of the institution in which he works often thwarts the purpose for its existence. He also knows 
the person he helps will owe him a favor. He may never collect on it, but it’s always there. 

Girls, however, with their inbred selfishness and pedantic fears don’t provide favors unless 
someone helps them first. In addition, females almost always refuse to make judgment calls in 
situations not specifically covered by an organization’s rules. Their insecurities keep them from 
doing the right thing when to do so means circumventing some inane procedure. Like Russians, 
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most American girls just don’t comprehend how societies are supposed to function. Fortunately 
for me, the small size of the American community, somewhat isolated in the alien outpost of 
Moscow, increased the chances of Dennis knowing a man high up in the bureaucracy, which 
allowed me to avoid the ubiquitous one-neuron bureaucratic-gatekeeper programmed only to bar 
admittance. 

While Xenia lobbied the Moscow Embassy, I tried to prod the New York City 
Immigration Office into taking action. Unfortunately, I didn’t know anyone in the New York 
City office, so my efforts to circumvent its intentional obfuscation and Neanderthal gatekeepers 
who bar access to sentient officials met with little success. 

New York’s Immigration did list a local telephone number for the Enforcement Division, 
but I knew it couldn’t be that easy, and I was right. Human beings no longer answer telephones 
at the Federal Government, only answering machines. This frees up civil workers for less work. 
The answering machine at INS requested my name and number, which I left about five times, 
and promised to call me back, which the machine and INS never did. Immigration also 
published an 800 number that gave out only the street mailing address for the New York City 
Enforcement Division, no room number. Naturally, as with most Federal agencies that the 
taxpayer pays for, local Immigration officials wanted to minimize their work load and shift their 
responsibility for enforcing the laws into a bottomless pit of unanswered telephone calls and mail 
drops where legitimate complaints waited for the second coming. The safety of American 
citizens never came before the comfort and convenience of government bureaucrats. No 
personal interaction with the public meant no accountability, which freed the bureaucrats to put 
in their time with as little effort as possible until their pensions vested. 
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The vaunted Immigration service that struck fear in the hearts of aliens as a tough, no 
nonsense, professional outfit that tracked aliens within America’s borders and summarily 
deported them for violations of U.S. law was nothing more than a “Club Fed”: a bunch of 
bureaucrats busy shuffling papers, pretending to work and dodging the public who paid their 
salaries. Federal officials always claim their heavy workload requires such obstructionist 
procedures, and they are right. To them their workload must seem insurmountable because it 
requires more than a few hours of effort a day when they would rather spend their time stuffing 
their faces or running their mouths. Government employees work in government not to help the 
public but because it’s the limit of what they can do. Government is the employer of last resort. 

Scouring the INS web site, I found a room number for the New York City Enforcement 
Division at One Federal Plaza—their mistake. No way was I going to mail my complaint to 
some bottomless pit. I was going to visit them in person in my lawyer’s suit and demand to see 
an officer. All I needed was to get to the right elevator banks in the building, which meant 
circumventing another commonly used obstacle by Federal agencies. The entrance to every 
agency sported pseudo-security persons in cheap uniforms asking visitors where they were going 
in order to channel them to overly crowded, sense-assaulting pens that processed any request into 
a bureaucratic nightmare in order to discourage the stoutest of hearts. But armed with a room 
number, the security officer pointed me to the appropriate elevator probably thinking I had an 
appointment. 

When I walked through the Enforcement Division’s door, the officer sitting behind a 
Plexiglas shield looked surprised. I doubted few of the public ever traversed this threshold, not 
because they weren’t permitted, since the office clearly reflected a place for taxpayers to lodge 
complaints, but because Immigration tried to hide its location from the public. Well, I found it, 
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and now I wanted to see someone. A young guy with a gun politely took me into an interview 
room the size of a large closet, probably wired for sound, and I presented him the package of 
papers, explained the complaint and answered questions. I intentionally included in the 
documents Poisoned Dragon’s modeling card that showed her in eye-catching lingerie outfits. I 
figured it would attract a government employee’s attention whether a man or a lesbian of which 
many seem to gravitate to enforcement agencies. But it also provided an effective way of 
identifying her since lap dancers work in their underwear. The agent thanked me for filing the 
complaint, and told me what I expected: because of the Division’s heavy workload, they would 
probably never get around to acting on the matter. Modem day American justice began to make 
Russia look inviting. 

When I got back home, I was surprised to find a message on my voicemail from an 
Immigration agent, different from the one I just met, asking me to call him back. The message 
came in literally minutes after I left the Enforcement Division—now that’s quick service. It 
must have been Poisoned Dragon’s pictures. I returned the call to a young sounding agent 
named Gene Kazenko who said he read through the complaint, meaning he looked at the half- 
naked pictures of my wife, and decided to conduct an initial interview with Poisoned Dragon. 

Did he really intend to interview her or hustle her for a quickie? It just didn’t make sense the 
Federal Government responding so fast. He wanted to know her daily routine, which I gave him, 
and suggested the best times and places to approach her were when she took the subway to work 
or at Flash Dancers. The later must clearly have appealed to him. I added that according to my 
wife, some of the other girls at Flash Dancers worked without visas, and warned him that she 
carried a knife. I don’t know whether he ever dated her, but I doubt he ever considered the case 
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seriously since repeated telephone calls and letters to him with additional information uncovered 
in my continuing investigation never even elicited the courtesy of a response. 

Months later, I contacted U.S. Senator Hillary Clinton’s office to complain about INS’ do 
nothing attitude. On a lark, I thought that one of her Feminazi storm troopers might see an 
opportunity of using my case against Poisoned Dragon to push Immigration to tighten up its 
procedures in order to reduce the female competition streaming into the country from Russia and 
other foreign nations. I based my attempt on a curious hypocrisy that while Feminazis regaled in 
castigating, criticizing, demeaning, defaming, demonizing, denigrating, dissing and blaming men 
for all the world’s ills and the wrongs they may have suffered, the non-lesbian ones perpetually 
bawled like babies that they couldn’t find a man. 

To my amazement, these man-haters didn’t comprehend that after decades under the 
Feminazi lash, men didn’t want to date them. No guy desires some girl constantly insulting him 
who at the same time scolds him over what he thinks, says and does. American men aren’t that 
masochistic. Instead, they set their sites on girls from South America, Asia and the fonner 
Soviet Union because those girls don’t continually berate men for exercising their freedoms of 
speech and thought or challenge a man’s right to exist as a man because some Amazon’s 
sensitivities disapprove of him. Men find a lot of genetic behaviors in girls offensive, but so 
long as they don’t harm anyone, emotionally or physically, most guys figure it’s just part of life 
and let the annoyances go. But not so with the Feminazis who embarked on a 40 years war to 
bludgeon half of the population into a schizophrenic behavioral pattern that placated fickle 
female whims, which wanted men strong when danger threatened but submissive in competition 
with girls. The Feminazis’ “new man,” or “androgyny” had to be sexually faithful, but accepting 
of her infidelity; aggressive or submissive in bed, but only when she wanted it so and telepathic 
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enough to know which; willing to die in the wars to protect her and her children, but give her the 
best jobs even when not qualified; accepting of her every insecurity and irrationality while 
having none of his own; and willing to do exactly what a girl wanted, when she wanted and 
whether consistent or contradictory to her previous demands. 

Clinton’s office didn’t bite. They weren’t even interested in Poisoned Dragon’s tax 
evasion; probably they considered her a victim of male oppression that gave her the right to 
violate the laws. I never even met anyone in person from the office, not even a receptionist. 
When I tried to drop off my letter and exhibits showing Immigration’s inaction, they refused to 
allow me in their office for which my taxes paid part of the rent, and dismissively instructed me 
over the intercom to leave my complaint with the message desk in the lobby. Over the 
telephone, they were just plain rude as though it was always that time of the month for them. 

A week later, I went to Senator Charles Schumer’s office to complain about INS’ 
inaction. The ladies there didn’t spend their waking hours locked in some inaccessible vault 
sharpening their knives for use on men. The receptionist met me with a smile, tracked down the 
lady in charge of immigration matters who couldn’t meet with me then but promised to look over 
my letter and exhibits and call me back. A couple of weeks later she called, politely asked some 
questions, but in the end, neither Schumer nor Clinton provided any help, although Schumer’s 
office at least treated me like a person rather than garbage. 

Still trying to get Immigration in New York City off its butt or perhaps my wife, I sent 
my complaint about its sloth to the INS Commissioner in Washington, might as well go to the 
top, and the Service’s Internal Audit Department, which allegedly scrutinizes the operations of 
all the nation’s Immigration offices. The Internal Audit Department referred my accusations of 
inaction against the New York office to, of course, the New York office and some unknown 
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person at that office. Why did I think my complaint would not receive an impartial review by 
some unknown, unaccountable person in the very office I was complaining about? The 
Commissioner referred my accusations to the Eastern Regional office that promptly whisked it 
off to some unknown official at, you guessed it, the New York office, probably the same Ms. 
Unknown, a.k.a. bottomless pit. 

Obviously, no one cared and no one did his job. The non-Feminazi bureaucrats saw a 
middle-aged guy lusting after some pretty young thing and getting his fingers burnt. They 
figured I should have known better, had my fun and moved on; only an idiot would marry such a 
slut. The Feminists obviously thought I got what I deserved for violating one of their sacred 
commandments that condemned older guys pursuing pretty young ladies instead of mature, 
intelligent, strong and unattractive females like themselves. Whatever a person’s ideology, the 
hann Poisoned Dragon caused me, the harm she would cause other men in the future and the 
U.S. laws she willingly violated didn’t seem to matter because it all revolved around sex. 

Since the ascendancy of political correctionalism in the 1970s, American culture has 
reduced the importance of relationships between guys and girls to the common denominator of 
sex. Guys and girls feel driven by a fear of missing out on something if they don’t have sex with 
a lot of different people. Everywhere a person turns, the popular images foisted by the media, 
which knows better than any business that sex sells, depict people caught up in a frenzy of sex 
whether in real life or the land of make believe. Such public pervasiveness and mass profiteering 
off of sex make it about as significant as going to the movies. So when a President of the United 
States lies under oath to a grand jury or a Russian prostitute commits perjury to gain entry into 
America in order to sell her body for dollars, it doesn’t matter, because it involves sex. 
Somewhere America lost the understanding that an act of such intimacy meant more than a 
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momentary kick. Beyond procreation, sex gave humans the ability to touch the underlying flow 
of life in both the separation from and union with the lives of others—combining the duality of 
our natures without losing either. I didn’t understand why my society considered acceptable the 
conduct that exploited for selfish material gains the ability to reach to the very core of our 
existence. If anything constituted crime, that did. 

My last attempt to pressure New York City Immigration involved using my status as a 
former associate of the Wall Street law firm Cravath, Swaine & Moore. The title “former 
associate” doesn’t sound like much, but since Cravath is one of the best law firms in the country, 
my stint there usually helped open doors, especially with other lawyers who worked at the firm 
but subsequently left. A camaraderie of the “also-rans,” who nearly made it to the peak of the 
legal profession. Using the firm’s alumni directory, I tracked down a middle-aged male alum 
working in one of the United States Attorney’s offices in New York City. Whenever 
Immigration brought charges against an alien, the local U.S. Attorney’s office generally 
prosecuted the case. 

A call from an Assistant U.S. Attorney inquiring as to the status of Poisoned Dragon’s 
case might prod the Immigration agent Kazenko into action. The Cravath alum graciously made 
the call to Kazenko who said he had conducted an interview of my wife at Flash Dancers right 
after I filed the complaint, but resolution of the investigation depended on whether Immigration 
could prove the Russian organized crime connections with my wife. That surprised both me and 
the Cravath alum. What did Russian organize crime have to do with anything? They weren’t 
involved—the case was about a lying alien ho. My wife committed perjury when she applied for 
a temporary green card and an immigrant visa that defrauded both Immigration and the State 
Department. Immigration had the proof in the form of her diary and the Mexican immigration 
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visitor documents. The Government didn’t need anything else! The stuff about establishing 
Russian mob connections was probably just a way out of doing his job. Kazenko also told the 
alum that he would contact me with the results of INS’ investigation when it ended. I doubted 
Kazenko would ever inform me of anything. Needless to say, I never heard from New York 
City’s Immigration office. 

Can I Get a Witness? 

During the same period that my fight for justice traveled down the Federal Agency track, 
the second prong of my pincer counterattack focused on a costly effort to not only authenticate 
Poisoned Dragon’s diary for use in court but to discover new information about her misdeeds 
that might lead to admissible evidence needed to show fraud for an annulment or adultery for a 
divorce. The diary, once authenticated, would provide more than enough evidence for a divorce 
on cruel and inhuman grounds, but I preferred an annulment or divorce for adultery because the 
INS could use either in a deportation hearing to show she married just for a green card or lied 
about not working as a prostitute. Although the annulment and adultery actions might not fly 
because of the defense that I cohabited with Poisoned Dragon after learning about the debased 
conduct described in her diary, my intuition and understanding of the energetic nature with 
which my wife pursued immoral activities convinced me I didn’t know anywhere near the full 
extent of her lies and debauchery. 

Gathering admissible evidence posed a daunting task since it lay strewn across a good 
portion of the globe: Moscow and Krasnodar in Russia; Limassol, Cyprus; Mexico City, 
Acapulco, Cancun and Puerta Vallarta in Mexico; Milan, Venice and Florence, Italy; New York 
City and who knew where else. How easily a girl using the currency between her legs can travel 
the world. Language also presented an obstacle because many useful documents were likely 
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written in a foreign language for which the New York State court required a written translation 
accompanied by an affidavit in which the translator swears he knows the language and accurately 
translated the document. Many potential witnesses probably didn’t speak English and lived 
outside the reach of the New York court, so the court couldn’t simply issue a summons requiring 
them to show up and testily. Nevertheless, the Hague Convention on the Taking of Evidence 
Abroad in Civil or Commercial Matters made it possible, but difficult, to obtain testimony in the 
countries of Poisoned Dragon’s nefarious activities. First, however, I needed to discover the 
documents and people who might provide useful testimony for my annulment and divorce case. 
In trying to do that, I ran into a major obstacle in the New York court’s procedural rules for 
tenninating a marriage. 

Generally when someone starts a court action, they do so to redress a wrong, like the 
wrong headedness of my marrying Poisoned Dragon. Initially, both sides know some facts but 
usually not enough to win at trial. The law, therefore, allows plaintiffs and defendants to use a 
court enforced process called “Discovery” in which both sides, or as the court calls them parties, 
try to find documents and locate witnesses that may help their respective sides. The court allows 
a number of techniques for Discovery, but the heart of the process that makes it work, requires 
each party to turn over relevant facts they possess that the other side requests. For example, 
many times only one party knows how to find a witness potentially useful to the other side, such 
as my wife’s customers and other people mentioned in her dairy. Under Discovery, the opposing 
party must disclose that information if asked. Naturally, lots of parties don’t, but if caught, the 
court will slam them with fines or give victory to the opposing side. 

Unfortunately for me, New York State courts dramatically limit discovery in matrimonial 
proceedings because of the alleged fear that preying into personal affairs might exacerbate the 
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acrimony and strife between the parties, making any reconciliation impossible. The real reason, 
however, is to protect the wives from the embarrassment of the truth leaking out about their 
lascivious life style and other personal foibles. After all, both hos and Feminazis hide behind the 
visage of virtuousness to wreck their evil. It’s tough to play the victim when the world knows 
the female is a two-face slut. Husbands generally don’t give a damn over such false fronts; 
therefore, the limiting of Discovery into personal matters more often than not favors the wife. 
Why was I not surprised? The judges also fear the type of extensive Discovery used in every 
other type of civil litigation for getting at the truth might place unfair pressure on parties in a 
matrimonial case, unfair to whom—the wife. What about the strong and independent modem 
day female, or do those qualities only apply to when she wants a high paying job? What about 
all those females in the news, television shows, commercials and movies doing super deeds 
nearly everyday? Why should the courts go out of their way to protect them unless all the hype 
is just more lies that allow girls to take advantage—strong woman or fragile girl depending on 
which role serves their selfish interests. 

So the courts limit discovery into personal matters because that’s the realm females want 
to keep private, but when it comes to delving into personal financial affairs, the courts, 
incongruously, not only allow it but require extensive Discovery. Now, if anything will cause 
acrimony and strife and unfair pressure, it’s tracking down a man’s assets in order to loot them. 
But the courts don’t see it that way. The not so subtle hand of the Feminazis created a system by 
which the wife, usually the financially dependent spouse, uses the power of the court to expose 
the husband’s assets in order to expropriate an unjustified percentage. Meanwhile, the courts all 
but prevent husbands from laying bare the moral turpitude of their wives. And, just in case the 
husband manages to somehow prove his wife at fault, the courts say never mind and still reward 
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her a large chu nk of the assets the husband earned while the wife lived off his largess and 
cheated behind his back. 

A guy works hard during his marriage to save money for retirement, discovers his wife’s 
a slut or a shrew, but the judge hamstrings him from proving it, and even when he does show his 
wife’s revolting conduct destroyed the marriage, she still gets a lot of his money—a classic 
Feminazi Catch 22. The domestic relations courts, as with other government bureaucracies, 
simply believe females have the right to engage in whatever conduct they wish without paying 
the price—that’s left to those they harm. The rules and the discretion given to the many man- 
hating judges in matrimonial courts result in those courts harming mainly men. 

The odds were slim to none for a judge in the New York Supreme Court in Manhattan to 
direct my wife to provide me with names, telephone numbers and addresses for potential 
witnesses or documents to help prove my case. I’d have to find them myself and hope a jury 
would consider them. Using Poisoned Dragon’s diary, my telephone logs, the Russian telephone 
recordings and other investigatory results; I drew up a list of people, many identified only by 
their first names, others by a description or when and where I met them, and next to each noted 
the issue or issues about which they might have information. 

With an annulment, the court wiped the legal record clean, which was what I wanted to 
do with my memory. But to win an annulment, meant finding more revolting secrets about 
Poisoned Dragon of which I didn’t know before we last cohabited together on December 4, 

2000. Adultery ranked next in my choice for ending the marriage, but the New York courts 
make it difficult to prove. Neither spouse can testify against the other, so the evidence of 
adultery must come from other sources such as her sex partners—fat chance, but I had to try. 
Since her dairy chronicled her previous affairs before and after our marriage, by showing she 
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continued to associate with these lovers and clients, a jury could infer she also engaged in further 
sexual activity for which I didn’t forgive her because I didn’t know about it. But I needed 
testimony to support her continuing association with former lovers and customers. Even better 
would be testimony that she continued working as a prostitute throughout our marriage. 

Even if I didn’t win on annulment or adultery, I felt confident in obtaining a divorce for 
cruel and inhuman treatment no matter how biased the judge was against men. Under a claim of 
cruel and inhuman treatment, the adultery defense of cohabitation didn’t apply. I could use the 
adulterous acts detailed in her dairy to show she treated me in a despicable manner harmful to 
my emotional well-being for which the court should grant a divorce. Before the court, however, 
would admit the diary as evidence, I needed to authenticate it. 

Authentication required a sample of her handwriting to show she wrote the diary and not 
someone else or testimony by people who could recognize her handwriting, preferably both. The 
letters she sent me wouldn’t do to identify her handwriting because they were written in English, 
which uses a completely different alphabet than Russian. A writing sample in Russian by her 
was needed. I also needed testimony verifying a fair number of the events in the diary as 
accurate so that the court could conclude the writings expressed her thoughts and acts rather than 
just a girl’s fantasies or the draft for a novel. Secretly making a copy and intimidating her into 
giving me part of the original didn’t prevent its use as evidence. 

My first step meant showing Poisoned Dragon’s diary to various people she wrote about 
in order to confirm it mirrored her sorted reality. Showing Poisoned Dragon’s diary to her 
friends and acquaintances meant endless humiliation for her, a pleasing prospect, and my 
traveling to Krasnodar to track down some of these people, not a pleasing prospect. Another 
way of showing she actually wrote the diary required taking her fingerprints off of the original 
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pages I forced my wife to give me in September 2000 when I surprised her on returning from 
Cyprus. Since Immigration had her prints on file, the presence of them all over those original 
pages implied she wrote those pages and the handwriting could then be compared with the rest of 
the diary of which I only had a copy. But could I get her prints from Immigration or convince a 
Feminazi judge to order Poisoned Dragon fingerprinted—all iffy bets. Better to try to find 
someone in Krasnodar who might recognize her handwriting or obtain a sample of her writing in 
Russian. 

Looking for evidence in her backyard would likely stir up some trouble, so I wanted 
some Russian guys with clout to call on in case something stupid happened. Kroll won’t do 
because by then my former boss, the Feminazi-lesbo, and her girlfriend had turned the firm in 
Russia into a timid, feminine operation to insecure to help me and that acted irrationally. I 
needed some guys with guts and honor, and I knew exactly where to turn. 

During one of my prior trips to Russia in the early 1990s, I had met at a conference the 
boss of a Russian private eye firm that handled especially dangerous or difficult cases that other 
firms were too scared or incompetent to carry them off. The firm included fonner military 
intelligence (G.R.U.) agents, but in Russia, once a member of the G.R.U., always a member. 
During the cold war, the West knew about the K.G.B., which spied on Russians and foreigners, 
and the national police force the M.V.D., but few ever heard of the elite G.R.U., a secret group, 
independent from the K.G.B. and M.V.D. and beholding only to the military’s general staff. No 
one applied for a G.R.U. post—they were chosen. The G.R.U. held a more practical view of the 
world than the Communist xenophobes in the K.G.B. or M.V.D. After the Soviet Union 
collapsed, the G.R.U. continued to protect Russia’s interests as seen from a global, long-tenn 
perspective within a civilized world order while the K.G.B., turned into the F.B.S., used its 
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crime-control functions largely to protect criminal syndicates that looted the nation. In the 
M.V.D., corruption ran rampant with some policemen acting as contract killers for the 
syndicates. The G.R.U. remained a cohesive, highly efficient and professional military 
intelligence agency trying to keep Russia from sinking to the level of a third world bandit 
country. G.R.U.’s symbol is identical to the one used by Batman. 

My G.R.U. contacts provided me the name of a high-ranking law enforcement official in 
Krasnodar to contact in case the forces of destruction decided to pay me an unfortunate visit in 
Southern Russia. The official eventually sent a warning to Inessa in the form of a couple of 
police officers that the local M.V.D. knew about Poisoned Dragon’s threats against me, her work 
as a prostitute and was keeping an eye on Inessa and her daughter’s activities. The officers 
reported back that Inessa didn’t appear intimidated but a rather hard woman who was not 
completely sane. Inessa’s posture didn’t faze me. I knew both her and Poisoned Dragon masters 
at appearing tough while inside the fear and hatred bubbled to borderline lunacy. Thanks to my 
G.R.U. guys, I didn’t need to worry about Russian toughs waylaying me on a dark Krasnodar 
street. 

As part of my home front offensive in New York City, I enlisted a young, good-looking 
Russian guy to work undercover for me by going to Flash Dancers periodically in an effort to 
befriend Poisoned Dragon to see what infonnation she might unwittingly drop. A mission 
unlikely of success given Poisoned Dragon’s propensity for secrecy but worth a try, since the 
young age of my agent and his ability to speak her native tongue might cause her in a moment of 
loneliness and weariness to drop her guard. In order to make her feel closer to him, it was better 
that he didn’t appear as the usual customer, virtually all of whom she hated. I instructed him to 
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pay her money just to sit and talk and not for any lap dances, to try to create the image of a 
younger protective brother. 

Shape of Things To Come 

Before my excursion to Indian territory in Krasnodar, I had to appear at the April 6, 2001 
hearing in the Feminazi infested Queens Family Court for a detennination of whether Poisoned 
Dragon, I or the both of us received Pennanent Orders of Protection. About ten days prior to the 
hearing, the trinity of evil switched their objective. Finally realizing they couldn’t bludgeon me 
into committing perjury before the INS, they tried to intimidate me into caving on the order of 
protection hearing and settling without a trial the annulment/divorce case. Poisoned Dragon and 
her lawyers didn’t want to risk through the hearing or a trial the exposure of her fraud on the INS 
and State Department, tax evasion, smuggling money overseas and prostitution. So Mundy lied 
to Judith, still my lawyer, that he had obtained medical records proving I repeatedly beat my 
wife. Unfortunately for me I didn’t, but should have. When I was a Kid, I quickly learned that 
if you are going to be blamed for something—you might as well do it. 

Judith, as with most modern-day female cauldrons of hostility boiling with certainty in 
the perpetual guilt of men, grilled me over the telephoned in her loud, nasty voice trying to beat 
me, her own client, into confessing misdeeds for which she only had a two-bit opposing lawyer’s 
accusation. It never occurred to her that maybe Mundy lied. Why she was doing Mundy’s work 
for him by giving her own client the third degree? It didn’t make sense. Did she want me to cut 
a deal, so Poisoned Dragon could avoid a hearing on the orders of protection and a trial in the 
annulment/divorce case? Or had the Feminazis turned my country into a land of mean-spirited 
twisted female gnomes yelling for the above-the-neck head of any man. 
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Angrily I said, “It never happened. The only person who ever got hit was me when my 
wife slugged me in the back. Did you ask Mundy for copies of the medical records?” 

“No,” she curtly answered. 

“Why not? How do you know he’s not lying?” 

Silence. I continued, “Call Mundy and ask him for copies. Anything he produces will be 
a phony. He might get some Russian doctor to falsify documents but then we can subpoena my 
wife’s HMO records to show she never used it for any medical treatment and cross-examine her 
on why she paid a Russian doctor instead of using her HMO doctor for free.” 

Having failed to make me cave, Judith changed the subject, “Let’s discuss the upcoming 
hearing.” 

Like so many attorneys, Judith didn’t realize whom she worked for. She thought I should 
do whatever made her life easier, regardless of the truth or justice. Judith looked on me the way 
my wife saw the thousands of men for whom she stripped—suckers. I’d keep Judith through the 
hearing on the orders of protection, then dump her for a male lawyer. 

We decided to request the female judge in the Queens Family Court to transfer both of 
the protection order cases to the Manhattan Supreme Court where the annulment/divorce 
proceeding was. Judith would argue that it made more sense for one court rather than two to 
deal with the disputes between my wife and me. All courts try to save time, money and energy 
by transferring cases between the same parties that have related issues to one judge. 

Personally, I didn’t give a damn about making life easier for the troglodytes in the 
Queens court, I just wanted out of that den of male malevolence to a place where Judith told me 
the truth stood a better, although slim chance, of winning. In the Manhattan Supreme Court, we 
would proceed to a trial on the annulment, divorce and orders of protection before a jury. If the 
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Queens Family judge denied the request, then at the hearing, we would try to paint a picture of 
Poisoned Dragon as a ruthless professional prostitute willing to do anything to remain in 
America in order to make big bucks in the sex industry, which included lying to the court to 
obtain a Temporary and Permanent Order of Protection in a scheme to intimidate me into helping 
her acquire a pennanent green card. I fully expected my wife’s lawyers to oppose transferring 
the case to a slightly less biased court. 

Before the hearing, I started searching for a male attorney. Unfortunately, in New York 
City in the new millennium, it’s impossible to identify a man from his biological characteristics. 
One well-respected lawyer sporting a beard actually told me that the current generation of men 
must pay the price for thousands of years of treating women badly. This clown epitomized the 
Feminazis’ “new man”—ignorant, emasculated in mind and soul. What a dope. He knew 
neither history nor how females work. 

About 10,000 years ago when females controlled the technology of farming that had 
replaced hunting as the primary source of food, they brutally ruled over the fates of men’s lives 
and deaths. Their drunkenness with power drove females to treat men no better than dogs as 
Frederick Engles described in Origin of the Family. As civilization grew in complexity, females 
relinquished to men the control of institutions for defense, the administration of public works and 
the functioning of the markets. Women no longer sat astride the levers of society’s power 
because they realized it was easier to dupe men into doing the hard and dangerous work. 

Besides, guys were better at dealing with complexity. Mothers simply molded the pliable minds 
of their young boys into believing a man’s purpose in life was to sacrifice himself for females. 
That allowed the little misses to greedily enjoy the fruits of men toiling their lives away or, as in 
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America since the 1970s, to use affirmative action to force men to step aside so that females 
could enjoy all of society’s benefits while men shouldered most of the burdens. 

Whether traditionalists or Feminazis, females created for themselves a privileged position 
out of an insidious false belief perpetuated by indoctrinating young children that women 
belonged on a pedestal whether as the weak, innocent, gentle girl in need of manly protection or 
the independent and strong super-heroine in need of obsequious worshippers. Consistent with 
female irrationality, the logical contradictions of the two pedestals don’t prevent modern day 
females from alternating between the two whenever it serves their selfish aims. The traditional 
girl laughs as men go off to work in hazardous occupations to bring home enough money for her 
to purchase the useless bobbles, fashions and cosmetics that satisfy her vanity or secure the 
social status she desires. The Feminazi laughs as she claims the most desirable jobs for which 
she’s not qualified. And they both laugh as war, the greatest of man’s horrors, is still fought for 
land, riches and society’s self-aggrandizement that the traditional girl yearns for and goads men 
into fighting for while the Feminazis relish the reduction in male competition for society’s perks 
that war brings through death, injury and the lost of time. 

A chief cause of war has always been stealing another tribe, city-state or country’s 
natural resources so that females could enjoy a plusher life style. Most of the clothing stores and 
other retail shops on Fifth Avenue and lower Broadway, known since the 1800s as the ladies’ 
mile, cater to females, since the average girl consumes more than the average guy. Fashion for 
females changes every year, so for a girl to stay fashionably attired in order to satiate her vanity 
requires buying the latest and dumping the old. In the end, the average girl causes not only the 
depletion of more natural resources, whether won by war of arms or business, but also causes 
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more pollution than the average guy—don’t forget the tons of cosmetics and other girlie products 
washed down the drain everyday. 

For the Order of Protection hearing, a couple of pals, Jeff and Alan, accompanied me to 
the Queens Family Court to make sure Poisoned Dragon didn’t corner me in some hallway or 
elevator so she could falsely yell rape or claim assaulted in order to once again exploit the 
modem American version of justice that all men are guilty when accused by a woman. By now, 

I understood why some men chose to circumvent the courts by just blowing some lying ho 
away—it was the only way they could get justice. Alan pointed out my wife as we entered the 
the waiting room that looked like an early, retro motor vehicle office. She was dressed all in 
black, as usual, and her breasts looked bigger, most likely thanks to foam rubber. She probably 
hoped the judge was a lesbian—a good chance in New York City. She didn’t look stressed and 
seemed rather confident, and so she should for American courts are the inquisitional engine used 
to destroy men who refuse to believe as do the Feminazis. The ore, my attorney, finally waddled 
in. Judith talked with Poisoned Dragon’s attorney who wasn’t Mundy but a girl lawyer from his 
office. Mundy ran the show, but for appearances, he used a girl lawyer as a front to appeal to the 
usual judges’ biases against men. To my surprise, Poisoned Dragon’s attorney agreed to move 
the case to the Supreme Court where the annulment and divorce proceeding was filed. 

The bailiff called both sides into a large closet masquerading as a courtroom with a 
female judge, who was propped up behind a bench that couldn’t weather a strong sneeze. The 
ever-present officer with a pistol stood off to the side in case a man decided he wanted justice 
instead of persecution. The bailiff directed Poisoned Dragon and me to sit in two chairs smack 
next to each other in front of the higher-seated, man-hating judge. Always wanting to be on top, 
Feminist judges usually positioned the chairs to further belittle the men whose rights they 
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violated on the say-so of a duplicitous female. I pulled my chair away from Poisoned Dragon’s 
and sat down. Both our lawyers requested the transfer of the hearing to the annulment/divorce 
court, which the judge, seeing an opportunity for less work, quickly ordered. 

Jeff, Alan and I couldn’t figure out why Poisoned Dragon’s attorney agreed to have the 
case transfer. Something wasn’t right. The transfer did extend the Temporary Order of 
Protection against me to the end of July, but that meant next nothing, since the odds of my 
accidentally coming within 500 feet of my wife were slim to none. Perhaps Poisoned Dragon’s 
lawyer thought that in opposing the transfer, the judge might go ahead and grant both sides a 
pennanent order of protection, which would cause Poisoned Dragon problems with Immigration. 
In any event, although my wife didn’t know it yet, a delay in the hearing helped me because now 
I could travel to Krasnodar, scheduled for the following week, without being under the cloud of a 
court finding that I had threatened my wife. 

A permanent order of protection would reduce my credibility with potential witnesses 
while the Temporary Order provided a laughable example of how twisted America had become 
under political correctionalism. Russians, men and women, thought temporary orders of 
protection typical American hypocrisy for the world’s alleged bastion of liberty and due process. 
Even Stalin allowed his purge victims their day in court before the judge inevitably condemned 
them, but in America, where the rest of the world knows women rule in order to destroy men, a 
man might end up in jail if a duplicitous woman decides to put him there—even without a show 
trial. Sure he may be exonerated later on, but he’ll never get off of America’s newest black list, 
more accurately called the “pink list” or the domestic relations offenders roll, which 
predominantly consists of men put there by lying hos and Feminazi judges. The government, 
media and business use the list to grind into the dust any man who dares go up against a 
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scheming female. All it takes is a temporary order of protection—no trial, no hearing, no right to 
defend to put a man into the F.B.I.’s data base. 

Help 

The next day, Saturday, I met a friend arriving from Czechoslovakia. Traviesa, twenty- 
four and hot, needed a place to stay, for free naturally, and to hide from her former boyfriend, 
Bobby, a cousin of the deceased mobster Joey Gallo. The fall of the Soviet Union cried havoc to 
an unsuspecting world as it let loose a flood of pretty young girls bent on conniving their way 
into the good life in America. 

Traviesa and I first met in my Russian language class at Hunter College in 1998. Right 
from the beginning, I knew she was trouble. She first arrived in New York City the same year at 
age nineteen to nanny the kids of Bobby and his wife, who was related to the mafia don John 
Gotti. Traviesa quickly replaced the wife as the apple of Bobby’s thirty-something eyes, and 
over the next few years, he ended up broke, divorced and addicted to cocaine. During her 
adventures, she periodically hid out in my apartment from her jealous, and rightly so, boyfriend. 
As with all pretty, young things, she wanted to have fun and did. Some of her stories sounded 
more dangerous than fun, such as when her fellow Czechoslovakian girlfriend picked up a 
stranger at a disco and had unprotected sex with him just to get back at her boyfriend for some 
alleged slight while Traviesa laid awake in the same bed. 

Traviesa’s hoodlum associates didn’t concern me because of my past encounters with 
goons during my media days. Like Russian gangsters, they’re cowards at heart, but can be real 
annoying, like spoiled children. 

One night, during her periodic hiding from Bobby, Traviesa and I took in the Old Blue 
Rugby Football Club’s annual spring dinner. In younger days, I played mediocre rugby on one 
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of the lower squads for that very good team. After dinner, Traviesa asked me to take her to a bar 
in Bobby’s neighborhood, not any bar, but Bobby’s favorite. Traviesa hoped to find some 
wealthy guy she had previously met there. 

“Get one of these 220 pound ruggers to take you. I only weigh 160. Both Bobby and his 
ex-con brother are bigger than me, but not these guys.” I said motioning to the thirty odd guys at 
their physical peak after a year of rugby. 

She chimes, “Oh Bobby won’t be there. Besides, I’m too shy to ask one of these guys. 
You know I have a hard time meeting guys.” 

“Since when?” 

“Stop,” as she slapped my arm in knee jerk protestation. 

“Look, not a problem, I’ll get the coach to introduce you to whomever you wish, and 
have him say you’re my niece. You’re a good-looking babe Traviesa, and as I told you before, 
your breasts and ass are just right. You can have your pick of these guys. I’m sure one of them 
will take you to the bar, act the gentlemen and the rich guy will see you with him and become 
interested in you. Isn’t that the way you girls think? ” 

Whispering in the chronic conspiratorial tone of her seductively husky voice, “No, 
anyway I’m too fat, and too shy to ask any of them. Wouldn’t you take me to the bar? I’m 
really interested in this guy.” 

“I thought this guy was gay.” 

“I think so, but he’s rich. Pleaseeeee.” 

Bored, I took her to the bar after the rugby dinner. Naturally the guy’s not there, but 
within minutes of our arrival in walks Bobby and his ex-con bother Viny. Bobby and Viny came 
from the lower order of the intelligence scale and diligently worked their way down from there. 
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Traviesa, a smart, shrewd girl played Bobby because at this point in his life he still had money. 
Traviesa and I never fooled around because I knew she was nothing but trouble. Just look at this 
fix she got me into without sex. 

As Bobby and Viny approached, I went on red-alert and decided not to play the 
obsequious weasel to her Neanderthal boyfriend by explaining my relationship with Traviesa, 
which he wouldn’t believe anyway thanks to Traviesa previously confessing to him that she was 
staying in my apartment. To my surprise, neither of these mob-related guys with over-active 
mouths came close to fighting or even verbally provoking it. They reserved their epithets for 
Traviesa, and I didn’t care; she wasn’t my girl. If she wanted to protect her honor, she could do 
it herself. The three of them moved to the sparsely occupied back of the bar to conduct 
prolonged negotiations while I sat with my drink in the crowded area, just in case. Traviesa 
decided to stay, and I with some relief immediately took my opportunity to escape this mafia 
domestic-relations dispute and went home to sleep. 

Bobby, however, felt differently and telephoned me at two in the morning saying he was 
coming over to pick up Traviesa’s belongings and that I’d better have them ready! This idiot 
apparently saw too many gangster movies. 

I replied, “You can go wherever you want, but if you knock on my door, ITl have the 
police through you in jail, and if you breakdown my door, I’ll take out both you and your jailbird 
brother.” 

That ended the calling for that night, but periodically throughout 1998, even after 
Traviesa moved out, he’d call around four in the morning after a night of shoveling coke up his 
nose looking for Traviesa. He became an annoying joke, so I had to call his third brother, the 
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older and smarter one, to tell Bobby to knock it off, or I’d go to the police. The calls stopped, 
and Traviesa returned to Europe in December 1998. 

The next time I heard from her was September 1999. She telephoned me at Kroll in 
Moscow to say she was working and partying in Majorca, but had spent all her savings from 
work on clothes and now needed $400 to get back home to the Austro-Hungarian Empire. 

“Why don’t you ask Bobby for the money, he’s your boyfriend,” I said. 

“I can’t ask Bobby because he thinks I’m working in the grape fields at home,” she 
cajoled. 

“So you lied to him about partying in Majorca?” 

“No, I just didn’t tell him. Besides Bobby is nearly broke anyway, except for his small 
loan sharking business and that money he uses to buy coke.” 

Begrudgingly, I sent her the money, which to her credit, she promptly repaid. 

When I returned to America with Poisoned Dragon nearly a year later in 2000, Traviesa’s 
was back in town legally working under a visa Bobby got her through his father’s parking garage 
business. Bobby was off the coke and making some money again. The four of us went out to 
lunch together, which finally got Bobby off my case after he met my wife. The only benefit I 
ever received from marrying Poisoned Dragon. 

In the fall, Traviesa dumped Bobby, again; he was completely broke, and she went back 
to Czechoslovakia for college. After a couple of semesters, she needed money, so with her visa 
about to expire, she flew back to New York in April 2001, and like the soft-hearted jerk I am, 
agreed to let her stay in my apartment for free. 
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At JFK, I spotted her coming out of the arrival gate. She looked better than last time I 
saw her nine months earlier. Back then, I still hoped Poisoned Dragon would metamorphose into 
a human being. I made my way over, we kissed hello on the cheeks. 

“How was your flight?” 

“I almost missed my connecting flight because the flight to Fra nk furt was delayed.” 

Frankfurt, I thought, the same place Poisoned Dragon few into when returning from 
whoring in Mexico. Would reminders of her forever haunt me? 

“Well, you’re looking good. Your breasts are bigger. What happened?” 

In my middle age, I had discovered that young girls willingly talked to me about their 
most intimate and nefarious matters. They no longer saw me as belonging to the pool of eligible 
suckers whom they needed to deceive into thinking they were good girls of marriageable quality, 
and they likely wanted me to know of their availability for seduction by a middle-aged guy 
willing to spend money on them. These girls confided in me about their boyfriends, their one- 
night stands, guys who came to fast or were otherwise lousy in bed, guys they used, guys they 
conned drinks out of, girls they sexually played with, drugs and general stupidity, but the key 
themes were always boys and sex. It didn’t take me long to conclude that the pretty young 
things I idealized in my youth, regardless of nationality, were incapable of fidelity. They 
constantly deceived their main boyfriend into believing he was the one and only. They were all 
hos. The only difference, the degree of hoing and the fonn of compensation. My wife went for 
cold hard cash, while most conned favors and gifts. Not a one knew anything about morality; 
they firmly believed in survival of the slutiest. Had I only known that when younger? 

Traviesa answered, “My mom has been stuffing me with food and I got fat especially my 
rear.” She turned to show me her ass. It didn’t look fat to me. 
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“You’re not fat. You’re just the right size that guys want. So how much longer until you 
get your undergraduate degree?” 

“Two semesters. I’m the oldest in my classes. I feel I’ve wasted so much time, and now I 
have to skip a semester to make some money. You said a friend of yours might teach me to tend 
bar?” 

“I’m sure he’ll be happy to and try to sleep with you at the same time, but that’s up to 

you.” 

“I can handle that.” 

“I’m sure you can.” 

“Stop it Roy. I’m not like your wife.” 

“Well you do come from Eastern Europe, the former Soviet Union.” 

“I’m not from Eastern Europe but Central Europe, and Czechoslovakia was not part of 
the Soviet Union. I despise those Russians. They destroyed my country’s economy and acted 
like pigs when they occupied my country. When I was a little girl, I had to walk past the Russian 
soldier barracks to get to school. I was so scared they’d rape me that every day I ran as fast as I 
could pass the barracks, praying no one grabbed me. When they finally left, we were so happy. 
We cheered them leaving.” 

“I’ll cheer when the INS makes Poisoned Dragon leave America for good, if it does.” 

“A new name for your loving wife. How appropriate, but I still like your original 
endearment of‘Angel,’ she mockingly said. 

“Be nice, or I won’t call my bartender friend Tom.” 

“So tell me about you and Angel. What happened?” Young girls always liked to talk 
about relationships. 
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“I finally kicked her out of my apartment. She and her attorneys tried to get me to lie to 
Immigration to help her get a green card; I refused, so they had her take out a Temporary Order 
of Protection against me hoping it would pressure me into doing what they wanted. That’s when 
the war started. In response, I filed an annulment and divorce action that they’re trying to force 
me into settling so they can avoid a trial that will expose her having lied to the Government to 
get into the country.” 

“Nice people. What happened with the Temporary Order of Protection?” 

“The hearing was yesterday, but both sides agreed to transfer it to the annulment and 
divorce court.” 

“Why didn’t you expose her at the hearing and use that with the INS.” 

“My lawyer said I’d have a better chance in the other court, the divorce court.” 

“Well, from what I saw with Bobby’s divorce, men don’t have a chance in any New York 

court.” 

“You know, you’re right. Hmmm, so why then did my lawyer say I would?” 

“To get you to agree to the transfer, of course. Even I can see that. Maybe your lawyer 
and Angel’s lawyer cut a deal?” 

“Of course! Why didn’t I see it? Mundy calls my attorney with this lie about medical 
records showing I beat my wife; my lawyer uses that to try to hammer me into a settlement, but 
when I refuse, Mundy and my lawyer concoct a scheme to switch the Order of Protection hearing 
to another court. That way it buys Poisoned Dragon time to apply for a permanent green card 
without a court record of any criminal activities hanging over her head.” 

“I think you need a new lawyer,” Traviesa advised. 
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“I’m already looking for one. But the INS takes months, sometimes years before 
deciding to grant a permanent green card, and by then the hearing and trial will have occurred, so 
the INS will end up with a court record anyway.” 

“But in the meantime, Angel continues to make big bucks at Flash Dancers.” 

“I should have used you for my lawyer instead. Looks like another goof on my part, or 
more accurately, another sellout by an American Feminazi! I’d like to nuke them all! But why 
would my lawyer conspire with Mundy? She’d make more money with a hearing. Maybe she 
just hates men so much; she uses every chance to knife them in the back.” 

“Or something is going on that you don’t know about.” 

“What do you mean?” I asked. 

“In my country, when things happen that don’t appear to make sense, it’s because people 
behind the scenes are controlling peoples’ actions.” 

“But this is America, not a fonner communist country. Who could possibly pressure my 
lawyer to sabotage her own client?” 

“I don’t know. It’s your wife, not mine. Maybe she has powerful friends?” 

“In Krasnodar yes, they’re all her Johns, but in New York City, I don’t think so. It’s 
probably just Feminazi dictates that require females to hann men at every chance. Well, I’ll just 
have to wait a little longer to expose my wife in court.” 

“Are you sure you’ll get the chance?” 

“My next attorney is going to be a man, no more relying on these scheming Feminazis. 
I’m not settling anything without a trial.” 

“I hope you’re right.” Traviesa asked, “Is Angel still working as a prostitute?” . 

“It looks that way.” 
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“What a slut, to her money is more important than another person’s feelings.” 

It still hurt when people called my wife a slut, but it was the truth. “She’s quite adept in 
her scams. She can take your last dollar from between your teeth and then look at you like you 
stole it from her.” 

“When I met her, she didn’t seem like a tramp or a crook, which, I guess, meant only that 
she could be both with more success than if she had.” 

“You’re absolutely right. Her innocent face hides more than a lying tongue.” 

“She seems very good at sizing up men accurately and quickly. Moving from one to 
another, using sex as both sword and shield and always leaving them poorer—just a shallow 
machine for making money.” 

“Once when putting my lingers inside her, I was surprised at not being able to feel the 
walls of her vagina. That experience, more than any other, brought home to me the reality that 
she’s as hollow and empty as the spaces between the stars. There’s nothing inside her but cold 
malicious darkness.” 

“She probably uses it to smuggle drugs and money.” 

“Money, yes, and likely drugs. I don’t even want to think about what else she’s put 
inside her. How can a girl live like that?” 

“Easy if she’s Russian and greedy, and she’s both.” 

I changed the subject. “So is Bobby going to start waking me up at four in the morning 
with more annoying telephone calls?” 

“No, he doesn’t know I’m here, and I want to keep it that way.” 

“Well, I’m not about to tell him.” 
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Traviesa took up residence on my couch. That night alone in bed, I felt somewhat at ease 
for the first time in two months as though Traviesa’s presence protected me from Poisoned 
Dragon’s endless black magic curses aimed at destroying what was left of my life. Ever since 
the Temporary Order of Protection, I felt under assault, not just from the typical attorney 
exaggerations of imminent doom, but also from unnatural feelings of dread. Unnatural in that 
they didn’t seem to originate from me. I’d experienced stress before, but never such feelings of 
hopelessness and powerlessness. My despair grew strongest near the full moon, which, 
according to Poisoned Dragon, her black magic powers were at their strongest. My tutor’s magic 
book stated that Russian witches cast spells after the new moon so the spell will grow in power 
as the moon turns full, but after the full moon, the spell fades away as the moon wanes and needs 
repetition after the new moon. For two months, I had put up with this roller coaster of 
metaphysical assault on my psyche trying to push me into giving up. Many of my so-called 
friends didn’t help either by advising I should let this Russian criminal get what she wants and 
move on with my life. But now, Traviesa’s presence seemed to lessen the black magic turmoil. 

Did the powers of pretty, young girls actually reached into the metaphysical realm to 
battle each other? Traviesa needed me alive, at least temporarily, to provide her a place to live 
while she learned bartending. Poisoned Dragon wanted me dead because under the Immigration 
law, a wife, even a separated one, with a dead husband was a shoe in for a permanent green card. 
And in our case, my death meant the elimination of the only person who cared enough to keep 
after the Government to enforce its laws by deporting her back to the medieval ages of Russia, 
where she belonged with all the other refuge of a failed civilization. Whatever magic Traviesa 
practiced or carried as her birthright staved off Poisoned Dragon’s curses and allowed me to 
sleep normally once again, although my dreams still consisted solely of nightmares. 
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Through out my tribulations, I tried to understand how other people handled doomed 
situations. Years earlier a television reporter friend for whom I worked as a producer at WABC- 
TV News ran into a hopeless situation with death as the only way out. He contracted terminal 
cancer while at the same time a female writer in the newsroom falsely accused him of striking 
her. This girl writer, renowned for her incompetence, decided to use the modern day female 
weapon of combining the traditional view of women as the weaker sex in need of extra 
protection with the modern belief that all men were brutes, and, therefore, automatically guilty 
whenever accused by the alleged fairer sex. In order to avenge herself for my friend’s fra nk 
reminders of her ineptitude and most likely against all the men who rebuffed her crude sexual 
advances, she lied about receiving a blow she most roundly deserved. Her false accusation 
required my friend to change jobs, pushed him into financial difficulty, aggravated his illness and 
caused him to die sooner than he would have. Leave it to a female to hit a man when he’s down. 

Not unlike the 1950s, when low-lives used false accusations about communism to destroy 
peoples’ lives; today females use lies about assault or harassment to decimate men because then 
as now the accused are considered guilty until they prove themselves innocent. Feminazi- 
McCarthyism has destroyed more lives than Joseph McCarthy ever did. Such a tactic contradicts 
one of the primary reasons for the American Revolution: due process, a person is presumed 
innocent until proven guilty. The Kings and Queens of Europe and the Catholic Inquisition 
torched countless people because of the impossibility of proving a negative, that a person did not 
do what the state accused him of doing. America’s founding fathers knew how humans tended 
to abuse power for selfish gains, how the powerful summarily eliminate their critics with witch¬ 
hunts, so they included in the Bill of Rights a guarantee of due process of law in which the 
crucial tenet held that the accused are presumed innocent until proven guilty, rather than the 
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other way around. But today that keystone of justice has crumbled for men, leaving them 
vulnerable to malicious females that make false accusations for vengeful, vain, monetary or other 
wrathful reasons. 

In the case of my reporter friend, the girl writer said that when the two of them were 
alone in an editing room, he struck her. Funny how the acts that females falsely accuse men of 
always seem to take place without any witnesses other than the man and the girl. Her mere 
accusation made my friend guilty. Without a witness or big brother’s all Seeing Eye, he couldn’t 
possible prove himself innocent. It was a shame that his family obligations prevented him from 
taking matters into his own hands by bringing the swift sword of justice to that duplicitous, 
empty-hearted female. At the time, I sensed my friend’s plight vaguely foreshadowed a similar 
situation awaiting me, and vowed that when my time came to battle feminine treachery, I would 
not find myself in a similar position where duty to others prevented me from exacting justice. 

Now that my war had started, the full emotional travail became clear when all a person’s 
joy dies with the termination of hope or pleasing thoughts for the future. On the other hand, 
everyday hammered my character a little bit meaner, especially toward the Feminazis. 

Image of a Girl 

Leaving Traviesa in my apartment along with two other friends who needed a place to 
crash for a few weeks, I again arrived in Moscow to stay with my translators, Sasha and Anya, 
both twenty now. In return for the accommodations, I paid a reasonable rent in dollars, bought 
groceries, which they promptly ate, and gave them some Macy’s silverware to replace their 
dysfunctional Soviet tin utensils. They were thrilled with the spoons that didn’t bend and the 
kn ives that didn’t need sharpening. Moscow still had “grinders” roving the streets putting 
cutting edges on kitchen kn ives. 
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Sasha and Anya, as with the vast majority of Russian college students, lived 
exceptionally poor, skirting the line of constant hunger. They really loved sweets, probably 
because sugar dulls the appetite. Their their refrigerator often contained only cake and bread. 
Both came from middle-class families with the fathers and mothers working at what Americans 
consider respectable jobs. In Russia, however, such jobs didn’t pay enough for parents to 
significantly help with college costs even with free or nominal tuition, a holdover from the 
Soviet era. The well-educated middle class in Russia was poor, so students often worked at full 
time jobs while in college just to make enough for survival. No wonder many pretty coeds went 
in for part time Banya orgy work under New Russians and foreign executives. Coeds also made 
ends meet by dating older, wealthier guys who favored them with material favors. I don’t think 
Sasha or Anna went in for Banya work, but they did date older, more established men. 

The night before my flight from Moscow to Krasnodar, my buddy Tony and I hit a disco 
with his latest non-pretty Russian concubine. Tony commiserated over the disaster of my 
marriage to Poisoned Dragon and, to my near shock, bought me a few drinks. Tony’s reputation 
for frugality surpassed only his notoriety for hustling his buddies’ girlfriends. Even at strip 
clubs, whether dating the stripper or not, Tony only paid the girls 40 rubles for a lap dance, 
which was about two dollars, when the going rate was 100 rubles. There had to be some ulterior 
motive for his largesse in buying me drinks. Sure enough, he wanted Anya’s telephone number. 
Tony met Anya, the little red haired girl as I called her, when she and I were in a disco in 
Moscow. Ever since then, he badgered me for her telephone number. I agreed to give it to him, 
if she okayed it. 

American executives in Moscow struck me as a sorry bunch of losers by American 
standards, whether on the girl or occupation fronts. Of course, who was I to talk? Anyway, they 
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couldn’t compete in America, so they gravitated to Russia where they appeared as big shots, at 
least in their own heads. 

In the evening on Easter Sunday, April, 15, 2001,1 took the two-hour Aeroflot flight to 
Krasnodar. After landing at the same old airport out of the 1930s, I negotiated a taxi driver down 
from the usual astronomical fee they asked of Americans to about twice the going rate for 
natives. With Russian taxi drivers, or more accurately ordinary citizens freelancing as taxi 
drivers, the lone passenger always sits up front. Russians, especially outside of Moscow and St. 
Petersburg, seldom run into Americans, whom they hold in a mixture of awe, envy and dislike. 
Most Russians, given the opportunity, will launch into a lot of questions in the hope of salvaging 
some of the old pride that still lingers from the lies they once believed under the Soviets. As a 
guess in their land and not wanting to end up in a ditch, I always tried to accommodate them with 
a few criticisms about America of which I had plenty. Between my driver’s poor English and 
my poor Russian, I explained my situation—he laughed, warning me, as if I didn’t know, that the 
greatest evil on earth was Russian prostitutes, but that an honest Russian woman, which I 
doubted existed, was one of the greater goods. He advised I should find me one and forget about 
Poisoned Dragon. 

Monday morning, April 16, 2001, consciously eager to start finding information and 
unconsciously to start causing trouble, I began to worry, as Natalya, the same translator I used 
the previous September, didn’t show on time. Russians are notorious for backing out of an 
arrangement, when it suits them, or showing up late, when it suits them. I didn’t know which 
was the case here and began to worry about finding another translator. Natalya finally appeared, 
two hours late, explaining she visited her parents out of town over the Easter weekend. 
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Normally, the Russian weekend unofficially starts on Thursday as everyone who can 
escape a city, as though from a sinking ship, bolts until late Monday morning, when they trudge 
back to the serious urban health hazards of all Russian population centers. On holidays, 
however, even religious ones in this previously atheistic country, all Russians become believers 
overnight in order to take advantage of an extra day off from work and leave the cities by 
starting, in this case the Easter weekend, on Wednesday. 

In the lobby of the Moscow Hotel, Natalya beamed her smile as she greeted me, “So what 
is our mission this time?” 

“I’m trying to gather information I can use in the divorce court back in America.” I went 
on to explain the legal reasons and methods for authenticating Poisoned Dragon’s diary and why 
I needed more infonnation about her adultery, prostitution and the life she lived before our 
wedding. 

“Well, let’s go. Where’s our first stop?” 

“When I came to Krasnodar to marry Alina last March, she took me to a masseur to treat 
a martial arts injury to my shoulder. He worked in a one story building at a small old fashion 
stadium with a track and soccer field on Krasnaya Ulitsa.” 

“I know where the stadium is. Do you know the name of the masseur?” 

“No, my wife often didn’t introduce me to Russians we met in order to keep their names 
from me. She obviously feared I might run into them again or track them down and find out 
some of the truth about her. And I didn’t understand Russian well enough to follow any 
conversations she had in Russian. So, I don’t know his name, but I will recognize his face.” 

“Well then all we have to do is look at each masseur,” Natalya concluded. 
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We walked out of the drab, dark, Soviet hotel lobby into a sun fdled day where birds sang 
and a warm spring breeze touched the hearts of lovers with a joyful anticipation that I would 
never feel again. Natalya flagged a car. 

At the stadium, I immediately recognized the squat building where the masseur worked. 
We went inside, no receptionist, so we wandered into the rooms where customers were receiving 
treatment. I didn’t recognize anyone—rats! The receptionist magically appeared on our way out 
and said one of the masseurs was outside on the track. 

Outside he recognized me at the same moment I did him. We shook hands while Natalya 
translated our greetings. His name was Andrey. At his suggestion we went back inside to his 
office where thirteen months earlier he miraculously did what American orthopedists couldn’t— 
fixed my shoulder so that 1 could continue with the martial arts. 

Inside, 1 slowly recounted my tale of woe with Natalya translating and explained why 1 
came back to Krasnodar. Natalya and 1 pretty much ran through the same routine with all the 
other people we interviewed that week. People in Krasnodar knew Poisoned Dragon by her 
given name Alina, so I used that instead of Angelina. Didn’t want them to become confused 
about which prostitute we were discussing. My narrative recounted Alina and 1 marrying the 
previous year in Krasnodar, my taking her to American where she made around $14,000 in cash 
a month just as a stripper and more as a prostitute, ft was important that people in Krasnodar 
knew the truth about the amount of money she made so that the lingering communistic belief in 
economic equality, coupled with envy for those better off, might motivate some of her associates 
into ratting-out a fellow citizen to an American. My narrative also mentioned in passing that she 
kept most of her money hidden in her apartment. Naturally gossipy Russians would hopefully 
spread the word until some criminal took it upon himself to relieve her of it. No half intelligent 
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Russian kept hard currency in a bank because the bankers were even bigger crooks than the 
average Russian. 

The monologue recounted the discovery of her diary from which I eventually learned 
about her prostitution and that she married me for a green card. These revelations made me 
decide to obtain an annulment or a divorce, but in order to use her dairy in court to prove my 
case, I needed to authenticate it, which meant people identifying her handwriting and stating that 
the events she wrote about actually happened. Most Russians didn’t understand why I couldn’t 
just get an annulment or divorce without all this trouble—like in Russia, but the New York 
courts thought differently. As I explained, when both sides disagreed on the reasons for ending a 
marriage, each had to present evidence at a trial to support its position in order for the jury to 
decide. 

On finishing the story, I gave a copy of Alina’s handwritten diary to each person, politely 
asked whether the person could recognize the handwriting and would that person take the time to 
read it. Natalya would contact him or her in a day or two to arrange another meeting depending 
on whether any of the events Alina wrote about rang a bell or by then her handwriting looked 
familiar. Before letting a potential witness go, I asked a number of questions about Alina in 
order to come away with something useful just in case the person decided not to meet with me 
again or not read the diary. Russians often say yes when they are in your presence while inside 
they’re telling you to go to hell. The additional questions usually asked about Alina’s reputation, 
what she did for a living, the names of other people who knew her and any other information 
they might have about her. During the first interviews, I assumed most people wouldn’t bother 
to read the diary, but nearly everyone we approached did. Natalya later explained that Russians 
are always looking for interesting reading; especially about someone they know when it lifts the 
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false veil that everyone uses to deceive each other. Even in Russia there existed a thirst for the 
truth—about others at least. 

After my spiel to the masseur, Andrey said he’d read the diary that night and try to help 
as much as he could, but added he didn’t kn ow Alina very well since he was only her masseur. 
Then he apologized to me. 

“What for?” I asked through Natalya. 

He said, “When you were here last year, Alina told me you two were getting married and 
I joked about it by saying ironically that I was sure she would be very happy. In Russia it is bad 
luck to joke about such important events.” 

“I doubt it had any effect. Any marriage to someone like Alina is doomed.” Andrey’s 
superstition didn’t surprise me; it seemed to lurk in the hearts of all Russians, but that Alina told 
him she was getting married did. None of the other people I subsequently talked with knew or at 
least admitted they knew of Alina’s marriage before it occurred, and most didn’t even know 
about it until I told them. Obviously, Andrey knew Alina a lot better than he let on. 

“What else do you know about Alina? I asked. 

“She competed in various track and field jumps until she injured her foot, which was how 
I met her. After the injury, she started working for a model agency. She was around eighteen 
then. That’s when she probably started working as a prostitute also.” 

“How do you know she worked as a prostitute?” 

“Everybody knows Alina is a prostitute, including her mother Inessa who encourages her 
to make money that way.” 

“I thought as much. Could you tell me who some of these people are, and how I can 
contact them?” 
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“I will ask them if they want to talk to you. There’s one man, her trainer, who knows 
more about her than I. He is usually here early in the morning training his athletes of whom 
Alina was one. If you come by tomorrow morning, I will point him out to you. He is in his 
fifties. But be careful, he is a very influential and tricky man. Don’t tell him you talked to me.” 

“Fine,” I said, and filed away in my mind the warning that applied to every person who 
had reached an influential position under the former communist government. Such persons still 
carried clout because membership in the good old boys and girls’ club that ruled Russia didn’t 
change just because the name given to the political system under which they abused their power 
did. Alina’s trainer must have made it up the ladder with other commies to where he still 
exercised significant power through his connections as a result of the former Soviet Union’s 
emphasis on athletics. 

Andrey added, “Also, there is a beauty shop located in the stadium run by a man who 
may know her.” 

“Thanks, we’ll check it out. Do you know which model agency Alina worked for?” 

“No, but there aren’t that many in Krasnodar. I’m sure they’d recognize her picture.” 

“Did Alina ever win any national track championships?” I asked as an after thought. 

Andrey laughed, “No, not even any local titles. She wasn’t very good, always finished 
well back of the first three.” 

She had even lied about her athletic accomplishments—always the phony. Once, while 
still living together, we went to the beach at Montauk Point on Long Island where she did some 
of her hop, skip and jump track routines. Her fonn looked lousy and the distance didn’t amount 
to much, but what did I know about Russian athletes. In her mind, however, I’m sure she 
envisioned herself flying like the X Man’s “Storm.” 
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“What about beauty contests?” 

“In 1997 she took a runner up in the “Golden Hair” pageant here in Krasnodar.” 

We agreed to meet the next morning, and he would point out Alina’s trainer, Yevgeny. I 
thanked him for his time. 

Natalya and I stopped at the beauty salon in the stadium. The manager didn’t know my 
wife’s name, but the moment I showed him Alina’s New York City modeling card with her 
wearing only underwear, he immediately recognized her, saying he saw her around. 

Saw her around, I said to myself, what, in her underwear walking the streets? Something 
strange here again—another red flag flying in the face of my intuition, so I filed it away knowing 
it would eventually make sense. 

“Where next?” Natalya asked. 

“I want to stop at her model agency.” 

“What’s the address?” 

“Don’t know.” 

“Do you know the name?” 

“No, but once when Alina and I walked past some buildings on Krasnaya Ulitsa, she 
pointed out one of the storefronts saying she used to work as model there. I remember asking if 
she wanted to go in and talk to her former employers, but she said the agency had moved. If we 
can find the building, we can ask the new tenants about the model agency. Maybe they’ll know 
its name or address.” 

“But you don’t know the address. How can we find the building? Krasnaya is a very 
long street.” Natalya sounded a little hopeless. Most Russians generally give in to negativity. 
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When one avenue appears block, they just quit as though the fates interceded. Only the criminals 
seem to possess the American “can do” attitude. 

“I remember the store front was on the opposite side of the street from where Alina and I 
often ate. That means it’s on the same side as the stadium, which is where we are now. And the 
place was not far from where the park that runs down the middle of Krasnaya ends with a statute. 
So which way is that?” 

“North, right by the Intourist Hotel. Let’s go.” 

Across the street from the Intourist Hotel, we began walking south on Krasnaya while I 
tried to pull up the faint memory of a nondescript storefront. We went a couple of blocks. I 
paused thinking a particular storefront looked vaguely familiar. There was no sign, no street 
number, and we couldn’t see inside because of the heavy curtains hanging in the window. The 
place looked deserted. 

“I think this is the one.” I tried the door—locked. Rats, a dead end, but then Natalya, 
knowing Russian nature better than I, instinctively went to the next door that looked to me as 
part of a different store. To my surprise, that was the main entrance to the building’s entire 
storefront. I knew that Russians were masters of false impressions and illusions, but why the 
camouflage? Was the clientele for the business in this storefront that exclusive? 

When we walked in a tall, very pretty girl in her twenties lazing away the time reading a 
magazine jumped up to greet us. Presumably her attentiveness resulted from immediately 
identifying me as an American, which usually excited the abacus in any Russian shopkeeper’s 
mind. Natalya told the girl we were looking for a model agency that previously occupied that 
store. To both our surprises, that shop was the model agency, in fact, the most famous one in 
Krasnodar founded by a well-known model named Tatyanna Vasilyeva. Guess its fame meant it 
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didn’t need to advertise its location. Behind the curtained windows stood manikins wearing 
strange, dated apparel only visible from inside. We were asked to sit while the girl, easily six 
feet, fashionably walked into the adjoining room to announce our presence to the manager. 

In seconds, an auburn haired, over the hill, overweight lady in her thirties, apparently still 
believing she was twenty, introduced herself as Anastasia Vasilyeva, the daughter of the founder. 
With Natalya translating, I said I was the husband of one of her former models and asked 
whether she remembered Alina Shipilina. Anastasia answered of course and invited us into a 
small office where she offered us the inevitable tea or coffee and cakes with which all Russians 
traditionally start off any meeting. A day of meetings meant an excessive infusion of caffeine 
that gave Russians their overly wired nervous look. Anastasia instructed the girl to ask her 
husband Dima to join us. Anastasia volunteered that the girl was a model, twenty-two years old, 
and didn’t I think her very pretty. I concurred, but wondered why Anastasia pointed out the 
obvious, and why the girl just sat around the agency reading a magazine looking pretty. 

Dima entered with the proverbial Russian grin that mentally made me grab my wallet. 
Short, a little chubby and looking much younger than Anastasia, he carried the self-confident air 
of a New Russian experienced at making money from one criminal scheme or another. Natalya 
and I went into our routine, me in English, she in Russian. At the end, I handed Anastasia a copy 
of the diary. 

Anastasia responded in English, “I will read this tonight. You call me tomorrow and we 
will talk more about it.” 

I started to ask my other questions about Alina. 

“We can talk more tomorrow,” Anastasia interrupted. “But what I can tell you now is 
that Alina came to us when she was around fifteen. She was very fat. I told her to lose weight 
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and she did. She has a very strong will. She didn’t have any money then, so we financed her 
training as a model, and she won some small contests plus a second place in the Miss Krasnodar 
contest in 1997. I can give you a photo of her from the contest tomorrow. All Alina ever wanted 
was money and the luxury life. We spent a lot on her, and she never paid us back. She just used 
us and moved on.” 

“Sounds familiar,” I said grimacing through the reminder. “Alina said she regretted not 
having started modeling until she was 23 because that meant she missed the years in which she 
had the best chance for success.” 

Both Dima and Anastasia laughed, “No, she started young enough at fifteen. She had 
plenty of time and all the advantages for success. She just wasn’t that good.” 

I kept pushing while I had them talking, “She also told me the only reason she didn’t win 
the 1997 contest was because she was poor.” 

Again they laughed. “Alina was always full of excuses. She lost because the other girl 
was prettier and more talented. It had nothing to do with being poor or the girls playing around 
with the judges, for if it did, then Alina would have won! But we will talk more tomorrow.” 

That gave me pause. So, she tried sleeping with the judges to win the contest, but it only 
got her the runner up spot. Why did new examples of Poisoned Dragon’s willingness to do 
anything to get ahead, so long as it wasn’t honest, keep surprising me? One would think that by 
now I knew my wife lacked the ability to win at anything fairly, so she needed to cheat in any 
way possible—a true heir of the evil empire. 

“Fine, but do you know any of her friends such as her old boy friend Alexei and a girl 
named Katya that she often picked up guys with?” 
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“We can give you Alexei and Katya’s numbers tomorrow.” Anastasia said. “Call me 
and we’ll arrange a meeting.” 

Natalya and I left. I asked my interpreter what she thought of Andrey, Anastasia and 
Dima. Years ago, I learned that it took a Russian to read a Russian. Americans just can’t tell 
which Russians are relatively straight or the hard-core con artist. Natalya thought Andrey, the 
masseur, was hiding something, and that Dima and Anastasia, were only out for money. I gave 
Natalya a copy of Alina’s diary to read because it might help with further interviews and keep 
Natalya in my corner. My experiences in the former Soviet Union taught me not to count on any 
Russian’s continuing loyalty unless the person believed that by switching sides she would lose 
more than gain. Poisoned Dragon’s dairy clearly depicted a person who used and discarded 
others while always coming out on top. No one after reading it would ever trust her or believe 
her deserving of help. 

“I’ll read it tonight before I go to sleep,” Natalya said. 

“I hope it doesn’t give you nightmares. Also, do you know any reporters who might want 
to do a story on Alina and me?” 

“Of course, I do. That was my profession before I started working for Millennium as a 
translator. I know one who I will try to contact tonight,” she enthusiastically answered. 

We arranged to meet at eight the next morning at my hotel. I headed to a restaurant for 
dinner while Natalya went back to her office. Typical of Krasnodar, the waitresses were 
beautiful, young and all giggles when they heard my American accent. But I had walked down 
that road before, and no matter how enticing and flirtatious these girls acted, I knew only hearts 
of ice beat under those upright bosoms. The food stunk as in most of Russia, but an extra order 
of bread filled me up. Walking back to my minus five-star hotel along a crowded Krasnaya 
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boulevard, I wondered whether the people stuck in this dead-end town or me were the sorrier 


case. 

Tuesday, April 17, 2001, Natalya and I started out on another beautiful spring day by 
going back to the stadium to talk with the masseur Andrey, and hopefully find Poisoned 
Dragon’s trainer Yevgeny. Andrey said he read the diary but couldn’t say whether any of the 
events depicted were true. He did, however, recognized her writing, which would help 
immensely assuming he was also willing to sign an affidavit to that effect. I planned not to raise 
the issue of affidavits with any of the people I interviewed until I exhausted their knowledge 
about Poisoned Dragon. Most people, Russians or Americans, don’t want to get involved in any 
type of court case, not to mention a divorce proceeding in which they testify against a lucrative, 
vengeful prostitute. For Russians, such testimony actually posed some danger because 
prostitutes in their country service mainly the wealthy criminal elite; they’re the guys with 
money, they run Krasnodar and other cities, and they don’t want to risk any embarrassing 
publicity. Accuse a Russian hood of Hitler and Stalin type crimes and they’ll puff with pride, 
but mock their need to pay a girl for sex, and they’ll launch a vendetta. Many of the people we 
would interview would probably beg off signing any documents, but under the Hague 
Convention I could force them to appear at the local court house to testify. Assuming most 
would try to lie by saying they knew nothing about Poisoned Dragon’s affairs, I could threaten 
them with perjury—thanks to a handy pocket tape recorder. But all that was farther down the 
road. 

At the moment, I thought Andrey’s recognition of Poisoned Dragon’s handwriting as 
weird in that he claimed knowing her only as a masseur. Since when did a masseur gain such 
familiarity with his patient’s handwriting? Didn’t he spend his time with her massaging her 
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muscles and injured foot? Even if Poisoned Dragon paid him with massages of her own, where 
did familiarity with her handwriting come from? It didn’t make sense. 

In Andrey’s office at the stadium, he said Alina’s trainer Yegeny was out on the track. 

On our way out, he added that Yevgeny was the man who visited Mexico City for a conference 
when Alina was working as a stripper and prostitute at The Men’s Club. Alina had written in her 
diary that her mother, Inessa, warned her to keep a low profile while a man she knew from 
Krasnodar visited Mexico City. Andrey pointed out Yevgeny, I thanked him, and he went back 
inside. 

We walked over to a man in his fifties, concentrating on a stopwatch, timing various 
athletes. Natalya made a brief introduction. Yevgeny asked us to wait a few minutes while he 
completed his timings. We sat in the shade and watched. Natalya told me the stadium belonged 
to the town government, which funded all the sports programs in Krasnodar in which Yevgeny 
held an important position. I couldn’t help but smile, wondering what position my wife held 
with him. In Russia the main sporting competitions occurred between towns or districts within 
towns rather than universities or private professional teams, and government officials continued 
to run the show concerning athletics, just as they did under the Soviets. 

After a few time trials, Yevgeny bustled his way over to us. Coaching clearly excited 
him—nice to enjoy the work one does. I began my monologue, paused for Natalya to translate 
my first few sentences, but she just kept going. She had the routine down pat by now, and for 
the rest of my trip, I let her give the monologue. It saved time and came out more coherent for 
the listeners. 

Yevgeny knew how to turn on the chann, make people feel comfortable, disann them and 
then provide no significant information while seeming to talk much with great earnest. He 
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expressed the sympathy of the consummate politician for my situation, promised to read the 
diary and suggested Natalya call him to arrange for us to meet later in the week. Before we left, 
he said his only involvement with Alina was that he trained her in the long jump until she injured 
her foot at eighteen and confirmed that Alina never won any championships, not even local ones, 
and was mediocre at best. 

Next stop, the Krasnodar Academy of Physical Culture where Poisoned Dragon 
graduated college in 1996 and Inessa worked as an instructor of aerobics and calisthenics. 
Poisoned Dragon mentioned in her diary a woman named Vera Ivanovna who prevented Inessa 
from acquiring her master’s thesis because Inessa failed to take a required credit. At the time it 
occurred, my wife bitterly criticized Vera. Presumably, Vera and Inessa were two implacable 
academic enemies. The inflated, infantile egos of people in academia likely made these two 
enemies until death, and after the death of one, the other will continue the defamations. Not even 
businessmen, lawyers or politicians, where so much more lay at stake, carried grudges as 
intensely as academicians. Hopefully, Vera would jump at the chance to deal a blow against 
Inessa. 

The problem, however, was finding Vera since Ivanovna was not her last name but her 
patronymic or middle name. So we had to go to the academy and ask some students whether 
they knew a professor named Vera with the middle name Ivanovna. We couldn’t contact the 
administration because the same old totalitarian tendencies and myopic secrecy of Soviet times 
still ruled in Russia. Although the Soviet Union sat on the ash heap of history, bureaucrats 
across the land continued to jealously protect their turfs with the added zest of a siege mentality 
since now power meant bribes—dollars to buy a lifeboat for escaping the lunacy of Russia. The 
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Academy’s officers would never give out any information on Vera, and probably kick us off the 
campus unless I paid a substantial bribe. 

The Academy occupied an entire block consisting of an ornate, but in need of repair, red 
brick building from Czarist times and a disharmonious stark, concrete slab addition built under 
Stalin. We decided to start in the Gymnastics’ Department in the Stalin building where Inessa 
worked. The guard, a middle-aged woman, let us in without difficulty after Natalya told her I 
was an educator visiting from America, which overrode her desire to exercise the only power she 
and others like her would ever know—to deny access. Many university and office buildings 
outside of Moscow use petite bureaucrats for screening anyone entering, another hold over from 
the paranoid communist days and the Soviet desire to brag about full employment. 

Inside, a low ceiling, dimly lit, aesthetically barren lobby oppressed the spirit as though 
Stalin’s hand reached out from the grave. A couple of students told Natalya that Vera was a very 
popular and important professor in the Department of Gymnastics and directed us to her office. 
At her office, a student pointed out Vera talking to a group of her students in the hallway. We 
interrupted and Vera asked us to wait. Standing off to the side, I took in the sight of young, 
athletic Russian girls, pondering how many of them worked part-time as prostitutes. Also on my 
mind was what to do if Inessa blundered into the hallway to interfere with her craziness. 

Vera finished with her students, and Natalya launched into the story as we stood in the 
hallway. Students, mostly girls, began to crowd around listening to the real life soap opera with 
looks of amused surprise and feigned shock. Good, let them hear the truth about one of their 
own, an alum and daughter of a current instructor. At Natalya’s direction, I handed Vera the 
diary, she promised to read it, and said to call her in a couple of days. We left with Vera shooing 
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off a group of giggling, gossiping teenage girls. The story should spread through out the 
department in a matter of hours—yes! 

Natalya and I went for lunch during which I asked her what she thought about Alina’s 

diary? 

“She is a lonely and cruel girl.” 

“Succinct and insightful, but I never thought of her as alone. Only a Darth Vadar 
pretending to be a Princess Lea.” 

“Why did you marry her?” 

“I guess I saw more in Alina then there was. She’s a rather good actress you know, and it 
was the role she played, the image she created that I fell for. As you can see from the diary, the 
real her is a cold-bloodied, soulless machine that wants only money. And, of course, there were 
the drugs she secretly fed me, so when she was around I felt good but after she left I felt lousy.” 

Natalya asked, “What kind of drugs were they?” 

“As you can see from her diary, she doesn’t say which ones she used.” 

“I don’t think she is very smart keeping a diary and trying to fool you while she went to 
Italy. I don’t understand how she thought she could keep that a secret, especially since you 
worked for an investigation firm.” 

“I thought so too, but finally realized it was her arrogance. Alina is a predator who lives 
off of men, and all predators believe themselves superior to their victims. She naturally thought I 
was just another victim who would go sheepishly into the night. The irony is that if Alina had 
been faithful, I would’ve done anything for her. But she never intended to be. She just lied and 
used me. And her arrogance assumed she would get away with it. But I’m angry, hurt and will 
fight her until my last dollar, last breath and perhaps even after that.” 
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“I hope you win, but it will be difficult,” Natalya said. “This is the best chance for her to 
become a citizen of America, so she can make lots of money. She will fight with every lie she 
can make up.” 

“You’re exactly right. It’s going to be a long, hard battle, and the truth has no guaranty 
of winning.” 

“So who’s next on your list?” 

“Let me call Anastasia at the modeling agency to see whether we can meet with her 

today.” 

Anastasia was busy all day, so we arranged to meet the following morning. She asked 
me not to bring Natalya because Anastasia wanted to talk about things that were no business of 
“that little girl.” Anastasia and Dima obviously didn’t want any witnesses. Anastasia considered 
her own English good enough for us to understand each other. That was fine with Natalya; she 
didn’t think much of those two anyway. 

Not wanting to waste the afternoon, I decided we’d try to find the manager of the movie 
theater and amusement rides at the end of Krasnaya Street. The previous year just before our 
marriage, Poisoned Dragon introduced me on two different occasions to a short swarthy man at 
the amusement complex as a very “good friend,” that euphemism again, who helped her and her 
mother move from Grozny, Chechnya to Krasnodar. At the time, the man didn’t charge 
Poisoned Dragon to ride the main attraction: a virtual space shuttle. It wasn’t clear whether the 
ride or the freebie thrilled her more. 

Natalya said the place was called “Aurora” and Chechen criminals owned it—figured. 
Once again, I didn’t know the man’s name but would recognize him if I saw him. At the 
southern end of Krasnaya Street, we walked around the complex looking for the man but no luck. 
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We stopped at the manager’s office, where some young tough refused to let us in claiming he 
didn’t know where to find the manager or when he would come back—likely story. Before I left 
Krasnodar, we tried a few more times but never found the presumably Chechen manager of the 
Aurora. Apparently, Russia’s ongoing war with Chechnya caused most, but, as I soon learned, 
not all Chechens to make themselves scarce. 

On the way back to my hotel, we stopped at the disco “Club Imperio.” Poisoned Dragon 
mentioned in her dairy going to the club with its manager, another guy named Andrey. At four 
in the afternoon, the club was closed, but my American persona not only got us in, the staff 
immediately called the manager, who came right over to talk with us. At first, Andrey didn’t 
recognize Alina’s name, but like the beauty salon manager, when I showed him her modeling 
card with the semi-nude photos, it obviously rang a bell of more than just recognition. 

“Yes, I know her,” Andrey said. “She comes here once in a while, but that is all I can tell 
you.” An obvious prevarication, but I didn’t have anyway to make him more truthful. 

Back in my dormitory-like hotel, I couldn’t shake the feeling that despite all the 
information I had about Poisoned Dragon, the filth of her life ran deeper and wider than I 
imagined. Red flags were always popping up as though tied together with previous strange 
events recorded in my memory. The first time I saw her naked, her labia minora hung outside 
her genitals as though from over use, but at the time, I quickly dismissed the thought of her as a 
prostitute. Not anymore, Poisoned Dragon definitely works as a prostitute, secretly feeding 
drugs from the Caucasus’s to her wealthier and more naive customers, but how far back in time 
or varied did her criminal activities reach? So far the evidence indicated she started hooking at 
eighteen in Krasnodar. My intuition, however, sensed much more to her saga. 
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Wednesday, April 18, 2001, while walking down Krasnaya Ulitsa for my morning 
appointment with Anastasia and Dima, I passed the Academy of Physical Culture when a great 
idea flashed into my head. Why not try to find some students who remembered my wife? 
Although Poisoned Dragon graduated from the Academy in 1996, five years ago, she continued 
to pursue graduate studies and even worked as an instructor in 1997 and 1998 in the Department 
of Gymnastics. While thousands of students went to the Academy, based on what I saw from 
our search for Vera, relatively few attended the Gymnastics Department. Those students 
remained somewhat isolated in their own little fiefdom on the first two floors of a separate 
building where apparently everyone knew everybody else. Some of these students must still 
remember my wife, the daughter of an instructor. By randomly stopping students in the 
Gymnastics building, we might find some who could tell us more. They might even be able to 
authenticate some of the events in her diary or provide us with useful leads—yeah, great idea! 

Anastasia and Dima offered me the obligatory tea or coffee and cakes. Russian cakes 
looked like fat cookies but tasted much better than the overly processed American fare. But the 
consumer of American cookies didn’t have to worry about the ingredients including traces of 
heavy metals, radioactive isotopes or other toxic substances. 

Anastasia said, “You understand why we didn’t want to talk in front of that girl, your 
interrupter. These matters don’t concern her.” 

“Okay,” I diplomatically agreed, anticipating what they didn’t want me to have a witness 
to. Anastasia did virtually all the talking. 

“Here’s the photograph of Alina when she came in second in the 1997 Miss Krasnodar 
contest.” She handed me a Krasnodar newspaper. “It’s on the back as part of an interview with 
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my mother who founded our agency. Please don’t mention anything about our discussions with 
my mother. She handles only the creative and fashion part of our business.” 

“Fine with me,” I said thinking her request somewhat strange since the founder of any 
Russian business not only knew the details of the operation but most likely initiated all its 
activities. The back page contained a picture of a beautiful, virginal looking blonde. It didn’t 
look like the Poisoned Dragon I knew. What a pretty prostitute, I thought. 

“So is the dairy accurate as far as you know?” 

“I only know about her working in Cyprus, and her boyfriend back than was the Alexei 
she talks about. The Katya she mentions worked as a model for us, and the two of them often 
partied together. They looked alike with the same build only Katya was younger.” Just what I 
needed: a Poisoned Dragon clone to track down. 

“Can you tell me how to find them?” 

At this point Dima interjected, “We can sell you their addresses for $100 each.” 

The typical New Russian, the only important things in life: money and sex. “I’ll give 
you $50 for each.” 

Dima agreed. Anastasia said, “I can call Alexei right now, and you can meet him here if 
he can come by.” Anastasia made the call and Alexei arranged to stop by in an hour. Dima gave 
me Alexei and Katya’s home addresses, work addresses and telephone numbers. I handed him a 
hundred that he put in his pocket with a smile. 

“How did Alina end up in Cyprus?” I asked. 

Anastasia answered, “Alina wanted money above everything else, and girls could make a 
lot more in Cyprus than in Krasnodar. She wanted to go to Cyprus, so at the end of 1998,1 sent 
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her and a girl named Nadya. But Nadya came back two days later saying the work included 


prostitution, which surprised me.” 

To myself I thought: I’ll bet it didn’t. Anastasia, Dima and the Fashion House of 
Vasilyeva obviously made money, probably a lot, from sending girls to whore in foreign 
countries just like Leo’s agency in Moscow did. Only these folks did it from a camouflaged 
storefront rather than hiding in the basement of an apartment building like Leo. 

“Did Alina work as a prostitute in Krasnodar?” 

“No, she didn’t start doing that until Cyprus. Alina came back six months later and told 
Dima and me that part of the work included prostitution, which she did voluntarily. She was not 
forced into it. We sent another model, Elvira, who only worked as a dancer—no prostitution. 
Alina’s mother, Inessa, came to us while Alina was in Cyprus and said she knew all the details of 
the work her daughter did there. She asked us not to tell anyone about Alina’s prostitution, 
which was the only way they could make enough money to buy an apartment. You can 
understand it’s important I know what kind of work my models do there and that it is legal.” 

I nodded my head in feigned agreement and asked, “Alina and Inessa already had a 
house. Why the need for an apartment?” 

“The house was outside the city in a bad neighborhood. They wanted a place in the 
center where it is safer and the neighborhoods more luxurious by our standards. I told you, Alina 
always wanted the luxury life.” 

“I’m now sure of that—anything for money. I wish I had met you two before I married 
her. She even pointed out your agency to me but said you had moved. I see why now. She was 
probably afraid you might tell me something she didn’t want me to hear since you can speak 
English. The few people she did introduced me to only spoke Russian. Now I understand why 
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she didn’t bother to introduce me to others; they probably spoke English. It all fits, what a 
master of deception. Can you tell me how to find Nadya, for another $50 of course?” As I 
looked at Dima 

His answer surprised me, “You can give me the questions and I will ask her.” 

“I’d rather talk to her myself.” 

“Unfortunately, she is very nervous around strangers and just had a baby. She is not very 
well, but I will call her now to ask if she will talk to you.” 

That was baloney. I had heard that excuse about nerves before when Poisoned Dragon 
wanted me to wait in the street while she visited some mysterious person, probably the 
clairvoyant who provided her with drugs for her customers, including me. Even if Dima told the 
truth, I doubted his mercenary soul included a heart that cared about his models. He must fear 
my contacting Nadya directly; maybe she will tell me things he wants to keep hidden. Dima 
went to call Nadya, but came back saying she didn’t want to talk directly with me. I’m sure 
Dima didn’t even bother dialing her number. 

I continued with Anastasia, asking, “Can you give me the names of any of Alina’s 
friends?” 

Anastasia answered, “Alina has no friends. She used to socialize with some of the 
models, but there is no one else we could refer you to.” 

“Did she associate with any criminals?” 

“One of our models, a guy, saw her with some local mafia guys last September. He said 
she was acting very friendly with them.” 

“Do you know where he saw her?” 

“At the bowling club called ‘Strike’. A lot of the bandits go there.” 
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“Could I talk with this guy?” 

“I don’t think he can tell you anymore. Besides no one in Krasnodar wants to talk 
openly, especially to strangers, about mafia. But I will ask him and call you at your hotel.” 

“Where do you think she keeps her money from America?” 

“She probably buys jewelry and hides it in her apartment. Most Russians with money do 

that.” 

“Have you been in touch with Alina or Inessa recently?” 

“Inessa called a few weeks ago asking for a paper from us saying that we forced Alina to 
go to Cyprus. We refused. Alina went there because she wanted money, not because we told 
her.” 

Most likely Poisoned Dragon’s attorney Mundy wanted the paper so that he could argue 
in court or to the Immigration Service that my wife was forced into prostitution rather than 
volunteering for it. Immigration would not deport an innocent, teary-eyed Russian girl enslaved 
as a prostitute, and no jury, if it believed such garbage, would award me an annulment because 
she did not disclose her sexual servitude. Inessa’s request for the paper also indicated Mundy 
and my wife knew for certain that I had information about her activities in Cyprus. And the only 
way they could have found out was from the INS agent Kazenko to whom I gave a copy of her 
diary. Immigration agents aren’t supposed to leak evidence to aliens during an investigation. 
Mundy or Poisoned Dragon must have gotten to Kazenko somehow. No surprise there, since 
INS like most Government agencies is institutionally corrupt. 

“Did Inessa ever say anything about me?” 

“She said she had doubts about Alina marrying you because you weren’t materially 
generous enough.” 
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“I see where Alina’s greed comes from,” I laughed. “What kind of reputation does Alina 

have?” 

“Melios is the owner of the Club in Cyprus where Alina worked, and he said she was a 
good worker but had two faces.” 

“A very accurate description.” 

“In Cyprus, everyone in the dance club business are mafia, including Melios and Marios. 
Marios managed the club. The two come to Krasnodar regularly looking for girls. We and other 
modeling agencies worked with them, but now that we know their business, we will stay away. 
We don’t need their money.” 

These Russians never give up trying to paint themselves as virtuous. 

“Here’s an early photo of Alina you might want,” Anastasia said as she handed it over the 

desk. 

It showed Alina with her natural hair color, chestnut, and heavy, unshaved legs. What 
had I seen in this oinker? 

Poisoned Dragon’s old boy friend Alexei finally showed. I saw why she went out with 
him, not only tall, broad shoulder and good looking, but, after talking with him, an obviously 
decent guy whom she could take advantage of as she did me. He spoke fair English and showed 
no malice toward me or, to my surprise, Alina. Just a little sadness over the soulless creature he 
planned to build his life around years before. I gave him a copy of her diary, and he told me to 
call him in a day or two, which should give him time to read it. I thank Anastasia and Dima for 
their help, and told them I would probably be back in another month or two. 

“We may not be here then,” Anastasia said. “We are moving to America very soon.” 
“Where are you going?” I asked surprised. 
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“We’re going to live in Wisconsin and start up a fashion business.” 

“But you run, from what I hear, the top model agency in Krasnodar.” 

“We want to expand to America.” 

“Good luck,” I insincerely said thinking that a fashion business in Wisconsin made no 
sense—Chicago, New York, L.A., yes, but Wisconsin? More likely, they were going to 
Wisconsin to smuggle some Russian models across the Canadian border for prostitution and lap 
dancing in Milwaukee. 

Alexei and I left the Vasilyeva agency together making small talk. 

“Your English is very good,” I said. 

“Yes, I even taught Alina your language.” 

“She told me that she had learned to speak English in Cyprus.” 

“No,” Alexei laughed. “She learned it from me. I didn’t understand at the time why she 
wanted to learn, but now I do.” 

I warned him that he might find the diary painful to which he replied, “Alina always 
brought pain.” 

I agreed and left him to meet Natalya. 

The meeting with Anastasia and Dima made clear that the Russian terms “models” and 
“beauty contestants” translated into “prostitutes” for the civilized world. The sex industry of 
Russia operated through modeling agencies sending greedy, young, amoral girls all over the 
world to sell their tails. I laughed about the stupid American media stories depicting these 
Russian whores as victims of ruthless male pimps. These media lies always showed some 
Russian ho claiming some man took her passport away until she made enough money as a 
prostitute to return home—typical female duplicity that the politically correct idiots in America 
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bought. Russian sluts knew how to elicit sympathy and play the U.S. Feminazi game by alleging 
themselves innocent victims while raking in tens of thousands of dollars happily selling sex. The 
U.S. media also never reported that the Russian pimps for these money hungry tarts were just as 
likely female as male, driven to make what nearly every Russian valued most—dollars. 

Natalya was in the park that ran down the middle of Krasnaya Ulitsa near the Vasilyeva 
House of Fashion or more accurately “House of Hos”. 

“Was your meeting successful?” she asked. 

“Yes, Alina confessed to them that she voluntarily worked as a prostitute in Cyprus, 
which, if I can get them to say that under oath, will help immensely in court.” 

“I doubt they will.” 

“So do I, since they make their money finding so-called models willing to work as 
prostitutes overseas. But they are moving to America, and I don’t think they’ll want U.S. 
Immigration to learn about their business practices. I’ll have to figure something out that will 
convince them to testily, which they might, since proceedings in domestic relations cases are 
kept confidential and INS would not find out about it. I also met Alina’s old boy friend, Alexei, 
the one she went out with while prostituting herself in Cyprus and Mexico.” 

“I remember. She kept saying in her diary that she didn’t think she was cheating on 
Alexei by having sex with other men, but blamed him for finally leaving her for another 
woman.” 

“That’s right. Once Alexei wised up that Alina wasn’t about to forego the money she 
made from whoring, he moved on to an older woman and seems happy with her. Alina always 
blames someone else. She just can’t accept responsibility for the results of her wicked ways.” 

“Now where?” Natalya asked. 
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“I want to try to talk to the wife that lives with her husband and child in the apartment 
next door to Alina’s. When I stayed at Alina’s before our marriage, the two families were 
always running into each other because their apartments opened on to a common area where they 
kept boots, coats and other outdoors’ stuff. The wife also talked with Inessa and Alina a fair 
amount, so I assume she may have some useful information.” 

“Isn’t there a chance we’ll run into Inessa?” Natalya asked. 

“Maybe, but its three o’clock now, and as I remember, Inessa didn’t return home from the 
Academy until around five. But in any case, be ready for a confrontation in which she will try to 
distract us while gaining some information that she can twist into a lie later on. Oh, and here’s 
the newspaper with Alina’s photo. Would you translate the article for me when you get a 
chance?” 

“No problem. Let’s hail a car.” 

Like most apartment buildings in post-communist Russia, the main entrance to Poisoned 
Dragon’s was locked with a massive steel door to keep criminals out of the building while inside 
each apartment had its own reinforced metal door, sometimes even two, to keep criminals out of 
one’s apartment. In Russia, the word “trust” like “truth” means “sucker.” The building’s 
entrance didn’t have apartment buzzers, so we waited until someone opened the door on his way 
out and slipped in behind him—so much for Russian building security. 

We made our way through the dark, foul smelling, filthy hallway and up a flight of stairs 
to the second floor where Poisoned Dragon and her mother lived. The hallways and stairs in 
apartment buildings throughout Russia looked and smelled pretty much the same because no one 
cleaned them. After the fall of communism, local governments, which owned all residential 
buildings, sold the apartments to the tenants for a minimal sum but retained ownership of the rest 
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of the building and the land. Maintenance responsibilities still fell to the local government, but 
because the bureaucrats, no longer in fear of the Communist Party, preferred pocketing the 
budget for building upkeep, filth and darkness commonly enveloped the hallways of even the 
most prestigious buildings. 

When we rang the neighbors’ bell, I assumed only the wife was at home with the husband 
still at work. To my surprise, both husband and wife answered the door. Rats! I knew the 
husband’s presence would inhibit the wife from running off at the mouth as most women do 
whenever they get the chance, especially if it concerns sex and someone they know. Both 
recognized me and invited us to sit in their kitchen. 

These two people were poor, the inside of their apartment dilapidated, and their eyes 
betrayed a landscape that hope no longer walked. I felt sorry for both, the wife with her dead 
fantasies and the husband trying to salvage his pride in the middle of their mind-numbing 
poverty. In the old days before the fall of communism, working hard and keeping his mouth shut 
assured his family a decent life style and some pride that no one did better other than the Party 
bosses. But under today’s criminal economy, only the worst traits of human nature prosper, as 
they did next door. Corrupt officials, racketeers, prostitutes and the like were the sole people 
with enough money to make apartments livable and avoid hunger. 

Natalya told them the story. The wife expressed surprise, probably out of feigned social 
propriety. The husband stood leaning against the wall with an expression of I knew it all along. 
As I feared, the wife told us nothing useful because of the presence of her husband. I gave her a 
copy of the diary, and through Natalya said we would contact her later to see whether she could 
recall any events mentioned or any other helpful information. Perhaps, if Natalya got her on the 
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telephone when the husband was not around, the wife would unleash the bounty of her inevitable 
spying and gossiping with other neighbors in the building. 

On our way out, Natalya approached two older ladies standing in front of the building. 

She figured it worth a try since older Russian women know everything about everybody in their 
apartment building. The two said they remembered me from when I helped Alina and her 
mother move into the building. They added they didn’t need to hear my story or read the diary 
because from the minute they saw Alina, they knew she worked as a prostitute, and that I was the 
foolish American man who didn’t realize the hell awaiting him. To which I joking asked, “Why 
didn’t you warn me?” They laughed, but didn’t want to get involved in a marital dispute by 
providing me any specific information or leads, so we left. 

Back at my hotel, a hunch told me to compare the telephone numbers and addresses that 
Alexei gave me for contacting him against the one my wife gave me when we first met in July 
1999. The number for Alexei’s mother was the same that Poisoned Dragon told me to call her in 
Krasnodar. So the woman I talked with for a few minutes was Alexei’s mother. My extended 
conversation violated Poisoned Dragon’s instruction not to talk to anyone but her and threaten 
exposing her two-timing of Alexei, so she told me never to call that number again. Poisoned 
Dragon must have done that a lot: using the telephone of her boyfriend’s mother to make 
arrangements with her customers of whom I unknowingly at the time was one. But whose 
number was the one she told me to use after canceling the number for Alexei’s mother, and 
whose address did my first letters go to, which I knew now wasn’t that of Alexei’s mother? Both 
would have to wait for the turning of more cogwheels, maybe. 

Thursday, April 18, 2001, Natalya and I met with her reporter friend, Victoria, young and 
pretty, who wrote for the newspaper Ulitsa Krasnaya, which meant Red Street. After an hour or 
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so interview in the dreary lobby of my hotel, Victoria, said her paper would print my tale of 
misery. I assumed Victoria would at least try to talk to Alina by telephone to get her side, so 
that, in the true tabloid tradition, the paper could use our real names without getting sued for 
libel. But she told me the press worked differently in Russia. In stories of this sort, the press did 
a Jonathan Swift type satire, accurate in every detail except the names, which are made up. The 
reason was another hold over from Soviet times of a law against hanning the honor or dignity of 
an individual. 

The law didn’t require, as with libel, that the paper report falsehoods about a person, 
rather the law aims at keeping the press from reporting the truth when the truth would harm a 
person’s existing reputation. A nice Catch 22: report a lie, get sued for libel; report the truth, get 
sued anyway. The law originally prevented media exposes about lying and thieving communist 
officials but now protects all sorts of criminals, including my wife. All the Russian press can do 
is publish a story with the names changed to protect the guilty and hope the public guesses their 
true identities. Victoria apologized for the restraints. It was a minor disappointment, since I 
originally hoped the article with Alina’s name in it would stir up the situation, put pressure on 
Alina and bring letters from readers with potential leads who knew her, but now I doubted 
anyone would even recognize the characters. Still, how many girls in Alina’s circle of models, 
beauty contestants and sellers of sex worked in Cyprus, Mexico City and New York City, so it 
was worth the shot. 

After the interview, Natalya and I went to the Academy to put into operation my idea of 
handing out copies of the dairy to students who remembered Alina in the hope her 
autobiographical exploits might jog loose some useful information. The same middle-aged 
woman guard didn’t even bother to ask our business this time, not too many American men in 
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suits visited the Gymnastics’ Department, but if they saw what I was about to, they would. 
Natalya stopped one student after another, most didn’t remember Alina but a few did. We 
wound our way down the hallways accosting any student in sight. Natalya and I turned a comer 
and nirvana. We were standing at the entrance to the showers of the girls’ swim team as its 
members walked in and out adjusting their suits, not even noticing this guy in a business suit 
with fogging glasses whom they almost bumped into. I expected any minute for these girls with 
firm, young, glistening bodies stuffed in skintight suits to start screaming for the Feminazi 
police, but those that noticed me handled my presence as a normal daily event. As far as I knew, 
maybe it was. Natalya interrogated some of the dripping wet girls who showed no aggravation at 
all by our interruption. One of them even remembered Alina and took a copy of the diary back 
to her locker. A land without political correctness is a wonder to behold. 

After exhausting the swim team, we headed back toward the building’s entrance to leave 
but never made it before two, young, muscular Russian guys in suits stopped us. They were 
from the administration office, and blocked our exit. The two reminded me of the typical New 
Russian goon, pumped up with weights, scowling face and always trying to stare somebody 
down. I wasn’t impressed. The fools didn’t realize that the last place you look is in your 
opponent’s eyes. I thought of going through them, just like on the rugby field, but what would I 
do with Natalya. Then an older, gray haired man showed up, clearly the boss. He insisted we 
talk in his office while the two goons stood behind him emanating their below 80 I.Q. They 
were lucky Moody and Jesse from my martial arts class weren’t with me. They’d take out these 
commie clowns in seconds. The older guy grabbed Natalya’s ann, I started to move on him, but 
she said there was no problem and we should go along. I followed her lead but felt frustrated 
that my inability to speak Russian prevented me from engaging in some vituperative remarks. 
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In his office, the older man. Vice Rector Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko, sat down on 
one side of a table beaming his commie smile of extreme insincerity while the goons sat on the 
side ninety degrees from him pretending they were incarnates of the Spanish Inquisition. 

Natalya and I sat with our backs against the wall, a not very subtle psychological attempt to 
deflate a Russian’s will to fight. For me, it just increased my anger. If only I knew this 
language, I had a few connections I could bandy about in this intimidation game, such as the 
local official who sent the police to interview Inessa. 

Natalya went into the usual routine explaining my presence in Krasnodar and at the 
Academy. The three started asking Natalya questions that she answered without translating for 
me, which only added to my frustration. I could handle any questions put to me, but wasn’t so 
confident about a twenty-two year old Russian girl answering for me. The Vice Rector stopped 
the third degree of Natalya and got on the telephone. Natalya said he was trying to reach Inessa, 
and it sounded as those the two worked closely together. The goons started the questioning 
again, and I watched Natalya’s demeanor change to one of fear. The situation was spiraling out 
of control because Natalya thought she could finesse these guys. I put a stop to the interrogation 
right there with a few belligerent gestures, and demanded Natalya translate what the goons said. 
They claimed we had violated the law and could go to jail for handing out Alina’s diaries. That 
was it. I launched into English, figuring the Vice Rector probably understood it, demanding to 
make a call my G.R.U. contact. At the sound of the individual’s name and G.R.U., the Vice 
Rector put his phone down and calmed everyone with a smile. 

He said in English, “We can probably work this matter out. Would a notarized copy of 
some of Alina’s handwriting samples out of her school file help?” 

“Most definitely,” I responded. 
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“Okay, we will provide them, but you must stop spreading information among the 
students about the sorted affairs concerning the daughter of one of the Academy’s instructors.” 

“I can live with that. It was a long shot anyway,” I answered. Clearly he wanted to 
prevent a scandal that might lead to accusations that his administration trained prostitutes rather 
than athletes. 

“Good the papers will be ready tomorrow. Have your translator call us then to pick them 

up.” 

I thanked him and we left. 

Outside the Academy, Natalya gave out a sigh of relief. She actually thought they might 
have us arrested. 

“These people belong to the criminal class that runs Krasnodar,” she whined. “They can 
do whatever they want; no matter what the law says. We were lucky that you are an American. 
That kept us out of jail.” 

“Perhaps, but I also think my mentioning my contact’s name made the Vice Rector at 
least realize I had some connections. Anyway look on it as an adventure.” 

“Well, it’s not an adventure I want to have again very soon.” 

An American couldn’t really imagine what it was like to live in constant fear that some 
criminal or crooked politician with the power of a feudal baron would arbitrarily set his sites on 
you. There was nothing a Russian could do but to submit because the institutions of that country 
served only the rich and powerful. Society gave the average citizen no power to fight back. 

What a horror! 

Back to the investigation, I asked Natalya to try to set up a meeting with Katya, the girl 
with whom Alina picked up the guys from St. Petersburg a few months after our marriage. 


103 



Once again to my surprise, another Russian, this time Katya, agreed to talk about Alina. Why, I 
wondered? Did all these people dislike Alina because she used them too? Natalya arranged for 
us to meet Katya in a couple of hours at my hotel. I went for a late lunch while Natalya returned 
to her office. 

During lunch, I happened to glance out the restaurant’s open door and saw, just for a 
fraction of a second, what looked liked Poisoned Dragon. Could it be? I rushed to the door, saw 
overly burnt blonde hair and an ass similar to hers turn to enter the next shop down, a jewelry 
store. The quick glimpse of the facial profile as she entered the store sure looked like my wife. I 
debated whether to go make sure it was she, but concluded it would just prematurely alert her to 
my activities and returned to my lunch pondering the irony. 

Katya showed at my hotel with her husband, a Greek, at least twenty-five years her senior 
who for some unknown reason lived in Russia. She looked a lot like Poisoned Dragon, but was 
younger, twenty-two and just as tall. After hearing the story from Natalya, I told Katya without 
stating any specifics given the presence of her husband that Alina referred to her in the diary. 

Her face momentarily turned to fear. Obviously she didn’t want to talk in front of him, so I held 
off on any further questions until Saturday when we agreed to meet again. Her husband 
wouldn’t be with her then. 

The dairy showed that Katya regularly cheated on him. Once she took one of the guys 
from St. Petersburg home for an evening, presumably when hubby was out of town. Her Greek 
spouse wouldn’t take kindly to his darling young wife hooking up with some young guy in their 
marital bed. These Russian girls were like the Lincoln Tunnel: opened twenty-four hours a day 
and thought nothing wrong with it. 
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In the evening, Natalya called to say she contacted Alina’s neighbors, but the husband 
answered the phone and turned it over to the wife. He obviously listened to his wife’s every 
word to make sure she didn’t say something that might come back to haunt them. The wife only 
confirmed the part in the dairy about when Alina and her mother moved into the building. 
Natalya also said, Yevgeny, the trainer, could meet us the next morning, but so far no luck on 
reaching Vera, the professor at the Academy. 

Friday, April 20, 2001, as usual I ate breakfast in the hotel cafe on the same floor as my 
room. Old style Russian hotels religiously shunned efficiency and economies of scale by 
operating a cafe on every other floor rather than one large restaurant in the lobby. Usually the 
cafe was empty early in the morning, but today three men in their thirties sat with one of the 
hotel’s prostitutes. Nearly all Russian hotels allow a select number of hookers to keep the 
residents entertained. They even come around knocking on your door plying their wares. It 
provides employment for the local sluts and a few extra rubles for the floor matrons and hotel 
administrator. During the decades of communist control, only the sex industry kept the spirit of 
capitalism alive. 

I sat down near these folks, not out of choice, but because the cafe fitted only three tables. 
As soon as I ordered my breakfast in broken Russian, the man nearest me turned to ask in broken 
English whether I came from England. “No, America,” and got the usual reaction of a con artist 
spotting a hundred dollar bill. 

The guy struck up a conversation, introduced the other two as businessmen from Turkey 
and himself as a Chechen gangster. The girl, mere furniture, he didn’t bother to introduce. His 
admission of criminality was believable because the twisted standards prevalent in present day 
Russia made stars out of hoodlums. Guys like him did the dirty work for the real bosses behind 
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the scenes—high-level government officials. In return, the hoods sped around in Mercedes 
Benzes, bought the girls they wanted, pushed people out of the way and enjoyed immunity from 
prosecution. Many of these goons even moonlighted as cops. 

He asked what I was doing in Krasnodar and I recounted my tale of woe about Poisoned 
Dragon. The prostitute gave me that stereotypical Russian female look of understanding that 
reminded me of all the lying faces my wife ever wore. These Russian hos must all go to the 
same school to learn how to play foreign men. Showed them a photograph of Alina on the odd 
chance that one of them might recognize her, but no one did, or, at least, that’s what they said. 
The picture included in Russian infonnation on her address and the amount I estimated she made 
up to that point in America, $100,000. The Chechen looked at the picture, turned to me, made a 
cutting motion with a hand across his throat and then another cutting movement through the 
dollar figure. “I will kill her for you for $50,000,” he said in front of his friends. I thanked him, 
but declined the offer. 

In the lobby, I met Natalya and we went to meet Poisoned Dragon’s trainer again. 

Yevgeny, true to the Russian habit of pretense, said, “The dairy is shocking. How very 
sad that this once decent girl has descended so low. But these are troubled times in Russia. 

Many people now chase the dollar while forgetting the old traditions that fell by the way side 
with the end of the Soviet Union.” 

Older Russians often yearn for the “good old days” of the Soviet Union, even the Stalin 
era, because back then power depended solely on a person’s position in the government 
hierarchy. Today power depended on the amount of money that such a position in the hierarchy 
enabled its occupant to steal from the country, but not every high-level position enables large- 
scale theft. For example, one of my translators, twenty-two years old, made more than her father 
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who was the head of Russia’s wire services, the equivalent of Associated Press and Reuters 
combined. Some Russians who spent their lives climbing the communist latter ended up in 
positions that didn’t translate into dollars, which left them understandably bitter as well as 
powerless and poor. Some young people, like Alina, relished the change because they quickly 
adapted to the new game by ambitiously setting out to make as much money as they could free 
from any ethical restraints. 

Yevgeny couldn’t or wouldn’t provide any useful infonnation. He claimed not to 
recognize any of the events Alina wrote about, nor did he ever travel to Mexico City for a 
conference during the time Alina worked in The Men’s Club. He did confirmed that Alina 
stopped competing as an athlete after hurting her foot and added a side note that he had helped 
Inessa obtain a job at the Academy when she and Alina moved to Krasnodar from Grozny. 
Yevgeny asked me not to tell anyone about our conversation but volunteered his assistance if the 
need arose. Neither his offer or answers were likely truthful, but at least he acted the gentleman. 

Alexei, Alina’s old boyfriend, met us at the hotel early in the afternoon. He didn’t seem 
hurt by the diary’s confessions. Perhaps they just confirmed his suspicions or he maintained the 
traditional Russian mask that hid his true feelings. Alexei said he knew Alina kept a diary since 
before they started dating in 1996. That confirmed there were earlier volumes than the one from 
which I copied the years 1999 and 2000. Alexei recognized her handwriting and confirmed the 
events she recorded concerning him but added that the interpretations were hers. One incident 
was when I left a message on her pager in August 1999 closing with “Love Roy.” Alexei saw 
the message and demanded to know who was this guy “Roy.” Alina said I was just a “good 
friend”, which for her meant customer. 

Alexei told us that 
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• before Alina went to Cyprus she advertised herself on an Internet site but didn’t 
recall which one. She used to receive mail at Alexei’s address instead of her own, 
and one day a letter came that Alexei opened. A man in the Ukraine sent it in 
response to the site where Alina offered to meet any man for $20; 

• when Alina returned from Cyprus, she was so upset at being back in Russia that 
she wanted to return to working in the club there immediately; 

• when she traveled to Mexico, it was suppose to be for only three weeks, but she 
decided to stay three months; and 

• Alina always had one aim: to leave Russia. 

In response to my question about other people mentioned in the diary, Alexei said, “She 
auditioned to dance at the Imperio Club. She knew Andrey very well.” So, Andrey had lied to 
me about only vaguely knowing Alina. 

Alexei continued, “Toward the the end of our relationship, I realized that the many 
auditions Alina went to in Krasnodar weren’t for modeling but striptease—dancing totally nude 
dancing.” 

More likely for prostitution I thought but didn’t mention that to Alexei. He believed 
Alina didn’t start selling her body until she went to Cyprus where the easy money corrupted her. 
Never underestimate the power of denial. 

“As for the ‘Alexey’ she tried to seduce after you married her, he was the manager of the 
Joy disco.” 

“Ha,” I laughed, “the same guy she introduced me to before the wedding.” 

“Also, Alina’s professional photographer in Krasnodar is Dmitri. He took the nude 
pictures of Alina that Inessa tried to hide from her cousin staying in their apartment.” 
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Both Alexey and Dmitri were added to my list of people to contact. 

Alina never mentioned to Alexei her marriage but did finally tell his mother in September 
2000. During that same month, Alexei saw Alina walking with a short man with his ann around 
Alina’s waist toward the Moscow Hotel. Presumably, the same day she woke me up in that hotel 
after I confronted her at the airport on her return from Cyprus. Her arrogance likely drove her to 
bring a client to the same hotel in which I stayed. And that’s probably how she got passed 
security and the floor matron to show up at my door, which I thought strange at the time since 
she was able to reach my door unannounced. 

On Alina’s move from Grozny, she told Alexei that her neighbors in Chechnya helped 
her and her mother. Alexei didn’t kn ow the man who managed the Aurora, who was obviously 
another of Alina’s clients. 

Alexei recalled that Alina always used this one “witch” for advice and “herbs,” but he 
never met her because Alina made him wait in the street while she went inside the apartment 
building. The exact same thing happened to me just before the marriage, Alina went to visit 
someone for whom she said I would have to wait outside in the street because the individual was 
“sensitive to strangers.” Following that visit, I began experiencing the symptoms of drowsiness, 
euphoria, befuddled thinking and constipation that my doctor believed had resulted from 
narcotic-poisoning. 

This witch must have been the “clairvoyant” from whom, according to Alina’s diary, she 
purchased the “salts and sugars” to slip into my meals so that I wouldn’t call off the wedding. If 
I found this witch, I had a chance of obtaining admissible evidence that Alina put narcotics in my 
food, and that would assure an annulment. Alexei, however, only knew the street and the 
building. Alina never told him the apartment number. I doubted that staking out the building for 
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someone with a pointed hat and a broom would work, so I hoped some of the other people I still 
intended to interview might know the apartment number for this witch of Krasnodar. 

When we finished, I thanked Alexei for his time, and said I would probably contact him 
with more questions in the future. He agreed to help me in any way he could, and I believed his 
offer genuine. 

Natalya remarked that Alexei surprised her by not sounding bitter about his four-year 
ordeal with Alina. It surprised me too, and made me realize that there walked a better man than 
me. Alina cut Alexei more deeply than she did me. We were together for only a year, December 
1999 to December 2000, during which she cheated on me with around five guys of whom I 
knew, but while dating Alexei, her prostitution hoed a path through Krasnodar, Moscow, Cyprus 
and Mexico. 

Alina clearly missed her chance at happiness by not marrying Alexei. Even after her 
whoring in Cyprus, he still wanted to build a life with her, raise children and tried to convince 
her to go back to graduate school for the training she needed to teach Gymnastics. But by then 
her greed, promiscuity and lust for the glamorous life had so ensnared her life that even the 
Graces probably gave up all hope for her. So where did the fault lie for the time wasted and a 
life gone wrong? Did Alina or her mother push her into prostitution? Probably the two of them 
reinforced each other’s greed—what fools. 

With no more interviews scheduled for that sun lit afternoon, I went for a walk in the 
park running down the middle of Krasnaya Ulitsa while Natalya went to her office to make some 
follow-up telephone calls. Before Poisoned Dragon, the stirrings of spring always buoyed my 
spirits—but no more. Strolling in the wann weather, I concluded that never in my life had I meet 
anyone as evil as my wife. The Tao defined evil as a state of self-absorption that was in 
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disharmony with the universal process. Like a dirty window, and my wife was plenty dirty, evil 
kept the light of life from shining through to touch the person within. In the darkness of her soul, 
Poisoned Dragon only thought of herself without any concern for the people she harmed in her 
single-minded quest for money and domination. 

Girls like her existed in the 1940s film noir detective movies, but I thought them just 
caricatures. Never imagined such depraved females actually walked the earth, or that I might 
meet one, not to mention marry one. But exist they do and often succeed with the treachery 
behind their innocent smiles. In the movies, the bad girl always got her just deserts, but on that 
sunny April day in Krasnodar, the future whispered that no court or government agency would 
ever hold Poisoned Dragon accountable for the laws she violated or the frauds she perpetrated. 
She had enough money to buy justice in Russia, and her sex made it virtually impossible for any 
man to convince an American court or executive agency to enforce the laws that she flauntingly 
violated. Thanks to the Political Correctionalists, American governmental officials, many now 
females, considered men evil and women, no matter how revolting their conduct, deserving of 
sympathy and forgiveness because, as the ridiculous argument went, it was really men who 
caused girls to commit reprehensible acts, such as drowning their children, usually boys, or 
killing their husbands or boyfriends whom they cuckolded for years. No, all the advantages lay 
with Poisoned Dragon. Although tempted, it did me no good to implore or curse the gods, 
whether they existed or not. Justice wasn’t a law of nature or gods, man and man alone created 
it. In the end, I and I alone would have to bring justice to her, no matter the cost. But for now, I 
played the lawyer’s delusional game that the executive agencies and the courts really carried out 
the laws passed by the legislative branch. 
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Anastasia called in the evening to say the model of hers that saw Alina with Russian 
mobsters at the club Strike didn’t want to talk with me—too dangerous. For him, it probably 
was. 

Natalya then telephoned to say that she still couldn’t reach Vera for comments on the 
diary or Vice Rector Minchenko of the Academy for the notarized copies of Alina’s handwriting. 
Apparently, Vera didn’t care to become involved, and the Vice Rector lied hoping I’d go away. 
Typical commie con artist that Vice Rector. In order to avoid any scandal resulting from further 
confrontations between an American lawyer and the Academy that would inevitably result if I 
pressed my investigation among the students, Minchenko appeased me with promises he never 
intended to keep. When was I going to leam to never, ever, ever rely on a Russian’s promise? It 
was now Friday night, no classes, no students and my flight for Moscow left Sunday evening. 

The Vice Rector obviously figured it unlikely I would return to Krasnodar to cause him 
any trouble, and even if I did, he probably felt certain that his goons had sufficiently intimidated 
me not to trouble his Academy again. I made a mental note to figure out a way to cause this liar 
some grief, hopefully when I came back. Natalya did have some good news, however: Katya 
agreed to meet with us the next day, Saturday. 

Saturday, April 21, 2001, we again met Katya in the hotel lobby, but this time she left her 
husband at home. Smart move, considering the carnal secrets exposed about her in Poisoned 
Dragon’s dairy. Katya, however, claimed she didn’t get a chance to read the diary because she 
needed to study for college exams, but she did have some information about Alina that she didn’t 
want to mention in front of her husband because, as she said, “He wouldn’t understand.” These 
Russian girls all used the same specious excuse for cheating on their boyfriends: men are too 
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immature to understand us women. Her husband would not only understand but also probably 
box her ears. 

If I had decked Poisoned Dragon—just once, when I first found out about her adultery in 
Italy, the relationship would have ended there or turned out dramatically different. But no, I had 
to act the gentleman, even when dealing with a slut. Why do men have to relinquish the 
strengths that evolution gave them while females ruthlessly use every weapon in their arsenal 
against them? 

Katya told us she first met Alina in 1994 or 1995 at the Vasilyeva House of Fashion 
where the two of them worked as models. Since they had the same figure, they often shared 
clothes and started hanging out together. Poisoned Dragon obviously schemed to use Katya for 
clothes because Katya’s parents were better off. In 1998, Anastasia sent Alina along with 
another model, named Nadya, to work at the Zygos Club in Cyprus. Nadya returned just two 
days later saying the work involved prostitution with which Nadya wanted nothing to do. Alina, 
however, decided to stay for six months. 

I asked, “Do you know how I can reach Nadya?” 

“I’ll look through my papers. I think I still have her number. If I do, I’ll call her to see 
whether she’s willing to meet with you.” 

“When do you think Alina first start working as a prostitute?” 

“Probably when she first went to Cyprus, but I can’t be sure. Alina traveled to Moscow a 
lot before Cyprus. She said she worked as an English translator, which didn’t make sense 
because she could barely speak it.” 

Alina was really working as a prostitute for Leo. Katya didn’t know how many years she 
traveled to Moscow before Cyprus. 
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Katya continued, “The last time I saw Alina was in September 2000 here in Krasnodar. 
She told me she was going to Italy.” 

“She probably lied,” I replied, “since she went to Cyprus, but then again, she may have 
spent some time in Italy for another lucrative weekend of prostitution. I’ll be back in a month or 
two and would like to talk to you some more, especially after you read the diary.” 

Katya agreed, and my final interview for this trip to Krasnodar ended. 

In the evening, I read Natalya’s translation of the newspaper article Anastasia gave me 
with Alina’s picture from the 1997 Miss Krasnodar contest. The reporter had interviewed 
Anastasia’s mother Tatyanna Vasilyeva, a “world famous” designer of lady’s fashion. That was 
surprising, since I had assumed her fashion agency and exporter of loose girls mainly a local 
operation—but it wasn’t. Like Alina, Tatyanna, in her youth, did track and field. Tatyanna 
extolled the virtues of athletes, which made them excellent models, and used as an example 
Alina. According to Tatyanna, Alina worked hard to “become a beauty with a true model figure” 
and was, at the time of the interview, working in the West. Tatyanna didn’t specify the work: 
stripping and hoing at The Men’s Club in Mexico City. Tatyanna also had a school, run by 
Anastasia, for turning young “fresh” girls into models—more likely hos. The rest of the article 
just wasted the resources of paper and ink with empty-headed ditz concerns. 

The next day, I flew back to Moscow to meet with Leo before leaving for New York. In 
March, I had sent him a copy of Poisoned Dragon’s diary and highlighted the section where she 
recounted cheating him out of part of his commission, around $1400, for the “work” she did at 
The Men’s Club in Mexico City. Hopefully, that would at least move Leo out of my wife’s 
camp. 
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Early Monday evening with the sun still in the sky, I walked down the speakeasy steps to 
the bolted door of Leo’s establishment that I first had entered nearly two years earlier on my way 
to the hell I now inhabited. As always, a pretty young whore opened the door and escorted me to 
Leo’s office with the chair that seated his guests about a foot below his desk. 

Leo thanked me for the information about the money Alina owed him. 

He asked to my surprise, “Is this all of her dairy that you have?” 

Why was he asking that I wondered unless the earlier sections of her diary referred to her 
prostitution activities with him? I now wished I had force Poisoned Dragon to give me all of her 
diary. 

“That’s all of her diary that I have,” I answered. “Are you going to collect on the money 
she owes you?” 

“I called her up, but she denied owing me the money and said that you forced her to write 
the diary.” 

“The whole diary?” I asked and we both laughed. 

“It is the way some Russians think, but no sane person would believe her. Anyway, I 
don’t see how I can make her pay since she lives in Krasnodar and New York.” This remark 
didn’t ring true to me. Once I had met Leo’s mafia connection, and that guy could easily wring 
the money out of Poisoned Dragon. 

Leo continued, “How much does she make now?” 

“Around $14,000 a month, not counting prostitution.” 

“She is very rich. I read the diary, and the events she talks about when I took her and my 
girlfriend to Mexico are all true along with the times she talks about visiting my office here.” 

“That’s helpful. Did she ever tell you about what she did in Cyprus?” 
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“I knew she worked as a stripper and sold sex. She did send me a couple of letters.” 

I jumped at the mention of evidence of her handwriting, “Do you still have them?” 

“Sure, let’s see, here they are.” Leo kept a file of information and correspondence for all 
his girls. Russians keep files on everything. 

“She sent one just before she left for Cyprus and the other after working there for a 
month. In one she asked that I send her copies of the nude pictures I made of her. I think she 
wanted to sell them to a customer. She liked the work in Cyprus.” 

“That’s the grandfather she masturbated. She sold him the pictures for ten pounds. 
Besides the nude pictures, why did she keep in touch with you from Cyprus?” 

“Alina always called or wrote to see if I had any work up her alley.” I knew what alley 
Leo meant. He continued, “She was always interested in meeting foreigners and working 
overseas. That’s why I sent her over to you when you first walked into my party.” 

“She knew where the money was, but I wish you had sent someone else.” 

“These girls are all the same Roy.” 

“Now I know that. Can I have copies of the letters?” 

“Here,” he said handing them to me across the desk. “You can keep them. Do you want 
the pictures?” 

“Sure.” 

Leo got up from his desk and turned around to the bookcase of notebooks against the wall 
in which he kept photographs of his girls. The notebooks showed girls from fifteen years old 
into their thirties usually wearing underwear or a bathing suit and all looking for money. He had 
shown me some of the notebooks before when I had stopped by while living in Moscow. He 
always pointed out shots of girls just added to his stable, asking whether any of them could make 
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it as a model in America—as if I knew. But this time Leo did something I never saw before; he 
moved a lever and part of the bookcase vanished leaving an opening into a dark, hidden room 
behind a false wall at the back of his desk. So that was why his office seemed so small. These 
Russians keep secrets within secrets. 

Leo stepped inside and pulled out a notebook that he handed to me. This book, one of 
many that I could glimpse in that secret room, contained completely naked photographs of the 
girls whose names fell under that part of the alphabet. Clearly, he used these books for selling 
his models to prospective clients for prostitution. Why was I surprised? He showed me my 
wife’s page. Four shots of Poisoned Dragon, completely naked with her crotch shaved, standing 
in black high heels, trying to look demure and holding the same posed she used in the Miss 
Krasnodar contest, only there she wore clothes. I felt disgusted. 

“Here keep them,” Leo said 

“When were they taken?” 

“I think in 1996.” 

So, Poisoned Dragon worked as a prostitute at least in Moscow since she graduated 
college and probably before. The letters and nude photos would help my case if I could trick 
Poisoned Dragon into admitting in court that she wrote the letters and Leo took the pictures. No 
way Leo would swear to taking the photos or receiving the letters. The court, however, could at 
least force my wife to provide a handwriting sample, but her proficiency at calligraphy allowed 
her to disguise her writing to some degree. I still needed more evidence. After thanking Leo for 
his help, I went back to my translators’ apartment. 

Anya was out on a date while Sasha sat in the kitchen eating sweets. I joined her and 
showed her my wife’s pictures. 
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“I don’t understand how I could marry such filth. What the hell was wrong with me?” 

“You were lonely and picked the wrong girl,” Sasha empathized. 

“I sure picked the wrong girl! But I’ve been lonely my whole life. Even when I was a 
kid, I learned early on to avoid my parents, especially mother, as much as possible. What a 
couple of self-righteous, cold-hearted frauds they were. Mother always complained when as a 
child I wanted to sit on her lap, so at five I gave up trying. Guess her narcissism forbid children 
parking themselves on her since it detracted from the image of feminine beauty she pictured 
herself projecting to the world. She was all surface and no substance other than a mean and 
nasty nature and lust for material goods.” 

“Sounds like your wife,” Sasha wisely observed. 

“Think so?” 

“I read the copy of her diary that you left with Anya. Your wife sounds infantile. By that 
I mean she never psychologically developed beyond the infant stage in which a person’s own 
body is the main object of their interest. That’s narcissism. Coupled with Alina’s cruelty and 
greed, she seems like the same type of person you just described as your mother.” 

“Yeah, I considered that before. What a curse!” 

“Maybe in your unconscious mind you saw Alina as a way to relieve the loneliness you 
always felt because your mother never gave you any affection.” 

“But how could loneliness drive a man to such stupidity. Every time I learn something 
new about her—it’s foul. I don’t think this girl ever did anything decent in her life or ever 
allowed a centesimal of truth to cross her lips. She lies about being a track star, about not being 
a successful model because she started late, about her mother not knowing the truth about her 
work and nearly everything else to create an image that doesn’t exist.” 


118 



“And you fell in love with that image,” Sasha replied. 

“Ah, you’re right, I did, but I should have seen it was all a mirage.” 

“But you did see it as a mirage at least your rational mind did. I remember you telling me 
before you found her diary that you were certain she was playing around in Krasnodar while you 
waited in Moscow for her visa to come through. You suspected all along the type of girl she 
was, but your unconscious yearned for the affection your mother never gave you and that’s why 
you bought into her illusion.” 

“You’re losing me.” 

“Roy, the moment you sensed that Alina and your mother were similar, and by that I 
don’t mean you logical analyzed the two of them, but something in you told you they were alike. 
At that moment, you were doomed to overlook all the warning signs because she represented 
your last chance of receiving the affection your mother never gave, of alleviating that loneliness 
you’ve lived with since a child. I mean look at what you did with Alina compared to your other 
relationships. You went out with girls from Russia and South America. You always told me that 
they were probably interested in you just to get a green card, and your vanity while dating them 
temporarily blinded you to that. But you never got serious with any of them probably because 
they didn’t remind you of your mother. Still, you knew the score with, as you call them, third- 
world girls, and yet you unconsciously used the attraction of a green card to win over Alina. 

First you take her to America and the city where she dreamed of working, Las Vegas. Then 
when you are back in Moscow, you ask her to marry you and move to New York. Of course, 
she’s going to agree. What girl living in this country wouldn’t?” 

“So I’m to blame for the mess I’m in?” 
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“Don’t be so defensive. Your mother’s failure to be a mother left you vulnerable for a 
con artist like Alina. I’m not justifying Alina’s actions. She’s a scheming ambitious girl who 
saw your weakness and took advantage of it—not caring how badly she hurt you. You were 
nothing but a toy for her to play with. An evil person if there ever was one.” 

“So was my mother, but there’s nothing I can do to her since she’s dead, but I can do 
something to Alina.” 

“And what will you do?” 

“Try to get justice.” 

The next day I flew back to New York, miserable as ever. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 4 

Mother-in-law 

During my fact finding in Krasnodar, two other friends stayed with Traviesa in my 
apartment. Jesse, one of the black belts who had served the Family Court summons on Poisoned 
Dragon at Flash Dancers, needed a place to live while he looked for an apartment. With 
Traviesa’s okay, I let him camp out at my place, and wherever Jesse went, so did his girl Kristi, 
another pretty young babe from the former Communist Block, this time Hungary. Perhaps I 
should have opened a hostel to finance my war against Poisoned Dragon. 

On returning home, I expected to find my three adopted children in residence, but Jesse 
and Kristi no longer slept there. Traviesa greeted me with a smile and what she considered a 
home cooked Czechoslovakian meal: spaghetti, still a step up from the boiled rice, hot dogs and 
drugs that Poisoned Dragon served as dinner. Apparently, in the former Soviet Union, the route 
to influencing a man isn’t through cooking. 

As I ate, Traviesa recounted a bizarre event in the apartment concerning Kristi, which 
caused her and Jesse at her insistence to leave. 

My apartment is on the tenth floor and faces north. At night, you can easily see the 
Chrysler Building and other brightly lit skyscrapers. On one night while in the bathroom 
brushing her teeth, Kristi felt something strange. She turned and saw outside a jet-black form 
slowly moving toward the opened bathroom window until it completely blacked out the lights of 
the New York City skyscrapers. The shape, according to Kristi, stopped without entering and 
uttered unintelligible words in a guttural, menacing voice that froze her heart. Kristi freaked, 
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bolted into the living room for Jesse’s anns, and through stammering words explained what had 
happened. Jesse ran into bathroom ready to take apart whatever it was that frightened Kristi, but 
he found nothing, looked out the window—nothing. Whatever it was, if it was anything, it didn’t 
want to deal with Jesse. 

Kristi refused to ever set foot in my apartment again. She believed a demon tried to enter 
through the bathroom window that night to steal hers and the souls of everyone in the apartment. 
If Kristi was right, we all knew that the only person malicious and arrogant enough to summon 
up demons was Poisoned Dragon. It was easy for all of us to imagine my wife gnashing her 
teeth, contorting her face in hate as she spewed out the evil in her to animate the long forgotten 
nightmares buried in the unconscious mind of modem humans. 

The incident didn’t particularly bother me because by then I had accepted my grasp on 
reality as tenuous at best. Poisoned Dragon had so crippled my view of reality that the image of 
demons cavorting outside my windows seemed like business as usual. Traviesa found the 
episode amusing; probably because she believed in her own supernatural power that she 
confidently thought more than a match for some retarded Russian’s. 

The tentacles of the unearthly, at least from my degenerating view of reality, continued to 
slither out of the darkness, where logic and proportion failed to tread. Natalya mailed me a copy 
of the Krasnaya Ulitsa newspaper article about Alina and me that hit the streets on April 30 th , 
Walpurgis Nacht: the medieval European witches Sabbath in which the forces of darkness run 
rampant in nightmarish abandon. A fitting representation of Poisoned Dragon’s life, but of all 
the days, why did it come out on April 30 th ? Were the forces of evil that Poisoned Dragon allied 
with tapping into my childhood fears of Walt Disney’s Night On Bald Mountain with its 
elemental music of the Russian composer Mussorgsky pulling me into the insane world that my 
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wife ruled as a Goblin queen? Given the lunacy of those days, any thing irrational seemed 
likely. 


The article included a picture of a stripper covering her breasts with a hat, wearing 
panties and her facial features partly disguised, but it sure looked a lot like my wife. I 
appreciated the subtle mockery that a stripper and prostitute’s only value was her body. 

Poisoned Dragon clearly saw her body as the source of all her material wealth. 

The article used fictitious names for Poisoned Dragon, once again because of a holdover 
in Soviet law that protected a person’ honor even though the truth showed her to have no honor. 
The article called my wife Svetlana Bondarchuk and me Michael Lamer—lame for marrying her, 
I guess. The following is a translation: 

The Spouse for Common Use. 

I would like to divorce my wife, who instead of performing her marital duties, is working 
at the strip club, and after work is a prostitute. She is also involved in with bandits. I took her to 
the U.S. from Krasnodar in hopes of creating a nice family, but it turned out to be an illusion. For 
the last four months, she managed to earn $ 60,000 as a prostitute. 

Don’t think that this is a confession of one of the Americans online, even though there is 
plenty of information like that. This information was taken to “Krasnaya Street” by the U.S. 
citizen Michael Lamer. In the big folder he had copies of documents, detective reports, and his 
wife’s diary. Mr. Lamer did not speak Russian, but the documents were in Russian. The heroine 
of this half-detective and half-love story is also Russian. And maybe this explains everything. 

Svetlana Bondarchuk used to work in a modeling business in Krasnodar. Having good 
looks and a nice figure she could have become the next “face” of the local advertisements. But 
she did not. 

With the rest of the girls she went to Cyprus to work in a strip club. The work is 
hannless: the client could look at the dancer all he wants; however, he does not have a right to 
touch her, unless he orders a private dance- especially for him in a closed room. The work is 
hard: both physically and morally. Sometimes they had to dance 20 times in a row and still stay 
attractive and desired. Apparently Svetlana was good at it. 

But the main income of Svetlana was from prostitution. She worked as a prostitute at 
night and on weekends. “I went to his hotel, gave him a massage (40 pounds, if sex- 100 
pounds). I got 100 pounds and the money for the taxi... Help G-d this man!” Essentially that was 
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written all over in Svetlana’s diary. Reading someone’s diary - that is not a fine-looking thing, 
but in order to get a full view of the picture, we looked at its copies. Its surprising and amazing 
how this naive girl from a Russian high school, in whose head everything is messed up, is so 
confused with virtues and vices, right and wrong.... 

“.... Last week these businessmen came from Kuwait, filled with money. Marios sold 
me, Regina, Julia and Nadya (40 pounds each). We went to an expensive restaurant. Mine said 
that he does not want sex. With the good news, I got drunk from wine and by mistake gave 
myself to him (before I received $100, let G-d be his judge!)....” 

“We have some weird clients. Yesterday one took off shoes from my left foot, spilled 
some orange juice on it and kissed it. Then he put on my shoes and took me to dance on the 
stage. But he didn’t pay for the dance. There is a God’s will for everything!!!) 

Despite the costs of her profession, Svetlana was satisfied with it. Her clients gave her 
presents - jewelry, clothes, home equipment, lotion from cellulite, perfumes. One affluent Arab 
“bought” her for three days and took her to Egypt. Through her life in Cyprus went “amazing 
man: 100 pounds sterling for sexual intercourse; Andrew: 60 pounds plus 10 pounds for two 
nude pictures; Dr. Brown: perfume, 50 pounds sterling, watch, alarm, earrings and a necklace, 
100 pounds, bracelet and a gold ring” (from the detective’s report). In short, she came home with 
a lot of money and presents. But she did not stop with this; she went to Mexico. 

Mexican prices turned out to be better- for the day club- $250, night-$300; table-dance- 
$140. In Mexico, Sveta earned $28,000. But she had to go to jail, when a lot of strippers were 
taken after a police round-up. But she didn’t have to worry about anyone learning the truth about 
her in faraway Krasnodar. 

She got acquainted with Michael in Moscow, before she went to Mexico. Everything 
started out very romantically. An affluent lawyer, tired of pragmatic American women fell in 
love with a young woman who could have been his daughter. And for Sveta, it could have been 
the next step to success. After her return, the “Hollywood” courtship started: flowers, 
acquaintances with families, trip to Sochi before the wedding. Michael had never been that 
generous and his heart had never beaten that fast... 

After a visit to New York City and Las Vegas, U.S. citizen Michael Lamer and Russian 
citizen Svetlana Bondarchuk got married in Krasnodar. After that Michael went to Moscow to 
prepare a visa for Svetlana. His wife went to Italy, where she had a honeymoon with a Mexican 
lover, who had not forgotten about the dancer at the Mexican strip club. Don Pedro [Alfredo 
Ibarra Sotelo] took the unfaithful wife to Florence, Milan and Venice, gave her a diamond ring, $ 
1,000... and returned the wife. 

In America, Mrs. Lamer liked New York City. But her husband was not as generous as 
before. Americans are very pragmatic, and after the romance, Michael decided to find his wife a 
job. They went to a couple of model agencies, but Sveta knew how to dance next to a pole really 
well. But prostitution was her secret. Therefore, she found such jobs through a strip-club 
surreptitiously. 
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Her husband became very suspicious of her constant absences. And then he found her 
diary where she listed all her clients and her profit from prostitution. What would a Russian man 
do in his place? Well, you know yourself. But not the American man! When Sveta told her 
husband that she wants to go on a vacation with her mother, Michael did not protest, but rather 
hired a detective and translated the diary that had all of his wife’s experiences. A visit to a doctor 
cleared the head of Michael - the doctor gave him a reason of his malaise after dinner: his young 
wife added some opium substances in his food... 

Michael met his wife at the airport in Krasnodar after her vacation. He threatened a 
divorce, but Mrs. Lamer did not want to leave a comfortable life in New York and go to a 
provincial Paris. She followed her husband to New York, begging him to give her another 
chance.... 

What would a Russian husband do? Beat her up and let her in again. But the American 
man kicked her out of the house. Later on, he regretted it because dangerous people started to 
threaten him. Then Mr. Lamer became nervous; on his death the widow would receive 
citizenship in America, and he wanted her deported, so he began a divorce case. 

That’s how after looking for the arguments against his unfaithful wife he turned up in 
Krasnodar. How this story will end- only God knows. Maybe some day we will tell you about it. 
But now there is an excerpt from Mr. Lamer’s letter to us: “I hope you liked the story of how a 
very talented young woman went after the money, and how a stupid American man fell for a 
feminine Russian beauty, trying to escape from the American girls.” P.S. All the names were 
changed in the article. 

Besides changing the names, it was too bad the reporter couldn’t change my role in this 
stupidity to a member of the audience. 

While I was in Russia, my undercover operative started visiting Flash Dancers in the 
hope of befriending Poisoned Dragon, but he didn’t find her working until the middle of May. 
That meant she took a month’s vacation starting the middle of April, which supported my belief 
that the girl I saw entering a jewelry store in Krasnodar was she. 

My operative made first contact sitting at the bar when Poisoned Dragon came up and 
said, “I know you.” He thought his cover blown, but it turned out to be just one of her lines. She 
told him she was twenty-two—a lie, she lived in Sochi—a lie, said Russian men didn’t realize 
how good Russian girls were—another lie, until they met American girls—a half-lie. My agent 
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thought she appeared troubled. For me that was great and probably meant she knew about my 
investigation in Krasnodar. My operative would continue visiting Flash Dancers periodically to 
try to gather information from her. 

Xenia, my Moscow attorney, delivered to Dennis’ contact at the U.S. Embassy a letter 
with exhibits detailing Poisoned Dragon’s violation of U.S. Immigration law. 

Judith, my New York divorce attorney, a.k.a. the Ore, actually sounded surprised when I 
gave her the boot. Just another delusional female believing she had a god given license to treat 
men like garbage and that they should thank her for it. Not much different than Poisoned Dragon 
except for looks and about two feet in height. No more American female attorneys for me; they 
all conceitedly thought they understood men but didn’t. 

After finishing my interviews with a handful of male lawyers, I hired my second 
annulment/divorce attorney, Steve Silpe. He seemed obnoxious and sharp enough: both good 
qualities in a litigator, assuming they are used against the opponent. His handlebar mustache and 
baldhead displayed the self-tailored image of a gunslinger, albeit a short one. 

At our first meeting, I noticed he used the same type of seat for his guests as did Leo in 
Moscow. Maybe they were related. The deceptively normal chair in front of Silpe’s desk sank 
its occupant well below the level of Silpe who sat throne-like behind his desk. A tactic my 
instincts told me he used to make himself appear more authoritative and imposing in order to 
browbeat clients into doing what he told them so as to make his job easier rather than serving his 
client’s interests. Many lawyers manipulate their clients in order to fit cases into a cookie-cutter 
mold that pennits the attorney to run an assembly line operation that maximizes revenue without 
the distraction of dealing with unfamiliar issues. Once again, I should have listen to my 
instincts, but didn’t. 
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Silpe listened to my story and said the first step was to draft a complaint that listed my 
wife’s worst deeds by showing she tricked me into marriage, committed adultery and treated me 
cruelly. Judith never got around to drafting a complaint, since she was likely trying to bludgeon 
me into a settlement. After Silpe served the complaint on my wife’s attorney, he would request a 
Preliminary Conference before a judge. The court would choose the judge, not us. The alleged 
purpose of the Preliminary Conference was to simplify the issues, set a schedule for obtaining 
evidence and determine a trial date, but as I found out, the real reason was for the judge to 
hammer both sides into not going to trial. Bureaucrats, especially the judges in the Supreme 
Court in Manhattan, around 60% female, don’t like work. 

While continuing my investigation into Poisoned Dragon’s nefarious life, I tracked down 
Azul, who had worked as a hooker and stripper at The Men’s Club in Mexico City and double- 
hoed on weekend trips with my wife. Azul and my wife whored around Mexico together, so she 
clearly knew a lot that might help my case, although I doubted she’d tell the truth, but it was 
worth a shot. After tracking her from Lithuania, her native country, to Holland, I reached her by 
telephone. She was living with her boyfriend, meaning latest customer. 

After politely listening to my narrative, Azul said she wanted to read Poisoned Dragon’s 
diary first before answering any questions. She gave me her address and a date to call her back. 
To my surprise, she was at home when I called back on the appointed date. Probably didn’t want 
me talking with her new chump. Azul couldn’t remember any useful details about my wife’s 
open-to-all-comers’ days in Mexico, even though she was with her most of the time, apparently 
another slut with selective Al z heimer’s. 

“Alina didn’t sell herself and none of the girls at the Men’s Club did. We just danced,” 
Azul smoothly said. 
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“What did Alina do when not working at the club?” I asked. 

“All her spare time she was alone.” 

That technically meant when not stripping or hoing, which were her chosen professions. 
These commie prostitutes could manipulate words as well as Billy Bob Clinton. They know the 
truth a man thinks he hears is not always the truth that is said. 

“If she was alone, how did you know that?” 

“I just knew!” I like Angelina very much and cannot say anything wrong about her.” 

Azul, however, did admit that the episodes in the dairy mentioning her were correct. She 
probably wanted to placate me enough so as not to have a long talk with her latest mark, but 
refused to provide me with a sworn statement. 

Azul claimed she more or less kept in touch with Poisoned Dragon with whom she had 
talked recently, but couldn’t remember that conversation except for the prepared text on which 
only my wife could have briefed her. Azul repeated the exact same garbage Poisoned Dragon 
told me right after we separated in a con to make me lie to the INS for her: 

“Alina liked you in the beginning. She did not marry you for a green card, but the 
marriage just did not work out. You shouldn’t waste your time and money in fighting her. Just 
let her have what she wants.” 

This obvious connivance of my wife and Azul confirmed these two whores stayed in 
close contact with each other. To make Poisoned Dragon realize she made a mistake, I told Azul 
about the night I received the Temporary Order of Protection. Poisoned Dragon would learn 
from Azul that had she not listened to her cocky lawyers and hatred of men to strike at me with 
the Temporary Order of Protection based on lies, none of what will happen would have happened 
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because before receiving the Order I had decided to forget about her—let her go her crooked 
way. Azul would tell her that the Order of Protection had started a total war. 

“What does this fat Mexican named Alfredo do?” I asked 

“I don’t know what he does, but I went with him and Alina on a few trips around 
Mexico.” 

“Who else went along?” 

“It was just the three of us. We were good friends. Alfredo even visited me and my 
boyfriend here in Holland last year.” 

Probably on his way to meet my wife in Italy, I concluded. 

Azul repeated the same excuse Poisoned Dragon used for breaking up with Alexei in 
Krasnodar—that he cheated on her. These sluts, just like Feminazis, can’t accept any 
responsibility. 

Azul also puppeted my wife’s tired, old ploy for sympathy: that Alina and Inessa had a 
hard life. Who doesn’t? As for what my wife mentioned about Cyprus, Azul only commented 
the work was hard and Poisoned Dragon didn’t like it. I had heard all these lines before and no 
longer believed any of them. 

Azul then launches into her own sympathy ploy by telling me that when she returned 
home to Lithuania, she discovered her husband had cheated on her, which hurt her so bad that 
she started divorce proceedings. The hypocrisy of this prostitute was astounding. She spent 
seven years whoring around the world, lying to her husband and still had the audacity to fault 
him for finding another girl—give me a break! These hos went beyond self-delusion. Next she 
told me she was now working in a bed and breakfast, probably as an expensive mattress, and 
invited me to visit her. I politely declined and said goodbye. 
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After Azul, I telephoned Alfredo to try to pressure him into giving me a sworn statement 
about Poisoned Dragon’s adulterous liaison with him in Italy and any place else he might admit. 
My hand held only two cards. 

Technically, under international law, I could subpoena Alfredo for a deposition in 
Mexico to grill him about playing around with my wife. To avoid such, he might provide a 
sworn statement, but I doubted it. If he refused, then papers noticing a deposition and including 
the annulment/divorce complaint could be served at his home when he wasn’t there, so his wife, 
assuming he had one, would receive them. Being a female, she would read them, leading to lots 
of trouble for Alfredo. It was likely Alfredo was married because once when I called to confront 
him about Poisoned Dragon, I heard children in the background. 

My second card depended on psychology. I had sent Alfredo at his work address my 
wife’s diary with the hoped that after reading the insults she wrote about him, he would want 
revenge. In order to entice him into reading the diary, I sent it under Azul’s name. If it came 
from me, his suspicious Mexican mind would likely cause him to either not read it or dismiss 
Poisoned Dragon’s insults as my creations. The cover letter purportedly from Azul stated, “I 
believe you will find the enclosed bed time reading interesting. Love Azul,” and listed the pages 
recounting his escapades with my wife and her mockery of him but not the pages about their 
fling in Italy. 

When he received the diary, Alfredo would eagerly flip to the cited pages certain in his 
ego that Poisoned Dragon praised his sexual prowess and confessed her love for him. But on 
reading her remarks, such as “I wanted to laugh” or “Oh god, that night was such a torture to 
me” or she needed a stiff drink before screwing him or his pawing and smell revolted her would 
send his ego crashing. He’d search through every page listed in Azul’s cover letter hoping for 
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redemption from the fair skinned, blonde hair girl he fell for but would find none. Struggling to 
salvage his manly pride, he’d realize that the pages Azul referred him to didn’t include the trip to 
Italy where Alfredo surely believed his performance, both in and out of bed, exemplified the 
legendary Latin lover that won him forever a hot place in Poisoned Dragon’s groin and a tender 
place in her heart no matter what she said about him earlier. It just took her some time to 
appreciate his outstanding qualities. 

Wondering whether the dairy he clasped in his hands even included the Italy affair, 
Alfredo would hurriedly flip through the pages praying to find salvation from the mental torment 
of Poisoned Dragon’s derision. Once he found the Italy section, he’d immediately suspect a 
vicious plot by Azul to hurt him by referring only to the sections where my wife ridiculed him. 
His ego on the upswing would fancy Azul jealous of Poisoned Dragon; that Azul really wanted 
the knightly Alfredo and this was her way of getting back at him for not banging her. But while 
reading about the Italian fling, his vaulted hopes would dash utterly because I rewrote my wife’s 
dairy to heap even worse insults on him than in the earlier sections. That fatso Mexican deserved 
the pain and worse, but more importantly, it might convince him to seek a little vengeance and 
make a statement against my wife. 

On the telephone, Alfredo sounded very bitter about Poisoned Dragon, so my scheme had 
caused the intended emotional distress, but he wasn’t willing to give a sworn statement. 
Apparently he was use to girls walking all over him. I played my second card and threatened to 
subpoena him to appear at a deposition for questioning, but he didn’t change his mind. 

Okay, time to involve his wife, assuming he had one. My private detective in Mexico 
City set out to find Alfredo’s home address and, thereby, his wife’s. The detective tried 
following Alfredo after work but lost him every time because of Alfredo speeding down 
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alleyways, quickly changing lanes and making hairpin turns to shake any tails. My detective 
found Alfredo’s paranoid driving bizarre, so he looked a little further into Alfredo and found a 
narcotics trafficker. No wonder he didn’t want anyone following him. 

Alfredo’s real business as a trafficker fit. Poisoned Dragon said Alfredo exported dried 
fruit, which sounded strange to me at the time, so I noted it even though I did not understand it. 
Also, during the Italy affair, my wife wrote about taking some substance with Alfredo that 
heightened the sexual thrill. Apparently, he exported the dried fruit of the coca plant. 

My detective found Alfredo’s home address and paid it a visit while Alfredo was at work, 
but unfortunately no current wife since according to the housekeeper Alfredo had recently 
divorced—rats. 

The next day an email from Natalya brought troubles concerning my investigation in 
Krasnodar. The week after I left Krasnodar, Poisoned Dragon’s mother, Inessa, burst into 
Natalya’s office ranting and raving, threatening and intimidating: 

She told me very bad things, also she told you are criminal, crazy, etc... In addition, she 
told me that you'll never visit Russia again, 'cause you are criminal and our police know it. I saw 
that she had some copies of Alina's diary in her bag. I can't tell you how many exactly. She told 
me that everybody who were given of these copies didn’t believe in such "trouble things". I'm 
sure she told them that you are crazy and criminal. She forced me to say with whom you met in 
Krasnodar. Inessa told that Vera, the masseur, Anastasia and the trainer called her and said, "It is 
impossible!! We don't believe in it." She told about her "her beautiful and kind girl." 

After this she tryed to force me to write a paper with number of my passport and current 
address for Court with detailed describing of your last visit into Krasnodar: each meeting, with 
whom, when, who else has a copy of the diary... I said, "O.k., see you tomorrow, I’ll make this 
paper." 

When she left our office I call my lawyer, and she refused to make any paper without 
special request from Court. When Alina's mother came again, I told her: "Fuck you, I agreed to 
help to show the real matter of justice but you haven’t any possibilities for this." She was very 
angry, she promised to locate me at the prison very soon. 

Yes, it was very unpleasantly, you know. Also she told that you forced Alina to write this 
diary. Of course, I didn’t tell anything about newspaper, she could kill me! Also she told me that 
she has a strong connections in Police and with criminals and I believed her because she has a 
money and she can buy any friends, you know and she once lived in Chechnya. Yes I was 
scared. 


12 



Natalya’s email came at least three weeks after Inessa’s lie-filled intimidation. Why so 
late? Anyway, I saw the hidden hands of Poisoned Dragon’s attorneys, Mundy and his Russian 
assistant, behind Inessa’s actions. Someone to whom I gave a copy of the dairy spilled the beans 
to Inessa and Alina, who was likely in Krasnodar at the time of my visit. 

The cabal of forces arrayed against my quest for justice now knew I possessed a copy of 
my wife’s dairy going back to December 1998 and that I was looking for people to authenticate 
the record of her sordid existence. Poisoned Dragon and her attorneys needed to prevent the 
Russians I interviewed from providing the necessary sworn statements about the validity and 
accuracy of her diary; otherwise, it would be admitted as evidence in the divorce court. Sure the 
INS had a copy of her diary, but before using it in a deportation hearing, the Government would 
also have to authenticate it, which meant work for bureaucrats that didn’t work. However, if all 
the INS needed to do was subpoena court records that included an already authenticate diary 
used as evidence, then that much less work would look attractive to the bureaucrats. 

Poisoned Dragon and her attorneys may have also suspected that I had acquired a copy of 
the dairy while still living with her, which gave her the defense of cohabitation—meaning I 
legally forgave the events in the diary. In order to prevent an annulment or divorce based on 
adultery from prostitution, they would have to raise the cohabitation defense. Such proof would 
attract the attention of the INS because it meant showing that I had “forgiven” the acts of 
marriage fraud and prostitution. 

If Poisoned Dragon’s attorneys couldn’t prevent the authentication of the diary and didn’t 
use the cohabitation defense, then they would face making the ludicrous argument that I forced 
her to write it or that all the nefarious scenes were id inspired fantasies. In addition, they would 
have to stop me from acquiring any additional infonnation not in the diary that might help prove 
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my allegations and provide the INS with additional court evidence of marriage fraud and 
prostitution, both of which even Immigration didn’t look kindly upon. 

So the trinity of evil needed a strategy. Easy enough, just tell my Russian witnesses I 
was crazy and a criminal, which, if they believed it, would keep them from helping me. If they 
didn’t believe it, then just threaten to send the police and prosecutors after them. Everyone knew 
the Russian criminal-justice system went to the highest bidder and nobody, especially Russians, 
wanted the police and prosecutors looking into their affairs. Whether poor or wealthy, all 
Russians try to keep a low profile. The poor because the laws protecting individual rights are 
useless, and the rich because their money comes from criminal activities. Not that the wealthy 
fear prosecution, but they would rather avoid the bribes demanded by the police and prosecutors 
to leave them alone. If threats of police and prosecutors didn’t work, then Poisoned Dragon 
could easily hire some hoodlums with sex or money to use more vigorous intimidation. 

Poisoned Dragon couldn’t arrange the intimidation of potential witnesses herself because 
she was under the jurisdiction of the New York Supreme Court and such conduct, even by a 
wife, didn’t go down easily with the court. So her attorneys likely instructed her to find someone 
else over whom New York laws held no power to obstruct my investigation. Naturally, she 
turned to her mother. 

Even though Poisoned Dragon’s mother didn’t fall under the court’s authority, I still 
thought the divorce court wouldn’t look kindly on the mother of a party to the proceedings going 
around intimidating and threatening potential witnesses. So I telephoned my new attorney Silpe 
to determine what we could do to deter Inessa’s interference. He sounded like he didn’t want to 
be bothered, and said I couldn’t do anything at all because my wife’s mother was outside the 
court’s jurisdiction. Silpe’s attitude made me feel that I, the man paying him, was disturbing 
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him. Was my new lawyer hoing my wife or just a wimp from a younger generation suckled on 
Feminazi propaganda? White men in their twenties and thirties are generally incapable of 
holding their own in an argument with some loud mouth, usually ugly, female zealot. It’s as if 
the Chinese brain washers from the Korean War passed on their techniques to American mothers 
of the late 20 th century who vowed to turn their sons into pseudo pussies. 

Okay, if my modern-day, emasculated American lawyer wouldn’t help me, maybe my 
Russian woman attorney would. I telephoned Xenia about obtaining a restraining order, or 
whatever they called it in Russia, to stop Inessa from interfering in my investigation. Xenia told 
me the Russian courts couldn’t restrain anybody from saying what they wanted regardless of the 
consequences. Threats, intimidation and harassment, as long as such consisted only of words 
could not be prevented beforehand. An interesting freedom of speech concept for a country that 
recently sent people to the Gulag for the mildest of political criticisms. For example, my former 
maid in Moscow, the one with the PhD in public health, told me that her grandfather ended up in 
the Gulag for saying that Americans built better cars than the Soviets. He never returned. 

Xenia explained my only recourse was to use the law of defamation against Inessa in 
Krasnodar once she defamed me to others—not much of a deterrent. Even winning a monetary 
judgment, which in Russia would amount to peanuts, I would still have to collect from a Russian 
adept, like most Russians, at hiding assets. But, I decided to go ahead anyway. It’s always 
impossible to tell where a court action may lead. 

Xenia suggested a Krasnodar lawyer she worked with, Svetlana, but before she could 
represent me, I needed to fill out and get notarized the Russian form for hiring an attorney. 

Since, I planned to return to Krasnodar in mid-June to continue my investigation; I’d meet 
Svetlana then to complete the forms. 
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I contacted Natalya to tell her of my hiring a lawyer in Krasnodar to deal with Inessa. It 
allayed some of the doubts Inessa had put into Natalya’s head about me and calmed some of her 
fears that I would leave her to face the wraith of Inessa and Poisoned Dragon alone. My wife 
and Inessa clearly intended to sow doubt and fear in Natalya because they knew my investigation 
would stop in its tracks without a translator. Still, Natalya remained upset from the experience, 
not only because my wife made lots of money, but, as Natalya said, my wife and Inessa had lived 
in Chechnya for over fifteen years, which to Russians meant connections with some of the most 
brutal criminals on the planet. 

Chechnya lay only four hundred miles from Krasnodar, so many Chechen gangsters set 
up business in the city to ply their savagery. To make matters scarier, Poisoned Dragon’s 
apparent prostituting in Krasnodar probably meant she also associated with local criminals and 
officials capable of causing much trouble for the average Russian. As a result, Natalya stopped 
following up on the people I originally contacted, and even tried to dissuade me from continuing 
my investigation. Time for another translator for my next trip thanks to the fear my wife and her 
attorneys heartlessly caused a twenty-two year old girl trying to eek out a living. 

Telstar 

The most troubling development of Inessa terrorizing Natalya was the copies of the diary 
in Inessa’s bag. My wife’s mother must have convinced or threatened some of my potential 
witnesses into giving up the very document that they needed to recognize the events recorded. 
This cut to the heart of my efforts. Without a copy of the diary, any potential witness still 
willing to help me had nothing with which to refer. I’d have to fly back and forth to Krasnodar 
or set up shop there for weeks to handhold each potential witness while we went through the 
diary, composed their sworn statement and obtained notarization. If I let the witnesses out of my 
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presence, my wife’s mother, the corrupt police or hired hoodlums might pounce, eliminating my 
chances to authenticate the diary. 

Poisoned Dragon and Inessa could easily keep track of my visits and activities in 
Krasnodar. Two planes a day flew into the city from Moscow and only two hotels permitted 
foreigners as guest. A few dollars to an airline official and hotel employee or tens of dollars to 
an F.S.B. agent and my nemeses would know of my arrivals, departures and local residence. 
Once I landed in Krasnodar, they could use some of Inessa’s students or former students, such as 
the guys who helped the two move into their apartment, to stake out the hotel and follow me 
around Krasnodar. These guys won’t cost much, probably a few bottles of vodka and maybe 
some sex from Poisoned Dragon. Some of them were policemen who could easily keep me 
under surveillance the entire time. After I talked to a witness, Inessa would show up to 
expropriate the diary by smilingly suggesting the witness shouldn’t get involved with a crazy, 
criminal American. If her ingratiating con didn’t work, then she’d turn to her Janus face of rage, 
threatening the person with the police or gangsters. 

Without sworn statements from witnesses to authenticate the diary, not to mention any 
new evidence, my wife could resort to her strong point before the court—lie. She wouldn’t have 
to claim the absurdity that I forced her to write the diary, just that the diary represented the draft 
of a novel and all the evidence in it would go down the drain. 

In addition to stopping the intimidation, which a defamation action might do, I also 
needed a way to circumvent Inessa’s ability to confiscate copies of the dairy from my witnesses. 
Neither American nor Russian law could prevent Inessa’s expropriations, but modern technology 
could make them useless by putting the diary on the Internet. Let’ see Inessa expropriate that. 
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Natalya told me that Krasnodar had a couple of Internet Cafes used mostly by students 
and younger folk while Russians with money, criminals and old-line bureaucrats, owned their 
own computers. That comprised the pool of my potential witnesses: Poisoned Dragon’s fellow 
models, students and disco crowd probably all used the Internet Cafes while her prostitution 
clients made enough money to buy their own computers. Anyone of them could go online to 
check out which events in the diary they recognized. An added benefit was reducing the number 
of copies of the diary I planned to lug from New York to Krasnodar on my next trip. Just twenty 
copies really weigh me down, but with a website, I could replace most copies with flyers. 

The flyers would provide the web site address, introductory information that showed I 
knew Poisoned Dragon and answers to questions that people usually asked about her, such as 
what she did in America, how much she made and where she lived in Krasnodar. An Internet 
site also gave me the opportunity to reach more people by following up on leads. My first trip to 
Krasnodar taught me that I needed a longer presence on the ground in order to track down others 
with useful information. By leaving a number of flyers with my new translator, whomever she 
ended up being, she could follow up the leads to other potential witnesses, give them a flyer and 
I could interview them by email. The public nature of an Internet site might even turn up people 
I didn’t know about. 

An Internet site also allowed me to counter, to some extent, Inessa’s lie that the diary was 
false by including the naked photos that Leo gave me. The staged nature of the photos showing 
front and back fit the modern-day trend in Russia for promoting commercial goods. One look 
and any Russian would know the pictures showed a prostitute advertising her services. Since the 
dairy recounted much of Poisoned Dragon’s sex work, the photos showing an obvious prostitute 
made the entire sorted tale credible. 
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An added benefit came from showing my wife in one of her her work uniforms—no 
clothes at all. As a result of my interviews with the two guys who didn’t recognize her name but 
did her photos, I realized pictures were the only way some people could identity her. Poisoned 
Dragon worked retail selling her body, so her customers, those that might provide some useful 
information, were more likely to recognize her in her birthday suit as opposed to a real suit. The 
naked photos on the Internet, as well as on the flyers, might catch the eyes of those who knew 
her body but not her name. 

The Internet site would make public private facts that made me looked like a fool, but 
then again, I was. It would also publicize many doings and schemes that my wife wanted to keep 
secret—good. She and her attorneys had plotted and used threats to intimidate me into assisting 
them in defrauding the Immigration Service, had obtained a spurious Temporary Order of 
Protection, had lied about possessing medical records of battery, had threatened a “difficult” 
divorce proceeding and were now using Inessa to threaten my witnesses in order to subvert the 
workings of the New York Supreme Court. By engaging in such acts, they “assumed the risk” 
that unflattering facts about Poison Dragon would become public. Just because she was a girl 
didn’t mean the truth about her should remain locked away while they engaged in criminal acts 
to gain her permanent residency. 

The real beauty of my plan was that she couldn’t sue me for defamation because then all 
the facts would come out in court since truth is an absolute defense to defamation. Although, 
some man-hating judge might convict me of harassment based on the lame belief that alien sluts 
can do what they want so long as it harms men, but I doubted it. Even the naked pictures didn’t 
amount to harassment because they simply re-publicized my wife’s advertisements for the 
services she sold through Leo—sex. 
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My Flash Dancers’ undercover operative kept reporting back to me, but nothing of much 
use. Poisoned Dragon kept playing her sympathy card with him by saying she has to support 
herself, nobody helps her, she lives alone, wants to become a model but has to work at Flash 
Dancers so much to pay her bills, sometimes there’s not enough customers to make money, the 
club sometimes raises the fees she has to pay management to dance—boo hoo hoo. The 
consummate deceiver, raking in easily $3500 a week but still trying to weasel money out of 
others with her “pity me” routine. 

A couple of side comments, however, illustrated either the extent of her self-delusion or 
capacity to tell outrageous lies: she cooked great meals and stripping was glamorous, which 
particularly amazed my operative as he looked around the seedy, dark basement full of men 
emotionally drooling over the flesh of whores. Poisoned Dragon also repeated her lie about 
winning the long jump championship of Russia three times and added a new one about reaching 
the finals in the Miss Commonwealth of Independent States pageant—a type of Miss Universe 
contest but only for the countries of the former Soviet Union. She told my agent that often 
customers wanted to take her to a hotel after work. A subtle way of informing a customer that he 
had to make the proposition. She probably used that approach to avoid breaking the law on 
soliciting prostitution in case a customer happened to be a cop. Poisoned Dragon also 
emphasized to my agent that she wanted to stay in America. During her plying tactics with my 
agent, Poisoned Dragon always situated herself to keep a sharp eye on Flash Dancers entrance to 
spot any new suckers entering—the real reason for her laser eye operation the previous year. 

On the legal front, Silpe had me meet with his associate to go over the 
annulment/divorce complaint. Why wasn’t I meeting with him? Okay, I rationalized: it’ll cost 
me less money, and I’ll see whether this associate is competent. After a few minutes into the 
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meeting, a sinking feeling of dread swamped me. The associate, a middle-aged female, must 
have been in the beginning stages of Al z heimer’s. Her mind was like a Swiss-cheese trap. She 
mixed up facts, couldn’t remember important points, confused the law, passed on making any 
decisions, overflowed with negativity, implied I should give up without a fight and didn’t know 
the status of the Temporary Order of Protection, which meant if it wasn’t transferred to the 
Supreme Court and I missed a hearing in the Family Court, the police would arrest me. My 
instinct told me to dump this law firm, but then, like a chronic fool, I rationalized that Silpe, who 
had a good reputation, would oversee her work. 

Before the meeting ended, Silpe came in the office to tell me the name of the judge for 
my case, a female of course, since only one male judge heard domestic relations cases for all of 
Manhattan. Silpe also lobbied against pursuing alimony or some of my wife’s assets, both of 
which he originally suggested we go for and I thought I deserved. After all the help I gave 
Poisoned Dragon, after the hell she put me through, I deserved some of the money she was 
making. It wasn’t fair that this duplicitous whore should benefit from defrauding me, the 
Immigration Service, the Department of State, the Internal Revenue Service and Customs while I 
ended up losing money, time and opportunities: first in bringing her to America and then in 
finding out the truth. Where was the justice now that my good heartedness ruined my business, 
my time wasted by her selfish schemes, my emotional health traumatized by her secretly feeding 
me drugs and treating me as though I were some animal with which to toy or destroy at will and 
all the while my money evaporated on useless lawyers? Silpe argued that the judge wouldn’t 
grant me any financial assistance from my wife because of the shortness of the marriage. What 
about the degree of harm she caused me, I countered? It didn’t matter how much I suffered only 
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how long. If I had been dumb enough to stay married to her longer, then I might have a chance 
of some reward for long-tenn stupidity but not short term egregious injury. 

After the meeting, I contacted my friend Alan who helps select nominees for judicial 
office in Manhattan to see whether he knew anything about Judge Joan B. Lobis. Lobis was in 
her fifties and had campaigned for her judicial office as an out-of-closet lesbian. I was doomed! 
All Poisoned Dragon needed to do was smile, cross and uncross her legs a few times and the 
judge would droolingly give her what she wanted. 

The evil that lurked in the female soul since creation surrounded me. Personified in my 
wife as the unscrupulous vamp who uses her charms to exploit men while assuming the role of 
victim violated by the men she exploited, and in the judge as the she-male who abuses power to 
carry out a personal agenda of punishing men for crimes they didn't commit because they are 
what she'll never be—a man. Naturally, Lobis, as do other she-males or Feminazis, justifies her 
vendetta against men through bigotry: anyone belonging to or sympathizing with the group 
labeled “men” is malevolent and barbaric. Such generalized dehumanization makes it easy to 
deny the rights of any man, even one who never hit a girl, although now wishes he had, and who 
always try to judge people by the content of their character and abilities, not by their sex, 
although that will never happen again when it comes to females. Actually, my only crime was 
trying to help a girl out. So I didn’t expect any justice from the divorce court but would try to 
put up a fight anyway. 

Besides the courts, the Feminazi infested media also propagated this psychological sea 
change of the past forty years whereby men only brought brutality while women graced the 
world with “clean love.” Today, American institutions assume nearly all female wrongdoings 
result from a man making her do it, or just as absurd, from a man not stopping her before she 
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does it. The mainstream media paints females as the hapless victims of male depravity. For 
instance, the TV show 60 Minutes aired a story, reported by a female—naturally, about 
“innocent” Russian girls falling into the clutches of villainous male pimps who sent them abroad 
to work as “artists.” Once out of Russia, these “naive” girls, to their alleged surprise, found 
themselves “forced” into prostitution when their male employers, always men—no women 
pimps, confiscated their passports and wouldn’t return them until they spent the requisite amount 
of time selling sex. The Russian girls interviewed adeptly played the role of the wronged woman 
complete with tears and sobs for the female reporter who was too ignorant to know or too 
zealous a feminist to care about the truth. 

Every Russian, as did I, knew 60 Minutes missed the real story, so I sent a letter with my 
wife’s dairy to the President of CBS News for whom I had worked twenty-five years earlier at 
WNEW TV, now FOX News. The letter explained that most Russian girls know they can simply 
walk into a Russian consulate or embassy overseas to obtain a new passport. The case at Kroll in 
Moscow, which involved Miss Russia of 1991, had her obtaining a second passport at the 
Russian Embassy in London by claiming she lost her original, which she hadn’t. My letter 
continued that these pretty young Russian girls, like my wife, aren’t naive but masters at the art 
of deception. They know the return that their assets can bring not only in Russia but also in other 
parts of the world because there exists a worldwide subculture of hos sharing information, 
experiences and tips on where to make the most, how to cheat employers and customers, dealing 
with the police and anything else a successful international prostitute and stripper needs to 
succeed. Most of the Russian hos started hooking in their hometown as teenagers for the easy 
money from the ever-present criminals and corrupt governmental officials. The cream of the ho 
crop eventually goes overseas for better money. The modeling agencies that arrange for the 


23 



visas and transportation don’t need to force any girls into prostitution because there are so many 
volunteers. But when caught at prostitution or lap dancing, these girls, true to their genes, blame 
men for forcing them into such dirty work. They lie in order to avoid the humiliation of the 
truth, con the media and trick the Government into allowing them to stay here so that they can 
find some fool-hearted western guy to relieve of his money. The one time Russian Presidential 
Candidate Vladimir Zhirinovsky spoke the truth when he said, “The women of Russia are 
populating the brothels of Europe” and now the world. 

In suggesting a story closer to the truth, I volunteered to introduce a CBS producer 
undercover to both male and female Russian procurers and tell the producer how to gain an 
inside look at the Russian sex industry. My old boss thanked me for the information and said he 
referred the diary and story angle to Betsy West the vice president who oversaw 60 minutes . Not 
surprisingly, nothing came of it in these times of “women can do no wrong.” 

Before my flight back to Krasnodar, I put together a flyer for potential witnesses but 
didn’t finish up the web site. That would only take a day or two when I returned, so I planned to 
tell the Krasnodar recipients to wait a week before accessing the site. The flyer, a two-sided, 
displayed both sides of my wife the way her Moscow pimp advertised her. The text on the front 
and back aimed at attracting the reader’s attention, as if the photos didn’t already do that, and 
making him or her want to learn more while providing enough infonnation about my wife so that 
most with some acquaintanceship could identify her. The topside, graced by Poisoned Dragon’s 
naked front with a black box covering her crotch, stated: 

This New Site Will Tell You All the Truth About a Girl from Krasnodar Who Lives 
Luxuriously in New York 

Alina Alexandravna Shipilina, daughter of Inessa Alexandravna Shipilina, who teaches at 
the Academy of Physical Culture in the Department of Gymnastics, is making big money in New 
York City using her naked body. Visit Alina’s web site www.AlinaShipilina.com and read her 
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intimate Russian diary on how she succeeded in using her body to earn 15,000 U.S. dollars a 
month. 


On the bottom-side, the flyer showed her derriere while holding her hair up to provide 
any admirers an unobstructed view of her back: 

Alina Alexandravna Shipilina graduate from the Academy of Physical Culture in 1996 
and after working as a prostitute and stripper in Limassol, Cyprus, and Mexico City, Mexico, 
moved on to New York City. She made enough money in Mexico to buy her apartment at 
Rashpilevskaya Ulitsa in Krasnodar. In New York City, she has earned over 100,000 US dollars 
in less than a year. Read how she did it on her Internet site www.AlinaShipilina.com. 

If you have any information about Alina, please email to alinashipilina@hotmail.com. 

All sources will be kept confidential. 

Traveling Man 

The trip to Krasnodar in mid-June took me first to Moscow for a convention of 
international Private Detective firms—how appropriate. Unlike the days of Spade and Archer 
when most P.I. firms worked pretty much on their own, modem day detectives formed 
worldwide associations to keep pace with the global economy, global crime and lobby 
governments, mainly in the West, for less restrictions on acquiring infonnation. While managing 
Kroll in Moscow, I often wondered how the managers of the European and American branches 
stayed out of jail. Some of the methods they used to obtain information on private bank accounts 
or from law enforcement agencies didn’t sound legal to me, and they weren’t. Kroll always 
warned its clients which information not to use in court. In Russia and the rest of the third 
world, however, anything went because the laws on privacy and confidentiality of government 
information didn’t exist or weren’t enforced. 

The convention proved useful for it led me to Elaine, the Canadian detective who found 
one of my wife’s secret financial accounts at the Bank of Cyprus. Before the war, Poisoned 
Dragon told me that when she had worked in Cyprus, she had set up a bank account, and after 
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her visit there last September, had met with Stephanos, one of her old customers, who worked in 
a bank. Both pieces of information inferred she still kept the account, but I had no idea at which 
bank. When Elaine found the bank, the mutual fund account only contained $20,000. What did 
Poisoned Dragon do with the other $130,000 that I knew she had made from stripping and who 
knew how much from prostitution? Elaine checked the other banks on Cyprus but no luck. I 
didn’t think my wife stupid enough to keep over $100,000 in her apartment in Krasnodar, 
especially after me blabbing to Russians that she did, and I knew she didn’t keep it in her safe 
deposit box at Citibank on Fifth Avenue. Wherever she hid the rest of her money smuggled out 
of the U.S. still remains a mystery. 

In Moscow, I once again stayed with Sasha and Anya. Since my last trip, Anya began 
dating my buddy Tony, but she kept complaining that he only thought about himself. No 
argument there, but then again, Anya only though about herself as well. Both dated other people 
in their search for better opportunities while lying to each other about it. Clearly a match made 
in third world heaven: Tony whose parents came from China and Anya a Russian. 

Before flying to Krasnodar, I met Xenia, my Moscow lawyer, at an English style pub not 
far from Moscow’s most famous den of prostitutes “Night Flight.” More irony, and I understood 
that no matter where I went in Russia, reminders of Poisoned Dragon would haunt me because 
that land was awash with hos. Xenia gave me the name and number for Svetlana, the Krasnodar 
lawyer who was willing to help me battle Poisoned Dragon and Inessa on their home turf. Xenia 
also mentioned an interesting fact about my wife’s birth certificate that escaped my attention. 

“The certificate lists Alina’s last name as that of her mother, Shipilina, not that of the 
father who is also listed on the certificate. In Russia, many single mothers list the name of the 
father while giving their out-of-wedlock children their own last names.” 
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“So my wife’s a bastard,” I laughed. “Both technically and in the broader sense.” 

“Well yes.” Xenia politely responded. “It is not uncommon, and I am sure Inessa raised 
Alina by herself, since she obviously didn’t have a legal husband. But the man on the birth 
certificate is probably Alina’s father or believed himself to be, and he probably supported the 
two until Alina went to university in Krasnodar or even later.” 

“To do that, he would have had money, right?” 

“Remember, when Alina grew up from 1975 to 1991 in Grozny, all the important 
officials were Russian and belonged to the Communist Party. These guys had mistresses and 
usually took care of the woman and their illegitimate children.” 

“That makes sense. Both Alina and Inessa talked about Alina’s father as an official in the 
M.V.D. in Grozny. Alina even said he was the chief. I wonder if he’s still there and would talk 
to me?” 

“It’s not possible that he is still there. After the Soviet Union fell apart in 1991, the 
Chechens displaced the Russian elite that ran the country and took over all the positions of 
power, which eventually led to the first Chechen war. Many Russians, like your wife, left the 
country in the early 1990s. And don’t even think about going there to track him down, all 
records have been destroyed by the two wars, and you’ll end up with your head in a basket,” 
Xenia kindly warned. 

“I believe that. So, Alina and Inessa didn’t leave Grozny because her father beat her or 
molested her or treated her mother badly, which Alina claimed caused her parents to divorce.” 

“There couldn’t have been a divorce because there was no marriage. They left because 
all the Russians left. Those on top were now on the bottom.” 

“So Alina probably lived the good life as a kid in Grozny?” 
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“If the man on her birth certificate is the natural father or believed himself to be and was 


Russian—yes. But maybe Alina’s father wasn’t Russian.” 

“What do you mean?” 

“Alina has some of the Chechen facial figures, so perhaps her real father was Chechen. 
There was a lot of intermingling between the Russians in Chechnya and the Chechens, and many 
Russians continue to work with Chechen gangsters even today making lots of money from the 
two wars and running various criminal activities in Russia.” 

“So, greedy little Inessa probably mistressed herself out to a number of guys, Russian and 
Chechen, didn’t know who was Alina’s real father but probably told all of them that they were in 
order to shake them down.” 

“Such things do happen.” 

“I wonder whether any of her stories about Chechen guys grabbing her on the bus and her 
father, whoever he was, smothering her with a pillow or starving her were true, or just to make 
men feel sorry for her?” 

“Or delusions,” Xenia added. 

“No one can be that blind,” I responded. 

“Maybe Alina really believes the fairy tales she tells. It gives her an excuse for her 
actions. She can blame men for everything she doesn’t like about her life, which justifies her 
using them like she did you.” 

“She sounds like an American Feminist. Both create the false image of a decent girl 
victimized by evil men in order to get preferential treatment, and both believe they shouldn’t be 
held responsible for their acts. For the Feminists that means abusing their positions in the 
government, media and education, murdering their husbands and even their children for which 
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they blame their hormones. In the case of my wife, it means prostitution, defrauding 
Immigration, evading taxes and any evil act that serves her purposes. Both believe they deserve 
compensation for the fantasized harm done to them and members of their group. The Feminists 
steal jobs from men and give them to incompetents, while my wife sucks money out of men. 
Both seek to gratify their desire to wreck vengeance on men. Damn, these young Russian 
prostitutes are every bit as mean, nasty and hateful of men as American Feminists. They just 
package it differently.” 

“Well I don’t know about that,” Xenia diplomatically said. “What’s going on in America 
seems strange to us Russians and a little childish. But Alina most likely never had a father in the 
traditional sense, and both mother and daughter live off of men.” 

“Right, and the absence of a father supports my belief that Inessa started pimping Alina 
out when she reached puberty. It all fits. Alina was very tall, so her mother passed her off as 
older than she really was. Alina always complained that being taller than everybody else in 
school kept boys from dating her while the girls taunted her. But in truth, she was complaining 
that her height turned her into a prostitute, which destroyed her ever having a chance at a normal 
life. You know in a twisted sense, she rightfully blamed her height, but in reality it was her 
mother. The molestation stories she probably used to cover the reality of male strangers entering 
her bed by making them all the father that never existed. The puzzle is falling into place. She 
always slept as though cowering with her body pinned between the bed and the wall in order to 
ward off the childhood terror of customers coming for sex. She told me to never touch her while 
she slept, probably because it would bring back memories of the past and she always wore 
panties to bed, most likely as another unconscious protection from her past. What a sad little 
girl. I almost feel sorry for her, but I’m not going to make that mistake again. Alina should hate 
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her mother for destroying her life, but I guess she can’t allow herself to see the truth, since her 
mother is the only person with whom she ever had close emotional ties. The only one she 
believes she can trust is the one who utterly betrayed her.” 

Xenia added, “That would explain the infantile nature of her dairy. It’s as if she stopped 
her emotional development at puberty. Emotionally, she sounds like a little girl, thrilled by 
childish amusements, upset by trivial matters, superstitious, unable to feel for others and 
extremely nasty when she doesn’t get what she wants. She’s an adult intelligence ruled by a hurt 
and angry little girl—very dangerous. I’d be careful.” 

“I’ve been told that before, but to tell you the truth, for some reason she just doesn’t scare 
me. I know she’ll do anything she can get away with to get a permanent green card and 
afterward probably have one of her hoodlum friends try to liquidate me, but it just doesn’t bother 
me. What I’m really afraid of is her winning. Her getting what she wants: lots of money and to 
stay in America. It’s too bad she didn’t take my suggestion to see a psychologist. She could 
have straighten her life out, pursued a legitimate career and saw her mother for what she really 
was—a pimp. Perhaps, if I had been more patient, she would have eventually changed, but 
somehow I doubt it. Why did I end up involved with such a person?” 

“There’s nothing you can do, it’s Russia,” Xenia empathized. 

On Sunday, June 10 th , feeling like a commuter, I boarded the packed flight to Krasnodar 
hoping one of the innumerable fat, deodorant-less Russian businessman, a.k.a. crook, didn’t shoe 
hom himself into the matchbox sized seat next to me causing an overflow of blubber into my 
space. But a more pleasant, although more dangerous, type of Russian sat next to me: a pretty 
English speaking Russian girl from a family that owned a classy Moscow restaurant, that is, 
money-laundering operation. In between our chatting, which did not include my hitting on her, I 
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reviewed my “To Do” list that included the names of people mentioned in Poisoned Dragon’s 
diary whom I especially wanted to track down. At the top was the witch who provided the drugs 
for my meals before and during the marriage, followed by the manager of the Aurora movie 
theater, the photographer Dmitri, the girl who went to Cyprus with Poisoned Dragon but came 
back after two days—Nadya the Good and Alexey the manager of the Joy Disco. Also on my 
list were some of the people interviewed in April for additional questioning, determine the extent 
of Poisoned Dragon and her mother’s interference in my investigation, try and interest the 
Krasnaya Ulitsa reporter into doing a follow-up story and meet my Krasnodar attorney Svetlana. 

On landing in Krasnodar, I said goodbye to my pretty, young flight-companion for whom 
I had no interest in looking up back in Moscow. Ever since I separated from my wife, pretty 
girls no longer held the promise of kindness and understanding. Behind all the bubble bath and 
dewy morning and moonlight, I now saw only vicious predators. Whenever one of these engines 
of destruction turned her lights on me, I wanted to run down the block screaming. My genes still 
lusted for those soft, nubile bodies but my reason feared the seduction of their whispered lies 
turning me once again into a fool. What if some pretty young thing with her soft, smooth flesh, 
perfumed hair and honey dripping lies put my heart back together just to rip it apart again? I was 
better off alone. Marrying a prostitute made clear that romance was nothing more than a 
feminine con to make men suffer body and soul and deplete their bank accounts. The 
incongruous conclusion of my new understanding meant that the only girls left for me were hos, 
amateur, not professional like my wife. Still, the amateurs cost money to date and required 
feigning empathy to collect on the enjoyment produced by the drugs they caused the brain to 
pump out. Such looked too much like the traditional matting pattern, so out of the fear of falling 
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into another snake pit laid by a slut or a good girl, which I knew didn’t exist, I chose celibacy 
and put away for the time-being the illusions of love as a verb and forever as a noun. 

As I walked out the airport gate, the same taxi driver who took me to the hotel in April 
greeted me like an old friend. How did he know I was coming? He didn’t, he just picked up 
extra money every weekend using his car as a taxi. As we drove to the hotel communicating in 
his broken English and my broken Russian, he again laughed about the trouble this Russian 
prostitute was putting me through but didn’t offer any advice this time. He likely assumed it too 
late to do any good. 

The staff at Krasnodar’s Moscow Hotel greeted me as though I were a regular: smiling 
rather than frowning this time. The moment I entered my room, the telephone rang. Natalya, my 
translator from April, welcomed me to Krasnodar, and said she had a new translator for me 
named Nadya Sanchez. At first, I assumed the incidents at the Academy and with Inessa’s 
mother scared Natalya off, but the real reason for her not doing my translating again was her 
promotion to manager of the firm that provided translators. Apparently, this girl had more guts 
than she let on. 

The next morning, Monday, June 11, 2001,1 met Nadya in the still dim and still dreary 
hotel lobby. She had just graduated college, very pretty, petite and nice legs. I buried my 
impulse to flirt. Nadya had already contacted Svetlana, the attorney recommended by Xenia, but 
Svetlana could only meet me at the end of the week on Friday morning. I had wanted to meet 
my Krasnodar counsel sooner so that we could at least start the defamation court proceeding 
against Inessa in the hope it would put an immediate stop to the obstructing of my investigation 
engineered by Poisoned Dragon, her attorneys and Inessa. But my purgatory in Russia taught me 
not to push my own scheduling desires because virtually all human efforts in that disorganized 
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society evolve in a direction and at a speed independent of individual will or frustration. 

Whether caused by the bureaucracies of the Czars and Communists or resignation emanating 
from the minds of a people accustomed to not making their will felt, the fabric of reality in that 
savage land laughed derisively while thwarting the attempts of men, especially Westerners, to 
impose their wishes on it. Only patience and acceptance worked once a decision crossed into 
action; otherwise, all goals eluded realization and the sense of powerlessness spiraled one into 
madness. I went with the flow. 

Nadya and I first stopped at the stadium on Krasnaya Ulitsa to follow up on my first 
interview with Andrey, the masseur. When Andrey saw me, his face dropped into a distinct 
expression of displeasure. Lawyers are used to that, and I never let the displeasure of others 
deter my aims. In this situation, it only confirmed my suspicions that he knew more about 
Poisoned Dragon than he cared to say. Andrey claimed he contacted some of the guys who knew 
Alina but none of them were willing to talk with me. He last saw Alina in Krasnodar, running 
around the track, in late April or early May, which fit with her absence from Flash Dancers 
during the same time and my sighting of her in Krasnodar in April. Assuming Andrey was 
truthful, she was at least in town when her and her lawyers embarked on their plan to obstruct 
my investigation. 

Andrey continued that neither Alina nor Inessa contacted him after we talked in April, 
which was clearly false because his willingness to cooperate had turned to reluctance. Inessa’s 
ranting to Natalya that Andrey and the other interviewees had called Inessa to proclaim their 
allegiance by not believing the diary was also clearly false. Andrey wasn’t the type to go 
looking for trouble. More likely that after Inessa tricked the names of my informants out of 
Natalya, Inessa, Poisoned Dragon or others contacted Andrey and successfully intimidated him 
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into keeping his mouth shut. This looked like the beginning of a pattern where my wife, mother- 
in-law or hired hoods successfully tricked or threatened my witnesses into silence about not only 
Alina but also Inessa’s defamation of me. I gave Andrey a copy of the Krasnaya Ulitsa 
newspaper article as I did everyone on that trip to convince them, if they needed any, that I told 
the truth. 

We went outside and on the track found Yevgeny still dedicatedly timing his athletes. He 
greeted us with his wann, insincere smile and asked that we wait while he finished with his 
athletic proteges. Nadya and I sat down on the same bench, beneath the same tree as I did in 
April, but now the calendar read summertime. Russians believe the seasons change with the 
beginning of the month, so summer begins the first of June instead on the summer solstice, June 
21, as it does in most countries that follow modern science. 

More enjoyable than the warmth and humidity in Krasnodar was the peacefulness of a 
different time as I looked out on a green field of grass, not plastic, and a dirt track, not some 
synthetic polymer. New York City’s noise, drive and psychic bustle no longer attracted me, 
maybe because my thirty years of involvement with that place had left me with a failed and 
useless life, although most the blame lay not in the City but in my stars. Krasnodar attracted me 
then, as did most places out of a past era or away from the centers of worldly hustling. If I could 
find something to do in that town, and the crooks in the stock market hadn’t pushed me to the 
edge of bankruptcy, I’d consider living for a while in that southern region of the physically 
largest country in the world and one of the few nations with a negative population growth. 

After timing one heat of sprinters, Yevgeny hurried over to talk. “About four or five days 
after I saw you in April, Inessa called me to say that she knew I met with you. I told her that she 
was wrong that I never met you. She kept talking anyway and asked whether you showed me 
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some papers. I assumed she meant the diary. I told her again I never met you. It’s a very old 
trick for someone looking for infonnation in Russia to pretend they know something when they 
do not in the hope that someone will be intimidate into telling everything.” 

I laughed, the old whore Inessa couldn’t trick and dared not try to intimidate the old fox 
Yevgeny. “Did she say anything else about me?” I asked looking for evidence of defamation. 

“She said you were a crazy person, not normal, and if I hear from you, I should contact 
her right away.” 

Yevgeny’s account made more sense than what Inessa told Natalya. It was clear now that 
Inessa’s confrontation with Natalya was nothing more than a fishing expedition to scare Natalya 
into giving up the names of the people I met. Mother and daughter were quite the tricksters. We 
gave Yevgeny a copy of the newspaper article, and he responded telling me to contact him if I 
needed help of any kind, which I still didn’t believe. 

Nadya and I then took a ride to the Aurora Theater at the end of Krasnaya Ulitsa looking 
for the Chechen manager who allegedly helped Poisoned Dragon and her mother move from 
Grozny. The same young hood answered the door. He told us to wait, closed the door and came 
back handing me the diary copy I had left in April for the manager as though diligently returning 
a borrowed book to a friend. Nadya asked about the manager, did her read the diary. Yes, but he 
was not in, no surprise, and the young man didn’t know where he was or when he would be back. 

We walked around the place and ate a late lunch in its restaurant looking, unsuccessfully, 
for the short, swarthy Chechen who gave my wife free amusement rides. We checked the place a 
couple of more times that week but no luck. In Russia, criminals live very well but usually for a 
short time because of the tough and literally deadly competition. Maybe the manager met his 
just rewards and presently comprised part of the cement foundation of some new building. 
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On a hunch, I asked Nadya to track down the home address for Andrey, the masseur, 
before we met the next morning and took a car back to the hotel. 

On this trip, I came prepared for the boring evenings by bringing a few detective novels 
by Chandler and Hammett. Krasnodar didn’t offer much to do at night except pick up some ho 
at a disco, which I could do without at present. Besides, maybe I’d learn some useful tricks from 
these authors for my own detective story, although in theirs someone always ended up dead. 
Well, mine still had a ways to run yet. 

Detective and other stories of human tragedies never even partially convey the internal 
torment of the characters. It’s just impossible for the reader or observer to comprehend the 
horror, hate and despair swirling within the people involved. For me the hell not only tore at my 
mind but also made my entire body feel under assault every second, every minute of the day. 
Even at night my dreams screamed hopelessness. 

Tuesday, June 12, 2001, Nadya handed me Andrey’s address. 

“Well, well, well, so this is what Andrey was hiding.” 

“What?” Nadya asked. 

“One of the addresses Alina gave me back in 1999 for mailing her letters is also the 
address of Andrey the masseur. So there relationship was a little closer than he let on, and it 
explains how he could recognize her handwriting.” 

We went to the Academy of Physical Culture to find the professor Vera: another one of 
the people Inessa claimed called her to declare disbelief in the diary. Natalya had never reached 
Vera after I gave the professor a copy of the dairy in April. The confrontation with the 
administrative goon squad on my last visit made me anxious to interview Vera and leave before 
the intruder alert alarms went off. 
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At the entrance, the guard booth was empty this time, probably cutbacks or an extended 
coffee break. We walked through the still bleak lobby to the Gymnastics Department where 
Nadya boldly started opening the doors of classes in session while asking me if I recognized 
Vera. The teachers and students all looked quizzically at us but without protest as an obviously 
American in a suit turned to a Russian girl with a “no” and the door closed. I kept expecting the 
goons to come racing around the corner at any minute. How could girls so adept at keeping 
secrets from their boyfriends act so brazenly? Well, I was in Russia, so I followed Nadya’s lead. 
We finally found Vera in the gym teaching a class. At least Nadya didn’t go storming in as I half 
expected demanding immediate answers to my questions. We waited for the bell. Nadya was 
blissfully naive while I expected the heavies any second. When class ended, Vera told us to 
meet her in the lobby. 

Vera showed within minutes and requested, “Let’s stand over there away from the 
students so that no one can over hear us.” We walked over to one of the many dark corners. 
“When you were here last time, some of the students overheard us talking and began gossiping.” 

Great, I thought, just what I hoped. Without prodding, Vera launched into her story. 

“About a week after we met, Inessa came to my office very agitated. We had never been 
on good terms. She threatened to have the police arrest me and take me to court for defaming 
her daughter by distributing around the Academy Alina’s diary. Inessa claimed the diary false 
because you forced her daughter to write it. She also accused me of taking money from you to 
hand the diary out.” 

“I’m sorry for causing you such trouble,” I sincerely said. “I didn’t think my wife and 
Inessa would go to such lengths. But you should know that I’ll be taking Inessa to court soon for 
defaming me. Did she say anything about me?” 
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Vera hesitated, “She said some very negative things, but I don’t want to repeat them in 
front of you.” 

I chose not to press Vera on this point and leave it up to my attorney, another woman, to 
get the specifics. 

Vera continued, “Inessa then went around the Gymnastics Department telling everyone 
that you paid me lots of money to hand out the diary. But other teachers found out that Inessa 
was lying. The Vice Rector told them that you had handed the diary to various students yourself. 
The teachers then made Inessa apologize to me in front of the entire department. It caused a big 
scandal.” 

Yes! That must have flipped mama Ho and baby Ho out. Now the entire academy knew 
about the slut. “Did you recognize any parts of the diary?” 

“Yes, I recognized the part that described Inessa’s failure to obtain a Masters because she 
did not complete a required course. Also Alina’s descriptions of events at the academy are also 
accurate.” 

“Did Inessa ask for the copy of the diary I gave you?” 

“I gave it back to her telling her to keep such private filth out of the academy.” 

“Do you know anything about Alina except from what you read in her diary?” 

“I only knew her as a daughter of another teacher. I never had her in any of my classes. 
And I want you to know that I am willing to help you because Inessa and Alina are not decent 
people.” 

Now this was a tough lady willing to go up against Inessa and her daughter knowing the 
influence that Poisoned Dragon’s money could buy and their probable connections from living in 
Chechnya. I admired her, thanked her for the offer of help and apologized again for the 
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difficulty I caused. Silently, I also thanked Inessa for reversing Vera’s initial desire not to 
become involved. 

Next, we stopped at the Vasilyeva House of Fashion looking for Anastasia. Nadya 
waited in the park because the purveyors of fashion didn’t like witnesses to our conversations. 
This time, another even taller and more beautiful model than the one that greeted me in April 
languidly stood displaying her wares with a smile and said Anastasia and Dima were out of town 
until tomorrow. 

After lunch, Nadya and I went to the Joy Disco looking for the manager Alexey whom 
Poisoned Dragon introduced me to before our marriage. She auditioned for him back then as a 
dancer, no stripping, for a troop of dancers my wife said he was taking to Italy. At the time, it 
made no sense for her to work in Italy with our marriage just around the comer and plans to live 
in New York. But now I realized she was laying the foundation for a cover story to hide her 
already planned prostitution trip to Italy with Alfredo. In my wife’s dairy, it appeared she played 
around with Alexey after our marriage, but the wording made the connection a little ambiguous. 

I hoped for more specifics from her tango partner because any new information wouldn’t fall 
under the cohabitation defense for adultery. It was a long shot that Alexey would fess up, but 
worth a try anyway. 

The disco didn’t open for business until the evening, but someone was inside setting up 
the bar. He told us Alexey no longer managed the club; he was fired months ago and now ran 
another dance hall called City Club. We took a cab to a different part of town that let us off at a 
government building that housed the disco. Strange spot for a club but then again 
entrepreneurial corruption in Russia often created strange locations for moneymaking ventures. 
By occupying space in a building that housed a department of the local government, the disco’s 
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owners, most likely city officials, didn’t pay rent and received a cash flow ostensibly slated for 
the department but channeled into their very private pockets. 

The disco was closed, but Nadya tracked down someone in one of the government offices 
who knew about the club’s personnel. Once again, Alexey got bounced from his management 
job and left no forwarding address. Perhaps he was unemployed because his management skills 
needed improving, or, more accurately, his skimming skills, which virtually all Russian 
managers practiced. 

It looked like a dead end on Alexey with the search eating up the entire afternoon—rats. 
Nadya and I bade each other a good evening with me heading back to the isolation of my dorm¬ 
like hotel room with a three-inch thick mattress from the 1950s and a detective story from the 
1940s about a double-crossing, murderous female. Was this what my childhood dreams wanted 
for me when grown? 

Wednesday, June 13, 2001,1 walked into Vasilyeva’s agency without Nadya. The same 
pretty young girl with the same enticing smile showed me into the small office where I met only 
Anastasia. I detected a distinct chill as soon as she saw me. Gone were the grins masking 
greedy schemes to separate an American from his money along with offers of tea or coffee and 
cakes. 

According to Anastasia, the week after I left Krasnodar in April, Alina called her wanting 
to come over to the agency to talk with Anastasia about her meeting me the previous week. Now 
it was certain that Poisoned Dragon was in Krasnodar during the last half of April. Anastasia 
refused to meet her, but then Inessa telephoned ranting that I was a criminal and demanding to 
know what Anastasia and Dima told me. Anastasia said Dima then took the telephone but she 
wouldn’t tell me what he told Inessa. Later, Alina sent a message on Anastasia’s pager that she 
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knew Anastasia had sold me information and Alina would take them to court for defaming her. 
Anastasia claimed the incident scared her but angered Dima and said they could not help me 
anymore. 

Dima and Anastasia couldn’t actually believe that Alina would risk publicizing her 
prostituting ways by going to court. She was as much a criminal as they. Rather these two 
pimps probably feared U.S. Immigration receiving an anonymous tip about their business of 
sending girls overseas for prostitution—a sure fire killer to their efforts to immigrate to America. 
Nothing for me to do but thank Anastasia for her time and leave. 

Walking over to the park to meet Nadya, I felt the absurdity of my case going down the 
drain because some young girl, my April translator Natalya, had allowed an old whore like 
Inessa to trick her into identifying my informants and potential witnesses. The chain of events 
began with Inessa learning about my visit to the Academy from that lying pig the Vice Rector 
Minchenko. He didn’t want a scandal about an alumnus and daughter of an instructor working 
as a prostitute—what would the parents of other students think? Or, he didn’t want to risk the 
exposure of a lucrative side business of recruiting Academy coeds for banya orgies and other 
aspects of the sex trade in Russia. Minchenko, as did Poisoned Dragon, her lawyers, and whore 
mother, stood to benefit by putting a stop to my investigation. 

On hearing from Minchenko, Inessa naturally scurried back to report to her daughter, 
who was in town. Poisoned Dragon then calls her attorneys in New York City, and over the 
telephone, the trinity devises a plan of witness intimidation against the Russians and character 
assassination against me, but first they needed the names of whom I interviewed. For that, 

Inessa paid her surprise visit to Natalya. 
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Vice Rector Minchenko likely gave Inessa the office address for Natalya along with a 
few copies of the diary he expropriated from people at the Academy. At that point, Inessa still 
didn’t know anyone I had talked with other than Minchenko; otherwise, she wouldn’t have 
demanded from Natalya the names of everyone I had met. Inessa intentionally allowed Natalya 
to see the few diary copies in her bag in order to convince Natalya they were from people that 
had called Inessa to say they didn’t believe such things about Alina. Thinking that my witnesses 
had turned against her and me, Natalya spilled her guts. 

Anned with the list of my infonnants and potential witnesses, Inessa executed the 
planned intimidation and defamation. At the Academy, however, it spiraled out of Minchenko 
and Inessa’s control because the grapevine, those cute teenage girls listening to my first 
conversation with Vera, spread the stories of Alina hoing throughout the Academy. Inessa 
countered, probably also seeing an opportunity to attack an old foe, by going public with the 
falsehood that Vera had distributed the copies in return for money from me. Inessa’s lie 
backfired because instead quenching the scandal, as Vice Rector Minchenko wanted, it only 
fueled the controversy. So Minchenko forced Inessa to apologize to Vera in order to end the 
matter. 

Poisoned Dragon and Inessa’s accusations about my paying people for information struck 
me as ironic, since it likely came from the mercenary characters of those two and my wife’s 
attorneys. They just couldn’t conceive of anyone helping another person except for cold hard 
cash. 

Nadya asked, “How’d it go with Anastasia?” 
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“Not very well,” I answered. “As I assume you’ve guessed, Alina and Inessa have been 
very busy discrediting me and intimidating people with threats of arrest, court suits and criminal 
hoodlums.” 

“Everyone knows they lived in Chechnya and Russians fear Chechen bandits.” 

“But they were Russians living in Chechnya. What would they have to do with Chechen 
bandits now?” 

“You don’t know for certain they are Russian. The pictures of Alina look like some of 
the people from the Caucuses. Besides, some Russians will ally with anyone if it means money, 
and from what I’ve heard that’s the driving force of Alina and Inessa. As for people fearing the 
police and procurators, everyone knows that the money Alina makes can buy her what she wants 
from our police and courts.” 

My efforts looked bleak, but there was no alternative than to keep trying to find potential 
witnesses. Maybe when I met Svetlana, the Krasnodar lawyer, she might have some ideas for 
stopping my wife and mother-in-law’s obstruction of justice. 

Nadya asked, “So where do you go from here?” 

I wanted to say oblivion but instead, “I’ve been trying to find this girl Natasha who lives 
in Alina’s building. When I stayed with my wife before our wedding, Alina visited her a number 
of times and said she lived upstairs, or at least that’s where she told me she went often for an 
hour or more. Alina said Natasha and her had similar souls. Once I asked to go along, Alina 
refused. My wife also wrote in her dairy about keeping ‘all her things’ with Natasha, so I figure 
the girl probably knows a lot about Alina.” 

“Does Alina like girls?” 
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“I’ve thought about that. Maybe Natasha is the girl lover my voodoo priestess in 
America told me about.” 

“You went to a voodoo doctor?” 

“Fight fire with fire, I figured. Actually, the priestess turned out to be right. She told me 
not to bring Alina to America or she would consume my life and that’s what has happened.” 

“I could have told you that. Girls like Alina use their filthy red lips to whisper lies, to 
kiss a man and make him suffer. They treat men like slaves; make them suffer body and soul.” 

“Why didn’t you tell me this before I married her?” I jokingly asked. 

“Apparently many people did, but you didn’t listen.” 

“I know, and I’m not sure I regret it. My life was never this bad except for childhood. 
Even dodging the draft, hiding out in California while the female head of my draft board 
searched the country for me, trying to send me half way around the world to use my life to 
protect some rubber tree owned by Firestone in Vietnam wasn’t as bad as this. Somehow this 
latest horror seems fated. Despite all the warning signs, I went ahead. It makes no sense, unless 
the fates really exist.” 

“I believe there are people who can see the future like this old lady who lives outside of 
town, but people make their own decisions.” 

“You mean free will?” 

“No, I don’t think anyone has free will, at least about important matters. People make 
decisions out of their own psychology. Look at Alina, her mother probably raised her to lie and 
cheat and sell herself to men. If what she told everyone is true about living in Chechnya, then 
the environment she grew up in also lacked civilized conduct, modern day morality. So when 
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Alina was faced with a decision to trick you or be honest with you, she chose deception because 
her psychology dictated it.” 

“So in the end, it’s still fate only not the fate of the gods but of the parents and place 
someone ends up in by shear coincidence.” 

“Sure, you could say that.” 

“I guess both Alina and I are doomed then.” 

“Don’t be too discouraged. You never know what’s going to happen, especially in 
Russia.” 

“You mean Alina might get run over by a truck?” 

“Stop it!” Nadya scolded and changed the subject. “I remember reading that part of 
Alina’s dairy about Natasha. Maybe that’s where she keeps her money.” 

“Good point. I never thought about that. If we find her, we can advertise her apartment 
as the Krasnodar Fort Knox.” 

“Be serious, what does she look like?” 

“The voodoo doctor said she is young, tall, with dark hair. I thought we could stand 
outside Alina’s apartment building and ask people going in and out whether they know a girl 
named Natasha.” 

“Lots of girls are named Natasha. In fact Natalya is a nick name for Natasha.” 

“No she’s not the one,” I joked. “Well I can’t think of any other way to find her. It’s 
mid-afternoon, so I doubt we’ll run into Inessa who generally doesn’t come home until around 
five.” 

We stood in the front of Alina’s building with Nadya asking a few residents whether they 
knew Natasha—no luck. Then a short middle-aged lady rounded one corner of the building 


45 



whom I told Nadya to ask. No sooner did I speak, than I realized it was Inessa—time for new 
glasses. Without any hesitation, she walked straight for us. 

At close range, she looked like an old prostitute trying to compensate for her faded glory 
with heavy purple eye shadow and gaudy clothes. But what really stood out was her surprisingly 
deep tan for so early in the summer. Inessa didn’t display any anger at first; she just tried to 
pump Nadya for information, such as her name and telephone number. I stepped in telling 
Nadya not to say anything. I knew Inessa’s tactic all too well from Alina’s technique of 
gathering ammunition by asking in a priestly, confessional tone for infonnation that she planned 
to knife me in the back with later. When Nadya followed my directions not to answer Inessa’s 
questions, Inessa got angry and threatened, “If you work for Roy, you will get into a big mess.” 
She turned and quickly walked into her building. Nadya thought Inessa a big joke, but I decided 
to leave assuming my mother-in-law was probably calling her militia students with some 
concocted story about an American gangster casing her apartment building. 

As we left, I asked Nadya, “Did you notice anything strange about Inessa?” 

“Nothing except the purple eye make up.” 

“Her tan stood out as too dark for this time of year in Russia. Look at other people in the 
street; no one has a tan like that. It’s as though she just returned from a resort.” 

“Maybe she went to the Black Sea. Many people from here do.” 

“Could be, but there’s a more interesting point that might help you in assisting me. Since 
this war began, I noticed that by staying alert, which means taking notice of rather than 
dismissing observations, events, comments or anything that doesn’t make sense or appears out of 
whack, I eventually learn something new. At such moments, the universe opens up to tell me 
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something, but I don’t know what it is because my perspective needs to change or I need more 
information. So I file the incident away, knowing that at some point I will understand.” 

“I never experienced that. Where does it come from?” 

“Perhaps the martial arts develops the ability. My instructor always told me to stay alert, 
and now I keep seeing these occurrences that jump out at me as incongruous and strange, so I 
purposely remember them and wait.” 

“So what do you think Inessa’s deep tan means?” 

“Don’t know yet, but I will. What time do we meet Alexei, Alina’s old boy friend 
tomorrow?” 

“During his lunch hour at your hotel. So I get to sleep late, see you manyana.” 

My nightly dose of boredom, detective stories and a sleeping pill brought Thursday, June 
14, 2001. Nadya and Alexei appeared in the lobby at the same time with Alexei wearing what I 
believed a sincere smile. Russians are so adept at acting that even the ones I thought I 
understood, I often didn’t. 

After a few pleasantries, I started my questions, “Has Alina or Inessa been in touch with 
you since we last talked in April?” 

“Inessa called me just after you left last time to ask whether a man had contacted me 
about Alina. Inessa said an old admirer of Alina had sent a message on her daughter’s pager 
expressing his strong feelings that he wanted her back again. Inessa said he was a criminal and 
crazy, and I should never talk to that man. I told her it was my own business whom I talked 
with.” 
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Alexei clearly knew about Alina and Inessa’s addiction to lies and intimidation for 
manipulating people but was no longer swayed by them. Alina surely told Inessa exactly what to 
tell Alexei, and probably listened in on the conversation. “Did Inessa mention my name?” 

“No, and she didn’t mention the man was Alina’s husband, just an admirer. Whenever 
Inessa calls, and I also noticed this for about a year now, she always uses Alina’s mobile. I 
checked it on my phone that keeps a list of all my calls. Before, they always used their home 
phone because it was cheaper.” 

“Obviously they expect a tap on their home phone,” I innocently replied. 

“That’s not all,” Alexei laughed. “Inessa saw enemies around her all the time. She 
always suspected someone, and people generally did not like her. It caused many unnecessary 
lights. In the village she thought that one neighbor, a grandmother, put a curse on her and 
Alina.” 

“I remember passing that lady walking with a cane near Alina’s house in the village. 

Alina denounced this frail old woman for defaming her and Inessa by calling them prostitutes. I 
should have realized the truth in her statement. Sorry, please continue Alexei.” 

“Inessa complained that another neighbor allowed the leaves of his tree to fall on her 
house. She also accused that neighbor of stealing from her house and went to the police to get 
them to give the neighbor a lie detector test. The police laughed at her. She then got some of her 
bigger students who were connected with the military and militia to threaten the neighbor. Alina 
and Inessa also believed a neighbor had poisoned their dog, but the dog was only sick.” 

“Looks like paranoia runs in the family. Do you know whether Alina or Inessa talked 
with anyone else about my trip in April?” 
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“Dima told me that the two of them had threatened him and Anastasia with court action. 


Dima was very angry. He doesn’t want anything threatening their move to America or their 
business.” 

“What about the girls mentioned in Alina’s diary? I’d like to find them while still in 
Krasnodar or have Nadya track them down after I leave. Maybe I should have arranged for a 
lengthier stay, but too long in the enemy’s home territory didn’t seem wise.” 

Alexie laughed. “Lena was one of Alina’s clairvoyants.” 

“Was she the one whom Alina made you wait in the street while she visited?” 

“No, Lena was a different one whom she hung around with a lot.” 

“Do you know how I can reach Lena?” 

“I will try to find a number for her. Alina also subscribed to a paper that advertised 
witches, healers and clairvoyants called “Krasnodar Healing.” She was always using such 
people. She quickly became dissatisfied with one and switched to another. As I told you last 
time, a couple of years ago, I went with her to an herbalist or clairvoyant woman on 
Krasnoarmeiskaya Ulitsa. Alina told me to wait outside. I asked why and she said, ‘I can’t tell 
you now. I will later. You have got to trust me.’ She often used that excuse. I can find the 
building number for you, but Alina never told me the clairvoyant’s name. I assumed it was just 
one of many she used.” 

“If you can come up with the building number, please do. Maybe I can figure out a way 
to find this witch. It would be very helpful in proving Alina secretly fed me narcotics after I told 
her one evening that I was thinking about canceling the wedding because she wasn’t telling me 
the truth about her past. Putting the narcotics or herbs from this witch into my food made me 
forget my doubts and feel stupidly euphoric about our upcoming wedding. A statement from the 
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witch as to what she sold and when to Alina will make a jury take notice, and might overcome 
the American bias in favor of females.” 

“Do you know a Natasha who lives in Alina’s apartment building?” I added. 

“We visited her once. She used to work as a model in Anastasia’s agency. I remember 
she lived on one of the top floors, maybe seven or eight. She is tall, young with black hair.” 

Damn, my voodoo priestess was right. How did she do that? Now jungle drums, 
headless chickens and sweaty buxom black babes with grass anklets cavorting around bond fires 
invaded the depths of my mind. 

“I know this is a little offensive, but do you think Alina and Natasha were lovers?” 

“Towards the end of our relationship, I suspected that Alina played around with girls 
because once in a while she’d say how much she liked the touch of girls because it was more 
caressing than men. But maybe she was just trying to make me jealous. I don’t know for sure.” 

“Do you know Natasha’s apartment number or telephone?” 

“No, I only was there once. I’m sure Anastasia knows it.” 

“Anastasia is no longer cooperating, would you see whether you might have Natasha’s 
number?” 

“Sure.” 

“Ever here of Larissa who worked in Cyprus with Alina? She brought some money from 
Cyprus for Alina’s mother.” 

“I remember. She tried to give me some money from Alina, but I refused and told her to 
give it to Inessa. I believe she is a girl friend of Marios one of the managers of the club where 
Alina worked in Cyprus. I actually met Marios once when he came to Krasnodar. Alina asked 
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me to pick him up at the airport, which I did and took him to the Intourist Hotel. I will try to find 
her number.” 

“Is there anything else about Alina that you can tell me?” 

“There was one funny thing. When I started dating Alina in 1996, she said she was a 
virgin, but six months later when we first had sex, it was clear she was no virgin. I told her so, 
she got annoyed and then blamed me for causing her to lose her virginity earlier in our 
relationship through her clothes because up until the time we had sex, she always kept her 
panties on. She also insisted she previously dated only two men and nothing happened. They 
were just good friends.” 

“That’s Alina all right. Why tell a small lie when you can tell a big one.” So Alina’s 
claim to me in Moscow and again in New York that her first love was Alexei amounted to just 
another scam to make me believe her a good girl—not exactly a surprise. 

“It’s not in her diary, but I learned she first started meeting Volodya for sex in 1997, 
about a year after we started dating.” 

“That’s how she operates—cheat on everybody. Do you know who runs the Aurora 
Theater?” I asked. 

“I don’t know any of their names, but I believe they are Arabs.” 

“I thought Chechens.” 

“No, I’m sure they are Arabs.” 

“Did she tell you anything about her life in Grozny?” 

“Only about men grabbing her on the bus, but nothing else.” 
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“Yeah, I heard that story too, but don’t believe it. Too bad Grozny is nothing but rubble 
now and ruled by warlords, or I’d go there to see what I could find out about her. What did she 
say about her father?” 

“That he was a military man, beat her, drank a lot and her mother divorced him.” 

“She told me he was the Chief of the M.V.D.” 

Alexei laughed, “I doubt anyone with such power would marry someone like Inessa, 
although he might use her for a mistress.” 

“Do you know Alexey who used to manage the Joy Disco and his last name?” 

“Don’t know his last name, but he now runs the City Club Disco.” 

“We tried there, but he’s moved on.” 

“I don’t know where to find him then.” 

“What about Dmitri, a photographer who took nude pictures of Alina?” 

“That’s Dmitri Morosov. He’s a very famous photographer in Krasnodar who takes all 
the models’ pictures.” 

“How can I find him?” 

“Just ask any model agency; they all know him.” 

“If you think about anything else that might help me in my case, please call Nadya. I 
very much appreciate your helping me. I know it must be difficult for you as it is for me.” 

“I wish you luck, and I will look for those phone numbers.” 

We said our farewells. Nadya and I went looking for a model agency that knew Dmitri 
Morosov. A few blocks from the hotel we walked into this agency where a stunning, tall blonde 
greeted us. I almost made a move on her, Nadya encouraged me to, but something told me to 
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abstain. The model willingly gave us Morosov’s number and address. Nadya called him from a 
public phone across the street. 

After a short conversation, Nadya hung up. “Whew! Was he nasty! Morosov says he’s 
heard all the lies that you are spreading about Alina, and he doesn’t believe any of them. He 
refuses to talk with you. A very unpleasant man.” 

“Interesting, that means Alina and Inessa are not only contacting the people they learned 
about from Natalya but are also going around to people they think I might find. It’s an 
interesting strategy that risks spreading some of the truth about Alina, but for them, protecting 
Alina’s future cash flow must be worth it. And it does give them the advantage of first 
impression. Too bad they didn’t do this in America, the court would hold them both in 
contempt. That is, a court from thirty years ago before the Feminazis took control in America. 
Back then a judge would slam Alina with hefty finds for this type of conduct. Apparently, 
obstruction of justice now pays in America just like Russia, even our former President, Clinton, 
got away with it. What a fool I am to rely on the law. I knew I never should have bothered with 
law school. Perhaps Alina is right, money and only money matters. What a world!” 

“Maybe Svetlana can help. We meet her tomorrow at the courthouse.” 

“Okay, what time do I meet you at the hotel?” 

“Eight thirty.” 

Friday, June 15, 2001, Nadya and I stood outside the courthouse in the sunny humid 
weather waiting for my Krasnodar attorney. The scene reminded me of a small town in the 
south—south Russia. A flashy red car pulled into a parking spot. With fashion model poise, out 
stepped the driver sporting hot blonde hair and a lustful figure. She walked toward us with the 
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ease of a girl assured of her good looks. Now in her thirties, Svetlana must have broken many 
hearts in her time; wish I had known her ten years ago. Nadya did the introductions. 

We went into the courthouse and sat down at a table in a hallway near a window with the 
sun blinding my eyes and wanning me like an oven, as though any heat other than that radiated 
by Svetlana was needed. Apparently lawyers all over the world use one or another tactic to gain 
some advantage over not only their opponents but also their clients. If it’s not low sinking 
chairs, it’s sunlight straight into the eyes. This time I preferred the low sinking chair so as to 
improve my view of Svetlana’s short skirt. 

With Nadya translating, I explained Alina, her attorneys and Inessa’s efforts to keep 
witnesses for the annulment/divorce case from helping me. Svetlana told me the same thing 
Xenia did that Russian courts couldn’t prevent such interference because in involved speech. 

The laws in Russian rewarded the most despicable. No surprise there. In America, with 
the Feminazis in power, it was the same. 

Svetlana said, “You only recourse against Inessa is for defamation.” 

“That’s not much of a recourse,” I responded. “A protracted civil suit that might, 
assuming Alina and Inessa don’t fix the judge with money, sex or both, give me a judgment in 
rubles that is for all purposes uncollectible because who knew where they kept their assets in 
Russia. Of course, I could garnish Inessa’s paltry salary from the Academy. Big deal, that’s a 
couple of lap dances for Alina.” 

“No, no, you don’t understand,” Svetlana emphatically replied. “Defamation in Russia is 
an indictable crime—a felony!” That stopped my inward cursing of the Russian legal system— 
put both those whores in jail my mind yelled. 

“You can do that?” 


54 



“All we need do is interest a prosecutor in bringing an indictment, and I can handle that.” 
Looking at Svetlana, I was sure she could. 

“Great, let’s do it.” 

Svetlana also agreed to contact the lying Vice Rector Minchenko at the Academy who 
promised me samples from Alina’s file so that I could authenticate her diary. But before doing 
anything, she needed my signature notarized on a document that granted her the power to 
represent me. Since it was Friday, I needed to get the document notarized that day because my 
flight back to Moscow left Sunday evening. Sounded simple enough, pop down to the local 
notary for the form and sign it. Boy was I wrong. 

After leaving Svetlana, Nadya and I spent the rest of the day caught in a Russian 
bureaucratic nightmare. Finding the form took us to the other side of town, but since it was in 
Russian and I was American, we needed a translation, not just any translation, but a translation 
by a certified translator of which Nadya was not one and only a few existed in Krasnodar. 

Nadya told the notary I spoke Russian, but that didn’t matter because I was still an American. So 
we hustle off to the office of one certified translator, but she was out of town, then another office 
but they didn’t work during the Soviet lunch hour normally from Noon to 3 PM but on Friday 
until 5 PM, which meant they were gone for the weekend. Finally, we found the number and 
telephoned a certified translator back on the side of town from where we started. We hopped a 
cab to his house, but Nadya had the wrong building number, so in true Russian fashion she starts 
walking around assuming the guy will appear out of nowhere, time’s ticking away and just 
before I explode, the translator pops up, saying he thought we might be lost. 

He’s a strange but personable guy who spends most his time translating arcane scientific 
papers. Perhaps he also delved into supernatural papers, since he did appear out of nowhere. He 
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translated the document, and we all hoofed it over to a notary before their witching hour of 4 PM 
when all the notaries in Krasnodar close. Russian rules require the translator to sign before a 
notary a statement saying his translation is accurate. At last, I sign, the translator signs and the 
notary signs twice. Nadya and I drop the document at Svetlana’s office along with a list of 
witnesses to Inessa’s defamation and what we knew she said to them about me. 

At five in the afternoon at the end of a hot, exhausting day, we meet Katya, the friend 
with whom Alina partied around Krasnodar. Back in April, Katya was too busy to read the diary 
before I left town. But in the intervening months, she had, and we all sat down on a park bench. 

I gave Katya a flyer for the web site and the Krasnaya Ulitsa newspaper articles. 

To my surprise, she insisted she was not the Katya that Alina wrote about whoring 
around with. I didn’t believe that for a minute. When I met Katya and her husband in April, I 
knew she needed some kind of story to explain away Alina’s chronicle of their tawdry partying; 
otherwise, her husband would exact some Russian justice in punching her out. The kind of 
justice America once had. I expected her to use the same line on me, but didn’t expect such an 
ingenious, yet simple fiction: she wasn’t the same Katya. These Russian models knew how to 
deceive, but in their fabrications they always missed an important point that showed them up for 
liars. 

In Katya’s case, she said the last time she saw Alina was July 6, 2000, when my wife 
visited her house with Valodya and Vanya, the boys from St. Petersburg, but she added in a third 
girl from the village where my wife used to live. Katya said that what Alina wrote in her diary 
about the visit was accurate but the other girl was also named Katya—the bad Katya. What a 
nice coincidence of names and artful lie. The episode from Alina’s diary stated: 

“We met once more those boys on Monday. We persuaded them to stay and go the next 
day. We ate salad, drank some wine and for the first time in my life I was drunk and kind. In the 
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evening we went to Katya’s. We bought shrimps and wine. We kissed with Valodya, and I 
myself began it. That moment all my hatred to men came to the surface - I was like a tiger. In 
the morning I went home and Volodya and Vanya went to see me off. I stopped a car and the 
driver tried to accost to me. I let him touch a little my knees but saved some money. It was 5:30 
in the morning.” 

It made no sense that Katya would allow four lovers to stay in her house until the next 
morning while she had no one but herself to play with, and she failed to realize that Alina’s use 
of the pronoun “we” only meant Alina, not Alina and another girl. Katya naturally saw “we” as 
her way out by saying two girls visited her house with the two guys from St. Petersburg when in 
actuality only Alina accompanied them to her house because Katya was Vanya’s girl. Despite 
her skill at dissembling, I didn’t understand why she even bothered to confirm this part of the 
diary in the first place. She simply could have claimed that all the events concerning Katya were 
about some other whoring Katya. Maybe she feared I had independent confirmation about the 
visit to her house. Who knows? Ignoring her cover-up, I asked some questions. 

“What did Alina and Valodya do until 5:30 in the morning?” 

“They used my kitchen table for sex. I was upset about that; it’s not the proper place.” 
For some strange reason, I wanted to laugh. 

Katya continued, “Alina and I hung around together before she went to Cyprus and 
during that time she was loyal to Alexei.” 

Most unlikely I thought, but I didn’t have Alina’s diary from before Cyprus, so Katya 
could easily lie about events back then without any contradiction from me. 

“When Alina and I worked at the Vasilyeva House of Fashion, I’m sure Alina didn’t do 
any prostitution in Krasnodar.” 

“How do you know?” I asked. 


57 



“We were very close and I would have heard something. Alina was very ambitious and 
offended easily.” 

Katya thought the Volodya from Krasnodar with whom my wife committed adultery right 
after our marriage, in an apartment where a woman previously hung herself, might be a sculptor 
in his mid-thirties who had a wife. That made sense because on my first visit to Krasnodar, 
Poisoned Dragon pointed out some sculptures in a store window boasting that she modeled for 
various parts. Katya agreed to look for a telephone number for the sculptor. 

“Do you know a Lena who gave Alina advice or acted as a clairvoyant for her?” 

“The only Lena I know that Alina went around with is a nurse with a strange character 
who lives by men. She’s around 32 and has a baby. I will try to find her telephone number 
also.” 

“Do you know of any other clairvoyants Alina used?” 

“I know she used them but don’t know who they were.” 

“Did Alina have any other friends?” 

“Alina didn’t have friends, just people she partied with or used.” 

“That’s consistent.” 

“There is one girl who knows Alina well, Yulya. They both lived in the village where 
Alina and her mother owned a small house. Alina’s mother knew Yulya’s parents and Alina and 
Yulya spent a lot of time together. Yulya and her parents often joked about how Alina earned 
money. They knew she was lying about earning money as a translator in Moscow. Yulya also 
worked at Anastasia’s. I can give you Yulya’s number but don’t mention that I gave it to you.” 
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“No problem. The last time we talked, you told me about a girl who went to Cyprus with 
Alina but returned after two days because the work involved prostitution. Do you have a 
telephone number for her?” 

“I’ll have to look for Nadya’s number. Have your translator call me tomorrow. The boy 
who dated Nadya at the time told me that Alina was working as a prostitute in Cyprus and we 
both laughed. Nadya also had a friend named Inessa who was also a model at Vasilyeva’s; she 
may have some information for you. I will look for her number also.” 

“Do you know a girl named Natasha who lives in Alina’s apartment building, tall, dark 

hair?” 

“No, I don’t.” 

“Is there anything else you can tell me about Alina?” 

“Not that I can think of right now, but if I remember something, I’ll call your translator.” 

“Thanks for your help. I’ll probably return to Krasnodar in a couple of months to follow 
up with some more interviews.” 

Nadya and I walked over to Krasnaya Ulitsa on what was now a summer evening in a 
dead end town, in a dead end country with me carrying the remnants of a dead end life. After 
decades, I had reached the point of feeling in my bones that every second, every minute, every 
day of my life was a waste that I couldn’t change. But that wasn’t going to keep me from 
finishing with Poisoned Dragon. 

Nadya said, “I’m going to the Black Sea for the weekend, so Natalya would try to arrange 
a meeting with Yulya, if she can locate her.” 

“Find. I’ll wait for her call. Going with your boyfriend?” 
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“Yes, he wants to spend as much time with me as he can before I go to South America in 
September to visit my father for a couple of months.” 

“That’s nice.” I knew I’d never feel that way about a girl again. 

“He’s worried I won’t come back, but I will. I could leave Krasnodar, but I don’t want to 
without him.” I also knew a girl would never feel that way about me. 

“What does he do?” 

“He’s a driver for Krasnodar’s member in the Duma. He’ll take you to the airport 
Sunday evening with me.” 

“Sounds like he has some good connections.” I made a mental note, recalling that former 
President Yeltsin’s driver ended up as his chief aide with lots of power and money. In Russia 
what mattered most was who you knew and money. We said good night, and I retired to my 
detective novels and hopelessness. 

Saturday, June 16, 2001, Natalya, with me in tow, tracked down Yulya to Krasnodar’s 
preeminent theater, renamed after Anastasia’s mother, still alive from when I last saw her, and 
the founder of the Vasilyeva House of Fashion. The ancient playhouse was packed with people 
wearing the brain-dead, enthralled look of zealots. Our usher pointed out Yulya standing center 
stage, tall, imposing with long black hair in a black leather suit revving-up the crowd of 
believers. Yulya acted as master of ceremonies for what looked like an old-time religious revival 
meeting. Natalya started laughing and it took a few minutes for her to finally tell me that it 
wasn’t religious fervor on the audience faces but greed. Yulya directed a motivational meeting 
for making money. What else would stir Russians the way religion stirs the rest of the world? 
Maybe my wife would show to teach a few easy bunko lessons. 
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After about ten minutes of manipulating the crowd, Yulya introduced the main attraction, 
the inspirational, female founder of the “VIP Group.” Yulya exited into the wings at which point 
Natalya sprang up motioning me to follow her. Natalya had no intention of sitting through 
anymore of this trash, waiting for the end. She led me through phantom of the opera stairwells 
and hallways looking for the backstage while the harangue of the group’s leader reverberated 
through the theater. I was sure the organizers would bounce us into the street when we 
trespassed into their sanctum backstage, but no one even questioned our presence. 

We walked up to Yulya standing just out of sight of the audience behind the curtains 
while the founder proselytized the suckers out front. Yulya turned with the ever-present smile 
that masked the steely ambitions of all beauties as she looked down on me from a height of at 
least six feet four inches in her low pump shoes. She was even taller than Poisoned Dragon and 
carried nice size breasts, unlike the lemons of my wife. After Natalya made a few introductory 
remarks, Yulya, to my surprise, suggested we sit down in the back by some scenery to talk more 
privately. She still needed to stay in sight of the stage for her cues to make the next introduction 
and keep the audience excited. This was one cool, calm and collected babe willing to conduct an 
interview while in the middle of a perfonnance. 

As Yulya led the way, I checked out her body more closely, perfectly shaped ass, not fat 
and apparently nice legs, although somewhat hard to tell through the tight leather pants. Why 
didn’t I meet her instead of Poisoned Dragon? Probably because it didn’t matter, since I would 
have ended up in the same hell anyway. Beyond the outer layer of a Russian beauty, only fire 
and brimstone existed. We found a few chairs and sat down. Yulya sat like a man with her legs 
spread wider than any man capable of and her body lending forward with her left elbow resting 
on one thigh and her right hand capping her right knee. Was this intentional? Whatever, all I 
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could think about during the entire conversation was burying my face in the angle between her 
thighs. I gave her a copy of the diary, a flyer for the web site and the Krasnaya Ulitsa newspaper 
article. Natalya recounted my tale to Yulya, who looked at me periodically with understanding 
in her eyes, or was it the predator’s stare. I tried to act the gentlemanly by keeping my eyes off 
her crotch, but it was hopeless. Every time she glanced at me, I was looking between her legs. It 
probably made her feel powerful, which she was. When Natalya finished explaining the 
situation, Yulya launched into a monologue about Alina, her fellow model and acquaintance. 

“Alina always thought about money and how to get it. She was a pit bull in her pursuit of 
dollars. She used all her connections and a lot of men to get money. She always had a lot of 
men. I remember when she didn’t have money to start a career as a model; she used men to get 
it. Because her boyfriend Alexei didn’t have money, she started to hate him. They had a good 
relationship but no money, so Alina left him. Alina tried to hide what she did in Cyprus from 
Alexei, but he knew—we all knew. Alina told Alexei it was his fault that they broke up and 
even threatened Alexei with hann if he told people about her real activities and character. She 
has two faces. She keeps her secret life to herself and confides in no one. Alina went to 
Moscow a lot after graduating from the Academy in 1996. Alina said she worked as a translator 
for a wealthy English man there. Her mother Inessa told Alexei that Alina was a high specialist 
in English, and Alina told everyone that she made the money for her new apartment translating 
in Moscow and from the sale of her mother’s tiny house in the village. But people knew how she 
really made money.” 

Yulya left momentarily for her audience, and my focus switched from living between her 
legs to follow-up questions. 
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When she returned, sitting in the same position again, I summoned the remainder of my 
will to focus on the questions, “What about prostitution?” 

“I don’t think she worked as a prostitute from 1995 to 1998 when we were both close and 
working as models at Vasilyeva.” 

Hmmm, I reflected, pretty much what Katya and Anastasia said. The people connected 
with the Vasilyeva House of Fashion contradicted the masseur who thought Poisoned Dragon 
started working as a prostitute in Krasnodar when she joined Vasilyeva’s models. Maybe in 
Krasnodar Alina didn’t engage in prostitution, although I doubted it, but in Moscow, working for 
Leo, she definitely sold her body. 

Yulya continued, “But my boyfriend called her a prostitute back then. He didn’t like her. 
She was always criticizing him.” 

“Would he talk to me?” I wanted to leam why he thought Alina a prostitute during those 
years. It could help for an annulment. 

“I’ll ask him, but I doubt it.” 

“Who else knew her?” 

“Lena, a very poor nurse and Olga. All three of them went around together. I will try to 
find their numbers for you. And there was a girl who Alina went to Cyprus with named Nadya 
who recently had a child, but her first husband divorced her. She came back because the work 
involved prostitution.” 

“The Good Nadya,” I remarked. “If you can find a telephone number for her or her 
husband it would help?” Yulya nodded in consent. 

“Did you know the clairvoyant that Alina used?” 

“I knew she used one but don’t remember her name. I will try to recall.” 
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“Did you know a model at Vasilyeva’s named Natasha, tall, dark hair who lives in 
Alina’s apartment building?’ 

“No” 

“What about a young guy named Alexey who managed Joy and then the City Club and 
do you know his last name?” 

“Alexey Smolin, he now runs the Troika Restaurant on Mir Street.” 

Yulya’s day job called her away again to the apostles of greed finale with a live band and 
singing. “Money” by the Kingsmen would have been an appropriate closer. 

She returned with the smile of a used car salesman, who had just sold a clunker, to 
resume our talk and the same open-legged position. 

“When was the last time you saw Alina?” 

“June 2000, Alina visited me along with a younger girl from the village. The girl was not 
a model and Alina wanted to sell her overseas.” 

“Probably a recruit for her pimp in Moscow to send to Mexico,” I said. “Was her name 
Katya?” 

“No. Her name was the same as mine, Yulya.” 

This was probably my wife’s friend from Chechnya whom she claimed to have visited as 
a cover for her prostitution with Alfredo in Italy. 

“Do you know a Katya?” 

“Yes, she modeled for the Vasilyeva house and looked a lot like Alina. The two were 
always going out together.” 

“Anyone else that she hung around with?” 

Yulya continued, “Two years ago in Sochi, she was with some Chechen gangsters.” 
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My eyes left Yulya’s crotch at this news. “How do you know they were Chechen 
gangsters?” 

“It’s easy to recognize a Chechen. They are darker with different shaped faces and talk 
with an accent. Besides the bandits in this part of Russia are famous like your American pop 
stars. They have money, fast cars and political connections. They live outside the law and 
everybody except their own kind avoids them. I had seen those guys before and everyone knows 
they are Chechen criminals.” 

“I guess it makes sense, Alina grew up in Chechnya and is a criminal.” 

“I think you should be careful. This is not America,” Yulya warned. 

I replied with the expected words that I would be careful, but I didn’t really care at this 
point in the descent of my life. 

Yulya promised to read the diary and contact my translator afterward with what she 
recognized and any of the telephone numbers she found. I told her I’d probably return in a 
couple of months to continue my investigation since any trial most likely wouldn’t occur until 
late in the year. She said she’d be pleased to meet with me again, and my foolish heart skipped a 
beat. 

Natalya and I left the imminent millionaires still milling around the theater to visit the 
Troika Restaurant. Given Alexey Smolin’s recent employment history, we expected to find the 
premises under new management. To our surprise, he still managed the restaurant, although 
wasn’t in when we arrived. The assistant manager obligingly called Smolin who said he’d come 
right over to meet us. He probably thought me a potential mark for investing in some con or 
another. We waited over a complementary glass of juice. Saturday dinnertime and the upscale, 
moderately sized place contained only two customers sipping juice—us. 
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Smolin eventually bustled in brimming with business airs and New Russian self- 
importance and carrying a black leather memo and telephone number organizer straight out of 
the pre Palm Pilot era. He apologized for keeping us waiting and asked what he could do for us. 
Natalya did her routine, and I handed him a copy of Alina’s diary along with the Internet flyer 
and the newspaper article. He only cursorily looked at them with arrogant Russian boredom. 
But when Natalya mentioned that Alina was making $15,000 a month in New York as a lap 
dancer and prostitute, Alexey suddenly responded in English, “I’m shock, I’m shock. How is 
that possible? She was fat, a fat girl! Here,” as he pointed to the flyer, “look at that fat ass. 

How can she make so much money? What is wrong with you Americans?” 

“A lot, especially with me. I brought her to New York. But believe me she makes that 
much and probably even more.” 

“But why do you Americans pay for such a fat girl?” 

“Compared to American Feminists, she looks good.” 

“Ah,” Alexey said, “now I understand.” Apparently the whole world knew about the 
Feminazis hijacking the land of liberty to turn it into a prison of unisex. 

We talked a while. Smolin in his late twenties was born in East Gennany but came to 
Krasnodar as a teenager when the Soviet Union collapsed. He possessed a similar charm as 
Alina’s trainer but more untrustworthy—a rouge but a likable one. The restaurant he managed 
clearly laundered money for the owner, a former high-ranking official of Krasnodar. An easy 
managerial position, one he shouldn’t blow like his previous disco stints since the purpose of 
such a restaurant was not to make money but conceal the source of the owner’s cash flows from 
criminal enterprises. It also, I assumed, delivered Smolin from the temptation to skim because 
the establishment’s cash flows were purely fictional. 
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“What do you know about Alina?” 

“She was a loose girl with lots of boys and worked around as a stripper.” So that’s how 
the beauty salon manager from my previous trip was able to recognize her lingerie picture. 

“If I wanted her, I could have had her. Last summer she offered herself to me, but she 
was fat. Why bother with her when there are so many prettier girls in Krasnodar.” 

No argument with that assessment. 

Alexey continued, “Yulya’s boyfriend hated Alina. Something happened between those 
two but I don’t know what.” 

Then he focused on the flyer and said somewhat upset, “Her diary is on the Internet 
where anyone can read it!” 

“Not yet, but as soon as I get back to New York, it will be.” 

“That’s going to cause a lot of trouble here. None of the people I assumed she talked 
about in here will like that. Alina played with a lot of people and this will cause a scandal.” 

Good, I said to myself, you low-life hoods deserve it. “Why do you think it will cause 
trouble?” I gratuitously asked. 

“Listen, my friend. Alina ran in the circle of people who run this town. I think you kn ow 
whom I mean. That’s all I will say about it.” 

I got the message. Alina apparently whored herself, as I expected, to the criminals and 
corrupt politicians who controlled Krasnodar. Maybe that was why some of my wife’s other 
acquaintances didn’t or pretended they didn’t know about her prostitution in Krasnodar. 

I thanked Smolin for the infonnation and said one of my translators or I would contact 
him again to see whether he recognized any of the events in Alina’s diary. 
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We left the darkness of the Troika Restaurant for the remaining daylight of a warm 
summer’s eve in the land instigated by Marx and Engels where now only the almighty dollar 
ruled. My investigation was at an end for this trip, but not the troubles it had stirred. It turned up 
more information and leads to potential witnesses that Nadya could follow up on, but my wife’s 
attorneys, her and her mother’s interference might make it all for nothing. Without sworn 
documents, my information was useless in court, and no Russian wanted to risk troubles with a 
couple of ruthless whores who had both the money and criminal connections to push around 
most people in town. Perhaps the criminal defamation case would subdue Poisoned Dragon and 
Inessa’s threats, but that still left the reality that most people who dealt with a prostitute don’t 
want their names involved out of embarrassment or the fear it might expose some of their own 
extra-legal activities. 

Back in my hotel room, I received a call from Alexei, Alina’s old boyfriend. He said 
Inessa just telephoned him saying I was in Krasnodar looking for dirt on Alina. Inessa wanted 
the telephone number of Alexei’s brother whose friend worked for the F.S.B. Alexei refused to 
give her the number but thought I should know. We laughed at her childishness; I thanked him 
and said good night. Inessa apparently called Alexei hoping he would call me, which to her 
delusional way of thinking would cause me to panic, drop everything and run because the F.S.B. 
was on my trail. That might work with Russians who over centuries of inbred fear of the secret 
police quake at the mere mention of them, but not an America whose key contacts worked for the 
G.R.U. No, I slept well that night. 

In the morning, my translator in Moscow, Sasha, called. She said that my driver received 
a call from Inessa, who did not identify herself, but my driver recognized her voice having met 
her before. Inessa told him not to pick me up at the Moscow airport later that night because 
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“Roy doesn’t want to deal with you anymore.” My driver knew better and hung up the phone on 
her, but called Sasha to find out whether I had any problems in Krasnodar other than a lunatic 
mother-in-law. Sasha laughed at the stupidity of Inessa, but I knew the real infantile mind 
behind the harassment was Poisoned Dragon because only she knew my driver’s telephone 
number. My wife was most likely not in town but gave directions to Inessa from New York 
City. Inessa easily found out my departure date by contacting the hotel at which I always stayed. 
The hotel probably also told her the time I planned to leave since Russian hotels require guests to 
pay in advance up to the hour they intend to depart. No mandatory twelve-noon checkout time 
there. My checkout time also told Inessa on which of the two flights to Moscow I held a 
reservation. 

Sunday evening, June 17, 2001, under cloudy skies, Nadya and her boyfriend drove me to 
the airport. In the car, I briefed her on the people she needed to contact for the telephone 
numbers of other potential witnesses and left her some flyers for anyone else from whom Inessa 
confiscated the diary and for any new witnesses Nadya tracked down. As for Smolin, I’d 
telephone him from New York for his remarks on the diary, since he spoke English. Nadya had 
already followed up with a few of my interviewees: Alexei, Alina’s old boyfriend, could not 
find a number for Larissa, the girlfriend of the Zygos Club manager Marios. Katya said the 
sculptor Volodya, with whom Alina likely committed adultery, didn’t have a phone and Katya 
didn’t know his address, but she did provide the Good Nadya’s number—the girl who left 
Cyprus after just two days. Yulya said her old boyfriend didn’t know any specifics about Alina’s 
prostitution, so he saw no reason to talk with me, but Yulya did produce the numbers for Lena, 
the poor nurse who lived by men, and Olga with whom Alina and Lena hung out with. Yulya, 
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however, couldn’t recall the name of Alina’s clairvoyant. Okay, we still had some new people 
for Nadya to contact on my behalf. 

“Keep after Katya for the number of the model Inessa,” I added, very impressed with 
Nadya’s efforts so far. 

At the airport, Nadya and I headed inside to check on any delays. Walking through the 
entrance we breezed passed a militia guard talking with some woman. Nadya motioned for me 
to turn around, and there with the guard I saw Inessa in her purple eye make-up wearing the 
smile of a retard. The militiaman looked amused with the lunacy that Inessa poured in his ear. I 
had completely missed her on the way in and ignored her now as I kept going to find out the 
departure time. The flight would leave on time, so we exited through the same door to wait 
outside. Inessa, still playing the loon, said a “picture has been taken.” I now knew where 
Poisoned Dragon got her infantile behavior. Then Inessa followed us towards the car and stood 
nearby talking into her mobile telephone—like a kid pretending with a milk carton walkie-talkie. 
Nadya and her boyfriend couldn’t understand why Inessa was acting so weird. She was trying to 
intimidate us, but they couldn’t understand how—neither could I. After a short wait, I boarded 
my plane, flopped down in my seat to choke on the cloud of dust that arose from the impact, and 
felt every much like a regular. 

In Moscow, my driver picked me up, and we laughed about Inessa on the way to Sasha 
and Anya’s apartment. As I walked in at midnight, Sasha greeted me with dinner. I mused, why 
couldn’t I have this girl to come home to every night? Because of your age stupid as I wrenched 
myself from such revelry: plain and simple, her life laid before her, mine behind me—in ruins. 

The next morning, I called Valodya in St. Petersburg, the guy my wife played around 
with at Katya’s house, just to see whether I might glean anything useful. He claimed not to have 
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talked with Alina recently. Fat chance! But his business had taken him to Krasnodar from May 
10 th to the 14 th ; around the time Alina and Inessa were threatening people to keep their mouths 
shut. He said Alina had already left for America when he arrived in Krasnodar, but her mother 
gave him one of her modeling photo cards and her telephone number in New York. Inessa asked 
Valodya to write his opinion that the events in the diary concerning him were false. He refused, 
or so he said. To me, he confirmed that the events written about in the diary with respect to him 
were true, but wasn’t willing to provide a sworn statement. Valodya added that he believed 
Inessa not nonnal, a crazy person with whom he did not like talking. He emphasized not 
wanting to get between Alina and me to which I replied he already did by going out with her 
shortly after our marriage. After the call, I wondered how Inessa knew that Valodya was in 
Krasnodar. Alina must have told her, which meant Valodya lied about not having any recent 
communication with my wife. 

So far, Poisoned Dragon and her attorneys’ efforts to prevent me from authenticating the 
dairy and obtaining useable information for court began looking successful. No one wanted to 
provide sworn testimony of the truth. 

My flight back to New York left Tuesday morning, so I stopped at Leo’s Monday 
evening with a few follow-up questions. Sitting virtually on the floor again in front of his desk, 
he asked whether I minded him giving Alina’s diary to an author to create a fictionalize book 
about a Russian whore from which Leo hoped to make some money. In order to keep Leo on my 
side in this war, I said, go ahead. 

Leo then replied with something that floored me, if that was possible given my already 
close proximity to it. My wife had made a masturbation video for a California medical doctor, 
Marc L. Paulsen, who regularly visited Moscow. 
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What was with this girl? Whenever I thought I knew all about her filthy life, some new 
revelation slithered to the surface. Would I ever reach the bottom of her trashy existence, did I 
want to? 

Leo offered me the promotional clips from the video thinking they might help in court. 
They could, so I accepted. Leo didn’t recall exactly when Poisoned Dragon made the tape but it 
was before I met her. Since she kept this part of her video career hidden from her future 
husband, I could use this new information for an annulment. No problem with the defense that I 
forgave her video pom through cohabitation because I never knew about it. I did know about 
another video from her diary, which she made in July 1999, but as described in the diary, that 
one only involved “undressing,” not masturbating. 

In order to maximize the use of the masturbation video in court, I wanted a statement 
from the California doctor Paulsen that he paid her for the performance. Otherwise, her 
attorneys would argue that it was a personal, not a pornographic, video that she made for one of 
her boyfriends. Asking Leo, the producer, for a statement was a waste of time, since it would 
blow his cover as just a model agency. Leo gave me Paulsen’s telephone numbers and email 
addresses and I would try him when back New York. According to Leo, the good doctor had 
also married one of Leo’s whores, took her to America where after obtaining a permanent green 
card, she promptly divorced him and stole, with the help of the court, $70,000 of his money. 
Where there was one pomo video, there were probably others, but Leo denied knowing of any 
others. I thanked him for a CD of the clips and left. 

On the Metro back to Sasha’s apartment, the idea flashed into my mind to put the video 
promo on the web site because it made Alina’s claims that I forced her to write the diary appear 
even more absurd. She’d have to claim I forced her to pose nude the way Russian prostitutes 
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typically do in order to advertise their wares and also forced her to make a masturbation video, 
both of which I allegedly did before I even met her. At some point, people would wonder how 
this good girl always ends up with her clothes off. The video also might help find some of her 
former customers, since cavorting around rubbing her crotch was what she did when “dancing” 
all nude. 

Searchin 

At JFK airport, the ever-diligent U.S. Customs detained me for questioning. What the 
hell was going on with these government idiots? Customs’ computer had a red flag by my name 
ordering them to stop and question me when I crossed into the U.S., the country in which I was 
bom. The reason for the red flag was the Temporary Order of Protection that my wife had lied 
about to the Queens Family Court, which issued it without allowing me to rebut her accusations 
and then at a hearing punted the Order to the Supreme Court. Customs, which did nothing to 
stop an illegal alien prostitute, my wife, from smuggling money out of the country and drugs into 
it, detained me: an American lawyer and citizen. What possible threat was I to the U.S.? Where 
was this moronic organization’s priorities? Criminal aliens had more rights than an American 
citizen. Customs’ computers couldn’t even red flag the illegal Mexican Angel Resendiz for 
whom arrest warrants were issued for murdering a number of Americans, but their database 
contained a temporary order of protection against me from a Queens Family Court. Later, after 
911, it became clear to the American public the incompetence of the bureaucrats who pretended 
to protect our borders when they allowed hijacker Mohammed Atta into the country on an 
expired visa. 
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Back at my apartment, no home cooked meal this time for Traviesa had found an 
investment banker to take her to the Hamptons for the week. What a life these girls have, a few 
minutes on their backs and they’re enjoying what it took some guy years of hard work to 
achieve. 

I finished the Internet site, www.alinashipilina.com, complete with Leo’s contributions of 
the nude photos and masturbation clips. At the end of Poisoned Dragon’s dairy, I explained the 
purpose for the web site to my limited audience: 

This site was set up to prevent Alina Shipilina and her mother’s efforts to intimidate into 
silence potential witnesses in an annulment/divorce proceeding in New York City, to convince 
potential witnesses that the diary states the truth and to find people who may have additional 
information about Alina who recognize her name, her face and for some her naked body. 

If you have any information about Alina, please email to alinashipilina@hotmail.com. 

All sources will be kept confidential. 

A hundred flyers, updated with the caption, “Watch Alina masturbate for dollars” went to 
my contacts in Krasnodar with instructions to distribute the flyers in Poisoned Dragon’s 
apartment building, in the slim hope that Natasha on seeing one might contact me. Academy 
students and professors would also receive the flyer, which would surely infuriate Vice Rector 
Minchenko and instill fear in his amateur goons if they were unlucky enough to run into the guys 
doing the leafleting. Lastly, the discos where management knew my wife or were frequented by 
her crowd of outwardly beautiful but inwardly repellent people would receive a distribution. 

Turning to the California doctor Paulsen, who paid Poisoned Dragon to masturbate for 
the camera, it took me a few telephone calls before reaching him. Dropping Leo’s name by way 
of introduction, I briefly told him my Poisoned Dragon story and asked about her staring role. 

He didn’t sound pleased talking with me, and I sensed he hid some facts, but at least he didn’t 
hang up. Paulsen claimed he threw the complete video away along with all the other 
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pornography tapes he shot in Russia after U.S. Customs gave him a “hard time” about importing 
his personal collection into the country. No way he destroyed his collection, but I went along 
with his pretended reformation to see what information he might drop. 

“My business now is making only music videos with models from the Red Star agency.” 
That was Russia’s most notorious model agency for hos. 

“Leo introduced Alina to me and said she was as a personal friend of his who wanted to 
marry a foreigner. We shot the video in the apartment Leo keeps for his girls who come from 
out of town.” 

Paulsen’s memory wasn’t too good, whether intentional or not, but apparently Paulsen 
shot the video and had sex with Poisoned Dragon in the fall of 1998. Paulsen recalled she was 
reluctant to have sex after shooting the video even though Paulsen had also paid Leo her fee for 
sex. 

“That’s my wife, always trying to welsh on a deal,” I commented. 

Paulsen refused to provide me with a sworn statement to any of this, claiming he didn’t 
want to get involved in a divorce case. An understandable position, but I decided if I needed his 
statement for trial, I’d threaten to drag him into a deposition and make sure the California Board 
of Medical Licensing heard about his run in with Customs. 

Next, I telephoned Smolin, the Troika Restaurant manager. 

“I’ve read the diary and the events concerning me are true.” He said without hesitation. 
“I’ve also talked to a few people that Alina mentioned in the diary, and they confirmed some of 
the events. But they are unwilling to talk about them and do not want any of that information to 
become widespread.” 
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Sounded like the Russian euphemism for a threat, I asked. “What do they care about a 
Krasnodar whore? Besides the information will only be used in America.” 

“Just a whore, yes, but one with money and connections. And no one likes the 
embarrassment of their private lives being made public, even if in the U.S.” 

“You know, I also have clips of a masturbation video she made in Moscow.” 

Smolin paused and then changed tack completely, “Right now I think that all you told me 
is false.” 

“You just said that some of the events in her dairy are true. What’s going on Smolin, is 
there someone there listening in, did someone just talk to you?” 

“There’s no one here and no one has talked to me. I just think this is all a fantasy, but if 
you could send me proof about what you said, then I will help you with infonnation. Why don’t 
you start by sending me a copy of the video?” 

“Fine, I’ll Express Mail it to you,” and hung up. 

Why did Smolin abruptly change from belief to disbelief at my mentioning the video. 

And why did he want proof or was it really money? From his response to the Internet flyer, I 
knew that Smolin didn’t like drawing attention to himself, no criminal did. So, I concluded in 
the first part of the conversation he was telling me to back off since any further investigation into 
my wife’s background might open up part of the seamy hidden world of Krasnodar’s elite, whom 
Smolin served. But when I mentioned the video, he started trying to pump me for information. 
Maybe he thought that I knew a lot more about nefarious doings in Krasnodar than mentioned in 
the section of Poisoned Dragon’s dairy that he read. The part of her dairy in my possession 
started with Cyprus, but what about her life and activities in Krasnodar before 1999? Smolin 
probably figured I also had her dairy for those years. By asking for proof, Smolin, and whoever 
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else feared exposure, wanted to find out just how much I knew. Then again, maybe Smolin just 
cut a deal with Poisoned Dragon for money to find out the evidence I had for my 
annulment/divorce case. I sent him the video, but nothing more. Let Smolin and whoever stood 
behind him wonder how much I knew. 

The masturbation video clips also went out to Yulya, Katya, and Yevgeny, the trainer, in 
order to counter my wife and her attorneys’ efforts to convince potential witnesses that the diary 
or, at least, the filthy sections were false. All three claimed they believed the diary true, but 
Yulya and Yevgeny claimed not to recognize any of its events, and Katya refused to provide a 
sworn statement about the accuracy of any incidents or of my wife engaging in adultery with 
Valodya on Katya’s kitchen table. In addition, the clips went to Anastasia as a long shot at 
winning her and Dima back to my side by illustrating that my ability to obtain infonnation on 
Russians reached further then they suspected and hoping they would believe it wiser to help me. 
They didn’t. The photographer Morosov received a copy in an attempt to convince him that it 
was not I who told lies about Poisoned Dragon but her and Inessa. He didn’t bite, either. 

Valodya in St. Petersburg got a copy to make sure he knew just what kind of a girl he dated. But 
he still refused to provide a statement as to the accuracy of the diary’s events concerning him and 
kept going out with Poisoned Dragon anyway, probably because of her money. 

When I told Alexei, Alina’s old boyfriend, about the video, his cheerful demeanor 
changed to silence. The revelation must have cut through him like all the sordid truths about 
Alina did so many times before. She just didn’t give a damn whom she harmed in her drive for 
money. Another person’s feelings meant nothing to her. All she cared about was how she could 
use someone—a parasite on the compassion of others. When I offered to send him a copy, he 
stumbled, not knowing what to say. Finally he said in a sad voice, “What would I do with it?” I 
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regretted telling him about the video, but he did agree to a statement identifying her handwriting 
and the accuracy of the diary’s events concerning him. That would help my case somewhat, but 
I knew Poisoned Dragon’s attorneys would attack his credibility by portraying Alexei as a 
spurned lover out for revenge. 

The last mailing of the video went to the editor of the Krasnaya Ulitsa newspaper. When 
in Krasnodar, I tried to meet with the reporter Victoria about doing a follow up story, but she was 
out of town. Natalya finally reached her after I left only to leam that the newspaper’s editor 
directed Victoria to never write about “that girl” again. Inessa had invaded the editor’s office, 
pulling a similar routine as she did with Natalya, shouting and threatening police arrests and 
lawsuits for every imaginable offense of which there were none, except in the eyes of a true 
commie—that of reporting the truth. The editor, a woman, immediately folded promising not to 
print anymore of the dirty facts about Inessa’s angelic daughter. Natalya told me the editor also 
personally feared Inessa’s Chechen connections—so much for freedom of the press in Russia. 
Sending the editor the video clips with a letter wouldn’t alter her surrender to censorship, 
cowards rarely change, but I wanted to irritate whatever miniscule conscious the editor possessed 
over allowing two mendacious females to beat her into suppressing the truth. 

Shortly after sending the videos out, a letter post marked Krasnodar with no return 
address arrived. It contained cutouts from Russian newspapers of semi-naked girls—no one I 
recognized. It must have been some kind of message, but I couldn’t figure it out. The only loon 
who would waste the time and effort was Inessa, so I forwarded the letter to my wife. Maybe 
Inessa sent it to her daughter’s old address by mistake. Who knew what lunacy haunted that 
two-kilo byte mind. 
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Even with the Internet site and masturbation clips, Poisoned Dragon’s counter offensive 


in Russia and apparently the fates continued to obstruct my case preparations. My translator 
Nadya kept running into dead ends, thanks to both. The number Yulya gave for Lena, the nurse 
who lived by men, was wrong, and Nadya never could find her. Olga who played around with 
Alina and Lena refused to provide any infonnation, saying, “What Alina did was her own 
business.” The new husband of Nadya the Good, the girl who went to Cyprus with Alina, 
refused to let her talk with my translator. Katya came through with the model Inessa’s number, 
but Inessa claimed she only knew Alina from Vasilyeva’s agency and nothing about her 
involvement in prostitution in Krasnodar. Katya did say in a follow up call I had with her from 
New York that Alina used to work with a guy name Rey who procured models for “dirty work” 
with New Russians, but she didn’t know how to contact him. My Nadya snooped around but 
couldn’t find any leads to Rey. 

She did recognize the name of a girl, Masha, from my wife’s diary who also previously 
worked as a model for Vasilyeva’s firm. Poisoned Dragon had attended Masha’s bridal shower. 
Nadya couldn’t find Masha until she accidentally saw the 23-year-old model on television. 

Nadya telephoned the station and got Masha on the line, but she refused to talk about Alina or 
her days with the Vasilyeva agency because, as she said, she was now happily married. Masha’s 
reluctance made sense since she had also worked as a call girl, and I doubted her husband wanted 
to hear that. Were all the models from the famous Vasilyeva House of fashion prostitutes? 

Nadya also ran down some addresses and telephone numbers I previously copied from 
some of my wife’s papers before we separated. These people either didn’t know Poisoned 
Dragon or refused to talk about her. Then my other translator, Natalya, received at her home a 
forged summons to appear in court, which was sent by Poisoned Dragon and her mother to 
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intimidate Natalya into no longer working for me. By sending the forgery to her home address, 
they were in effect saying, “we know where you live so watch out.” The two probably tracked 
down her address from the internal passport information that the Academy’s Vice Rector 
Minchenko took down when holding us in his office in April. Nixon could have used Alina and 
Inessa in his 1972 campaign. 

The doors in Krasnodar kept closing and to make matters worst my lawyer, Svetlana, 
came down with some serious aliment that she refused to admit. She disappeared for weeks at a 
time but kept reassuring Xenia and Nadya that the prosecutor would soon indict my wife’s 
mother for defamation. The other tasks assigned to Svetlana also stood in limbo during her on- 
again, off-again illness, such as suing Vice Rector Minchenko and the Academy for samples of 
Poisoned Dragon’s handwriting and obtaining sworn statements from Alexei and Vera, the 
Academy professor, for authenticating the diary. Nadya said Svetlana’s illness was not 
uncommon for people in Krasnodar who often fell ill to strange diseases, and that many girls 
can’t even give birth or an usually high number of those who do have sickly children—an 
ecological nightmare added to the economic disaster of modern day Russia. 

My focus shifted to Cyprus with a call to Irina, the wife of Melios Athanasiou. Their 
firm recruited the prostitutes for the clubs Zygos and Tramps that they owned and Melios’ 
brother, Marios, managed. All three had received the diary from me. Irina claimed she didn’t 
read it and didn’t know anything about the goings on in the clubs—fat chance! A Russian 
herself, Irina did admit to specializing in recruiting girls from the fonner Soviet Union for the 
clubs. She also said that Poisoned Dragon and Inessa had visited their office in Cyprus in May. 
That’s how Inessa got the dark tan I noticed during the confrontation with her in Krasnodar in 
June. Irina, Melios and Marios had met with my wife and her mother both of whom complained 
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about me. Irina refused to specify, but admitted turning over to Poisoned Dragon and Inessa the 
letter and diary I sent her. She thought my wife was a good girl, so I left Irina with the story of 
the masturbation video knowing any further discussion with her was useless. In a call to Marios 
at one of the clubs, he admitted to reading the dairy, men are always more honest than women, 
and said it accurately reported the events as he remembered them. He also praised Poisoned 
Dragon as a “very professional worker” to which I agreed—she was a pro. Marios, however, 
politely declined to make a sworn statement as to the accuracy of my wife’s dairy. 

My investigation and trial preparation efforts kept stumbling over criminals not about to 
jeopardize their own rackets or people too scared to help. One of the advantages for Poisoned 
Dragon and her attorneys that I didn’t at first understand came from her working in the sleazy 
underside of the world’s societies. No witnesses inhabiting or frequenting those denizens would 
provide evidence to a court. Running out of leads, I turned to the reports from my undercover 
informant at Flash Dancers in the hope of finding some useful infonnation. Anything Poisoned 
Dragon told him was admissible as an admission by an opposing party. 

Poisoned Dragon complained to my agent about everything while I was in Krasnodar in 
June. She appeared irritated, restless, distracted and often glazed over with faraway looks. Her 
mother had likely told her of my snooping around again in her hometown. She did, however, 
brag about breaking the rules of the club, which momentarily made her feel good. Getting away 
with cheating always lifted her spirits, which reminded me with a laugh of her repeatedly saying 
she had to fight for everything she had, but in reality she cheated, lied and sold her body for it. 

She told my agent about her modeling portfolio, which she needed shot every year 
because at twenty-six each birthday chiseled away some of the beauty nature had mistakenly 
bestowed. The new portfolio included her dressed as Xenia the Warrior, which brought another 
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laugh. Poisoned Dragon always watched that female chauvinistic television show. She 
obviously thought of herself as a modern day Warrior Princess avenging all women in the name 
of female arrogance against men. Such delusions, my wife’s breasts didn’t compare in size to 
Xenia’s. 

In the undercover reports for the end of June into July, Poisoned Dragon boasted about 
going to a party at Tavern on the Green where she “played mind games” with four guys lusting 
to bed her—typical bimbo ploy for boosting her ego, especially in New York City. Young girls 
in this town—no one wants the over thirty ones—are notorious for playing such games. They 
come on to a guy, and when he shows some interest, they immediately dump him for the next 
sacrifice to their sexual allure. It probably makes the sluts feel powerful. 

On some nights talking with my agent, Poisoned Dragon waxed, perhaps waned is a 
better word, philosophical about a Russian behavioral psychologist named Lazarev who taught 
that by repeating a statement many times a person would eventually believe it. Every morning, 
my wife said she repeated over and over, “I am beautiful, I love myself and I love everybody.” 
Poisoned Dragon had once told me that this guy changed her life when she was a teen, but I 
knew nothing about him, so I put down the reports and telephoned my agent to ask if he knew 
anything about this Lazarev guy. 

“Sergei Nikolaevich Lazarev is a modern day Russian philosopher or religious advocate. 
He believes in using witchcraft, magic, natural healing, Hinduism and Christianity to eventually 
unite with God or to receive divine love. Lor him any act is justified in order to receive divine 
love. One of his prays goes, ‘God, for the sake of my love for You, I am ready to decline the 
ethics and morality, ideals, spirituality, conscience, desires and life.’ Fidelity and morality mean 
nothing to Lazarev.” 
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“He sounds like a Communist,” I remarked. 

“Actually, many consider him an anti-Christ figure—one of the false prophets about 
whom God warns in the Bible. He claims that penitence will not only absolve the sinner of the 
evil she has done but will benefit her in some worldly fashion. It’s an anti-Angel perspective.” 

“I get the play on words and the concept: gain from an evil deed, then repent and gain 
some more. Not exactly a deterrent.” 

“Right, it’s a win-win situation for his believers. To them evil is the uncontrollable good 
that God created, so they want to unite with it as well as the controllable good. Their life goal is 
to let both shine through.” 

“Sounds like a rational for hypocrisy and the means justifies the ends.” 

“Exactly, do good if it serves your ends, do evil if it serves your ends, but when others 
hann you, condemn them for not doing good. The perfect belief system for the consummate 
American politician and businessman, or in your wife’s case—business girl.” 

“Thanks much,” I said and hung up. 

No wonder Poisoned Dragon believed in Lazarev’s twisted philosophy. It allowed her to 
do whatever she wanted without committing a sin before her God, the anti-Christ. Good grief! I 
hadn’t stumbled into the Middle Ages but Revelations! 

Back to my agent’s reports, which stated that Poisoned Dragon believed Lazarev’s 
teachings helped her deal with stressful situations, such as the turmoil she was going through 
because of “serious problems with her former boyfriend.” Naturally she didn’t mention the 
former boyfriend was her husband, but did add with boiling hostility, “He is such an asshole! He 
is trying to use any means possible to destroy me. He talked to my friends in my hometown. He 
went to the college that I attended. He is trying to spread rumors that I am a prostitute—do you 
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believe that! There are no grounds for those rumors. He is just trying to destroy me. I want 
something bad to happen to him.” I was sure she did, but this statement sounded more like a 
request for assistance than a wish upon a star. How many of the other thousands of men she met 
at Flash Dancers or criminals she hung out with in America and Russia did she make that not so 
subtle request to, and how many fell for it? 

She continued to ply my agent with her victim routine, but unlike with me, upped the ante 
by claiming that her father had raped her a number of times. When I first met her, she convinced 
me that her father, whom she may never have known, only molested and beat her. That’s 
because the inquisitional accusations of the rape happy Feminazis only work in America, not 
Russia. Using another typical female manipulating ploy, she demonized me with attributes of 
her own, “To him money means everything. Money is more important than a person’s feelings.” 
The guilty always accuse others of what they are guilty of. In psychology it’s called 
“projection,” in international relations “mirror image” and in politics “politics.” Along with her 
role as victim and her father and husband, a.k.a boyfriend, as violators, she threw in a couple of 
the usual exotic ingredients to her emotional brew for manipulating men. Poisoned Dragon 
claimed she possessed magical powers and enjoyed receiving lap dances from other girls at the 
club for which one of her male customers actually paid. Most guys fantasize about two girls. 

My wife was one dame who knew how to psychologically play men. 

Toward the end of July, my agent reported that Poisoned Dragon planned to take a 
vacation to Las Vegas. This sounded suspicious—a statement intentionally directed at me in 
order to cause emotionally pain. Before we married, I took her to Las Vegas, now another man 
was apparently taking her there. It appeared too much like the usual bimbo attempt of cutting 
into a man’s heart with jealousy. Even Traviesa told me she often got back at a boyfriend by 
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going out with another guy and making sure her boyfriend knew it. If Poisoned Dragon went to 
Las Vegas, she knew that I knew she wouldn’t go alone. Damn, either my wife suspected my 
agent of working for me or she had turned him. 

Recalling the discussions with my agent since I had returned from Russia, he had asked 
questions a number of times that made my ears ring in alarm. They always seemed to smack of 
entrapment. In reviewing his reports, they showed no progress at winning her confidence and 
nothing of value for the court case. My intuition told me he now worked as a double agent, 
receiving money from me and sex from her while passing along useless information to me, and 
who knew what to her. When was I going to leam never to trust a Russian? Okay, I can play 
this game by using him to provide Poisoned Dragon false information and trying to glean kernels 
of truth from the deceptive information she provided him. For instant, he still provided me 
accurate information on when Poisoned Dragon took vacations from Flash Dancers because both 
he and my wife knew I could easily check this by telephoning the club and asking whether she 
worked that week. For my wife not to work for an entire week meant she had taken a vacation of 
at least a month to smuggle her cash back to Krasnodar and then to Cyprus. So my agent still 
provided me a window of time on her violating U.S. and Russian money laundering and 
reporting statutes. But for Russian Customs to catch her bringing in unreported dollars, I needed 
the exact flight. She wasn’t about to give a newly turned agent that information. 

The indifference of the New York City Immigration office was not repeated by 
Immigration at the Moscow Embassy, which had taken seriously the information from my 
attorney Xenia about Poisoned Dragon lying on her applications for a temporary green card and 
visa. The immigration officer assigned the case, thank goodness a man, said he needed a divorce 
or annulment judgment from the court before they could begin removal proceedings against 
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her—at last, an agency willing to do its job, apparently. Immigration didn’t want to start the 
deportation process without a court judgment because a reconciliation between husband and wife 
would cost them a key source of information—me, not to mention time and effort. Immigration 
at the Embassy sounded eager to start proceedings by telling me to send the court’s judgment as 
soon as it occurred. They didn’t particularly care whether the court granted an annulment or a 
divorce, nor on what grounds. Apparently, they just wanted the go ahead to begin an 
investigation. 

The Violence Against Women’s Act (“VAWA”) created section 8 U.S.C. § 
1367(a)(1)(A) of the Immigration Act that forbid the Government from making any decision to 
find an alien wife inadmissible or deportable solely from information provided by her citizen 
husband if he abused her. The Act, written by the National Organization of Witches and the 
Feminazi Majority and sponsored by then Senator Joe Biden turned mainly American men into 
semi-nonpersons by preventing INS from relying only on evidence and testimony from the one 
person most likely to know about an alien spouse’s violations. INS could still use the American 
spouse’s evidence, but it would have to go to the trouble of conducting its own investigation and 
marshal additional evidence to confirm that provided by the American spouse. 

Going for an annulment or divorce on adultery grounds still looked like the best chance 
for getting Poisoned Dragon bounced out of the country. An annulment would turn evidence 
from me into a court judgment with findings of fact that my wife committed fraud in marrying 
me. As for a divorce based on adultery because of her prostitution, that evidence from me would 
also become a court judgment with findings of fact. In both cases, the evidence no longer rested 
on the credibility of me, the American man, but that of a court of law and jury that had made the 
fact-findings. That I thought would surely help INS. 
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Despite the Embassy’s advice , I pushed forward for the day of the righteous in court. 

Liar. Liar Pants On Lire 

In early July, a couple of weeks before a preliminary conference in the Supreme Court on 
my annulment/divorce case, I received a nasty telephone conference call from my lawyer Silpe 
and his brain dead associate Amy. Poisoned Dragon’s attorney Mundy had telephoned Amy and 
claimed to have a tape recording of me trying to extort money from my wife in return for not 
reporting her to Immigration. 

Silpe accusingly said, “Extortion is a crime. I don’t want you talking with your wife on 
the telephone or otherwise.” 

“I’m not talking with her.” I replied and asked his assistant, “Did Mundy play the tape 
for you?” 

“No, he said he could if I wanted, but I declined.” 

Dumbfounded by her stupidity, I said, “Then how do you know such a tape exists?” 

Silence. 

Silpe jumped to the aid of his nitwit associate by continuing to badger me about the 
seriousness of Mundy’s charge to which I responded, “No such tape exists because it never 
happened. That’s it!” But they chose to believe the opposing attorney over their own client 
without any evidence. Worst, my supposedly astute attorneys didn’t even realize that what 
Mundy had done constituted the crime of attempted coercion. 

It’s against the law to try to pressure someone into settling a civil suit by threatening to 
expose an alleged criminal wrongdoing. But my attorneys were blind to the law. Apparently, 
Silpe and his bimbat associate considered me automatically guilty because I qualified for 
America’s latest group of generic scapegoats. I was a man, not an androgyny, hennaphrodite nor 
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girlie man, but a man, and should give my wife what she wanted to make up for all the times in 
history that some self-indulgent female thought herself wronged. Silpe’s assistant naturally 
believed in such affirmative punishment because it provided her opportunities beyond her 
abilities. And Silpe followed the Feminazi line because he came from the generation after mine 
where many mothers brainwashed their sons into believing only women told the truth, and even 
if they lied, men were the reason—a modern American adaptation of original sin. My attorneys, 
the judges and most of the Americans I had so far come into contact with in my quest for justice 
followed that same trendy thought pattern, which had spread across America like locust since the 
1970s. Doublethink infected legions of weak minded males and females alike to create a 
feminine mystique touting the superiority of female decency while excusing the murdering of 
husbands for allegedly using physical violence against wives that relentlessly shredded the 
emotional health of men with barbed tongues or excusing the murdering of unborn children— 
incipient humans—because women wanted to satiate their lust without accepting the 
responsibility for their acts or excusing the murdering of already bom children with explanations 
by biased feminist doctors and lawyers of chemical imbalances for which the female bore no 
responsibility because the husband’s precognition should have warned him in time to stop his 
wife’s butchery. Truth and fairness meant as much in feminarchy America as to the Soviets— 
nothing! 

At the end of July, Lobis, the lesbo judge, held a conference between both sides in order 
to narrow the areas of contention and determine a schedule for discovering additional evidence. 
The Supreme Courthouse in Manhattan was built in a circle to symbolize the quest for justice 
within it: running around in circles, getting nowhere while attorneys exacted fat fees and the 
judges made an easy living rendering expediency rather than justice. 
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My Harvard educated lawyer friend Jeff accompanied me again to make sure Poisoned 
Dragon didn’t pull a fast one by cornering me out of the sight of witnesses and yelling rape. 

Silpe showed in court with his space cadet associate and told me that on the divorce cause of 
action I needed to choose between the allegation of adultery and cruel-inhuman treatment. I 
didn’t see why I couldn’t try to prove both at trial. Any civil litigation always allowed for 
proving multiple allegations so long as not inconsistent, which adultery and cruel-inhuman 
weren’t. In fact, adultery could be used to show cruel-inhuman treatment. The only difference 
between the two was that going for cruel-inhuman would prevent me from using various judicial 
procedures to obtain evidence. I didn’t want that. Silpe, however, pushed for dropping the 
adultery charge, probably because he wanted a settlement in my case so as to concentrate on 
more lucrative clients or to avoid interrupting his vacation scheduled for the following week. 
Naturally he didn’t mention these factors at the time, but argued that the judge didn’t like trying 
adultery cases, which made sense since all the judges in the divorce court except one were 
females and the persons in modern day American most likely guilty of dropping their underpants 
for casual acquaintances were wives. 

“Too bad,” I responded. “I still have rights under the law no matter what the judge 
wants. If I have to choose, I’ll go with the adultery.” 

He switched his argument to the difficulty of proving adultery since the witnesses lived 
overseas. 

“I know the difficulty, especially with my wife and her attorneys’ efforts to intimidate 
potential witnesses into silence, but I want to give it a shot anyway. So let’s go with the 
annulment and the adultery causes of action. I don’t give a damn about the cruel and inhuman 
allegation. I want the truth about the slut I married made public, so the only logical dissolution 
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of the marriage means either annulment or a divorce on the grounds of adultery. She’s the one at 
fault, not me. She married me for a green card and then betrayed me by whoring herself to other 
guys as though I never existed, as though I wasn’t even human. No way I’m going to give her a 
way out where she could dissemble to others and herself that I, the man, was at fault for the 
marriage’s failure. I want justice.” 

“Okay, you’re the client,” Silpe replied. 

My wife and her female attorney, an associate in Mundy’s firm, arrived late, probably on 
purpose in order to increase my costs since I needed to pay my attorneys for just sitting and 
waiting. While we waited, Silpe told me something that to me didn’t fit. During the upcoming 
conferences, first with the judge’s secretary and later with the judge, both might ask my wife and 
me to step away from the table so that the court and the attorneys could discuss the case. Silpe 
added that some less astute clients become upset and suspicious that something is going on 
behind their backs, which there isn’t. That wasn’t a problem, since judges do it all the time to 
keep the parties from interrupting with some emotional irrelevancy or another, but I couldn’t 
figure out why he was bothering to tell me an attorney about it. I trusted he’d report back to me 
the content of the discussions because if he tried to pull a fast one, I’d simply file a complaint 
with the lawyer’s disciplinary committee and he knew that. 

Due to the lateness of my wife and her attorney, we were last in line. The lesbian judge’s 
secretary called us to the conference table in the middle of the courtroom. Silpe had told me to 
keep my mouth shut, so like an idiot I went along with my attorney’s advice. 

Silpe said, “My client is suing for an annulment and in the alternative a divorce on the 
grounds of adultery.” 

“Why does he want an annulment?” The secretary asked. 
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“Because he doesn’t want his imprimatur on a marriage to a woman he later learned 
works as a prostitute and stripper.” 

Poisoned Dragon’s lawyer, an ardent Feminazi, quickly interrupted. Females always try 
to throw guys off by interrupting. “Well the Plaintiff has gone so far at to put naked pictures of 
my client on the Internet.” I felt like chiming in, don’t forget the masturbation porno video, but 
remembered Silpe’s instructions. Besides, the secretary immediately stopped everything and 
told both my wife and me to leave the table. 

After a short discussion among the attorneys and the secretary, Silpe came back to tell 
me, “Your wife’s attorney said she still loves you and doesn’t want a divorce.” 

“What!” I said shocked. “I don’t believe that for a minute. She’s up to something. 
Probably trying to make the secretary see her as the victim.” 

Silpe said, “At that point the secretary said there will be a trial in two weeks.” 

“Two weeks! I won’t be able to have any statements from any Russian witnesses ready 
in two weeks,” I complained. “But if it’s two weeks then let’s go.” 

“Don’t worry her lawyer realized she made a mistake by saying your wife didn’t want a 
divorce, so they’re talking it over now and in order to avoid a trial in two weeks, your wife will 
likely say she too wants a divorce.” 

“You mean the only reason for a trial in two weeks was my wife not wanting a divorce?” 

“Yes.” 

None of this made any sense, but neither did much of domestic relation’s law, a course I 
never took in law school. I turned to Jeff who had already gone through a divorce and was 
witnessing my discussion with Silpe. 
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He said, “My wife and I never went to trail because we both wanted a divorce and 
weren’t trying to prove anyone at fault, so we got one on consensual cruel-inhuman treatment 
grounds. The real issues in our case were child support and visitation rights, which have 
continued ever since. The court never stops from telling us what to do until both our daughters 
are 21.” 

I asked Silpe, “If my wife changes her mind and says she also wants a divorce will I still 
get a trial on annulment and adultery?” 

“Yes, you will and probably by the end of the year.” 

“Good, that will give me plenty of time to prepare my case.” 

Silpe and my wife’s attorney met with the secretary again, after which Silpe said, “Your 
wife changed her mind as I said she would and now wants a divorce, so you will have your trial.” 

“So that’s it?” 

“No, we still need to meet with the judge. It’s just pro fonna. The judge likes to meet 
the people appearing before her.” 

This also seemed strange to me. Why did a busy judge want to waste her time just to say 
hello? Maybe the modem wave of smiley, feel good, euphemistic social interactions infiltrated 
the mean and nasty denizen of the female controlled judiciary? But I doubted it. 

During the wait while Jeff and I sat in the front rows talking, I sensed something 
menacing, as though the line from the movie Murder My Sweet had come to life, “I felt as if I 
was a toad on a wet rock and a snake was looking at the back of my neck.” Quickly I turned 
around to see my wife, a few rows back, her face skewed with malice, glaring at Jeff and me, 
casting one of her black magic spells with her patented “evil eye.” I nudged Jeff who turned to 


92 



catch her stare which suddenly changed into what he called, “The diamond hard eyes of a 
prostitute.” She immediately got up and left the courtroom. 

“What was she doing?” Jeff asked. 

“Casting an evil spell.” To which Jeff shook his head in disdain and continued reading 
his New York Times. 

A little later, both sides entered Judge Lotus’ chambers—a bureaucratic office in the back 
of a seedy court. 

Silpe said, “My client is suing for annulment and in the alternative divorce on adultery 
because his wife works as a prostitute and stripper.” 

Poisoned Dragon’s attorney said, “My client opposes an annulment.” 

The judge jumped in, “Because it will affect her immigration status, right?” 

“No, it will not have any impact on her status,” her attorney lied. 

The judge took the advantage, “If it wouldn’t have an effect on her ability to stay in 
America, then why not agree to an annulment settlement?” 

“My client doesn’t think an annulment is appropriate. She wants a divorce on the 
grounds of cruel-inhuman treatment. Her husband has put naked pictures of her on the Internet.” 

To which I wanted to reply “And I obtained the rights to those photographs from her 
Moscow pimp and the copyrights to the porn video she consensually starred in were abandoned,” 
but stupidly kept my mouth shut as per Silpe’s instructions. Although it probably didn’t matter 
since Feminazis like the judge consider prostitutes astute businesswomen and euphemize them as 
“sex workers,” or is it “gender workers.” 
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What my wife’s attorney didn’t say was more interesting: no claims of extortion by me, 


which was a crime that could easily sway a jury against me. Guess the tape recording didn’t 
exist. 

At this point Poisoned Dragon and I were asked to leave again. If the judge just wanted 
to meet us, why all the same questions? A short time later, Silpe came out with a document that 
he explained to me while Jeff should by listening. 

“The court requires you and your wife’s signatures on this order for the case to proceed. 

I need to hurry to another appointment, so sign it here,” Silpe pointed. He had been antsy to 
leave for the last hour. Once again, I felt as though my lawyer was giving me the bum’s rush. 

“Wait a minute, explain this to me.” 

“I don’t have the time. I really need to leave.” 

“Was there a settlement?” 

“No!” 

“Will there be a trial in December for proving my annulment and adultery cases against 

her?” 

“Yes, and you can now spend all the time you want in Russia gathering evidence. This 
document merely set’s the discovery schedule and trial date.” 

I signed the document and we left. On our way out, Silpe once again confirmed that I 
would have a trial to prove annulment or, in the alternative, adultery. 

When I arrived back home, I read the document through. To my horror, it stated there 
was “no issue of fault,” which to me meant that I wouldn’t get my day in court to prove 
annulment or adultery. Immediately, I called Silpe for an explanation. He assured me my 
interpretation was wrong. 
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“That doesn’t mean what you think. I didn’t make any deal to forgo a trial on fault. It 
only means that both of you want to end the marriage. You’ll still have your trial. Go to Russia 
and continue your investigation.” 

Feeling reassured, I began planning one more trip to Krasnodar to obtain the sworn 
statements Alexei, my wife’s old boy friend, and Vera agreed to provide; prod my lawyer 
Svetlana into action or find a new one; and bring my presence to bear in approaching the 
witnesses that refused to talk with Nadya and, perhaps, find some others. My travel was set for 
September, since during August Russia closed up shop with most people on vacation or a month¬ 
long bender. 

Silpe’s associate, the fonner Captain Video Ranger Amy, later told me that Poisoned 
Dragon’s attorneys never served an Answer to my Complaint of her threatening me with her 
criminal associates. Technically, that meant a default, and in any other type of case a likely 
victory for me, but with domestic relations, the courts require a lot more before declaring a 
default. Still, making a motion for default would keep the pressure on Poisoned Dragon. After 
discussing the matter with Silpe, he thought the motion worth pursuing, so he had his highly 
incompetent associate file one. 

During the same conversation with Amy, I asked about the status of the Temporary Order 
of Protection against me. Not surprisingly, she didn’t know whether the Order had been 
transferred from the Queens Family Court to the Manhattan Supreme Court, and, if not, whether 
my failure to show for another hearing meant an arrest warrant was out for me. What an idiot 
this girl! Not willing to rely on her comatose skills, I contacted the Queens Court. The Order 
was dismissed on July 31 because neither side had shown for the hearing on that date. I hadn’t 
shown because I didn’t kn ow about it, thanks to the absence of short term memory in the head of 
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Silpe’s associate. But why didn’t my wife and her attorney appear? Silpe had told me at the 
preliminary conference in the Manhattan court that Poisoned Dragon refused to withdraw the 
Temporary Order of Protection, yet a few days later she lets the Queens’ court dismiss it. It 
didn’t make any sense. 

Also not making sense was Silpe’s associate telling me that the only type of information 
the court would allow me to dig up before trial was about my wife’s finances and not about 
annulment or adultery. Silpe, however, had previously told me to draft discovery requests for 
not only the fault issues of annulment and adultery but also financial issues, and his okay on 
filing for a default motion would make no sense if the issue of fault was in dispute. At the time, 

I concluded Silpe’s associate, as usual, missed something in the severely small space between 
her ears. The judge had instructed both sides to file statements listing their income, expenses, 
assets and other financially related information by August 10th. Apparently, the mono-track 
mind of Silpe’s associate could focus only on the money issues, which weren’t as important to 
me as the annulment and adultery allegations. 

As a lawyer, I had to file the truth or face possible suspension or disbarment by the 
State’s Committee on Professional Conduct for committing perjury. Poisoned Dragon, on the 
other hand, could lie like a ho and get away with it—which she did. The domestic relations 
judges just don’t care whether parties commit perjury unless a lawyer does it. Wives, of course, 
are expected to lie in order to get more from their husbands, usually the one required to work his 
entire life so that his wife can choose among a career, child rearing or bedding the golf pro at the 
country club. My wife, with I’m sure the connivance of her lawyers, lied under oath about 
virtually everything in her finance statement. As of the end of July 2001, she had lived and 
worked in America for one year for which she claimed an income of $ 19,000 when in actuality 
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she made around $130,000 in cash from Flash Dancers alone. Add in her sometime modeling 
and regular prostitution and the gross easily topped $150,000. The low income she claimed also 
meant lying about her expenses and working at Flash Dancers. She couldn’t admit to lap 
dancing because Flash Dancers charges each girl around $140 a night to bare her flesh, which 
amounted to $26,600 for Poisoned Dragon for the year—more than her income. Even the 
Feminazi judge won’t buy that type of creative accounting. Instead my wife stated her 
profession as modeling on the document fded with the court, but that document also included as 
an exhibit her tax return for 2000 on which she claimed to work as a bartender. 

Jury-rigging her expenses to fit within her bogus income for the court led to some lame 
results. She listed her beauty expenses as zero, which for a female in her twenties only a moron 
would believe, and laundry at zero, which I also doubted even though her business suit consisted 
only of tong panties. Although, during the last two months we lived together, she slept in her 
own bed and didn’t change the sheets once. Still, the amount of zero smelled phony. Liquor 
expenses were also listed at zero, no way, she’s Russian, and telephone expenses of $100 a 
month for two phones and her call girl business, get real. She also lied about her assets, not the 
bodily kind, which she would if she could. She didn’t report her 50 % ownership of the 
apartment in Krasnodar or her mutual fund at the Bank of Cyprus. 

Poisoned Dragon’s perjury before the court wasn’t in order to prevent me from obtaining 
some of her money; everyone knew the lesbian judge would never award me anything from my 
wife. The perjury was to cover up her tax evasion in the year 2000 and her plan to evade taxes in 
the future. She and her lawyers didn’t want a document signed under oath with figures that 
admitted to her defrauding the Internal Revenue Service. Mundy’s senior law partner, Ronald J. 
Kuba, knew the consequences of cheating Uncle Sam. In 1982 he mislaid over $100,000 in 
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income by reporting only $24,000 instead of $126,000. The Federal judge sentenced Kuba to six 
months probation and community service, and the State’s Disciplinary Committee suspended 
him from practicing law for six months. If Poisoned Dragon got caught evading taxes the way 
Mundy’s partner did, the Government would bounce her back to Russia. So my wife and her 
lawyers chose the route of perjury assuming it wouldn’t matter even if caught by a court system 
skewed to favor the duplicitous sex. 

My wife’s 2000 tax return also lied that her filing status was “single,” which allowed her 
to pay less tax than under her real status: “married filing a separate return.” An obvious 
falsehood to the court since I was suing for an annulment or divorce that hadn’t yet occurred. 

But the court didn’t give a damn. And the I.R.S.’s high level of incompetence and sloth assured 
it wouldn’t do anything about the false filing status or the evasion of more taxes than Mundy’ 
partner because it would require a little work and involved a female. This alien prostitute had all 
the advantages America could offer. 

My now “not so secret agent man” visited Flash Dancers a couple of more times to report 
back that Poisoned Dragon planned to take a vacation to Florida from the first week in August to 
September 7 th . The Florida trip was another piece of misinformation meant as a knife into my 
heart by a girl who deluded herself into believing that all men burned for her love. By now, only 
vengeance burned in my chest for her. She, not so subtly, used Florida to playoff the trip we 
took to Disney World before we separated. My wife did have a client in Miami, a married 
middle-aged Russian, who also kept an apartment in Moscow. I doubted he’d pay for her trip to 
Miami, but if she was in Moscow, he’d take her out for a night—sex with her just wasn’t that 
good. So, most likely her vacation itinerary included the usual: Moscow, Krasnodar and Cyprus 
where she deposited her hoing money. 
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Assured she’d try to transport her earnings out of the country without reporting them, I 
visited the U.S. Customs Service at Six World Trade Center. They politely took my information, 
but as with Russian Customs, they also wanted the exact flight, which I couldn’t understand 
since they had access to all the airline reservation lists, including Aeroflot, which Poisoned 
Dragon always flew. U.S. Customs agents probably didn’t want to do the work of going through 
the lists because it interrupted their daylong “Dunkin Donuts” break. The agents said they’d 
look into the matter and promptly did nothing, except shuffled the papers to JFK. Another 
useless Government agency, but this one’s New York City office would soon lie in rubble as a 
fitting symbol to Federal sloth and incompetence thanks to Usama Bin Laden. 

The next agency I tried to interest in Poisoned Dragon’s illegal activities was the Federal 
Bureau of Incompetence, a.k.a. Investigation. I never thought about going to the F.B.I., but, 
while training me at Gleason’s Gym, my boxing coach threw it out as a suggestion. A cascade of 
seemingly unconnected events flowed into a conclusion even I never imagined about Poisoned 
Dragon—spying. Another Mata Hari slut who met men from all walks of life, business and 
government, pumping them for information while they humped her or got erections during her 
lap dances. Once again, it all seemed to fit together. 

The parent company of the firm I worked for in Moscow employed many former F.B.I. 
and C.I.A. agents who in turn provided useful contacts with these agencies. The company’s top 
man in London spent nearly thirty years with the C.I.A. In some ways my international 
employer operated as a C.I.A. and F.B.I. proprietary in which the Federal Government and the 
firm assisted each other in intelligence gathering and sharing. Sometimes the Federal 
Government even hired the firm to secret-out specific information overseas, an “I Spy Inc.” 
operating under the cover of a private detective agency rather than tennis pros. Who controlled 
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whom, I never knew or cared, perhaps it was a symbiotic relationship that evolved over time, 
which the end of the cold war quickened when a large portion of intelligence gathering began to 
emphasize business infonnation. Looking back with hindsight my wife, however, clearly cared. 
She always asked about the firm’s clients, contacts with the Russian F.S.B. and Ministry of 
Internal Affairs and F.B.I. activities in Russia. The time I walked in on her using my office 
computer, she was probably roaming through the files rather than, as she said, trying to learn 
how computers work. Obviously she not only sold her body but information as well. Her 
mercenary soul would willingly sell anyone down the river. 

A couple of F.B.I. agents interviewed me. I had hoped them more amendable or more 
scared than Customs not to follow up on a tip of possible espionage after recent blunders by the 
agency in the 1990s. But this was still before 911, although if it were after, it probably wouldn’t 
have made any difference. I told them what I knew of her connections with the F.S.B. but never 
heard back from them. My tips, if they amounted that, are probably lost in the F.B.I.’s computer 
from the 1950s. Where was J. Edgar when I needed him—he hated Commies and would have 
despised the Feminazis. 

Unlike Customs, the Bureau’s offices still stand in lower Manhattan in the same building 
as Immigration’s offices but the reputations of both agencies didn’t escape the disaster. All of 
America quickly learned what I already knew: the INS and F.B.I. were cruel jokes that 
repeatedly failed to carry out their duties. As a result, thousands of taxpayers lay dead in part 
because of those agencies’ Club Fed mentality. But that was still in the future. 

Trying to hold on to what sanity remained in my life, I continued with my martial arts 
classes that my friend Mark now held in a park in Astoria, Queens. Three times a week five to 
ten adults, including the ones who had served Poisoned Dragon court papers, and lots of kids 
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showed to build their self-confidence in living the duality of the crass physical with the sublime 
metaphysical realms of life while trying to weave a fabric of dreams and reality in which people 
cared about each other. For me, it was the only activity I still enjoyed. One night after working 
out, Moody drove some of us to Mark’s apartment where we usually went afterward for drinks 
and snacks. Moody says to me, “I got this new song I want you to hear.” 

He hits the button and his car speakers’ blast my brain with rapper Ludacris’ tale of 
female truth called “Ho.” Ludacris clearly had my wife in mind when he wrote this song. Could 
he have met her at Flash Dancers? 

“There’s Hos in the room. There’s Hos in the car, There’s Hos on stage, There’s Hos by 
the bar, There’s Hos by near and There’s Hos by far.” 

This guy knew the truth about Poisoned Dragon, “You’s Hos are horrible, horrendous, 
our tax dollars underwrite Ho independence.” 

Man I needed to get this album and memorize the lyrics, “You can’t turn a Ho into a 
housewife, Hos don’t act right.” 

Everybody in the car was laughing. They all had met Poisoned Dragon and knew she fit 
the lyrics perfectly, “Ho, You’s a Ho, I’d said that you’s a Ho,” “Why do you think you take a 
Ho to a hotel,” “Hos never close, they’re always open like hallways,” “Once a Ho always a Ho.” 

From that night on, Alina, a.k.a. Angelina, a.k.a. Angel, a.k.a. Dark Angel, a.k.a. 
Poisoned Dragon became known to all my friends, including the ladies, as “the Ho.” 

After hearing that song, I realized that in this emasculated, milk-toast culture of 
domineering females only the rappers dare speak the truth. Time to buy some baggy pants. 

At the end of August, I tried to interest a newspaper in Cyprus in doing a story on the Ho 
in the hope of stirring the situation up because out of turmoil anything might happen. The Chief 
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Editor, a Russian woman, for the Russian language monthly Abzats responded to a package of 
information I sent with “Our magazine is paying attention to the problem of Russian prostitution 
on Cyprus and we are very interested in such stories you told about. We are preparing the article 
about Ms. Shipilina’s life story for our November issue.” Sounded good, but the article never 
saw the light of day. The gangsters that pretty much run the Greek part of the island likely made 
it clear to the editor that she shouldn’t publicize the bare essentials of the Cypriot tourism 
industry. Russians aren’t known for courage unless drunk, and even then the chances are small. 

Around the same time, I received an email from Alexei, the Ho’s old boy friend in 
Krasnodar. He said that while bowling with his friends at “Strike,” he saw the Ho, her mother 
and a young hoodlum playing pool. The Ho said hello, and he asked where she was working to 
which she replied in Moscow as a translator. Alexei asked her how her translations went. She 
said the most difficulties arise with tenns of the law. From his conversation with her, Alexei 
believed the law was the most important theme in her life at the time. For a criminal, it’s always 
the most important. The Ho returned to her young beau and mother and all three went into a 
room to watch a male strip show. Alexey’s the email confirmed that her vacation took her to 
Russia, not Florida, and that Customs ignored my information about her smuggling large 
amounts of money out of the country, since she made it to Russia. 

Summer ended but I didn’t notice. Traviesa had moved out after I told her it was time to 
start paying rent. Typical, these pretty young girls only hang around so long as you can do 
something for them. Previously, I thought it a curse of the former Soviet Union, but all young 
girls see men as objects to use and toys with which to play in order to gratify their egos and 
enrich themselves. 
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Just after Labor Day, I received a call from Silpe’s associate. She needed to withdraw the 
motion for default because it turned out the Ho’s attorneys had filed an Answer back in July 
before the preliminary conference. This refugee from the bottom of her class in a bottom tier law 
school claimed she never received the Answer. 

I asked the logical question, “Didn’t you contact my wife’s attorney before starting work 
on the motion to ask why they hadn’t filed an Answer?” 

“No” 

“I don’t understand this. You’ve been in contact with her attorney on a number of times 
and never raised the issue about them not filing an Answer?” 

“We didn’t receive the Answer, so there was no point.” 

“Oh, I see, you didn’t receive the Answer, so it made no sense to ask where it was, but if 
you had received it, then it would make sense to ask where it was because then you’d know 
where it was.” Typical female logic used to cover up feminine stupidities. 

That was the last straw with this bozo and her boss. I fired Silpe and demanded a refund 
for the cost of the motion for default, which he provided, but not completely. Early morning, 
September 11, 2001,1 hired my third attorney. I began to think I should have represented myself 
all along. Justice does not exist as a law of nature but must be created by men—not Feminazis or 
their sycophants. 

It’s Too Late 

Shortly after arranging to meet my new attorney at the end of the week, a friend called. 
“The World Trade Towers are no more,” he said almost matter-of-factly. 

“What are you talking about?” My friend did not play practical jokes, and I knew I heard 
him right, but my mind found difficulty grasping the meaning of his words. 
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“They’re gone. I was looking out my window at work. One tower was on fire and then 
all of a sudden the other tower caught fire. Then one tower just collapsed and a little later the 
other.” 

In suspended belief, I headed downstairs from my apartment. I live about a mile north of 
the two towers that always loomed over the rest of the skyline in my part of town. When I hit the 
street, sure enough they were gone, only gray smoke billowed from where they once stood. I 
walked across town past avenues filled with thousands of people evacuating lower Manhattan. 
The subways, buses and taxis no longer ran, so everyone walked north: no panic, no screaming, 
no rushing—just the slow quiet trudge of refugees with the constant wail of sirens in the 
background. The usual hectic, self-absorbed, hustle of New York City had vanished, replaced by 
an almost tangible numbness permeating its streets and people. A subdued, blank-stare feeling 
fell over the City as though we all decided to worry about what happened tomorrow. 

Looking south towards the smoke from that massive crematorium, which filled the air 
with a distinct sickly smell and bitter taste, my problem with the Ho paled to insignificance. 
Thousands of people full of hopes and dreams just died at the hands of persons willing to do 
anything to have their way. They reminded me of the Feminazis who have destroyed more than 
a few thousand men. 

Some shopkeepers and firehouses set up television sets on the sidewalks around which 
people gathered. Watching, I tried to imagine what emotions gripped the people who jumped or 
fell from the towers to escape the inferno. What was going through the mind of one businessman 
with clinched fists as he fell to certain death? Just a couple of hours earlier, he probably left his 
family in suburbia in a hurry to catch the train to New York while going over in his mind what 
he needed to do that day and looking forward to plans for the weekend. A normal life with all 
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the tribulations and joys that suddenly ended in one uncontrollably nightmarish plunge to his 
death. Or what went through the minds of the people in the business meeting at the Windows On 
the World restaurant as they felt the floor beneath them fall away when that tower collapsed. 

And what of the relatives and friends of the dead: the pain, rage and powerlessness they must 
feel. What could any of these people do to settle the score, to avenge the murder of someone 
close? Take up arms and go to Afghanistan—unlikely. They had to rely on the bureaucrats in 
our Government to win justice—the same incompetents who let the terrorists into the country in 
the first place, promptly lost track of them and then blithely ignored the warnings of plans to 
massacre Americans. My misery was miniscule in comparison. At least I had the power without 
any help from the government to avenge the injustices done me. 

Responsibility for the World Trade Center disaster rests with the effete, eastern, quasi¬ 
intellectual, white-trash elite that through their poster boy for perversity, Billy-Bob Clinton, 
emasculated Federal law enforcement agencies in the name of respecting the sensitivities of the 
huddle masses of criminals entering and living in the U.S. After the disaster, the intellectual 
elite’s blind devotion to their arrogant, unrealistic ideology showed them up as nothing more 
than pussyfooting, pansy cowards when they opted for talking through the disaster rather than 
taking action, as though handholding, teary-eye therapy techniques can win a war. Such endless 
discussions would no doubt allow our white-trash snobs to feel morally superior while making 
money and scoring ego points by writing useless papers and appearing on vainglorious talk 
shows. They could also receive gold stars from their analysts for instituting a national trend of 
wringing one’s hands in self-indulgence while people died. If only those purveyors of 
wimpdom, most of whom are ensconce in upper-middle class neighborhoods safe from the real 
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evils of the world, would move to places like Afghanistan or Russia where the barbaric reality of 
life would benefit the rest of us by liquidating them. 

Over the years, the self-professed elite’s political correctionalism praised too much and 
went too far in idolizing the feminine tenet that nothing is worth dying for, especially if the ones 
doing the dying were former lefties, while at the same time grinding into near oblivion the male 
principle of honor. When was the last time anyone heard of a Political Correctionalist choosing 
honor over some sophistic excuse for behaving atrociously? The totalitarian leftists don’t 
understand that honor distinguishes humans from mere organisms of procreation that scurry 
about fearfully whining and begging to live another day or that the Sunday New York Times 
arrives on schedule. Their cowardice forces them to dismiss honor as a viable trait in the post¬ 
modern world; otherwise, Political Correctionalists would end up face to face with their own 
lack of courage, not good for supreme egotists. Honor demands courage—no honor, no need for 
courage. So they conveniently rationalize that evil, which takes courage to oppose, doesn’t exist, 
just shades of misunderstanding. But demons do walk among us. Not the type depicted in 
Hollywood horror films, but humans who care not the least about others except to the extent of 
using people to further their selfish ends. 

I put my name on a few volunteer lists to help. Even tried to get to ground zero to help 
dig through the rubble by lying about having construction work experience, but they were only 
taking volunteers from the unions. Never ended up doing much more than waiting around to 
lend a hand. After a couple of weeks, I turned back to my own little war for justice starting with 
an outline of my case for my new attorney Robert. The outline listed a number of facts to prove 
at trial that separately or together supported an annulment. The new facts about the Ho’s nude 
photos used to advertise her prostitution services and the porno masturbation video that Leo and 
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Paulsen sold were so far the crucial pieces of evidence. Each supported a finding of annulment 
since a reasonable man knowing about such activities by his fiance wouldn’t marry her, and each 
wasn’t subject to the defense of cohabitation since I learned about them after our separation. But 
to help a jury understand the pattern of my wife’s fraud, I needed to paint a picture that included 
information known to me before the separation. 

To show that the Ho married me to obtain a green card so she could make hard currency 
in America’s sex industry meant using statements from her diary, assuming it was authenticated, 
or remarks she made to other people willing to testify, such as: 

“I want very much to find a foreigner and live abroad; I want to buy a flat and marry a 
foreigner, but I do not want to live in Krasnodar.” 

“Roy says that I am the only happiness of his. He wants me to be near him....” 

“Lena said as well that the business with Roy is very advantageous to me” 

“And on Saturday, March 11, 2000, we registered our marriage. It was merry! I did not 
accept it very seriously; for me it was only business.” 

“He wrote me a letter saying how it was difficult for him to be alone.... Frankly 
speaking, I cannot imagine what I will do with him in Moscow.... On one hand I would like that 
we remained friends, but he would not hinder my meetings with friends and I would give him 
freedom.” 

Three days after that diary entry, she wrote in a post card: “My love husband! I’m so 
miss on you but I must help my mother.... I send you this spring flowers from all my heart. I 
kiss and hold you.” 

Back to the diary: 

“What will happen if I will not receive a visa to America? I will go—with Leo’s help—to 
Greece or Venezuela. In June I am sure to go somewhere!” 

“Then, when we went to the disco “Joy”, Alexey told me that he wanted me and that I 
was driving him mad. He bought a bottle of Champaign. I was near to going with him.... I tried 
to seduce Alexey, to get him....” 


107 



A couple of weeks after that entry, she wrote me another postcard, “My dear husband! 
Only come back and start to be alone again. It difficult, but I must to do a lot of things here.... 
But you in my heart. A lot of kisses to you.” 

The diary again: 

“The problem is in his real feelings to me. I am a stimulus for him. He sees me as a real 
wife, but it is absurd.... I will never see him as a real husband.” 

“I decided to go to America for now and make some money and to get a divorce from 

him.” 


“God be praised!!! I am in America.” 

“I began working (Flash Dancers Topless Club) on Sunday and earned 400 dollars, then 
540 and yesterday, on Wednesday, I earned 650 dollars. God be praised!!! 

“In total I earned 17-18 thousand dollars in 1.5 months, including everything - expenses, 
meals and presents.” 

Alexei, her old boyfriend who was willing to provide a statement, said, “Alina had one 
aim, to go outside of Russia.” 

Along with such statements, her refusal to show a wife’s nonnal affection for me would 
help show her real intent in marrying me. Even the most avant-garde Political Correctionalist 
wouldn’t consider the Ho’s extensive promiscuity and partying after our marriage and her refusal 
to live with me in Moscow, as expressing normal spousal affection. For example, from her 
diary: 


“Katya and me walked.... On the way from disco Katya got acquainted with Andrei in 
white Mercedes. I went with Andrei and Katya to the same place I tried to seduce Alexey 
Smolin. When Andrei made me ready for sex and I said I was ready, it turned out that what 
Andrei wanted was a surprise. He wanted sex with Katya and me at the same time. My friend 
Katya was against this and this upset Andrei and Andrei was left with nothing. 

“Ma went away and this time I did not bring anybody home with me although I wish I 
had. So I came to Volodya. I told him that I want to go to a picnic out of the city. He began to 
refuse; he said that he had already gone out of the city with Vladik. I insisted and he admitted 
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that he is married, he has a child (2 years old), and he had married in 1998. His wife is from 
Kazakhstan but she is Russian. He lied, he wanted me and continued to lie. I was shocked.” 

Another piece of the annulment picture was that the Ho had lied to me about her love in 
order to induce me into marriage. This meant juxtaposing her egregious promiscuity and 
statements in her diary with the lies she told me. 

While in Mexico, the Ho sent me a fax on the stationary of the Acapulco Westin Hotel in 
which she wrote, “It your love—Angelina. Here I visit many beautiful places but I was alon. I’m 
think about you. It will be nice to be together. I hold you a lot, kiss a lot and miss.” But that 
same night, according to her diary, she kissed Alfredo a lot during intercourse with him. 

Another fax from Mexico stated, “I kiss you! I hold you! Your Angelina.” But during 
that day from her diary she held one of her customer’s penis until he came. 

Specific quotes standing alone also showed she hid from me her true feelings: 

“He is not the person I need.” 

“He is a fool...” 

“How much nerves took and how many troubles gave to me Mr. Hollander!” 

“For the first time he finished in me. Oh, my God, whom I allowed to do it....” 

“We went with Roy to the forest, he wanted to have sex with me, but I refused because 
sometimes there were people passing by. The most important was that his age might be clearly 
seen. If he were a young boy we would do it with pleasure for people to watch.” 

A third piece of the Ho’s scheme that supported an annulment was the Ho secretly 
putting substances into my meals just before our marriage, and the resulting narcotic poisoning 
symptoms that so befuddled my mind that I could no longer summon the will to cancel the 
wedding as I had previously threatened. 

Fourth, my wife secretly planned well before we married to meet her regular customer, 
Alfredo, after our wedding for a fun filled time of sex, jewelry, money and a drug that 
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heightened her sexual pleasure. The wedding occurred on March 11, 2000, and she received her 
second passport on April 5, which she needed to keep the Italian custom stamps out of the 
passport she would use to enter the U.S. It takes the Russian bureaucracy more than four weeks 
to issue a passport, which infers she applied for it before our marriage, meaning she planned the 
tete-a-tete before the wedding. According to her dairy: “It took a long time to make my second 
passport. But thanks to God, I have now 2 passports. May be I will go for a week ... and meet 
Alfredo to earn some money.” The week was a long weekend in Italy and she picked up the 
Italian tourist visa in Moscow when she visited me in the middle of April. What a darling wife! 

After the Italy trip, she wrote: “And now it is very important to me to extinguish all 
evidence. I closed package with adhesive tape and tried to hide gold and money. I hope so Roy 
did not leam anything. Amen! I thank God for everything; bless me!” 

Russia permits two international passports so that its citizens can hide from Arab 
authorities that they traveled to Israel, no entry stamp in that passport, and hide from Israeli 
authorities their trips to Arab countries. The Ho cunningly used her second passport to keep me 
from noticing any foreign places she visited to ply her trade during our marriage and hide from 
U.S. Customs her regular trips to the money-laundering haven of Cyprus—more deception to 
further her scheme. 

Lastly, my annulment case would include my wife’s deceptions in failing to fess up about 
her criminal conduct, such as prostitution in Russia, Cyprus and Mexico; advertising herself on 
the Internet; recruiting whores for Leo to send to Mexico; lying under oath on her application for 
a temporary green card and visa; evading taxes; smuggling dollars overseas, and hiding behavior 
that inferred an immoral character, such as her belief in the benefits of infidelity and dishonesty 
and the true nature of her “dancing” in Cyprus and Mexico: 

“In Zygos he kneeled before me and kissed me below navel - it happened before we left 
the club. Then we went to hotel. 
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“I will do my best to be in first place in our business.” 

“I am glad, when a customer comes during a private. Some persons come this way for the 
first time.” 

“Today one fucker promised me to give his credit card. I went with him; I left my work 
before my working time actually ended. 

As for adultery, unless I could dig up some guys not listed in her diary, that evidence 
could only be used in proving cruel-inhuman treatment, since I knew about the diary affairs 
before we separated. A little research showed me that Silpe had lied when he told me I couldn’t 
sue for annulment, adultery and cruel-inhuman treatment at the same time—but why? 

Eve of Destruction 

A few days after 911,1 met with my third attorney, a young, eager guy working on his 
own out of a modest office. I liked him, straightforward, unpretentious, no philosophical axes to 
grind and apparently honest. Too bad I hadn’t started with him. I recounted my story by 
comparing my wife to a female Dorian Gray, and told him I wanted a trial to prove annulment or 
adultery. Robert asked for the Preliminary Conference order from the July court conference. 

After perusing the document, he said, “There’s a problem here.” 

What now I thought in exasperation. 

Robert continued, “It says ‘fault will not be an issue.’ You see here,” as he showed me 
what I‘d seen before and questioned my prior lawyer Silpe about. 

“Yeah, I asked my prior lawyer about that and he told me that I would still have a trial on 
the issues of annulment and adultery.” 

Robert responded, “Not according to this. This says that all those issues were resolved at 
the Preliminary Conference. The only possible trial would be over whether one of you has to 
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support the other for some period after the divorce, financial arrangements. But no trial on fault, 
which is what you need to obtain an annulment or show adultery.” 

I felt the knife slip into my back again, “You mean my lawyer sold me down the river?” 

“I don’t kn ow what he did. Who was he?” 

“Steven Silpe.” 

“I know Steve. He has a good reputation. Maybe I’m missing something, but I don’t see 
how you can now go to trial to show your wife was at fault for committing adultery or that she 
married you just to come to America.” 

I couldn’t believe it. That high priced attorney had tricked me. He threw out the very 
reason for all my efforts and money without telling me, and then lied about it to keep me hanging 
on as his client. Was he sleeping with my wife? 

Robert continued, “We’ll know for sure on October 4 th . There’s another conference 
scheduled with the judge.” 

“Well, that puts my next trip to Krasnodar on hold until we find out.” 

I left boiling. 

A few days later, Immigration at the Moscow Embassy contacted me to find out whether 
the court had yet issued a judgment ending the marriage. After telling the Immigration official 
the situation, he asked me to wrap up the court proceeding as soon as possible so that they could 
begin work on her removal case. 

I asked, “So are you guys going to start an investigation as soon as the marriage is 
terminated?” 

“That’s right, and I’ll also want any leads you can give us so we can dig up the necessary 
evidence in addition to what we receive from you.” The official answered. 
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Sounded good to me, so I told him about Leo’s business to which he expressed an interest 
that Leo might turn informant for Immigration in return for certain favors. Leo actually agreed 
to discuss the matter with the official but I never learned whether anything came of it. Also told 
the Embassy official about the American doctor who produced my wife’s masturbation video 
and that the Ho admitted to her model agent in Krasnodar, Anastasia, and her husband, Dima, 
about working as a prostitute in Cyprus. This last bit of information should have been especially 
useful because Anastasia and Dima had recently immigrated to America as temporary residents, 
which meant they fell under Immigration’s jurisdiction. Immigration could easily lean on them 
for a statement about the Ho’s admission or they might face intense scrutiny of their own 
activities in America, probably running Russian prostitutes, or a reexamination of their 
immigration and visa applications for perjury concerning their pimping Russian girls to Cypriot 
strip clubs. But when the Embassy official asked me whether I knew Anastasia and Dima’s 
American address, I realized Immigration didn’t have a clue as to where these two criminals 
lived or even how to find out because INS didn’t have a tracking system for aliens in the country 
or when they left. 

What the hell was wrong with the Federal Government? It let people into the country 
temporarily without knowing where they were going. Until that conversation, I had assumed 
Immigration’s inability to keep track of the 911 terrorists resulted from the terrorists skill in 
hiding, but it didn’t. It was Immigration’s normal operating procedure to lose aliens once they 
entered. Unbelievable, the civil servants responsible for keeping out various criminals and thugs 
not only let them in, but once in, couldn’t find them, even if the most powerful government in 
the history wanted to. Dumbfounded but undeterred by another Federal agency’s inability to do 
its job, I turned to my own resources. Pushed the button on my computer, jumped on the Internet 
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and after a couple of tries found Anastasia and Dima living in Greenfield, Wisconsin. 
Immigration thanked me for the information. 

Continuing to use my own resources to build Immigration’s and my court case, assuming 
I still had one, I tried to reach Svetlana, my Krasnodar lawyer, to contact a number of Russians 
who might know about the Ho’s prostitution in Cyprus, such as Nadya the Good, and my wife’s 
activities in Krasnodar before I married her, which I suspected also involved selling sex. 
Immigration needed leads to people who would swear that the Ho had lied about not working as 
a prostitute when she applied for entry into the U.S., and I for my annulment or adultery case. 

Svetlana needed to get to work, but I couldn’t find her. She had just disappeared again. 
My Moscow attorney, Xenia, said Svetlana last told her that the Krasnodar prosecutor was 
moving forward in the criminal defamation case, that the documents showing the Ho’s 
ownership of her apartment were in the mail to Xenia and that Svetlana would soon have a copy 
of the Ho’s application for a second passport and writing samples from the Academy. But since 
that conversation, Xenia couldn’t find Svetlana either. Could my wife have bought Svetlana off? 
Xenia assured me that was not the case, but in Russia money didn’t talk, it shouted. All I could 
do was wait for my Krasnodar lawyer to turn up while I continued pushing along other avenues. 

My alleged undercover agent reported the Ho looked tan but a little preoccupied. She 
claimed her vacation took her to Miami and Washington D.C. but not Russia. Thanks to her 
former Russian boyfriend, Alexei, I knew that was a lie. She also said everything was okay with 
modeling and her future prospects looked good, which they did, assuming my previous attorney 
Silpe had sold me out. 

One of the few breaks from my living death included a double birthday party a week 
before the October court conference that my martial arts class organized to celebrate Moody’s 


114 



and my birthdays. I couldn’t remember the last time anyone, including me, celebrated my 
birth—it was nice. The high point was the not so subtle birthday card the class gave me that 
accurately characterized my wife’s nature: “Slut Jokes.” My fellow martial artists had her 
pegged. I read out loud some of the more appropriate references: 

“What’s the difference between a slut and a Cadillac? Not everyone has been inside a 
Cadillac.” 

“Why don’t sluts vote? Because they don’t care who gets in.” 

“What’s the difference between garbage and a slut from Russia? Garbage eventually gets 
picked up.” 

“What’s the difference between a slut and a rooster? A rooster says, ‘Cock-a-doodle-do,’ 
and a slut says, ‘Any cock will do.’” 

“How do you make a hormone? Slap her in the face and refuse to pay her.” 

I laughed better at these jokes than I had in a long time. Knowing there still existed good, 
solid people in the world helped lighten my load. I was glad they were on my side for it didn’t 
seem like anyone else cared, especially the Government. 

At the court conference on October 4, 2001, the Ho and her female attorney showed on 
time. My wife looked awful, dark circles under her eyes and very pale. Not at all the tan picture 
of health my undercover agent described. Maybe my agent just made up his latest report without 
going to Flash Dancers and pocketed the money I gave him for expenses along with his fee. As 
in so much else with the Ho, I couldn’t tell whether her appearance real or fake, perhaps just an 
adept use of makeup in her trademark role of playing for sympathy. But then again, maybe her 
addiction to black magic exacted its toll or she expanded her prostitution business. Who knew? 
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The conference took place again in lesbian Lobis’ chambers. The judge started off with, 
“Why are you people back here?” 

That sounded strange to me since the judge was the one who ordered the conference. Did 
she kn ow something I didn’t, which my former attorney Silpe had hidden from me? 

“I thought this matter was resolved,” the lesbian continued. 

The Ho’s attorney chimed in, “So did we your honor.” 

In a matter-of-fact tone the judge continued, “The only outstanding issues are financial 
support and distribution of the marital assets, but in such a short marriage and with both parties 
employable, and, I assume, little marital assets, I don’t see any need for any financial 
arrangements. Does the wife need support?” 

“No, your honor,” the Ho’s attorney answered. “The wife is not asking for any support 
or any of the marital assets of which there are none.” Not true, since the Ho invested her well 
over hundred grand from America’s sex trade in something. But at the time, I wasn’t interested 
in financial issues. 

Why didn’t the lesbian judge ask me whether I needed support? I was the one 
unemployed while the Ho made lots of money hoing. Finally my attorney said something, 

“There still is the issue of fault on which my client wants a trail.” 

That surprised the judge, “What do you mean? It says in this stipulation that your client 
agreed to no trail on fault. It says here, ‘fault will not be an issue.’” 

The Ho’s attorney interrupted as she always did, “That’s right your honor. The last time 
we met, plaintiffs attorney agreed to no trial on fault.” 

The judge responded, “I remember.” 
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To which my attorney lamely and somewhat cowed answered, “Well, I wasn’t here 
because I just recently came on as Mr. Den Hollander’s counsel. So I don’t know what 
transpired.” 

All the work, time and money invested into proving my wife tricked me into marrying 
her and betrayed me with her multiple adulterous liaisons began to spread out on the wind of an 
unjust system that favored the female, no matter how despicable her conduct. 

The judge aggressively drove home her wishes as to this case, “It says right here on this 
document, which your client signed, that the only issues left are support and equitable 
distribution, which it appears neither party wants.” 

The entire conspiracy now fell together in my mind. During the last conference, while I 
stood outside the judge’s chambers thinking my attorney was fighting for my rights, he was 
actually selling me out by agreeing to a settlement pushed by the judge, who didn’t want a trial. 
Robert, my new lawyer, warned me before the conference that Lobis often asked clients to leave 
her chambers so that she could hammer and shout attorneys into submission to convince their 
clients to do what the judge wanted. This lesbian bureaucrat didn’t want a trial on annulment 
and adultery in order to make her job easier, to protect a fellow woman, who was hot to any 
lesbian, and to legislate her own political beliefs that New York should be a “no-fault” divorce 
state that freed wives to engage in their favorite pastime of duplicity and whoring. All 
completely consistent with Feminazi ideology that society should allow women to follow the 
promptings of their whims without shouldering the responsibility for the harm they caused. It 
didn’t matter to the ideologue judge what the elected representatives of the people, the 
legislature, said the state’s laws were. No, she was a woman in a position of power who knew 
better for New Yorkers, so she, not the law, would make the decisions that affected their lives. 
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Expediency and personal bias replaced justice as the order of the day. My former attorney, 

Silpe, obviously not wanting to antagonize a judge before whom he often appeared, decided to 
cut a deal without my consent, then lied about it in order to manipulate me into a box where I 
had no other choice but to accept his sell out and bow to the judge’s wishes. 

Time for me to chime in, “Your honor, my attorney had no right to make that agreement. 

I specifically instructed him to pursue annulment and in the alternative divorce on the grounds of 
adultery.” 

Judge Lobis, “But you signed the agreement.” 

“Like a fool, I trusted my attorney. He represented to me that the document merely set 
the discovery schedule and trial date. He did not mention anything about a settlement on the 
issue of fault. In fact, he assured me I would have a trial on that issue in December. So when I 
signed that document, I did not know, nor did I intend to forego a trial on fault. If I had known it 
eliminated fault as an issue, I never would have signed it. I have a witness to Mr. Silpe’s false 
representations in the form of a respected attorney out of Harvard Law School who witnessed the 
entire fraud.” 

“All I want is my day in court. All I want is a chance to prove she married me only to 
come to America. This was my first marriage, I had never even been engaged before. I opened 
my heart to this woman and ended up drugged, tricked, denigrated and used by her as if I were 
no more than a toy to satisfy her greed to make lots of money in the American sex industry. An 
annulment will at least enable me to feel justice was done because it will tell the truth about her: 
that she tricked me, and it will allow me to put this revolting experience behind me. She says in 
her diary, ‘I got married today. It was fun. I didn’t take it serious, for me it was only business.’ 
And, ‘Roy thinks of me as a wife that is absurd, I will never see him as a husband.’” 
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I saw a change in the judge’s face, she asked my wife’s attorney, “Why doesn’t your 
client settle for an annulment if as you said at the last conference that it wouldn’t affect her 
chance to become a permanent resident?” 

The Ho’s attorney was clearly caught again just like last time when she had lied about an 
annulment not affecting the Ho’s chance for a permanent green card. An annulment settlement 
approved by the court meant the court concluded that the Ho had defrauded me into marriage. 
That would leave it to INS to take evidence and possibly hold a hearing to determine whether the 
reason she defrauded me into marriage was to obtain a green card. INS could go either way, but 
given that she was a young Russian female with a dubious past, she’d have to pay lots of bribes 
to avoid INS concluding she engaged in marriage fraud. 

The Ho’s attorney answered, “My client doesn’t feel that an annulment would be right.” 

The judge turned to me and said, “We still have this signed stipulation, so the only thing 
you can do now is to make a motion to set aside the agreement that fault will not be an issue. 
There’s nothing else I can do.” 

As we began to leave, I commented to the judge, “I guess I’m a victim of idiot 
compassion.” 

To which she responded, “Compassion is never a mistake.” Clearly she knew nothing 
about Russian females. 

The Ho quickly bolted from the judge’s chambers into the courtroom with a face twisted 
in hate. In her rush through the courtroom, she even kicked some guy’s feet in the front row 
without any attempt to apologize. Why the anger? Even if I make the motion, the judge would 
deny it. Then again, psychopaths are impulsive and short-tempered when things don’t go the 
way they expected. 
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“Robert, what are my chances of winning this motion?” I asked my attorney. 

“It’ll cost you five thousand and you’ll lose. It’s clear that Lobis leaned on Silpe to settle 
because she doesn’t want to try this case.” 

“At least you’re honest. Silpe would tell me just the opposite to make five grand. I can’t 
figure out why Silpe thought he’d get away with tricking me?” I said. 

“Well, you saw what happened today. The judge is now in the position to decide whether 
there is a trial or not. Before the Preliminary Conference, you had that power, but no more.” 

“Looks like a conspiracy among the judge, Silpe and my wife’s attorney—amazing! 

Silpe probably figured he could talk me into the settlement he agreed to, and if not, then he 
would have just claimed in front of Lobis what he told me over the telephone: there was no 
settlement. The Ho’s lawyer, naturally, would say there was an agreement. Lobis would then 
take the middle ground and rely on the document that I like an idiot signed without reading. 

That document meant I needed to make a motion to set the settlement aside, which she would 
decide and, of course, deny. Silpe would win either way because if I went with a motion, he’d 
make money, and if I didn’t, the judge would be beholding to him for avoiding a trial.” 

“Welcome to the divorce court.” 

“A corrupt, crowded, cruel and despoiled institution that would shame Tammy Hall.” 

“So what’s your decision?” Robert asked. 

“I’ll think about it.” 

“Okay, let me know.” 

I walked out past the columns and down the steps that led from the house of injustice, 
numb with disbelief that a judge and my own attorney conspired to deny my rights because an 
accident of nature some years ago made me a man instead of a woman. To think that the much- 
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vaunted judicial system of America would ignore the laws it existed to uphold in order to reward 
a peddler of flesh for deceiving a citizen and lying to the court simply astounded me. Law 
school never taught me about this, my life never did either. As in Friedrich Engel’s Origin of the 
Family, females controlled the levers of power and woe to any man who opposed them, nor 
matter how just his cause. The unfairness tore my mind. I never did any of the things the 
Feminazis screamed about, and neither did the vast majority of men, although listening to 
America’s modern day vixens, one would think otherwise. Never threatened any of my girl 
friends with violence, never cheated on them and always tried to act the gentleman. So why was 
I being treated like a rabid dog? Devastated, I turned to the only emotion left, hate. I cursed the 
universe that gave me my mother, the female head of my draft board that tried to send me to 
Vietnam, the androgynies at the FCC who prevented me from becoming a reporter because of 
my sex, the two faced Feminazis that turned America into a hell for men and my darling, 
considerate wife. I despised bimbets, bimbos and bimbats. If I had a nuke, NOW wouldn’t be 
holding any more conventions. 

Finally, I knew my real enemies, the ones who plotted my destruction from birth, the 
ones who smiled so sweetly through their blood red lips—dames. The ones like my mother who 
raised me full of fears, negativity and doubts in order to control me for her own selfish ends; my 
female contemporaries pretending to my face they cared for me while working overtime behind 
my back to deny me jobs for which I was more qualified, the officials of justice who couldn’t 
distinguish between right and wrong or just didn’t care and every ho who believed it her god 
given right to use any man who foolishly fell for her surface beauty and adroit lies. 


121 



I Heard It Through the Grapevine 

While trying to decide whether to proceed with a motion to set aside the stipulation, I 


instructed my play-both-sides agent to visit Flash Dancers. This time to make sure he actually 
went to the club, I stationed myself in a restaurant across the street from where I saw him enter. 
It still remained for me to cut through the misinformation and feints of his, my wife and the two 
of them together. How did the C.I.A. or K.G.B. during the cold war ever figure out what was 
true and what was not? 

Once again, the Ho used her all-to-familiar talent for mixing fact, fiction and opinion to 
create the illusion of her as an innocent victim and defender of womanhood with me as the 
stereotypical devil incarnate. But I couldn’t figure out whether she meant the illusion for my 
agent, herself, me or all three of us. Perhaps she merely rehearsed her testimony for trial, if the 
case ever made it that far. 

According to my double-agent: 

“Alina had large dark circles under her eyes that I never saw before even when she was tired. 
She looked like she had a lot on her mind. There was a lot boiling up inside her about you that 
she stopped holding back and some of it flooded out. She probably has no one to confide in.” 

She had no one to rely on other than her mother because people were always useable and 

disposable to her. 

“Alina said, ‘I have serious problems with my old boy friend. He is a real asshole and is suing 
me in court. He really hates me and wants to deport me.’” 

She was right about that last part. 

“A couple of days ago we were in court. It was a horrible experience. He started calling me 
names like slut and prostitute.” 

Not exactly accurate but close enough. My wife’s delusional image of her innocence 
makes it impossible for her to face the truth about her lechery. 
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“She was very upset and mad about the court experience. She did not talk about it as if it were a 
victory. She continued to say, ‘In a few weeks there will be a deposition. My boyfriend and I 
will be in the same room and he will ask me questions about my sexual activities. It will be like 
an electric chair.’” 

There was no deposition scheduled. She must have confused deposition with the few 
weeks I had to make a motion to set Silpe’s fraud aside. If the judge denied the motion, which 
she would, there would be no depositions because the fraudulent settlement would stand—case 
over, her victory. 

“My old boy friend has had three lawyers because he does not get along with anyone, and he 
works outside the law while I work within the law. My old boy friend had problems with police 
in Russia and America. He had three problems with the police.” 

Gee, I wondered what those three problems were? Naturally, the Ho didn’t elucidate, but 
the subterfuge was obvious: claim her accuser the real criminal while she’s the innocent. Girls 
are excellent at this tactic of turning the tables. 

“My lawyer is very good but he is expensive and so far cost me $5000. It is a lot of money but 
what my lawyer will do is worth it. He can get me papers. My old boyfriend tells everyone I 
work at Flash Dancers. He was the one who helped me find this job so he could pimp me. He 
wanted me to sign a contract for 25 years. He would get a percentage of the money I made at 
Flash Dancers. I was willing to sign a three-year contract but not 25 years.” 

Her cover-up continued with the typical Feminazi tale demonizing the man in order to 

shift attention away from the girl’s nefarious activities. A 25-year contract for stripping and 

prostituting—get real. What man would pay money for her when she was fifty? 

“I had some feelings towards him and he towards me, but it never worked out because he is 
unable to love. If he does something for you, he expects something in return. Sometimes I 
really hate him because he is so cold blooded, calculating and methodical in the way he is trying 
to destroy me. As long as he crawls, he will never stop bothering me. He caused me so much 
humiliation. It is very difficult for me to cope. Sometimes I think about suicide. But I have a 
strong philosophy and outlook on life. I believe in God and he gives me strength and my old boy 
friend is a cleansing for my soul. I hate my old boy friend for all the humiliation he caused me. 

I would like something to happen to him. I would like him to get his ass busted. But I will not 
go with the Russian way. I will stick with the American way. If something happens to him, I 
would be the main suspect.” 
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One characteristic about the Ho and most girls, they can sure play the sympathy strings to 

evoke an image of a cupid driven, valiant, virtuous woman who fell for the wrong man. The Ho 

went into her manufactured tear routine for added effect in this part of the conversation. Tears of 

hypocrisy don’t cleanse the soul, although her anti-Christ savior Sergei Lazarev claims such. In 

truth, she never had any feelings for me other than as an object of her lust for a green card, which 

her diary makes clear. As for the hogwash about my investigations in Russia pushing her to 

suicide, I wish they would, but they wouldn’t. She loves money and pleasure too much to kill 

herself, although she would pay one of her Russian hoodlum clients to liquidate me. That phony 

denial about using the “Russian way” meant she was actually considering it. 

“He tells everyone I have over $100,000 but I do not. My former boy friend tells everybody I 
am a whore. He spends all of his money just to destroy me. He hires detectives and has 
connections with the F.S.B. to tap my telephone in Krasnodar. My mother found out about the 
tap and went to the police, but there was a cover-up because he has connections with the F.S.B. 
He functions outside the law while I function within the law. He goes to Russia giving out flyers 
and contacting my friends to find out infonnation about my past life. He tells them I am a whore 
and a prostitute, but my friends know what I am and they support me. 

The truth hurts, especially to a phony. As for her friends supporting her, she’ probably 
right since she has no friends, other than the old whore her mother. 

“My mother supports me. My old boyfriend is a cruel man, sadist. Even in bed he was cruel, 
very forceful to the point of rape. He has a lot of hatred.” 

Here we go again with the Feminazi grab bag of false accusations meant to intimidate 
men, this time rape. How many innocent guys sit rotting in prison because of sluts lying about 
rape? Girls always pretend to be heaven’s angels while lying with a vengeance. It’s all so 
predictable. Whenever Feminazi whores want something from men who refuse to do their 
bidding, the Feminazis start shouting sexual harassment or rape. In a just society, such ploys fail 
amid the court and media’s laughter but not in Feminarchy America where girls dance a merry 
jig on the pedestal of preferential treatment. In America, a girl can sue a man for sexual 
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harassment—lie and win a big settlement. She can accuse a man of rape—lie and send him to 
jail for years. She can even intimidate a man’s employer into giving her his job, but she can’t 
make him love her! 

“Because of my unpleasant experience with him, I feel hate towards sex and men in general. I 
am strong and will not let him do to me what he has done to others. I will not let him do to 
others what he has done to me. 

What trash, all of it, she told me the baloney about not having any more boyfriends when 
she moved out. I didn’t believe her then and still didn’t. Sex fuels her in a way nothing else 
does. She uses it and drugs to manipulate, control and gain personal power over others. As for 
hating men, she felt that way long before I met her. And a strange hatred it is because it doesn’t 
apply to men’s money or their groins. Her hatred probably only applies to when guys catch on to 
her scheming. As for the “others,” she never knew anything about my passed girl friends, but 
her routine of fighting for sluts today and tomorrow does sound rather catchy, likely written by 
her lawyers, and depicts her as a modem day Joan of Arc. Hmmm, I wonder if that French girl 
was a whore too? 

Analyzing the web of verbal garbage from my Janus agent and Janus wife became too 
obscure in the pyramid of lies, partial truths, dissemblances and projections that I retired my 
agent for the time being, took a step back and used logic to make a decision on the motion. 

My reasoning started with the knowledge that besides herself and mother, the Ho loved 
money above everything else. Hoing in America meant more money than she could possibly 
earn any other place in the world. It also opened up a market of millions of suckers for the 
taking, men who lacked even an inkling of the vicious, money-grubbing, duplicitous nature of 
Russian girls. Most Russian men were on to hos like my wife and knew the only way to 
straighten them out required a little pugilistic punishment. In America, however, the Feminazis 
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had destroyed men’s most effective defense against conniving, amoral females by propagating 
the lie that years of emotional abuse from a female didn’t justify a slap in the face. The Ho saw 
America as the perfect place for her to plunder, but in order to stay here, she needed a permanent 
green card. 

Right from the day I met her, she angled her actions to get to America pennanently. First 
with false endeannents, lies of hardship and promises to change that brought her sorry ass to 
these shores. Then she resorted to threatening me and her attorneys instructed her to file a 
perjured Temporary Order of Protection to coerce me into agreeing to lie before the INS to 
assure she obtained a permanent green card. When neither worked, her attorneys threatened to 
brand me a wife-beater with phony medical records and a criminal by falsely charging me with 
extortion—all in an attempt to avoid a trial that would expose the Ho and her attorneys’ 
misdoings. Ironically, her attorneys couldn’t have imagined at the out set that my own gutless 
attorney would take a page from the Ho’s Satanic bible and use treachery to manipulate me into 
relinquishing my right to a trial by jury. 

Thanks to the Ho, her attorneys, my fonner attorney Silpe, the Judge, and an 
institutionally corrupt judicial system my day in court vanished. But I kept remembering the 
Immigration official at the Moscow Embassy telling me to get any court decree as soon as 
possible. Okay, if Immigration wanted to start its removal investigation right away into the Ho, 
then go for a divorce settlement, and let her contend with the costs of battling a federal agency. 
My time and money could be better used finding additional leads for the Embassy to investigate. 

Contacting Xenia in Moscow, I asked her to try again to contact Svetlana and instruct her 
to move forward in obtaining any leads for INS from anyone who might still be willing to talk 
about my wife’s prostitution, copies of the Ho’s writing and push the Krasnodar prosecutor to 
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indict Inessa. It was still necessary to keep every potential knife in the Ho’s heart or whatever 
organ occupied that area of her chest. 

Friday evening, October 19, 2001, while talking with my martial arts instructor after class 
my mobile started beating that I had a message. 

Mark said, “If that’s my girl, let me talk to her.” 

His girlfriend, one of the black belts, had this strange habit of calling everybody else’s 
mobile to reach him rather than calling his. 

Instead of hearing her pleasant Latina voice, I caught the beginning of a belligerent 
voicemail from some guy calling himself John Madison. I knew it meant trouble but wasn’t 
about to let it interfere with my conversation with Mark. When I finally arrived home that 
evening, I played the entire message: 

“Roy Den Hollander, how are you? This is John Madison calling on behalf of Angelina. Your 
ex or soon to be ex wife.” 

At that point I heard the Ho say something in the background but couldn’t make it out. 

“Now that she is getting new counsel, and mainly we’re going to challenge every answer to your 
filings, every aspect of this marriage, being that it originated in Russia. And basically try to 
understand that because of the fact that things didn’t work out, your malicious actions are 
basically going to be very carefully reviewed, not only by the proper authorities, but also under 
every ledger of the lawyer.” 

Those sentences told me I was dealing with a cretin. The proper phase was “every 
measure of the law,” ledgers are business tenninology. 

“We will challenge every single aspect of your filings and of this case. And I assure you one 
thing; we’re not going to basically keep our eyes closed to this issue. We are going to basically 
be looking at this very carefully, and we will challenge you on every aspect. I assure you of one 
thing on this arbitration hearing, I will be attending.” 

This goon, and it was a goon, couldn’t get his facts right. It wasn’t an arbitration hearing but a 
motion. 
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“And as far as everything else goes, I can tell you first hand with all due respect that I’m 
disgusted by the way you handled it. And quite frankly, I question every single bit of your 
motions and your filings. And, I assure you one thing, that this issue is definitely going to be an 
issue that you’re going to have to face up to reality on my friend. So as far as it goes, I will leave 
you with that. And I will try to reach you at home to see if you are there.” 

“But in the meantime, bear in mind that this case is not going to go basically with her lying down 
and being abused over this whole issue.” 

Why not? Prone was her favorite position. 

“And you trying to take advantage of the situation and try to claim all these (laughter) basic 
unfounded claims against her. Which basically have no foundation whatsoever. On the other 
hand, it really reflects on you on how you’ve handled this, and that a lot of your issues are very 
questionable. So, never the less, I will be trying to get in touch with you and have yourself a 
nice day.” 

This John Madison was not a lawyer, although he implied it. A lawyer would never use 
his client’s first name, which in this case was the pseudonym she used for hoing; never contact 
directly a person represented by a lawyer, which I was; never leave such an obviously 
threatening message on someone’s voicemail; and never fail to leave a number where he could 
be reached. No this guy was likely a hood. 

The message had nothing to do with legalities, but was a disguised threat of physical 
violence warning me not to make the motion to set aside Silpe’s fraud, which I had already 
decided not to. The Ho and her attorneys must have decided to use some non-legal muscle as 
insurance to keep Silpe’s fraud in tact. Rather lame and a waste of time I thought. There was no 
way Lobis would grant a motion. After all, she was instrumental in forcing Silpe into lying to 


me. 


The next day, as a long shot, I went to my local the police station, the 13 th Precinct, but 
the officers on the desk laughed at me and said there was nothing they could do, even though I 
had a tape of the message, which they refused to listen to. I’m sure if I had been a ho, they’d 
have been more helpful. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 5 

Don’t Stop Now 

As Roy Cohn once said toward the end of his days, “The flow of life has turned against 
me.” I now knew how he felt. Feeling utterly alone, doomed, tricked by traitors that included 
my own lawyer Silpe and persecuted by the Feminazi dominated courts that had crushed any 
hope of justice, I gave up my earlier, tentative presumption that possibly, just maybe, an 
omnipotent intelligence existed to make the crooked straight and set the wrongs right. I closed 
the bibles that I had previously left open around my apartment to protect me from the Ho’s black 
magic and put them on the shelf along with the cross from my voodoo priestess. They didn’t 
work. The ancient Western gods and goddesses didn’t exist, at least not in my life. Still I 
assumed, or wished, that metaphysical forces without the face of a deity worked behind the 
scenes to somehow make all of man’s pain and suffering worthwhile, and turned to eastern 
philosophy such as Shambahla, Hinduism and Zen Buddhism. 

From what I could understand, these philosophies taught that “basic goodness” existed in 
the universe. Peace in life came from accepting that basic goodness and living in harmony with 
it. The definition of basic goodness, however, was somewhat vague. Apparently, if something 
was natural, not an artifice, and worked, than it was good. Harmonizing one’s life with basic 
goodness didn’t mean the absence of pain, suffering and evil, but rather a realization that these 
are inevitable experiences in living that should be met with dignity and an open heart. The key 
seemed that when a man found himself lost, he needed to transcend his ego, always vulnerable to 
one slight or another, his fear and lust for material goods, such as hot young ladies. I doubted 
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such goals attainable, but I continued to read and replaced the Bibles with opened Hindu 
scriptures and Zen teachings. 

Initially, my surroundings felt a little less like a morgue, but my skepticism in 
philosophies persisted. Down throughout history societies kept citizens chained to various 
occupations and classes, so belief systems developed to provide relief for those prevented from 
pursuing their first-best destinies. Today, when a person cannot pursue his first-best destiny 
because of a dysfunctional upbringing, or an oppressive society, then his only recourse are the 
philosophies, religions, mythologies, magic and mysticisms out of the past or the psychotropic 
drugs of modem times. Any or all of them may come into play in an attempt to relieve a 
person’s misery by providing a way to live that creates a sense, or an illusion, of unity with the 
universe, a sense of presence and hannony. An individual’s first-best destiny would have 
delivered that essential hannony, but without it, another mechanism was and is always needed. 

On November 2, 2001, the lesbian judge Lobis ruled the disaster of my marriage to a 
Russian prostitute over as a result of a settlement agreement Silpe tricked me into signing. Both 
sides admitted engaging in innocuous incidents that the court used to justify a divorce by ruling 
such acts as cruel and inhuman. What a joke! To the court cruel and inhuman meant the Ho 
smashing one of my coffee cups, calling me crazy, my checking up on her telephone calls and 
telling her to see a psychiatrist. In the real world, incidents like these didn’t amount to cruel and 
inhuman treatment, but the female run courts said they did because it enabled them to 
circumvented New York State law that required divorces based on fault, which meant conduct 
that made living together untenable. The judges, in effect, turned New York into a no-fault state 
by granting divorces based on insignificant acts because the judges’ personal beliefs in political 
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correctionalism disagreed with the elected legislature. Chalk up another victory for the sluts and 
Feminazis. 

When I returned home from the court, an email message from the Internet host that 
carried the site with the Flo’s diary, photos and masturbation clips stated someone tried to hack 
into the site by obtaining my account number, which would allow anyone to edit or delete the 
contents. The attempt not only told me that she desperately wanted the web site shut down, but 
would eventually seek revenge by manipulating some hood client of hers to play me a visit. 

Fine, let him come, we’ll see who wins. 

After assuring the integrity of my site, I contacted Immigration at the Moscow Embassy 
to inform them of the divorce and provide some more leads and evidence that might assist their 
investigation in proving the Ho a prostitute. These included her masturbation video clips, copies 
of the nude photos that Leo used for advertising her—the guys at the Embassy would get a kick 
out of all this—and handwritten letters she sent to Leo from Cyprus requesting copies of the 
nude photos that she later sold to “Grandpa” after masturbating him. I also told Immigration of 
the original pages of her diary, which she handed over to me the previous September, that were 
covered with her fingerprints. Immigration could use the letters, and, if needed, the original 
diary pages to verify that the Ho actually wrote her memoirs, but showing the diary represented 
actual events rather than a novel or something I forced her to write might prove more difficult. 
Immigration now faced the same problem I did during the annulment/divorce proceedings of 
obtaining evidence that showed the diary reflected reality, which, given the nature of American 
bureaucracies, meant the burden fell to me, the citizen, to point them in the right direction. 
Something the Embassy actually asked me to do. 
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Three days later, the Embassy informed me that it had initiated its deportation proceeding 
against the Ho. Yes! A victory at last, but I knew it no guarantee for the triumph of 
righteousness, since investigations and legal procedures often go astray due to prostitute lawyers, 
bureaucratic incompetence or the recent Political Correctionalist trend that gutted Immigration’s 
authority by giving alien criminals more rights than law-abiding citizens. Millions of illegals 
commit Federal misdemeanors or felons and get away with it. For example, a one time illegal 
entry into the U.S. is a misdemeanor, but two or more is a felon. But that doesn’t bother the 
female driven lefties that deem it worth risking the safety and lives of American citizens in order 
to further their ideology of protecting everybody’s sensitivities, such as illegal aliens. 

The investigation and hopefully deportation of the Ho might take years during which she 
would continue to benefit to the tune of over $150,000 annually for defrauding me, Immigration, 
the State Department and the I.R.S. How could she not believe that crime pays? Another factor 
that might further delay her removal came from the 911 tragedy. Immigration was inundated 
with higher priority investigations to track down and deport all the lunatic terrorists let into the 
country over the past decade as a result of Billy-Bob Clinton’s open door policy. Clinton pushed 
for lenient immigration policies and enforcement because naturalized citizens and non-citizens 
tended to vote for Democratic politicians. For example, in preparation for the 1996 election, he 
reduced the time for processing naturalization applications from two years to six months in key 
states. To meet the new deadline. Immigration skipped criminal background checks. Out of the 
1.3 million aliens naturalized, 80,000 were criminals. Much the same is happening under Obama 
as he runs for re-election. 

On the other hand, the drubbing Immigration received from the media and politicians 
over its incompetence and sloth surrounding the 911 attacks might actually prod the agency into 
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doing its job concerning the Ho. Every last one of the 911 hijackers had entered the U.S. legally 
on visas. Under the glare of the media and public scrutiny, Immigration might be less likely to 
bury an investigation involving a prostitute that not only grew up in Chechnya, but also hung out 
with Chechen gangsters because the world now knew that Usama Bin Laden used Chechen 
criminals in his terrorist network. Still, the core culture of incompetence and corruption at the 
INS gave illegal alien criminals like the Ho the advantage. Even aliens convicted of crimes in 
the U.S. are often not deported. The father of one of the girls in my martial arts class was busted 
for pushing a large amount of coke. Immigration decided not to deport him. 

If the immigration agents or someone else isn’t bribed and Immigration pushes forward 
with its investigation rather than giving up and allowing the Ho to become a permanent resident 
through the rubber-stamp VAWA waiver and the department decides to try to deport her, INS 
will provide the Ho notice of a deportation hearing before an administrative law judge. 

Assuming the administrative law judge decides to kick her out of the county, she could appeal to 
the Bureau of Immigration Appeals and then to the U.S. Second Circuit Court of Appeals. 

During the appeal process, she’s free to to ply her trade in the underground economy unless she 
commits an aggravated assault—not likely. She could also file for a voluntary departure in 
which she agrees to leave the country on her own and is barred from reentering for a period of 
time. In effect, it allows aliens to leave and enter legally, or leave and enter illegally. If a 
Federal Court decides to deny her appeal and deport her, Immigration would send her a letter 
telling her to report for removal from the U.S. INS agents call such letters “run letters”—guess 
why? 

Immigration no longer takes into custody aliens it has to deport unless they threatened the 
public safety, in which case the government probably couldn’t find them anyway, as with some 
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of the 911 hijackers. Right after the 911 tragedy, Immigration had a backlog of over 300,000 
aliens that the courts ordered out of the country but didn’t go. Eighty-seven percent of illegal 
aliens ordered deported aren’t because Immigration can’t find them or, if it can, doesn’t bother 
taking them into custody because of the lack of jail space, only 20,000 beds. In the Ho’s case, 
Immigration could ask the administrative law judge to make the Ho post bond, but given the 
tendency to let girls get away with murder in America, this seemed unlikely. Even if the judge 
did require a bond, the Ho would just jump bail anyway. If the bail bondsman found her and 
took her to Immigration as a fugitive, Immigration would probably not accept her because of the 
lack of jail space. CBS News actually did a story on such a case. 

CBS went along with a bail bondsman for the arrest of an illegal alien whom INS had 
ordered deported and who had jumped bail. The bondsman found the illegal at his house and 
took him to an INS office with CBS in tow, but INS refused to arrest the guy, so he went back 
home. 

At any time during the process, which might last years, the Ho could disappear into the 
black hole of America’s sex industry to join the vast underground of millions of illegals living 
here. Most strip clubs, like Flash Dancers, and prostitution parlors don’t require any 
identification, just tits and asses with loose morals. And if the Ho wanted fake identification, she 
could easily buy it through the many illegals that stripped at Flash Dancers or from the hoods 
that run the place. In the end, whether Immigration blew the case or obtained a removal order 
upheld by the Federal Courts, the Ho wasn’t going anywhere. 

The Immigration official at the Embassy knew all too well the problems with deporting 
when VAWA diminished almost to oblivion the value of evidence from the one adversary most 
knowledgeable about an alien spouse’s violations, the American spouse. Even if the Feminist 
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created and trained VAWA Unit in Vennont didn’t okay her waiver application for permanent 
residence, a girl with the Ho’s money could easily drag out the legal process for years or simply 
slither into the underworld. The official, however, confidently told me that if she went 
underground, she would surface eventually because people like her always did. He would rather 
not have to wait, so in preparation for any eventual disappearance, he requested from me a list of 
people who might help her hide. He also asked me to keep close tabs on her whereabouts, and 
notify him of any change of address or work. Once again, the citizen ends up doing the 
Government’s work. 

The Ho’s apartment lease tenninated at the end of the month, so I needed to find out 
whether she renewed or chose to begin her disappearance act early. With my Yankee hat on as a 
disguise, I went over to her building to snoop around. It turned out that on a workday, she left 
her apartment in Astoria around 6:05 PM, walked to the 30 th Avenue subway station, arrived 
there between 6:15 to 6:17 PM and caught the 6:19 PM train to Manhattan. Like all good 
businesswomen, punctuality meant efficiency that maximized her profits. Waiting in the 
shadows until she boarded her train one evening, I then walked to her building. The evening 
rush-hour was on, so a number of people would be entering her locked building and I could just 
follow them inside. One young man turned into the building’s courtyard, I quickly came up 
behind him, pulled out my keys as though I lived there. He saw me, a middle-aged, gray haired 
man, thought nothing of it and politely let me inside. I headed downstairs for the buildings 
superintendent and knocked on his door. A pretty pubescent girl opened it. 

“Is the superintendent here?” 

“Dad,” she yelled. 
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Out came a tall man in his thirties holding a pan in which I assumed he was preparing 
dinner. Where was his wife? 

Asking about the Ho’s apartment, I said, “I heard that apartment 4H is up for rent, and 
I’m interested in it.” In New York lingo that meant I was willing to pay the super a bribe for 
inside information on any available apartments. That’s how New Yorkers find out about 
vacancies before they are advertised. Once an apartment is listed in the newspapers, it either 
doesn’t exist or was already rented by the time a person reads the ad. 

He responded in a thick Russian accent with surprise, “No, as far as I know the apartment 
lease was renewed.” 

“That’s the apartment with the tall Russian lady?” 

“Yes, I know her, and she is not moving out,” he replied. 

To myself I said, I’m sure you do know her! “Thanks, my mistake. Sorry to interrupt 
your dinner.” I left with a glance at his teenage daughter. In my younger days she would have 
returned the look. 

I told Immigration the Ho was locked into her apartment for another year. Checking that 
she still worked at Flash Dancers proved easier. Periodically, I’d call and ask whether “Angelina 
was dancing tonight?” to which they always politely replied yes or no. If I had a girl call, she 
could also find out whether the Ho would work the following night or was on vacation. Another 
way to keep tabs on her work was sitting in a restaurant across the street from Flash Dancers 
where I could see the girls enter the club for the evening shift. On the nights she worked, the Ho 
always strutted through the doors between 6:55 and 7:05 pm—very punctual. 

With no other U.S. agency interested in enforcing the laws against the Ho, I also shifted 
my Russian forces to providing any useful leads and information to Immigration at the Embassy. 
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The aim stayed the same as in the annulment/divorce case, tracking down information and 
developing leads on the Ho’s history of selling sex and any other nefarious acts that might prove 
useful. Xenia passed the word to Svetlana, who actually reappeared in Moscow but in a hospital. 

Xenia said “Svetlana has been seriously ill since you first met her in June. She wouldn’t 
tell me with what, but kept saying things were getting done when they weren’t.” 

“Obviously, she assumed I’d switch attorneys if I knew about her illness, and I would 
have.” I replied. 

Xenia and I decided to wait until Svetlana finished her treatment in Moscow. If she 
could no longer function, then Xenia would find a new attorney in Krasnodar. Xenia also began 
looking for a contact in Cyprus to show that the club Zygos, where the Ho had worked, sold girls 
to its customers. In the meantime, Nadya, my Krasnodar translator, returned from an extended 
vacation in Chile. She started tracking down and interviewing various people with knowledge of 
the Ho and Krasnodar’s sex industry. 

All the information and leads from Russia would flow through Xenia for review and then 
she’d personally hand it over to the Embassy official. Any information from me was mailed 
directly to the official. The Embassy could then use it to direct its investigation. Sounded 
simple enough but it wasn’t. The anthrax scare shut down the Embassy’s U.S. postal service so 
that the only way for the personnel to receive mail was the private carrier Federal Express. And 
as a result of 911, physical access to the Embassy was shut down for a few months, so Xenia had 
to meet the official out in the street to hand over any materials. 

The Embassy received from me the Ho’s perjured financial statement from the 
annulment/divorce case. Immigration could use it to show her up as a chronic liar on the witness 
stand, if it ever got her there. I notified them about her American credit card, which she 
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probably used to transfer money out of the U.S. and her Cyprus mutual fund account. The 
Embassy official responded that such infonnation didn’t apply to Immigration violations, but 
that the more information they provided the U.S. Attorney, who ultimately would prosecute the 
case, the better. Immigration in turn requested some information that seemed irrelevant to me, 
such as the birth dates of Leo, Anastasia and Dima and the last names of the Ho’s playing around 
girls: Lena and Olga. Nadya was able to dig up some of the information. 

There were some possible avenues for investigation that I suggested to the Embassy. Lor 
example, contacting Anastasia and Dima Vasilyeva at their American address, which INS now 
had thanks to me, to obtain a copy of the contract the Ho signed with the owners of the Zygos 
Club. Anastasia had told me about the contract during my April visit to Krasnodar but claimed 
only the Athanasious in Cyprus had a copy—baloney. The contract could infer prostitution, but 
at the very least, it would confirm the Ho working in the strip club Zygos. I never heard back 
whether Immigration tried to obtain the contract. When the Embassy chose not to tell me 
something, I didn’t push the matter for fear of opening up the officials to charges of bias or 
collusion. My place was merely to provide them information or point them in the direction of 
useful evidence. Other documents I sent the Embassy included the Ho’s time sheets indicating 
which days she worked at Flash Dancers. 

My “agent” went over to Flash Dancers to find out when the Ho planned her next 
vacation to mother Russia. Immigration might find the information useful, and I could always 
waste the cost of a telephone call informing U.S. Customs of another violation of the laws they 
were suppose to but never enforced. Unfortunately, my timing went a missed with this 
operation. The Ho told my agent she just returned from a vacation to Disney World and Miami. 
She probably took the time off but lied about her destinations in just another arrogant taunt in the 
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Ho’s infantile effort to upset me with her stupid stories of going where we went, but with other 
men. Like all vain females, she actually thought I fantasized about having her back. She’d never 
know that my dream about her was to one day fly to Krasnodar to urinate on her grave. Well, we 
all need our dreams to keep us going. The Ho didn’t divulge to my agent any plans for her next 
vacation, so the expenses I paid, as always, partly flowed into the Russian septic tank of my ex- 
wife, but this time with zero return. 

The continuing investigation, preoccupation or obsession with justice kept revealing new 
insights that created in me prescience for the Ho’s future plans. It was as though I could almost 
see into that twisted sewer of her mind with a little help from logic. The Ho spent her “Wonder 
Years” in the barbaric, feudal culture of Chechnya where the blood lust for vengeance rivaled 
Russian greed for money. She adopted both traits as goddess-type virtues. For the present, she 
concentrated on slaking her greed. But sometime down the road after the Ho won her permanent 
green card or went underground or even was deported, she’d pay around $5000, the going price 
to kill a non-Russian, plus travel expenses, to quench her hatred for me. It was her style to wait, 
“Be patient,” she always said. And the wait made sense. If she did anything before, the 
authorities would pounce on her, maybe. But in the future, as memories fade and my complaints 
about her to various agencies ended up in the shredder, she will strike with a vengeance worthy 
of the barbaric culture that produced her. 

When I originally fonnulated my war objectives and strategy after receiving the 
Temporary Order of Protection, I didn’t consciously consider such a threat, but, prophetically, 
took it into account anyway without realizing it. Now all my efforts focused on bringing justice 
to her first, but as I told Mark and Moody one night while listening to Ludacris’ new song “Area 
Codes” on the car radio, “There’s still a long road to ho.” 
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Happy Holidays 


The holiday season started, but for me there was no peace from the Ho horrors in my life. 
The Holidays always depressed me, but now, unlike earlier years, all hope seemed to vanish 
from my existence. Struggling to stay sane enough to fight the Ho, I socialized with friends, 
went to lectures and movies, worked out, hit the clubs where, to my surprise, some young things 
expressed interest. But, for me, as pleasing, attractive and soft as these young girls were, I 
wasn’t looking for any involvement. A relationship would only distract me from the hate that 
drove me in this holy war—my personal jihada. 

In a mythological sense, I lived in the underworld where dragons rend lives that may or 
may not reform into the approximation of a human being. As Nietzsche said, “He who fights too 
long with dragons becomes a dragon himself.” My nightly dreams told of a long distance run 
dodging obstacles, taking certain actions, then careening into the abyss that I had glimpsed on 
two other occasions in my life, once in joy when young, once in sorrow when middle age. My 
fate showed clear, the result of the flow of a universe that went beyond the egoistical need for 
justice. The pending void made that fate a duty, an obligation that I needed to fulfill. The 
evolution of the universe had brought to me deeds to do. Miniscule acts, but still acts only I 
could perfonn. I had to push forward with this war. Life no longer held anything of joy for me, 
just deeds to do. 

It made no sense to drag my existence out to its natural end, which promised only more 
and worst misery. The body kept decaying, opportunities vanishing. Girls that I wanted didn’t 
want me, just the money they thought I had or free legal advice, and as for the flabby body, foul 
mouth, insulting dinosaurs that did want me, I’d rather be dead than touch them. Much of the 
time, my body and mind endured a dull aching pain from old sports injuries, regrets, humiliations 
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and insults from a life of failures while I waited for the consequences of the latest heist by the 
highwayman of the stock market and the bane of age discrimination to fling me into poverty. 
Logic and time required betting what was left of life on punishing the Ho and her allies who 
made such evil possible—the Feminazis. 

At a Thanksgiving Day party, Cindi’s husband Keith, an actor who worked part-time as a 
waiter at a trendy Upper Westside restaurant, said the Ho showed up with a date at one of his 
tables around the end of October 2001. Keith and the Ho knew each other slightly from working 
together at a corporate event, but she either didn’t recognize him or pretended not to. When the 
Ho went to the girl’s room, Keith asked the guy if his date’s name was “Angel” to which he said 
yes. 

Remembering the theory of “Ubiquity” in which seemingly inconsequential acts may 
have important repercussions, I quizzed Keith on the incident. 

“Did you over hear anything they said?” 

“No.” 

“Did she use the guy’s name?” 

“Not that I heard.” 

“What did the guy look like?” 

“He was short, Asian and in his early twenties.” 

The Ho was equal an opportunity slut, so no surprise in her going out with a short Asian. 
The only color that mattered to her was green, and the only size, the thickness of a man’s wallet. 
But the odds that an Asian in his twenties would have enough money to attract her seemed slim. 
It didn’t logically follow or feel right to my intuition, so I let it bounce around my unconscious 
for a while. During dinner, the anomaly dissipated: the Asian guy was probably Tony Wong, 
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my so-called buddy from Moscow who managed the Russian branch for Schering-Plough. It all 
fit. Wong was short and looked much younger than his 32 years. He had money and always 
tried to bed his friends’ girls, wives and daughters—most likely the result of an inferiority 
complex from his lack of height. As for the Ho, she would learn Wong was as cheap as her, but 
doing him probably satisfied some of her desire for vengeance against me. Lastly, only a small 
number of people, such as Keith and Wong, referred to her, as I once did, with the name 
“Angel.” 

My logic and intuition fell into harmony, but in order to make sure of reality, I ran a little 
con on Wong to make sure he was the Asian with the Ho. Emailing him that I heard he was in 
New York City at the end of October, I feigned hurt that he didn’t contact me. Naturally, I didn’t 
mention the Ho sighting. He responded that he had visited the City with his new Russian 
girlfriend who took up all his time. As proof, he attached a picture of his girl, but it didn’t show 
him, which is what I was angling for—his picture. In my reply, I feigned banter that no girl as 
pretty as the one in the picture would go out with him, and accused him of clipping the photo 
from a fashion magazine. Right on cue, just like an insecure teenager, and on the same day, he 
emailed me photos of him and her together to prove his desirability to the other sex. Perfect, I 
took the photos with Wong in them to Keith. “Yea, that’s him. That’s the guy who was with 
Angel at the restaurant.” Keith told me. Wong dating the Ho didn’t surprise me too much, since 
I always knew him a sleaze although a personable one, but it did give me an opportunity to try to 
shake some infonnation out of him. Anything the Ho told him might prove useful to 
Immigration at the Embassy. Playing ignorant, I arranged to meet Tony when he visited New 
York over Christmas. 
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The Internal Revenue Service, in the spirit of the season as another excuse not to do any 
work, sent me a form letter refusing to investigate the Ho’s tax evasion. This really ticked me 
off. The I.R.S. nails hard-working, middle-class folk for minor mistakes but lets go a slut 
cheating the country out of tens of thousands of dollars against whom they have probable cause 
to investigate. So I contacted a few male alumni from my law school, George Washington 
University, who were working for the I.R.S. in Washington, D.C. to see whether anyone could 
help. 

One alumnus said, “The main problem with tax evasion in all cash businesses is 
estimating the amount of money that workers make.” 

To which I asked, “Doesn’t the I.R.S. have guidelines for estimating a stripper’s income 
as it does for bartenders and waiters, who make most of their income from cash tips?” 

“No, we never formulated any guidelines.” 

Unbelievable! But I should have expected it. The I.R.S. nickels and dimes decent, hard 
working waiters and bartenders but lets lap dancers cheat the government of literally billions of 
dollars a year. 

The alum continued, “But I’ll see what I can do to interest the fellows up in New York to 
your case.” 

I thanked him for the help and information. 

Within days, I received a call from I.R.S.’s Criminal Investigation Division, CID, in 
Brooklyn. The agent told me the office received a directive from headquarters in Washington to 
contact me about the Ho’s tax evasion. Thank goodness some of the good oT boy network still 
functioned in the eternal battle against the feminine evil now engulfing the world in a night of 
despair. 
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Armed with a package of documents, I rushed down to meet the agent that same day. By 
December 2001, the Ho had easily grossed over $150,000 in unreported income from lap 
dancing alone. The agent, however, quizzed me about the Ho’s Chechen connections rather than 
her tax evasion. What was with these guys? So she grew up in Gorzny and was seen with 
Chechen hoods. They had an obvious case of tax evasion but showed no interest. The agent’s 
area of responsibility since 911 was tracking terrorist assets, so why was he talking to me? My 
ex-wife hung out with Russian and Chechen gangsters back in Russia, but I doubted she knew 
any terrorists unless for a lap dance or prostitution gig. My hope for action on her tax evasion 
faded. According to the agent, I.R.S. policy prevented any investigation of tax evasion unless it 
persisted for three consecutive years or amounted to sums of money in the hundreds of thousands 
of dollars in unpaid taxes. The more than $40,000 a year in taxes the Ho failed to pay didn’t 
matter. He also said it was too difficult detennining a lap dancer’s income, so the I.R.S. didn’t 
bother. Even the Ho’s secret Cyprus bank account that she failed to report on her 2000 return 
didn’t interest him. The I.R.S. was a paper tiger when it came to the criminal economy but 
would willing destroy a middle-class citizen who tried to comply with its arcane regulations but 
made a mistake—so much for the good oT boy network. 

The I.R.S.’s requirements made no sense other than to make things easier for them. Why 
wait for three years in a row of tax evasion? So the hos can do two years of tax evasion, skip a 
year and then do another two years in a row and avoid an investigation? And why not estimate a 
stripper’s income just as they did the tips received by bartenders and waitresses, another cash 
business but small change compared to lap dancers? The Internet contained websites set up by 
lap-dancers for lap-dancers to provide girls in the industry information on “Gentlemen’s Clubs,” 
such as average take home pay per shift, management’s cut, type of clientele, average amount of 
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time a guy stayed in a club, average total amount of dollars a guy spent and average amount of 
money he walked in with. That last one made me wonder how the hos detennined it. Guess 
when it comes to the thickness of a man’s wallet, they have their ways. 

The I.R.S. could easy estimate the amount of cash generated in a club like Flash Dancers. 
Multiply the number of customers, derived from the total amount of admission paid, times the 
average amount a guy spends for the total amount of money flowing into a club on one night 
during the week. The number of customers varies with each night, so by doing the same for all 
seven nights will yield a good approximation of the money that enters a club and exchanges 
hands—the taxable event. Apportion the cash flow among the owners, strippers, waitresses and 
bartenders to estimate everybody’s income, including the hos. If the taxmen don’t want to use 
stripper statistics, they can conduct their own industry research. For example, the bartenders and 
waitresses in these clubs know how much the average stripper makes and are willing to talk 
about it. Even the lap dancers will tell a stranger how many dances they average, but they 
wouldn’t say how much they make. Since they apparently can’t do the math, they assume no 
one can. Estimating the average stripper’s nightly income at any particular club is not difficult, 
and by cross-referencing that with a club’s records of who performs each night will allow the 
I.R.S. to make a fair estimate of a particular stripper’s income. All it takes is a little bit of work, 
which the institutional sloth of the Government prevents. 

So how much do all the ho clubs in America generate that is never or dramatically 
underreported? Take Flash Dancers as a somewhat representative example. The club has a day 
shift from 12 Noon to 8 PM and a nightshift from 8 PM to 4 AM. The nightshift uses around 75 
girls every evening, 365 days a year, which generates a lap dancer cash flow of around $13 
million yearly—most of which the tax authorities never hear about. A recent law review article 


17 



estimated 2000 strip clubs in America. Since the average nightly take varies from club to club, 
assume just a thousand clubs in the U.S in order to be conservative. That yields an under-taxed 
cash stream to hos of $13 billion. In effect, America’s law abiding taxpayers are subsidizing lap 
dancers—not fair and not fiscally astute. 

After futilely contacting various public officials with this information, I turned to 
America’s newest hero, Mayor Rudolph Giuliani, by sending him a letter that the average 
stripper of which there were plenty in the City evaded taxes on an income of around $100,000 a 
year. New York City taxed the income of its residents just as the Federal and State governments 
did, so lap dancers in the City cheated all three governments by not accurately reporting their 
income. If the City became interested in an underground stream of tax revenue, it might go after 
the Ho as an example to all strippers. As a follow up to my letter, I called the John Gambling 
radio talk show on which the Mayor regularly appeared for questions from the public. The 
Mayor, always a gentleman, politely said he would look into it, but Gambling in his arrogance 
and ignorance just laughed and cut me off. Fine, he’s doing a lot more ho underwriting with his 
taxes than I am. 

The Mayor, however, always a class act, was good to his word. The New York State 
Taxation and Finance Department, which held jurisdiction over city tax matters, sent me a letter 
saying the Mayor had contacted the Department’s Commissioner about my concern and that the 
Department would conduct an investigation and wanted to interview me—nice to know people in 
high places. 

The New York State tax agents were not interested in the Ho’s individual tax evasion but 
violations by the operators of Flash Dancers. Flash Dancers, like most the strip clubs, claimed 
the girls worked as independent contractors for the customers because the customers paid them 
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directly. That meant management didn’t need to withhold taxes or contribute to social security 
and unemployment insurance or even obtain the girls’ social security numbers for 1099 filings— 
hard to do when they’re illegals. Flash Dancers contended it only rented space to the girls for 
dancing, so it had zero tax reporting or paying obligations to the City, State and Federal 
governments. The State tax authorities wanted to show that the girls were really employees 
because management strictly controlled their working hours, breaks and assigned them specific 
duties, such as dancing on the stage when the disk jockey called their names or entertaining in 
the champagne room when the manager directed them. If the State proved the girls employees of 
Flash Dancers rather than independent contractors of the customers, then Flash Dancers and most 
of the other ho clubs in New York had violated the tax laws. That not only meant big fines, but 
in the future, strip club managers would have to keep track of all the girls’ income and file 
reports with the tax department, which meant an end to ho tax evasion. 

The State tax officials pumped me for all the infonnation I knew on how Flash Dancers 
worked. I cooperated, since making hos pay their fair share of society’s cost in the future was a 
worthy cause. Then they asked whether the Ho might work undercover for them to which I 
replied they’d have to ask her. That was all I needed, the Ho working undercover for New York 
State’s tax department complete with immunity for all the crimes she committed, a likely reward 
of citizenship and the American life style at taxpayer expense in the witness protection program. 
This slut had a channed life. Then again, I could notify the gangsters running Flash Dancers 
before the authorities put her under protection, but didn’t. 

During the same period, I filed a Disciplinary Complaint with New York State Court’s 
Appellate Division against the Ho’s attorney, Mundy. The complaint accused him of attempted 
coercion when he lied to my lawyers about having medical records showing I beat my wife and 
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an audiotape of my trying to extort money from her. Mundy committed the misdemeanor of 
attempted coercion when he tried to use the nonexistent evidence to intimidate me into settling 
the case. Mundy’s willingness to violate the law to win a case made it likely that he also 
masterminded the threatening telephone call from the phantom John Madison. 

My former attorney Silpe and the lesbian judge Lobis also violated certain codes of 
professional conduct in pursuing their own self-interests at the cost of my rights. They likely 
rationalized their actions under some warped socialized imagery of rushing to defend the fair 
damsel in distress. A delusion concept ingrained in eight hundred years of literature that some 
medieval ho invented to achieve money and power, and every mother since, Feminazi or ho, 
inculcated into her sons. As for the judge, I didn’t have any useable ammunition, since she 
smartly dismissed me from her chambers before putting the screws to me. But I did have enough 
to file a Disciplinary Complaint against Silpe for entering a settlement without my permission 
and then lying to me about it. For the present, however, I held off on filing a complaint against 
him because I needed his and his bozo associate’s testimony to support my allegation of 
Mundy’s attempt to coerce me with the extortion charge. In addition, I needed my first attorney 
Judith for evidence that Mundy claimed to have medical records of my battering the Ho in his 
first effort to coerce me. Although Judith most likely colluded with Mundy to pressure me into a 
settlement, I wasn’t going to file a complaint against her because I’d never be able to prove it. 

In an irony of how small the world is, one of the girls from my study group when I spent 
a semester in Columbia’s School of International Affairs knew one of the Ho’s clients. The Ho 
kept business cards of various marks, and one worked for Nomura Securities where my friend 
not only worked, but she worked in the same office as the Ho’s client. As a goof and in the 
chance of gaining some information, my friend agreed to confront him with frequenting Flash 
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Dancers and my ex-wife. The guy naturally denied everything but turned a bright red doing so. 
Fine, a reluctant witness to the Ho working at Flash Dancers and maybe prostitution, if the 
Embassy needed him. 

Shortly before Christmas day, I sent my above-cover agent to Flash Dancers one last 
time. He reported the Ho planned to take a vacation after working Christmas Night until the end 
of January, which I believed, and to go out west, which I knew meant east. Once again, I 
notified U.S. Customs at Kennedy airport and this time provided them with the Cyrus mutual 
fund account into which she deposited her smuggled money and the Ho’s credit card account as 
one of the means she used for illegally transferring funds out of the country. With the credit 
card, she probably bought traveler’s checks or money orders to hide her cash flow from the 
I.R.S., which didn’t care anyway, sent them to her credit card company to create a balance on her 
card that she later withdrew the money at a bank in Russia or elsewhere. Smart girl, better than 
stuffing wads of hundreds up her vagina like in the old days. Once again, Customs politely took 
the infonnation and promptly did nothing. How I longed for the old days of the fifties and 
sixties when Federal officials dealt with the public in a gruff manner but actually did their job. 
Today they all sounded like graduates from charm school who knew how to respect people’s 
sensitivities but nothing else. What about the taxpayer’s right that a government agency do what 
his taxes are paying them to do? Doesn’t mean a thing today with all these insidious female 
traits of the Political Correctionalists emphasizing form over content that end up undermining the 
effectiveness of institutions meant to protect Americans. 

The Ho also kept up her attacks against me. Her computer hacker tried again to access 
the web site with her diary, pictures and masturbation video but with no success. Azul, her 
fellow traveler in Mexico, emailed me claiming she no longer felt close to the Ho because the Ho 
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had changed. Azul then tried to pump me for information about whether I planned to travel to 
Russia over the holidays under the pretense of inviting me to stop off on the way for some sexual 
fun with her—no way, slut! The Ho obviously lay behind Azul’s feigned interest. My ex-wife 
probably feared another fact-finding trip to Krasnodar. So I played along with an intuitive lie 
that I planned to travel to St. Petersburg. Something rang prophetic about the place because I 
just knew that the Ho planned on visiting Valodya there over the holidays. Trying my own hand 
at manipulation, I also replied that the Ho did not seem the same to Azul because she was now 
rich, at least $150,000 of rich. Hopefully the figure might breed resentment or even prod Azul to 
charge money for her spying services, which would surely anger my ex-wife. 

My less than honorable buddy Wong arrived in town a couple of days before Christmas. 
We planned to meet after that day of joy for most but not for me. He’d probably take the Ho out 
while in New York City to show her off to some of his friends. Wong arrived the 23 ld and the 
Ho’s last day of work before her vacation was allegedly the 25 th . Christmas Eve was the most 
probable night for their rendezvous, so I arranged with a buddy to stake out the Ho’s apartment. 
While shaving before the stakeout, I thought about whether to confront the two or better to 
follow them. At that moment something invisible pushed my shaving hand cutting my lip with 
the razor. Apparently the Ho’s demons finally breached the protective spells of my voodoo 
priestess, but if all they could do was nudge my hand, who cared. My growing ambivalence and 
boredom with the supernatural allowed me to take this escalation in the Ho’s curses as one of 
many common day annoyances. But when my buddy failed to show with his car for the stakeout 
because it broke down, the Ho’s curses again seemed more than an annoyance. 

A couple of days later, Wong and I met at the Coffee Shop in Union Square, another 
trendy New York hangout for the young and hopeful. 
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As is my habit, I showed on time knowing Wong would arrive late, as do most insecure 
people. I ordered a non-alcohol beer from the pretty, young barmaid whose face betrayed an 
empty mind. She said she would have to check as to whether they had any. She came back with 
a beer and a smile that said tip me real good and I will pretend you turn me on. Where did bars 
find these walking pairs of breasts who thought MTV intellectually illuminating? What 
happened to the mature, male bartenders who knew a thing or two about life? 

The crowd, all young enough to have me as a father, clearly thought themselves hip or 
cool or whatever the current terminology was. A couple of good-looking babes walked up next 
to me with one wearing a Chinese blouse with a dragon embroidered on it. A line automatically 
popped into my head, “Nice blouse.” She would then say thank you, and I would respond with, 
“Is it the year of the dragon again?” which I knew it wasn’t because that was the year I married 
the Ho. She’d say something back, and we’d be on our way with a conversation about 
meaningless rubbish and insincere smiles. But I didn’t make the move. The relationship with 
the Ho had jaded me and my experiences with pretty young things as lovers and friends over 
recent years made plain what I had missed in my younger days—they’re all hos, incapable of 
fidelity or honor and undeserving of trust. They know their window for fun, adventure and free 
drinks is short—age 15 to 25 maybe as late as their early thirties. So they rush to get as much 
sex and good times as quickly as possible from as many men as possible who end up paying the 
tab while these sluts declare themselves independent women experiencing their sexuality. 

All girls are hos because only ho genes made it this far up the evolutionary tree, so why 
waste my time pretending they’re good girls; they aren’t, and just because the Feminazis declare 
otherwise doesn’t make it so. Perhaps political correctionalism exists only to help girls delude 
themselves into believing they’re not whores. 
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Wong finally showed, only thirty minutes late—on time by his standards. He seemed 
nervous. We chatted a little and then I asked, 

“So, how’s Angel?” 

He paused, “How would I know?” 

“You’re dating her.” 

“What! Are you crazy? Are you on drugs?”—A little too emphatic and rehearsed this 
response. 

“Wong, I have a witness that identified you with her.” 

He didn’t respond to this but continued with the tactic that a good defense is a personal 
attack. “What’s happening to you Roy? You’re not making any sense. She must have warped 
your head. Do you realize how absurd what you just said is? 

“I want to know what she said Wong? I don’t care about your dating her; I just want the 
information on what she said.” 

He responded by going into the guilt trip, “I drove 45 minutes to meet you. I left my 
brother and nieces to come down here just so you could get information?” Wong spoke garbage. 
If the Ho was still in town, he probably drove in from his brother’s to spend the night with her, or 
he was on his way to his mother’s in Forest Hills. Wong never went out of his way for anyone 
unless he got something in return or it served his purposes. 

He continued, “Is that what you think about our friendship. That I would do this to you 
and you only wanted to meet me to get some information? I can’t believe this!” 

At this point, I knew Tony was on to me. He had probably remembered the waiter asking 
about “Angel” in October, so he came prepared to sow doubt in the waiter, sidetrack the issue by 
trying to make me feel as the nefarious party and depicting himself the victim of outlandish 
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accusations. Perhaps the Ho even helped him with his defense. Whatever, I knew I wouldn’t get 
any useful information from him. 

“I’ve got a witness who identified you from those photos of you and your girl that you 
were so kind to send me. When you were at Carmines Restaurant with the Ho, she got up to go 
to the bathroom. The waiter asked you whether her name was Angel, and you said ‘yes.’” 

Tony ignored the specifics of the conversation, “I’d never go to a place like Carmines.” 

“Give me a break. You always go to trendy places and Carmines is trendy, for now.” 

“What was the exact date and time that I was supposed to be there?” 

“The end of October.” 

“Don’t you have the exact date and time.” 

“No.” 

“Want kind of investigator do you use if he doesn’t know the exact dates.” Only the Ho 
would have thought that I hired investigators to trail her. Anyone else would assume someone I 
knew saw the two of them together. 

The witness works in the restaurant,” I replied. 

“Works in the restaurant. What good is that? I’m a general manager of a major 
corporation.” 

“No you’re the general manager of one of the smallest foreign subsidiaries of a major 
corporation.” 

“Well your witness is useless. This witness would be thrown out of a court of law if they 
couldn’t remember the exact date and time.” I always laugh when people who weren’t lawyers 
thought they knew how the law worked. Wong was wrong, but I let him rant hoping he might let 
slip some useful infonnation. “Come on, what’s happen to you. I know things have not gone 
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well. You can’t find a job and you lost a lot in the market. That your life turned out bad through 
no fault of your own but your parents.” 

“Let’s not get personal Tony or we’ll both regret it,” I warned. He switched tactics, but 
those last remarks contained infonnation that only the Ho knew. I never confided in Tony about 
my financial or job search difficulties and never mentioned my parents to him. He unwittingly 
used information the Ho provided him, which only bolstered what I already knew as the truth; 
my ex-buddy Wong dated the Ho. 

“I wasn’t here in October anyway but the beginning of November with my girl friend to 
go to a wedding.” Strange, his email said he was in New York the end of October. “Besides, 
why would I go out with your wife? She’s a Ho! I don’t go out with trash like that. I’m a moral 
guy. You can ask anyone who kn ows me in Moscow.” 

“Wong, everyone you hang out with knows you always chase after your friends’ girls, 
wives or daughters. We had this running joke that if you saw one of us with a girl, you’d say to 
yourself that if she went out with one of us, she should go out with you. Every girlfriend I had in 
Moscow you tried to hustle. And as for Hos, you dated sluts in Moscow, like the striper at the 
Sirus Club. She wasn’t a nun Wong. And as for Mr. Morality, what about that 14-year-old in 
Cuban you always bragged about. ” 

As so often happens with liars, Wong started repeating himself in the hope that 
redundancy could replace truth. I had enough and left, never to see this jerk again. The 
confrontation assured me that Wong dated the Ho, but I wondered why he didn’t just admit it. 

He couldn’t be so immature to think I’d pummel him. He probably thought that if his dating a 
prostitute came to the attention of one of his bosses at Schering-Plough, it might cause him 
problems. He should have realized that had he told me the truth and everything the Ho said, I 
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wouldn’t try to cause him any problems at work. But his Kafkian type efforts to convince me 
that I was deranged, my witness not credible and him a moral guy angered me. 

Personally, I didn’t think telling Wong’s bosses, one of whom I provided a 
recommendation for Wong as manager of the Russia office, that he dated a prostitute would 
result in anything but laughter. But using the cliche Political Correctionalist ploy of accusing 
Wong of “sexism” just might work. In a pretext letter that appeared to come from one of the 
many Feminist attack groups, my invented Feminazi writer complained about Wong’s bragging, 
as he always did, concerning his appearance in the Russian Playboy magazine with “naked 
Russian girls hanging about him like ornaments.” With appropriate Feminazi fury, my phantom 
she-male railed, “I thought such sexist exploitation of women’s bodies was a thing of the past in 
American business circles but apparently respect for women as human beings does not apply to 
American businessmen in Russia. Your Russian manager, who has a notorious reputation among 
Russian women, even boasts of bedding over eighty of my Russian contemporaries and a 14- 
year-old Cuban girl. I have a good mind to notify the National Organization of Women about 
this incident.” Wong had actually boasted about the eighty girls in Russia. Whether the letter 
had any impact, I don’t know, but if it did, Wong deserved it. 

Throughout the Holiday Season, my Krasnodar translator Nadya continued to track down 
various people concerning the Ho’s sexual sales business. Nadya, however, ran into one major 
obstacle. The idiots who ran Krasnodar’s telephone company, which was the government, 
decided to change everyone’s telephone numbers. Imagine a telephone company trying to do 
that in America. Nadya now had to fine the addresses for the old numbers, then look up the new 
numbers for those addresses because the telephone company didn’t publish a new directory 
listing people by their names. She eventually contacted the remaining people from the Ho’s 
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dairy and my interviews, but as with the ones contacted earlier, they all refused to talk. Could 
the Ho, her mother and her attorneys possibly have threatened into silence everybody on whom I 
had a lead? That made no sense. More likely all these people, mostly former female models, 
had something to hide. But what, were they all hookers? That didn’t seem likely either. 

Perhaps the answer lay in the genetic inability of Russians to tell the truth or aid justice. 

Svetlana, my Krasnodar attorney, sufficiently recovered from her illness to have one of 
Krasnodar’s prosecutors start the inquiry into determining whether to indict Inessa for 
defamation. The prosecutor questioned under oath six witnesses who confirmed Inessa’s slander 
and threats and also interviewed Inessa who told her side, or more accurately her lie. On the day 
of Inessa’s testimony, Svetlana ran into her in the prosecutor’s office. Inessa walked over to 
Svetlana and asked, “Are Roy and Alina divorced yet?” Svetlana just grinned and walked away. 
Svetlana knew Inessa was trying to find out why Svetlana and my translator continued to 
investigate her daughter’s soiled history in Krasnodar even though the divorce had come through 
a month earlier. 

The Ho and her attorneys might have suspected that the purpose of my continuing 
investigation was to gather information and leads for Immigration to build its own case, but they 
didn’t know for sure. Inessa tried to find out by baiting Svetlana because if the Ho and her 
attorneys could confirm my providing assistance to Immigration, they could once again launch a 
campaign of threats and lies to not only intimidate Immigration with false charges of improper 
conduct but to pressure the Krasnodar prosecutor into not indicting Inessa. 

An easy way to intimidate any Russian official was to portray him as a tool of the 
American Government. Russians, as with most of the world, don’t like America. Russians want 
our dollars, consumer goods, liberties and to live here, but they’re too jealous of us to admit that 
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we built a country superior to theirs and that America, not Russia, is the only remaining 
superpower. Nationalism dies hard, especially in a defeated, bankrupt nation. So, if Inessa could 
rant around town claiming I was an agent for the United States’ Immigration Service and that the 
prosecutor was doing my bidding, it might exploit enough xenophobia to cause the prosecutor to 
drop the case out of the sheer nuisance it brought him. The Ho and her attorneys didn’t leam for 
certain of my cooperation with Immigration until much later, so they never launched a campaign 
of jingoism against the prosecutor in Krasnodar. 

The prosecutor, however, did sit on the testimony because of the Russian tradition that 
over the holidays everything in the country stopped functioning, to the extent it ever functioned, 
and because the mad Russian god of winter hit Krasnodar with the worst blizzard in fifty years. 
Transportation shut down for a couple of weeks, stores closed and electricity ceased. Emergency 
workers did little to help because their pay was chronically late and chronically de minimis, so 
average citizens suffered and died until nature changed its mind. 

Just before New Year’s, I called Valodya in St. Petersburg in an attempt to confirm my 
hunch that the Ho planned to vacation there. An older sounding woman, I assumed Valodya’s 
mother, said he was in Moscow. Maybe to meet the Ho flying in from New York City and 
arrange her passage through Customs to keep undetected the dollars she smuggled into Russia. I 
instructed Nadya to call Valodya’s number after New Year’s, pretend she was a friend of the 
Ho’s from Krasnodar and ask to speak with Angela, the name Valodya used for the Ho. If the 
older woman answered, she’d likely get an honest response, if Valodya answered—maybe. 

Nadya also suggested calling the Ho’s numbers in Krasnodar to see whether she picked up, 
which would mean the Ho went to Krasnodar instead of St. Petersburg. Keeping tract of the 
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Ho’s whereabouts helped in creating a profile of her travels that might prove useful to 
Immigration in finding her if she ever went underground. 

Sitting at home on New Year’s Eve, before leaving for a party, I listened over and over to 
Anne Lennox’s “Don’t Let It Bring You Down.” I first heard her rendition while watching the 
movie American Beauty at a theater in Moscow just after my marriage to the Ho. The song 
played during the romance scene between a middle-aged man and a teenage girl as a prelude to 
the man’s release by death from a useless life. The movie struck deep into the well of prophetic 
hopelessness inside me. Now, nearly two years later, the song conjured up a vision as how all 
the horrors that females visited on me throughout my life would end. I resolved not to go down 
the way every woman who ever lived wanted men to go, in self-deprecating pity, pleading for 
justice and bemoaning his fate to the gods that didn’t exist. No, I intended to continue fighting 
against my sea of troubles. All my life, females tricked, cheated or misled me in order to satisfy 
their selfish, irrational whims while I, like the perennial sucker, realized their true nature too late. 
Linally, I saw clearly their hidden arrogance and vicious disdain for men. They think that 
because they give birth, they can enslave life for their own use. Whether Leminazi or ho, 
females believe they have a license to defraud, whore and even murder with impunity. Whatever 
ethically repugnant acts their emotions or ho-honnones drive them to do, they believe themselves 
free of responsibility for the harm caused, since they are “Women.” America used to hold its 
citizens responsible for their actions, now only men are held accountable, not just for their 
misdeeds but those of females as well. 

Auld Lang Syne 

Two thousand and two, another year to go through that I wanted to avoid. 
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The weather lifted in Krasnodar and the prosecutor indicted Inessa on January 25 th for 
criminal defamation. Boy, that must have really agitated the Ho’s hatred of men. The 
indictment laid out the facts as told by various witnesses that after my marriage I found the Ho’s 
diary in her handwriting that showed “Shipilina, A. went in for prostitution both before 
acquaintance with Hollander and after that.” When Inessa and the Ho read that in a public 
document, their blood must have boiled. The indictment went on to tell of my trips to Krasnodar 
to interview people who knew the Ho and to whom “Shipilina, Inessa deliberately spread a 
flagrant he about Hollander, in particular she told that Hollander is mentally ill, a criminal, that 
he is under investigation. Nevertheless Shipilina, Inessa, knew very well that information spread 
by her was false....” The indictment stated Inessa’s purpose was to “... [Djefame Hollander’s 
honor and dignity and also with the purpose to undermine his prestige in Russia. In addition 
Shipilina, Inessa told threats directed against Hollander’s translator if she [Nadya] did not stop 
working for him.” “.. .Shipilina, Inessa also told witnesses that Hollander terrorizes her 
daughter, that he got married to her daughter with the sole purpose of gain having the intention to 
direct her to the USA to work at strip-tease bars. These arguments are also lame and wittingly 
false, because Hollander was ready and wished to get married to Shipilina, A. exactly with the 
purpose to create a nonnal family.” “... Shipilina, Inessa spread calumnious information of 
Hollander... among lecturers and instructors of the Krasnodar Academy of Physical Culture in 
public places. [Inessa also] menaced [my translator Natalya] with reprisal if she will continue to 
work with Hollander. So, Shipilina, Inessa Aleksandrovna, has committed a crime of slander.” 
The prosecutor sent the indictment over to the local Directorate of the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs for the detective squad of the Central District of Krasnodar to gather evidence. 
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In Russia, a large city like Krasnodar contains a number of administrative districts each 
with its own prosecutor and chief of the local Directorate of the Ministry of Internal Affairs. The 
organizational scheme is a hold over from the Communist days when a District Communist 
Committee made sure the government agencies in its part of town toted the party line and kept 
embezzlement of government resources at a reasonable level. Once the district prosecutor 
conducted a preliminary investigation that led to a criminal indictment, the prosecutor referred 
the case to the chief of the local Directorate of Internal Affairs for gathering all the available 
evidence for the prosecutor to present in court. Either the prosecutor or the Internal Affairs chief 
could decide to close a case without trial. 

If convicted, Inessa would only end up doing community service, but I could use the 
conviction to bring a civil defamation suit to win a small amount of rubles, which wasn’t worth 
it. Still the indictment helped in disseminating the truth about these two hos and provided 
Immigration at the Embassy another nail for its deportation case. The problem, however, lay in 
getting Internal Affairs to do its job, which always took money and connections in Russia. 
Svetlana knew the chief, so the chance of the case appearing before a judge looked good, but the 
Ho would then try to find some way to bribe the judge to dismiss the case or rule in Inessa’s 
favor. 

A trial meant my appearing as a witness in Krasnodar, so as a precaution for avoiding any 
of the Ho’s hoodlum customers, I planned to take a train from Moscow, rather than fly, and stay 
in someone’s apartment, rather than a hotel. But any trip was still a ways off. For the present, I 
obtained documents requested by Internal Affairs from a psychiatrist to show that I was not 
crazy, the New York State Bar Association to prove there were no complaints against me, and a 
business associate that attested to my good character. Internal Affairs also requested and 
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received from me sworn written answers to a number of questions they asked about how I met 
the Ho, why I married her, the reason for the divorce and my activities in Krasnodar, including 
whom I met, to whom Inessa had defamed me and in what way the defamation hanned my 
“honor, worth, dignity and reputation.” My answered to the hann part was 

“I am a lawyer with a Masters of Business in Finance. I received my MBA with honors 
from Columbia University in May 1997 and my Juris Doctor degree with high honors from 
George Washington University in 1985. I belong to two of the four national academic honor 
societies in America: Order of the Coif and Beta Gamma Sigma. I have worked for ABC 
Television News, the United States Department of the Treasury, where I received a Top Secret 
Security Clearance from the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and for one of the best law firms in 
America: Cravath, Swaine & Moore. These credentials attract people and businesses not only in 
the U.S. but Russia to retain my services not just for my skills but my integrity, honesty and 
dependability. In Russia, I have been providing legal and business advice to Russian 
organizations, the government and individuals since 1991, which included the Department of 
Overseas Business Promotion in the Ministry of Foreign Economic Affairs, Intertraining 
Association and Kroll Associates. My reputation for straightforwardness has enabled me to 
publish a number of articles on law, politics, economics and Americans in Business World 
Weekly and Law Gazette, and appear on BK TV KT on one occasion to provide analysis of laws 
governing the buying and selling of securities. 

“As our world becomes smaller and smaller, a mean-spirited individual’s defamation of 
another person can easily have reach beyond the parochial geography in which it was made. 
Inessa Shipilina’s malicious, premeditated and willful efforts to besmirch my character in a 
wholly unjustified attempt to keep the truth about her daughter from the New York State Courts 
not only hanned the concept of justice by which civilized people live but left a spreading stain on 
my reputation not only in Russia but one that could easily expand to wherever I may conduct 
business or deal with decent-minded people in this small world of ours. It is not as unlikely as 
one might think to accidentally meet someone who knew an acquaintance of ours in a distant city 
or country. In fact, contemporary population mathematics postulates that any of us can have a 
message personally delivered to anyone else in the world by going through a chain of at most six 
people. Unless the Krasnodar court puts a stop to Ms. Shipilina’s spurious statements calculated 
to cause grievous harm to my dignity, honor, worth and reputation, and to call into question in 
the minds of others all the credentials I have garnered thus far in this life, then there is no telling 
how far and deep her injurious conduct may reach. In addition, when considering the surprises 
that life brings, it is not unfeasible that this time next year I might have the opportunity to work 
with organizations or individuals in Krasnodar, but not unless my name is cleared.” 

In order to keep Immigration at the Embassy fully appraised of the statements by me, I 
sent them copies of the deposition answers for Internal Affairs. Inessa would have access to the 
answers, which would quickly make their way to the Ho’s attorney in New York. Mundy, true to 


33 



form, would try to misrepresent to Immigration my statements in order to further the only tactic 
his limited mind capable of—character assassination. With a copy of my answers, Immigration 
could decide for itself whether Mundy accurately characterized my testimony or not. 

Just before the indictment came out, Nadya talked by telephoned to the older woman in 
Valodya’s apartment in St. Petersburg. The woman said the Ho was visiting the city and that she 
was presently out with Valodya. Great, now I knew the Ho was in Russia. I contacted a former 
Lt. Colonel for the M.V.D. in Moscow to find out on which flight the Ho planned to return to 
New York City. His contacts could only check Aeroflot flights because western airlines weren’t 
so stupid as to allow Russians access to their passenger lists. Since the Ho always flew 
Aeroflot—she once claimed it her patriotic duty, but the real reason was it cost less than other 
airlines—my contact found her return date set for January 28 th . A few days before her return, my 
Moscow lawyers Xenia and Dennis actually saw the Ho in the Moscow subway, which meant 
she had found some sucker to put her up for free in that city or more likely for sex. My G.R.U. 
contacts arranged for Russian Customs to check her bags for a greenish brown powder called 
“Freeze of the Caucuses” that she once threatened to kill me with, and which mostly likely was 
the narcotic she secretly fed her customers, and had fed me, to fool them into thinking the 
euphoria they felt came from her sexual charms. She had claimed to take a little of the powder to 
“cleanse” herself, but more likely to help her ho the night away at Flash Dancers. What a bag of 
tricks she carried, but if caught with even a small amount of narcotics in Russia, she’d do time, 
usually a long time, in a prison right out of the middle ages, and Immigration would immediately 
revoke her residency status. 

On the 28 th , the Ho showed right on schedule but not alone. An officer from the Moscow 
Organized Crime Division and an Intelligence Officer from the Moscow’s Airport Security 
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accompanied her onto the plane. They made sure Russian customs didn’t touch her bags. Rats! 
She knew her stuff and how to smuggle, probably with the help of her St. Petersburg’s Valodya. 

I told my Canadian private eye, Elaine, the story, and she immediately contacted a United 
States Drug Enforcement Agency officer. The D.E.A. agent recognized her use of government 
officials, whom she bribed with either sex or money, as the mark of a professional smuggler 
rather than just a mule. When my Canadian private eye also mentioned the Ho was seen with 
Chechen hoods in Russia, D.E.A. started an investigation. 

Area Codes 

Buoyed by the indictment and D.E.A. investigation, I filed a complaint with the City’s 
District Attorney over the Ho’s perjury on her financial statement in the annulment/divorce case. 
A couple of assistant D.A.s I had talked with before hand told me not to waste my time because 
everyone expects people to lie in divorce suits unless they are an attorney. It took the District 
Attorney less than a week to notify me it would not initiate a criminal prosecution. The D.A. 
suggested I take up the matter in the divorce court. Now how could I do that, since the case 
ended? My last attorney, Robert, said the D.A. was just being nice to me because there was 
nothing I could do in the divorce court. A District Attorney acting nice didn’t sound right to me, 
so I filed the information away for future reference. 

In the meantime, the host carrying the web site with the Ho’s dairy notified me that a 
hacker tried yet again, for the third time, to access my account number. The Ho showed no signs 
of giving up. How could she? A matriarchal America, her duplicity and my stupidity gave her 
probably the best opportunity of her life for achieving her dream—money and mo’ money. 
Likewise, how could I quit after the way she, her attorneys, my attorney Silpe and the courts 
trampled my rights. 
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In late January or early February, INS officials in New York City interviewed the Ho, 
most likely in the presence of her attorney Mundy, about her activities prior to obtaining a 
temporary green card. The only reason INS in New York took a break from its institutional 
culture of see no evil, hear no evil, so do nothing was because Immigration at the Moscow 
Embassy told them to start looking into her. The Ho and Mundy now knew that my continuing 
investigation was to provide Immigration with information about her marrying me for a green 
card and defrauding Immigration and the State Department by denying she worked as a 
prostitute. 

The Fates seemed to favor me at last. Xenia found a P.I. to investigate the Zygos Club in 
Cyprus and try to dig up more information on the Ho, which didn’t seem likely since she worked 
there three years earlier. Even without any additional infonnation about the Ho’s whoring for 
pounds in the Mediterranean, documentation of the club’s activities could help Immigration 
show the Ho’s diary depicted the truth about her selling sex in Cyprus. Immigration could easily 
prove she worked at Zygos because they had copies of her Cypriot visa documents listing her 
employer as the club and her agents as the Athanasious. 

On February 6 th in the evening while at the supermarket, I received a call on my mobile. 

“Hello, is this Roy Den Hollander?” 

The voice sounded similar to that of the goon who left the threatening voicemail message 
last October. 

“Who’s calling?” I asked. 

“This is John Pierre. Is this Mr. Hollander?” 
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If it was the same guy, he was using a different last name this time, or had forgotten the 
name he used before. Then again, maybe he had gotten married since his last message and 
meant to say John Madison-Pierre. 

“I’m sorry I didn’t hear your name,” I said putting down my shopping basket and 
reaching for my pen and a small note pad. 

“John Pierre, I’m calling on behalf of Angelina.” 

Now I knew it was the same guy, so I switched into my wise guy mode to keep him off 
balance and buy time to get my pen to write. I had just come in from the cold and needed to 
warm my cheap pen up to writing temperature. 

“Just a minute, just a minute....” Rats my pen still wouldn’t write. “Hold on I’ll be right 
with you....” Still carving colorless indentations into my pad. “Any minute now....” Finally 
the ink began to flow. “What did you say your name was again?” 

“John Pierre!” The arrogant tone of his voice told me this guy was a loser who deluded 
himself into thinking everyone would genuflect when he spoke. He probably thought that on 
hearing his voice again I’d plead for mercy. 

“Just a second, just a second....” I delayed a little longer just to annoy him. Then 
mockingly, I said, “John do you have a phone number?” 

“Of course, I do! It’s 212 802 7065,” John or whatever his real name was steamed. Easy 
to get this clown’s goat. 

“Are you a lawyer John?” 

“No, I’m not!” 

“Look John, I can’t talk right now. I’ll call you back,” and hung up. 
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John called my mobile a couple of more times while I picked out my groceries, but I 
didn’t answer. Let him stew. Maybe he’d do something stupid like leave another message, only 
more threatening this time. If I talked to him then, he could simply deny what he said because I 
didn’t have a recorder hooked up to my mobile as I did my landline. Just as I hoped, John left 
another voice mail. He didn’t completely lose his cool, but this message showed an exasperated 
hood going a little too far on a recording. 

“Mr. Hollander, this is John Pierre, and I left you a message earlier on. And I did speak 
with you but apparently for whatever reason, you obviously weren’t available to talk. I’m giving 
you a courtesy phone call. 

What’s this “courtesy phone call” stuff? No one I’d ever dealt with in my life used that 
kind of terminology. 

I’m going to tell you to cease and desist with your actions against Angelina. I will tell 
you right now that what you’re doing, I know everything about you. I know exactly what you 
have been doing and your past history and your record. I know everything about you sir. 

I liked to explain to you what’s going to happen. If you continue harassing and making 
this girl’s life miserable, I will promise you that everything under the law and under my ability to 
do so under the law, I will pursue you in every way shape and form imaginable under the law, 
and make sure that justice is done because right now you disgust me. As a human being, I am 
just so disgusted with everything about you and what you’ve done to this girl. More than some 
pathetic form of display of inhuman treatment—you’ve gone beyond that sir. I’m very much 
available! And let me tell you something that I am extremely well known in this city, and I 
know everything about you. You better get your act together, and I am telling you this under 
fairness and courtesy—cease and desist with what you are doing to this girl and her family and 
the way you try to effect her in her country. Because you, my friend, are right now going to be 
under investigation if I hear one more word that this is happening. And it’s not going to be by 
me, but the Federal Government. And you at this point in time have crossed several boundaries 
that cause for a lot of red flags in the air my friend. 

So, quite frankly, right now I would be basically on my good behavior. All I’m telling 
you, do the right thing Mr. Hollander; it obviously is the best thing to do. Be human and be 
courteous and understanding of other people’s feelings and their lives. I think you guys are over 
and done with. That’s it—leave her alone! Have a nice day.” 

There’s that “have a nice day” again, which along with his use of “courteous,” was a 
lingo alien to me. Maybe he got them from the Ho. Anyway, his tone of voice and phrasing this 
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time made it even plainer that physical violence lurked behind his words. That stuff about the 
Federal Government and investigation were just covers for physical threats. No one with the 
ability to move the Feds into going after someone ever makes such a threat. Even Nixon didn’t 
telegraph his enemies. And as for my record, the only item besides a prior “Top Secret” 
clearance was my arrest by the Philadelphia Police during Mayor Frank Rizzo’s reign. 

Back then, still in my hippie stage, as opposed to my current obnoxious lawyer stage, I 
told a cop who was arresting a buddy and his drunken co-workers “You wouldn’t be so tough 
without that tin star on your chest.” Not exactly original, but enough for the cop to blow up and 
try to slug me. He missed, despite the streetlights, and his buddies pull him off after I pinned his 
arms. 

At the precinct, when we exited the paddy wagon, some cop asked, “Who’s the tough 
guy?” To which I naturally replied, “I am.” Pow! He punches me in the stomach—typical pig 
cheap shot and hand cuffs me. My friend and his co-workers are taken into the stationhouse 
while the precinct pigs gathered into two lines, a gauntlet, through which one pig pushes me with 
my hands cuffed behind my back. They punched and kicked me to which I almost mouthed off 
“My older brother used to hit harder when we were kids!” But considering my position, I chose 
discretion as the better course. 

The pig’s case against me for allegedly assaulting a cop was dismissed. The F.B.I., 
however, investigated the violation of my civil rights, which was added along with many others 
to a suit brought by the Department of Justice against Mayor Rizzo and various police officials 
for committing and condoning “widespread and sever” acts of police brutality. As is usual with 
American injustice, the case was dismissed. 
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Neither John Pierre a.k.a. Madison, nor the Ho, nor her attorneys had anything on me 
because there was nothing to have. They were just trying to exploit the maxim that evil often 
succeeds by convincing good that it is evil. 

The goon they used probably came from Flash Dancers, which law enforcement believed 
was owned and managed by the mob. Immediately, I called my lawyer friend Jeff and played 
the threat for him. He suggested that he telephone Pierre as my attorney to warn this clown to 
back off or Jeff would haul him into court. On a conference hook up, Jeff made the call but only 
got the voicemail of a man sounding like Pierre but not mentioning any name. Apparently, 

Pierre gave me his real number rather than a phony one, which made no sense. Jeff left a 
message saying he was my lawyer and asked Pierre to return the call. Pierre never did—not 
surprising. 

Obviously, the indictment of the Ho’s mother and my providing information to 
Immigration at the Moscow Embassy caused the Ho and her attorneys to resort to the same tactic 
they tried in the divorce court, which they probably believed successful—not knowing that I 
decided against making the motion before ever receiving the John Madison threat. This latest 
threat’s reference to “her country” thinly disguised the Embassy’s investigation and the part 
about her “family” referred to the criminal charge against Inessa. The Ho and her attorneys were 
telling me to stop cooperating with the Krasnodar prosecutor and keep my mouth shut with 
respect to Immigration. They really didn’t want any public proceedings looking into her 
activities. 

Once again, I tried to interest my local police precinct in tracking down the hood, and, 
surprisingly, they didn’t laugh at me this time. The police cadet who took the complaint actually 
jumped on hearing the tape. She immediately tried to arrange for me to see a detective, but 
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apparently they were all out on a Dunkin Donuts’ break, which should have told me something, 
but I missed it. The Embassy wanted copies of the October and the latest threat, which I sent 
them, and my Krasnodar attorney Svetlana received copies to show the prosecutor that Inessa’s 
daughter tried to intimidate a witness, me, in the criminal defamation proceeding. Svetlana said 
the Ho could always accuse me of setting up the call, which I’d heard before. For every charge, 
the Ho could respond with a lie, and naturally she would. But the whole purpose of legal 
systems was to decide who told the truth. If the judicial and enforcement agencies used as an 
excuse for inaction that a lie would always negate the truth, then they were useless. 

Runaround Sue 

The report from the Cypriot investigator into the Zygos Club came through. Xenia 
provided Immigration at the Embassy with the original and sent me a copy. 

Xenia said that Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou didn’t own the club but that a couple 
of Russian crime lords in Krasnodar did. That surprised me; I always thought the Cypriot mafia 
controlled all the strip clubs on the Greek part of the island. Perhaps the fall of the iron curtain 
let loose on the world the dogs of Russia who muscled in on indigenous rackets in countries 
across the globe. 

“So who are these crime lords?” I asked. 

“The investigator refused to give me their names because he feared for his life,” she 
answered. 

“Great, a private detective with cold feet. Okay, I’ll review the report, thanks.” 

Once again the Ho surprised me with the true nature of her life and hatred of noble 
sentiments. The report included pictures of a dive located down a seedy alleyway that reminded 
me of the third world. Inside, the undercover photos showed hos dancing on tables while 
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holding onto polls. The place looked small with a tiny bar in need of a bigger selection of 
bottles—more like a bar in some gangster’s den. 

Zygos wasn’t so much a strip club as a brothel, an illegal brothel, since Cyprus outlawed 
prostitution. The gratuities provided the authorities undoubtedly assured protection from 
prosecution. The club, like all the others on the island, recruited whores mainly from the fonner 
Soviet Union. That probably explained why Russian hoods owned the club, since they provided 
the key investment of human capital. It also meant the Vasilyevas worked closely with the 
Russian mob or were part of it—not unsuspected. Cyprus’ corrupt and thoroughly bribed 
Migration Office registered the whores as “dancers” or “artists.” Flesh peddling comprised a 
lucrative part of Cyprus’ tourist industry, and once a ho worked on the island, Migration would 
allow her back at anytime in the future to resume her entertainment occupation. A prostitute’s 
contract lasted for three or six months, and she could cancel with no questions asked at anytime 
on paying a $500 fee. Every girl knew before signing that the worked involved prostitution, 
which brought in most of the girl’s income. None of girls were forced into selling their bodies, 
and all the new girls were tested for venereal diseases and AIDS by a doctor approved by the 
Migration Office. 

Zygos and other clubs offered a menu of services from which the girls received a 
commission. Sitting with a customer for a drink earned the girl one Cypriot pound per drink; 
performing a striptease with complete undressing at a customer’s table - 5 pounds for the girl; 
and a private striptease in a separate room for ten minutes in which the customer fondled the girl 
-10 pounds for the girl. More intimate activities in the private room cost the customer 60 
pounds for “vaginal intercourse” with the girl’s take - 20 pounds, “oral intercourse” went for 20 
pounds and masturbation sold for 10 pounds with the girl receiving half of the price for those 
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two. From 3 AM to 7 AM, the so-called “rendezvous time,” a customer could pay for five drinks 
and take the girl of his choice to a hotel or some other place. The services provided and the price 
depended on what the girl and customer agreed. The whores also received a daily salary of 20 
pounds from the club. 

All the clubs used flashing white lights to signal the girls to stop any sexual activity in 
case the police decided to raid the club for failure to pay sufficient bribes or to put on a staged 
bust for the public. Zygos stayed open from 11 AM to 7 AM. The girls generally tried to 
establish regular sex customers to bring in a steady stream of cash. Russian girls generally made 
less than the hos from other countries for hygienic reasons. All the dancers worked under 
nicknames, which was how the Ho starting using “Angelina.” Not, as she told me, that the 
Russian Orthodox Church didn’t recognize her real name “Alina.” The average prostitute at 
Zygos netted around $7000 U.S. a month. That meant the Ho probably made around $40,000 
from her six months on Cyprus—a lot more than I believed. Where did she keep all that money? 
In her sex career, just from 1999 to the end of 2001, she grossed, tax free, around $250,000. 
Marios considered the Ho an excellent worker and would employ her again. He told the 
investigator, without knowing the agent worked for me, that the Ho still kept in touch by 
telephone and had visited the club twice in the past year. Like all good businesswomen, the Ho 
kept her options open, including returning to hook in Cyprus if U.S. Immigration actually 
managed to deport her, or maybe she and the Athanasious had other business dealings. 

I slammed down the report in disgust. What filth. How could anyone work in that 
industry? How could any idiot date, not to mention marry, such a slut? In my brighter days, I 
always wondered what kind of a guy dated a prostitute, not the customers who hired a ho for sex, 
but the guy that went out with her as though she were a nonnal girl friend. Television and the 
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newspapers always had stories about hookers that reported the prostitutes saying they had steady 
boyfriends and their boyfriends knew what they did for money. My experiences now told me 
that the boyfriends never knew they dated hookers because the hos covered their prostituting 
with lies about working as models, dancers or artists. I could have used that additional 
enlightenment sooner. 

The Pusher 

My attention focused back to the Ho’s drug trafficking. When the Ho originally 
threatened to poison me with the greenish-brown powder she imported from the Caucuses, I 
sneaked a sample and eventually contacted a couple of private laboratories for testing to 
determine its content. Their fees were too steep for me, so I forgot about it until Xenia 
mentioned that the FBI tested unknown substances for free. At the F.B.I. headquarters at Federal 
Plaza in New York City, visitors need to pass an agent in a bulletproof booth who asks them the 
nature of their business. A pretty young girl standing in front of me identified herself to the 
agent as a reporter for one of the respectable newspapers in the area. Looking at her, I thought 
once but not too long and opened my mouth. 

“Are you interested in the Russian sex industry?” 

She paused, apparently making a decision, then in an optimistic tone said, “You mean to 
work in it?” 

She misunderstood, but the hopefulness in her demeanor slammed home to my thick skull 
that most young girls probably wanted to work in the sex business. They just needed the 
opportunity of some man making them an offer. Damn, I never imagined it so easy to recruit 
sluts. What was with these girls: greed or did they feel that men willing to pay money for sex 
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confirmed their feminine allure or convinced them of their sexual power. Well, I quickly popped 
this ho’s bubble. 


“No,” I laughed. “I didn’t mean did you want to work in the Russian sex industry, but 
whether you were interested in doing a story on it.” I gave her my card, but never heard from 
her. Next time, I’ll tell some ho that I’m recruiting for the industry but need to test the goods 
beforehand. 

After passing the security guard, a couple of agents came out and escorted me to an 
interview room. I showed them the substance in a clear plastic vial and handed it to them. 

One of the agents, Mario Pisano said, “Please put it on the table.” He moved the vial 
with his pen to get a closer look. What’s he afraid of I wondered then, duh, understood they’d 
take my prints off the vial to run a check on me—so what. 

I interjected, “Once I find out what this stuff is, assuming its narcotics, I’m thinking of 
notifying Customs.” 

“How’d you come by this and why do you think it might be narcotics?” 

I told them about my ex-wife threatening to kill me with it, my theory as to what the Ho 
used it for and from where she imported it. 

Pisano remarked to his partner Vadim Thomas, “A marriage made in heaven.” I couldn’t 
argue with the sarcasm. 

Then out of nowhere, Thomas asked, “Have there been any threats?” 

Thomas’ first name and his looks pegged him as of Russian descent whose ancestors 
came from the Caucuses, the same general area of barbarity where the Ho grew up. Should I 
trust this guy? Did it matter? Whatever, he clearly understood Russian girls better than his 
partner did. 
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“Yes,” and I briefed them on the threats from John Madison or Pierre and gave them 
copies of the two tapes from my briefcase. Thomas went for a tape player. 

It never entered my mind to raise the threats with the FBI because I assumed them 
outside the agency’s jurisdiction and purely a local police matter. 

Thomas finally found a tape player and the two agents tried listening to both tapes, but 
the F.B.I.’s micro recorder couldn’t play at two speeds like the twenty-dollar Radio Shack 
recorder I used. So these special federal agents ended up listening to the tapes at the one speed 
on their player, which was faster than mine, and made it sound as though Mickey Mouse had 
threatened me. Could this be the world’s premier law enforcement agency? How’d these guys 
ever catch John Dillinger? 

“You guys can keep the tapes, I have other copies.” 

They assured me that somewhere in the headquarters for the New York F.B.I. there was a 
recorder that played at the speed currently used by the electronics’ industry. They asked for a 
short history of the Ho’s work life, which I verbally provided and gave them the telephone 
number Madison, a.k.a. Pierre, had given me. 

Thomas remarked, “The guy is probably a hood working at Flash Dancers.” 

“My thoughts, exactly,” I agreed. 

Pisano said the Bureau would test the substance and determine whether they could do 
anything about the threats. He suggested I leave it to the F.B.I. to investigate both matters rather 
than shopping around to other government agencies, which might result in duplicate efforts and a 
waste of resources. Fine with me, if they wanted the case exclusively, they could have it. I 
thanked them and went back home to my private hell. 
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A couple of weeks later at the end of February, agent Pisano called me to say they had 
tracked down the man who had made the threats. They probably found Madison-Pierre through 
the telephone number, but Pisano wouldn’t say one way or the other nor give me the man’s real 
name. He and Thomas would talk to both the Ho and Madison-Pierre to tell them to knock off 
the threats. Great by me, I told him. Imagined the Ho and the goon’s shock when these guys 
flashed their badges, probably at Flash Dancers, the easiest and most inviting place to find the 
two of them. Pisano also said the F.B.I. had tested the substance but refused to tell me the 
result—a lot of good that did me. All of this information, I provided the Embassy official and 
assumed he could obtain the test result if he thought it useful. 

In Moscow, Xenia tracked down a model named Oksana who once worked for the same 
agency as the Ho in Krasnodar, the Tatyanna Vasilyeva House of Fashion. The model told 
Xenia over the telephone that the agency kept a “dirty girls” list on which the Ho, to no surprise, 
had her name beginning in 1995 while still a coed. The agency rented out the girls on the list for 
banya orgies, private sex parties and other adult entertainment. New Russians and old 
commissars called the agency and ordered up a ho as with any call-girl operation or what the 
modem day censors of insensitive language refer to as “escort services.” Anastasia and Dima 
undoubtedly managed this side of the business by recruiting the girls and discretely marketing 
their services among those with money in town. That’s why Anastasia made a point of telling 
me the girl who showed me into her office on my April trip was a model, or in Russian, “call 
girl.” Anastasia was trying to make a sale. It also explained why a young pretty girl always 
hung out in the Fashion House: in case a guy with money dropped in to buy some fun. 

Anastasia, Dima, the “dirty girls” and the customers probably traveled in the same circles 
of crime, which included Smolin, the manager of the Troika Restaurant, who earlier tried to 
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convince me to back off my investigation in Krasnodar. He probably feared my tracking the 
Ho’s activities would expose a wide spread network of sex for money that involved all of 
Krasnodar’s modeling agencies and most of the big shots in town—very embarrassing and with 
international implications since local sluts, with lots of help, landed in far away places. Perhaps 
oil and hos were Russia’s only natural resources. The model whom Xenia talked with feared 
making a statement, but agreed to meet Xenia in person. 

One potentially useful piece of information from the model was that the Katya I had 
interviewed in Krasnodar knew about the list because she also went on it in 1995. Katya now 
lived in the United States, according to the model. Good oT U.S.A., number one terrorist target 
and Mecca for the world’s hos. The fates must be trying to tell this country something. 

The information on call-girl Katya’s move to America went to Immigration at the 
Embassy since she now fell under its authority. From my interviews with Katya, and all the 
other associates of the Ho, I knew they’d cut each other’s throat if it meant possible gain for 
themselves. By telling Immigration about the list, it now had a club over her for working as a 
prostitute before immigrating. Convincing Katya to talk didn’t seem a problem for 
Immigration—finding her in America did. After having to track down Anastasia and Dima for 
Immigration, I knew the agency could never find Katya. I hit the Internet, but this time without 
any success. Apparently Russian hos are more proficient at hiding in America than their pimps. 
Too bad, Katya could not only seal the Ho’s fate but also provide evidence for deporting the two 
procurers of female flesh, Anastasia and Dima. 

Immigration was interested in these two because the Embassy asked me whether they 
were actually married and for Dima’s last name and birth date. I didn’t understand the 
significance of their marital status unless they lied on their immigration application. It turned out 
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that Dima and Anastasia were married but he assumed Anastasia’s last name Vasilyev, unheard 
of in Russia, so Dima’s real last name remains unknown. What was he hiding? My allies did 
find Anastasia’s birth date—she looked older than her years. Anastasia and Dima Vasilyeva 
were probably more criminal than I previously had imagined, maybe even the owners of Zygos. 
That would explain Marios Athanasiou traveling to Krasnodar and meeting with Anastasia and 
Dima: to deliver profits and discuss pandering. 

After notifying Immigration about the Vasilyeva House of Fashion’s “dirty girls list,” the 
Embassy official asked me to try to obtain a sworn statement from Dr. Paulsen, the California 
doctor who produced the Ho’s masturbation video. Unlikely he would help voluntarily, but he 
might respond to my threatening to notify the California Medical Board about his amateur pomo 
productions in Moscow that he imported into America. 

When I telephoned Paulsen’s number, someone else answered who said he had received 
the number only a few months earlier. Telephone infonnation had no listing, the California 
Medical Board’s data on his home and office were out of date, and the Internet turned up 
nothing. Why was this doctor hiding? I still had an email address for him, but knew if I sent 
him a message he’d ignore it. How to get him to disclose his address or telephone number? 

What did I know about Paulsen? His key weakness was pretty young Russian girls, and the 
moment I recalled that, I saw my solution. Even if he were hiding, he’d probably surface for the 
chance to hose a young Russian babe. I set up an email address using the name Katya Morosova. 
The name Katya I chose from the Ho’s Krasnodar friend whom she whored around with and 
Morosova from Krasnodar’s or was it Krashodar’s photographer of naked models. My fictitious 
Katya sent Paulsen an email. His first name is Marc but Russians spell it with a “k”: 

Hi Mark, 
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Leo gave me your email. I will be in Los Angeles next week for two months. I would 
like to meet you. I don’t know anyone in America except for my Russian relatives. How can I 
reach you? I have attached a photo hope you like it. 

Katya 

The photo I used was of Enya, one of the Ho’s acquaintances, who won the Miss 
Charming title in the 2000 Miss Krasnodar contest. I pulled the picture out of the collection of 
shots I still kept from those early days of delusion. Paulsen replied the next day: 

“You can reach me on my cell phone at 310 686 4219 or my office at 310 298 1968. At 
the office ask for Wayne.” 

Wayne? Who’s Wayne? According to Paulsen’s Medical Board filing, he didn’t have a 
middle name of Wayne. 1 called his work number over the weekend, assuming there would be 
no answer, to see whether the voicemail message might identify the company. All it said was 
“This is Wayne, please leave a message.” The area code showed Paulsen still worked in 
Southern California where all kinds of bizarre gurus set up shop. Maybe he hustled some self- 
improvement services under the name Wayne because it sounded more politically wimpy than 
Marc. Then again, Southern California is also the center for the nation’s pom movie business. 

On Monday, 1 called during working hours expecting a receptionist from whom 1 could 
pump some information, but Paulsen picked up, “Wayne Williams.” Raising the pitch of my 
voice to disguise it, 1 said, “Sorry, 1 have the wrong number.” So, the medical doctor ran a 
business probably without any employees under a phony name. But why and what kind of 
business? After a little musing, it became clear to even me that maybe Paulsen was no amateur 
pomographer but a professional who made his living at it. 1 emailed Paulsen again using my 
virtual Katya Morosova, telling him Katya wanted to work in films. True to fonn, he responded 
quickly that he was working on a few video projects about which he would talk to Katya when 
she arrived in town. That was good enough for me to conclude the doctor a professional 
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pomographer. It was also clear Paulsen would not provide a sworn statement no matter what the 
threat, since he was in the pom business himself. 

Notifying Immigration at the Embassy, they immediately became interested in Paulsen as 
a target, not a witness. The Embassy official asked whether he imported girls or just videos to 
which I didn’t know for sure, but suggested I could just call him and pretend I too was in the 
business. The Embassy thought that might tip him off into changing his numbers again because 
after my previous contact that’s what he did. Maybe just a coincidence, maybe not, but the 
Embassy thought it best to use their connections in California to check him out, which meant 
going through INS in America. If they found anything, I don’t know. Most likely U.S. 
Immigration didn’t even bother to try. INS in America couldn’t do anything right. It had just 
approved a change of immigration status from tourist to student for the 911 pilots Mohammed 
Atta and Marwan al-Shehhi after they were dead and after killing thousands. How could such an 
incompetent institution do anything right? It couldn’t, so rather than make more stupid mistakes, 
it just did nothing. 

In another attempt to help Immigration gather evidence of the Ho’s prostituting, I called 
her pimp in Moscow, Leo. It was a long shot, but thought he might agree to sign a statement that 
while the Ho worked for him as a model, she confided that she also did prostitution on the side 
for extra money. Anything along those lines that she told Leo was admissible evidence, but he 
declined to make the statement. Either he didn’t want to rat out a fellow criminal with mob 
connections, which he also had, or feared that if a Russian law enforcement agency obtained a 
copy, it would see through the wording as an admission of the real nature of Leo’s business, 
which would mean paying higher bribes to the police. 
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After I hung up with Leo, my boxing coach Tony called. “I just tried to reach you but the 
line was busy.” 

“I was just talking to my ex-wife’s pimp in Moscow.” 

He started laughing in his good-natured way, “What about?” 

“I wanted to see if he would be willing to sign a statement saying my ex-wife worked as a 
prostitute.” 

Tony kept laughing at what I too saw as the absurdity of my situation and facetiously 
remarked. “I wonder what he said!” 

“He said no because he didn’t want to injure his reputation with the stable of girls he 
pimps out.” 

“What a great guy.” 

“But he did ask whether I was divorced yet to which I said yes. Then he starts in on this 
pitch that he has lots of pretty, new, clean girls from the provinces that want to start a family in 
America.” 

Laughing harder, my Tony said, “Yea, right!” 

“I politely told him. I’d look him up when in Moscow.” 

“Fat chance!” 

“Fat chance is right.” 

The conversation made me step back, pull me head above the maelstrom to question how 
I ended up in this farce that incongruently carried such dire consequences. Four witches must 
have cursed my life. The worst, my mother, programmed my emotions to make decisions driven 
by cowardice, negativity, lack of self-confidence, low self-esteem, arrogance and laziness in a 
narcissistic effort to keep me under her control and doing her bidding. Whenever faced with a 
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decision between courage and cowardice, my upbringing insidiously pushed me towards 
cowardice and the accompanying disaster it always bore in causing a wrong decision. Next, the 
Feminazis perverted an entire society to persecute the ones who created and defended it—men. 
Without guys, these modern-day Clytemnestras would find themselves serving as Nazi 
broodmares, Japanese comfort girls or Commie secretutes. More than once, Feminazi influence 
kept me out of job because of my sex, even though I was more qualified than the female who 
ended up in the position. The third hag, my overstuffed female stockbroker Maiya Furgason 
disappeared much of my wealth by following the crooked Wall Street analysts. Why she, whom 
I counted as a friend, failed to protect me from these thieves was beyond me. I trusted her to 
watch over my financial interests while I worked in Russia, and she failed miserably. She had 
worked on Wall Street for over two decades and had an MBA from Columbia University. She 
should have done a better job. Was she also a crook or just an incompetent pretending to have 
expertise? Lastly, while much of my life savings rode on the winds of injustice into the pockets 
of swindlers, the Ho ripped the remainder of my life into futility. Emotionally manipulating, 
deceiving females were the true evil of this or any age. 

Retribution lighted my only course now, but it offered less than full justice because the 
boundaries of reality made it impossible to settle all the scores. My other was beyond reach, 
since she was dead, but hopefully inhabited one of the lower circles of hell. The Feminazis were 
too pervasive unless I had nukes, which I didn’t. As for my stockbroker, I joined a class action 
suit against her firm Salomon Smith Barney, which went nowhere, and filed complaints against 
her with government agencies, which also went nowhere—no surprise there. The only curse of 
the feminine evil plaguing my life that I could bring to justice was the Ho. But it would take a 
heroic act of a free man, and I wasn’t at all confident I could do it. Although my intuition hung 
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as a burning light in my mind showing what I must do, the dark smoke of fear, panic, illusion 
and weakness often veiled the truth of my obligation. 

While lying in bed that same evening, my emotions seized me to confirm what logic 
concluded over a year earlier when the Ho and her attorneys’ Temporary Order of Protection was 
served. I felt death take a hold pointing down the road of my fight for justice. At first my 
conscious rebelled, fear struggled not to accept the inevitable, but the future held no escape. I 
finally stopped squirming for a hiding place and faced the truth the way terminally ill cancer 
patients must, and in that I perceived liberation. 

Pushin Too Hard 

March 11, 2002, the second anniversary of my wedding from a Russian hell, started a 
week of illness for me. Most likely due to the flu or food poison rather than the Ho’s black 
magic since the full moon had past a week earlier. The Ho always cast her spells at the new 
moon so that they built in intensity as the moon grew full. After the full moon, the spells died 
away unless she recast them in the new lunar cycle. Whatever the cause, I felt like garbage but 
had to keep fighting. 

Immigration needed to punch holes in any claim that the Ho’s dairy recorded fantasies 
rather than reality. By now, the Ho had probably convinced herself that she only scribbled the 
fantasies of a decent Russian girl, not the activities of a hardcore prostitute. Any affidavits 
attesting to the accuracy of a number of events in the diary would help refute such a defense. 
Statements from her former boyfriend Alexei and the Academy professor Vera would help, but 
would they be enough. The Ho and her attorneys might argue that only the sex for money scenes 
were fantasies, but the rest real—kind of. In such a scenario. Immigration would have to rely on 
the assumption, which was a big assumption given the man-hating females in the Government, 
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that the administrative law judge who heard the Ho’s testimony and read the intricate details of 
her diary would find her claim of fantasying the prostitution episodes ludicrous. Immigration 
needed more. 

In an effort to provide such, I contacted a private investigator in Mexico City who 
provided an affidavit that The Men’s Club, where the Ho worked, also ran prostitution, just like 
the brothel Zygos in Cyprus. The Men’s Club in Mexico City, however, was more successful, 
and surprisingly, the franchise of an American company with similar clubs in Houston, Dallas 
and Charlotte called “The Men’s Club” with an Internet site at www.mensclub.com. The owner 
and operator of the Houston club had been indicted for fraud, skimming, illegally structuring 
transactions and tax evasion—no surprise there, and coped a plead to conspiracy to defraud the 
Government. 

Meanwhile, Svetlana in Krasnodar tried to find anyone that my side hadn’t yet contacted 
who might be willing to testify about the Ho’s prostitution in Krasnodar. 

The war felt as though it had turned into one of attrition without any victory in sight, or 
as was popular in my draft dodging days, no light at the end of the tunnel. Besides, was victory 
even possible? Without the tax authorities and customs enforcing their laws, even a decision by 
Immigration to deport the Ho would leave her victorious with hundreds of thousands of dollars 
and the freedom to ply her trade in the American underground or move on to another country full 
of suckers while my life lay shattered and financially unviable. How did evil usually end up 
victorious? All the comic books, television shows and movies never ended that way. What an 
insult to the gods, especially since my compassion allowed her to consummate the scheme to use 
me as her tool for reaching America. Enough wailing to the heavens, none of the gods cared 
because there was none. 
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Fighting evil required the acts of men and there was still a lot of information to provide 
the Embassy before reaching my objective. Business school taught me that when starting an 
endeavor, first fonnulate an objective, the end result desired. Strategies and tactics come and go 
with unforeseen circumstances, so success depends on keeping an eye on the objective. The 
night the Ho, her attorneys and in effect the Feminazis declared war on me with the Temporary 
Order of Protection, I chose my objective and that objective is vengeance. If my efforts with the 
Embassy proved futile, then I would move on to another strategy, but the objective would stay 
the same. My quest for vengeance, a.k.a. justice, did not rely completely on governmental 
bureaucrats doing their duty. Even I wasn’t that stupid. 

In order to garner more information on the Ho, her activities and associations, I needed to 
hide in plain sight. After searching around the entertainment industry, I met the man most 
capable of teaching me the skill I needed: makeup, as in disguises. Most entertainment people 
in New York City knew Bob. He started as a makeup artist after serving in World War II where 
he won a Bronze Star. In his seventies, he sold his own line of makeup products and wigs for 
theater, film and television productions, such as Saturday Night Live, while teaching, as he said, 
all kinds of people: actors, C.I.A. agents and hoods on how to change their appearance. 

“I need a disguise that will prevent people who know me from recognizing me.” I told 

Bob. 

“How close will you get to them?” He asked. 

“The closest, maybe a few feet. It’s hard to say, anything can happen. Why?” 

“The closer you are to a person, the easier it is for them to tell you’re wearing makeup. 
Are you going to be talking with them or spending a lot of time near them?” 
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“No talking, and the nearest is about three feet and then only for a matter of seconds. 

You know, as if we were passing on the street.” 

“Okay that should be no problem, close up for a few seconds and no conversation. 

What’s it for?” 

I came prepared with my cover story. Always better to keep such tales as near the truth 
as possible; otherwise. I’d forget them and in the preoccupation of the moment blurt out 
something that sent me scrambling to cover up the mistake with another lie. 

“When I worked in Moscow, I met this American executive who made the mistake of 
marrying a Russian prostitute. He didn’t know it at the time but became suspicious after 
bringing her to America when she started working at Flash Dancers. He asked me to investigate 
her past in Russia, which brought me into contact with a number of people in the Russian sex 
industry. The investigation isn’t over, and I still need to find out some information that may 
bring me into contact with these same people in Russia and now America because a few have 
moved their operations here.” 

“They know what you look like?” 

“Right, I initially dealt with them without any disguises or false names, but now I need to 
avoid their recognizing me. For example, I may have to travel to a place called Krasnodar on the 
Black Sea to testify in a trial growing out of my investigation. It’s real easy to stake out the 
airport there since only two flights arrive a day from Moscow. I don’t want them to notice me, 
just in case.” 

“Is your client in the middle of a divorce?” 

“No, the divorce is over. He wants the information to help Immigration send her back to 
where she belongs, hooking in the evil empire.” 
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Bob laughed. He was a good-natured man who knew all about the tricks females spend 
their lives playing on men. He spent about four hours teaching me the basics and directing me to 
apply the makeup myself. Midway through, I asked whether he had any ideas for a particular 
disguise. He didn’t say anything at first. Then I saw him rolling into a long curl the fake hair 
used by makeup artists. 

“What’s that?” He held the curl to his side burns and I knew immediately—an orthodox 
Jew. I laughed. Bob was one of those unpretentious geniuses who knew his trade; unlike all 
those loudmouth alleged experts who clutter the airwaves and trendy bars these days. No one 
would ever suspect me for an orthodox Jew with a painted dark complexion, fake beard, dyed 
hair, curling side burns and a black hat and suit. One final touch, Bob applied a thin line of 
liquid on my cheek above the false beard that quickly dried into a scar—mother of mercy, a 
fearsome looking Jew, ha. Looking in the mirror, I practiced a wrath of god look then bought the 
materials and thanked Bob for all his help. He said come back anytime with questions, no extra 
charge. On my way out, I realized that not so long ago, before political correctionalism, America 
was full of professionals like Bob driven to do a good job in their field rather than just trying to 
look good, tout some totalitarian ideology and make a lot of money by cheating people. 

A few days later, I received a call from F.B.I. Special Agent Pisano who was working on 
the Madison-Pierre telephone threats. Pisano said he and his partner tried to talk to the Ho, but 
she refused to say anything, telling them to talk with her lawyer instead. These Eastern 
European hos learn fast in America. That didn’t really bother me because now she at least knew 
the F.B.I., the agency she asked me so many questions about in Moscow, was looking into her 
activities. What did upset and bewildered me came when Pisano said they decided not to talk to 
the hood who made the threats because “it might agitate the guy into doing something to me.” 


58 



Huh? Helloooo! Are you guys the F.B.I. or the Girl Scouts, I said to myself. If the F.B.I. feared 
provoking this goon, what good were they? I wanted my tax dollars back. It sounded as though 
the F.B.I. was telling me to give in to the threats of the Ho and her lawyers. Screw the F.B.I., I’d 
deal with this clown myself, and demanded his name. Pisano refused citing privacy reasons. 
Privacy! Some hood calls twice to threaten me using false names, the F.B.I. knows who he is, 
but claims he’s protected by his right to privacy—give me a break! What about my right not to 
be threatened? In closing, Pisano added the F.B.I. “was not an investigative organization,” so it 
couldn’t help me any further. Well then what did the “I” in its initials stand for then, 
“Incompetence,” “Idiots,” “Indolence? Finally, he warned me not to open my apartment door to 
anyone I didn’t know, duh, I live in New York City thank you, and to watch out for myself in 
public. It now sounded as though the F.B.I. worked for the Ho, her attorneys and John Madison- 
Pierre, or was it protecting the hood? F.B.I. agents must spend too much time watching Rocky 
and Bulwinkle during training. No wonder al Qaeda took out so many people; the F.B.I. can’t 
figure out who are the bad guys. 

Assuming I survived long enough, I’d file a complaint with the inspector general of the 
F.B.I. Every federal agency has an inspector general for investigating corruption and 
incompetence. While working in the Government in 1986,1 referred a case to an inspector 
general who actually did his job by preventing the I.R.S. from allowing a family with “hands 
across the White House,” that means rich, rich, rich, to violate the tax law. 

The F.B.I.’s bizarre decision not to talk to the hood set me to wondering whether the Ho 
used sex, drugs or perhaps cast a spell on them. My belief in black magic had since peaked and 
then diminished during these war months, but I still considered it possible that demons walked 
among us manipulating forces beyond the control of normal humans. Weird things kept 
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happening. Early in the morning of the vernal equinox, I awoke, or thought I awoke, to find the 
Ho sitting on my chest strangling me, her eyes glowed red with fury in a face contorted with 
hate, which I was sure she honestly felt—probably the only honest feeling that touched her soul 
in years. Unable to breath, I struggled and struggled to get her 150 pounds off of me, but my 
will floundered, she squeezed and squeezed, I resisted and resisted and then poof, she vanished. 
Guess her astral projection or the demon she summoned retreated to the living hell of her being 
after believing it served the purpose of scaring me into submission. It didn’t, just like the hood 
didn’t. Perhaps I just couldn’t take seriously black magic or gangster threats. 

The Ho’s counter offensive continued. The Directorate of the Ministry of Internal Affairs 
(M.V.D.) for the central district of Krasnodar closed the criminal defamation case against Inessa. 
The police investigation cited a lack of evidence. My G.R.U. sources told me later that after the 
witnesses initially testified before the Krasnodar prosecutor as to Inessa’s criminal acts, the 
witnesses began receiving threats from Russian goons. The hoods even contacted my lawyer, 
Svetlana, threatening to harm her children if she used her influence to reopen the case. Needless 
to say, the witnesses changed their testimonies, so after the threats there really was insufficient 
evidence. Can’t blame the witnesses. People who aren’t criminals or politically connected in 
Russia are defenseless; similar to America, except here it’s money that protects a person’s rights 
and if a girl, her sex. 

The prosecutor’s office still wanted to press the matter based on the original sworn 
testimonies, but the Chief of the local M.V.D., P.I. Ostapenko, his deputy chief, Anna Pavlovna 
Kurilka, and the investigator Olga Viktotovich Borisova blocked the prosecutor’s attempt to go 
to trial thanks to a large sum of money paid to the M.V.D. officials by the Ho and Inessa. 

Svetlana learned it cost $10,000 for the Ho to shutdown the proceedings, a huge bribe by 
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Krasnodar standards, because there were so many witnesses to Inessa’s defamation of me. Boy, 
that must have ticked the Ho off. Having to part with so much of her sex money was almost like 
losing a breast, true not a large breast, but still a breast. It was expected that the Ho would use a 
monetary or sexual bribe to avoid a trial from exposing her and Inessa’s nefarious activities in 
Krasnodar, but I didn’t expect it to happen so soon. The official reason for closing the case was 
to conserve scarce law enforcement resources. What scarce law enforcement resources? There 
wasn’t any law enforcement, so there couldn’t be any scarce resources. In truth, the bureaucrats 
wanted to keep the resources flowing uninterrupted into the pockets of those required to carry 
out the law with the added contributions of bribes. Russian officials are masters at inventing 
Orwellian excuses for their own criminal conduct, just like Political Correctionalists who use 
self-righteousness to excuse their hypocritical and reprehensible acts. 

To reopen the defamation case, would have cost around seven thousand dollars. In 
Russia, the authorities will initially do their duty if they have sufficient evidence. They do it not 
out of a dedication to justice but to start the bidding. The side without supporting evidence then 
pays a lot for officials to disregard evidence. In order to obtain reconsideration of the evidence 
requires another bid, but not as high as the party without evidence, or, in the alternative, 
connections with a higher up official to overrule the predacious bureaucrats. Taking the second 
route, I contacted my G.R.U. agents to try to bring into the fray an official powerful enough to 
tell the central M.V.D. Directorate in Krasnodar to reinstate the case. My agents assigned their 
man for southern Russia operations to handle the matter. 

Five days later, March 27, 2002, early in the morning, I received a telephone call from a 
Detective Bob Henning at the 114 th Police Precinct in Queens, the precinct where the Ho lived. 
Cops always call early in the morning when a person is not fully awake or late at night when 
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tired in order to cause as much emotional distress as possible. These tricksters probably only 
read one book in their life: The Trial by Franz Kafka. The detective notified me of my pending 
arrest for setting up the Internet site nine months ago because it allegedly violated the Temporary 
Order of Protection the Ho took out against me and was dismissed eight months ago. The 
detective said my ex-wife recently showed him the dismissed Temporary Order of Protection, a 
flyer for the web site and claimed I set it up to harass her. Arrest meant a night in jail with New 
York City’s better citizens, since it took about a day to bring a person before a judge who 
decided on bail, or to continue the incarceration, or, as most likely in my case, release the 
prisoner under his own reconnaissance. 

Dumbfounded, I called a criminal attorney I knew who accusingly said, “Doesn’t matter 
that it occurred nine months ago or that the order was dismissed. You’re going to be arrested 
and end up in the Domestic Violence Court.” 

“Wait a minute. I set up that site because my then wife and her mother were interfering 
with my right to a pre-discovery investigation in the annulment/divorce proceeding.” 

“Doesn’t matter. As soon as some assistant district attorney learns about you putting 
nude pictures of your former wife on the Internet, they’ll start clamoring for your head.” 

“Those pictures show what my ex-wife wears to work—nothing. I put them on the site to 
reach people who might kn ow something about her, but didn’t know her name, only what she 
looked like at work. If she were a lawyer, I would have shown her in a business suit. But she’s 
not; she’s a stripper and a prostitute. That’s what she wears for her customers. And the video 
clips simply show her working. That makes it easier for her customers, who can attest to her 
profession, to identify her. She’s a ho, that’s what she does. Besides, she posed for the naked 
photos with the knowledge and consent that her Moscow pimp would use them to advertise her 
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for prostitution, which included putting the photos on his web site. That’s how she advertised 
herself, so she relinquished any rights she had in them to her pimp. The same goes for the video 
clips. She consented to allowing the producer and her Moscow pimp to use those clips to 
advertise the porno video for sale. And, I now own the rights to both the photos and video 
clips.” 

“Doesn’t matter.” 

This attorney was the typical brainwashed Upper West Side male wimp who didn’t care 
about justice, only placating the Feminazis. I went looking for another attorney—a man, but, in 
the meantime, arranged to surrender to the detective a month later in late April—obviously not a 
high priority case for the police, but one bearing the imprimatur of Mundy’s concept of 
lawyering. But I couldn’t understand why Mundy and the Ho waited until now to push for my 
arrest when the site was set up the previous year. 

Angry and almost overwhelmed with feelings of persecution, I contacted my own 
precinct where I earlier filed a complaint for the threatening telephone calls by John Madison- 
Pierre. A detective said they closed the case because the police didn’t want to devote the 
resources to track down the man who made the threats. This sounded like the police in 
Krasnodar. Did the Ho bribe these guys too? Was I missing a dramatic change in America or 
did I still delude myself into thinking that this country shown as a beacon of fair play and equal 
rights under the law for everyone, even men? Was American just as corrupt, crooked and 
abusive of individual rights as Russia if you happened not to belong to some elite class? If I had 
been bom a bimbo in America, I’m sure the cops wouldn’t have dared closed the case. 

Later that day, after struggling through the funk of powerlessness against the feminine 
evil that plagued me and all the other men who ever lived, I received another call from John: 
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“Mr. Hollander, this is John Pierre calling on behalf of Angelina. I told you before to 
cease and desist. This is your last warning, don’t continue helping the INS or we will meet and 
you don’t want that. You understand what I mean. (In the background, I heard the Ho say 
‘About my mother and the prosecutor.’) And do not try to get the case in Russia reopened, if 
you know what’s good for you. I’m watching you, I know everything about you, have a nice 
day.” 

He hung up before I could say anything or start my recorder going. Good strategy on the 
Ho’s part. Hit me with a combination, the pending arrest and another threat. One low blow 
followed by another, but I didn’t go down. Trouble was rising all around me, but I just got 
meaner as the desperation increased. 

Nothin To Lose 

The latest assaults to prevent any public exposure of not only the Ho’s activities but her 
lawyers’ complicity in them caused me to launch a counteroffensive that consisted of two new 
prongs. The day after the latest threat from Madison-Pierre, I went to the Family Court in 
Manhattan to obtain a Temporary Order of Protection against the Ho in order to put a stop to the 
threatening telephone calls. Two could play the helpless victim role. From now on in the courts, 
I would assume the tired, broken old man role. Perhaps not as far from the truth as I would like 
to believe. It made no sense to continue projecting a false image of youthful confidence and 
invulnerability when in reality my life lay on the trash heap of failure and now persecution. 

The Manhattan Family Court personnel really surprised me. Unlike the Queens Court, 
people here, even the security guards, were courteous, competent and helpful. After picking up 
the forms from the window for submitting the complaint, I took my time in filling them out in 
order to fully explain the situation because I feared the judge, most likely a female, would deny 
me a TOP like the Queens’ judge because of my masculinity. Also I was dead tired from a 
sleepless night. Twenty minutes later, the clerk, a man, called my name. I went over to the 
window. 
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He asked, “Are you finished yet?” 

“No.” 

“Well let’s go, Hollander. We have a lot of cases to deal with. Can’t keep people 
waiting, hurry it up.” 

Boy was that refreshing. A bureaucrat who considered time a commodity for getting the 
work at hand done rather than wasting it away on a Dunkin Donuts’ brake. Hurrying up, I 
submitted my complaint and joined the rest of the people, mostly females, waiting their turn to 
appear before the judge who would decide whether they’d receive a temporary order of 
protection. One girl very pretty, nice big balloons, Latina, in spiked heels and with a small child 
spoke so loudly into her mobile that everyone else in the cavernous hall heard her side of the 
conversation while imaging what the poor guy on the other end was trying to say. 

This girl didn’t mince words, “I don’t care what you say Shawn, I’m getting an order 
against you. You better keep your sorry ass away from me or they’ll put you in jail.” 

Pause while she listens. 

“That’s right; they’ll throw you in jail where you belong. All I have to do is tell them to 
take you away and so long sucker.” 

Pause 

“Don’t you tell me anymore of your lies. I’m on to you. All you wanted was someone to 
ride. Well, you can go back to your wife. You never spent time with me anyway except to get 
off.” 

She went on and on like that, definitely an uninhibited girl. 

The bailiff called my name and I entered a small antechamber just outside the court. 

Then came the uninhibited mobile user with big balloons who sat in the chair next to me, so I 
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started talking with her. She wanted an order of protection against a middle-age lawyer she 
dated and who allegedly fathered her child. She met him at a strip club in Manhattan where she 
worked as a lap dancer. Enough irony universe, give me a break. She started stripping at 17 and 
now 22 wanted to save enough money to start a fashion business. She duly expressed sympathy 
when I told her about my ex-wife, but quickly added that unlike the Ho, she didn’t go in for 
prostitution. If she did, would she admit it? I don’t think soooo. She continued to complain 
about her boyfriend being married and ugly. So I asked why she went out with him. 

“I started dating him when I was nineteen because he treated me like a woman, buying 
me lots of gifts and taking me to nice places.” 

In ho parlance that translates into he had money. 

“But all he wanted was sex and then went home to his wife.” 

In ho parlance that translates that he stopped spending a lot of money on her. 

“Then I had his kid and things went bad.” 

In ho parlance that translates she got knocked up by somebody, but doesn’t know by 
whom, or if she does know, the guy was poor, so she tried to convince the lawyer he was the 
father and should give her lots of money not just for the kid, as the law requires, but for her. The 
lawyer didn’t buy it, so now she was going to embarrass him by lying to obtain an order of 
protection. 

“When I was in high school, I did real well, but then my family moved to New York City 
and I started hanging around with a bad crowd.” 

In ho parlance that means feel sorry for me because I’m really a good girl whom others 
led astray, and wouldn’t you like to save me by giving me a lot of your money. 

“I dance on 37 th and eight.” 


66 



This meant come by to see me and we’ll hook up for lots of your money. 

The bailiff finally called me before the judge, a woman. After taking the oath, I 
answered a few questions, the judge granted me the temporary order of protection, set a court 
date and sent me to another office to obtain a subpoena for the Ho to show up in court to answer 
my complaint against her. All right! Maybe a little bit of justice does exist, but I wasn’t about to 
engage in any extensive delusions concerning America. 

In order to have the cops serve the Ho with the subpoena, I went to the 114 th Precinct. 
Maybe Detective Henning will have to serve it himself, then again, when I identify myself they 
might just lock me up on the Ho’s complaint for violating the dismissed TOP rather than waiting 
to the agreed date in late April. 

At the precinct, I ended up dealing with an officer who taught martial arts, which meant 
we shared similar values and respected each other. He called the Ho up, who lived a block away, 
and said he had some papers for her. She said she just stepped out of the shower but would be 
right over. The officer suggested I wait at the Burger King next door while she stopped by the 
precinct. He would call my mobile after he served the papers and she left. The court required a 
signed statement from the officer that the papers were served. Fifteen minutes later the officer 
called, and I went back to the precinct house. He gave me the paper and said let’s go outside. 
Something was up that he didn’t want to talk about around other cops. 

“When she walked in I recognized her. She’s been her before about you.” 

“I know that’s where a lot of this started.” 

“She’s a dancer,” he said. 
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“No she’s not. She’s a stripper at Flash Dancers and a prostitute. She started whoring for 
money in her hometown in Russia, moved on to a brothel in Cyprus then to Mexico City where 
they kicked her out of the country.” The officer seemed surprised and subdued by my remarks. 

“But she dresses like she’s broke.” 

“She’s not broke. She makes more than you do, at least $14,000 a month in cash and 
that’s only from stripping. Impossible to say how much she makes as a pros.” 

“You won’t know it.” 

“She’s a Russian prostitute. They’re masters at false impressions.” 

We shook hands and I caught the subway home. But on the way while going over in my 
mind the events at the precinct, some things troubled me. Why did the Ho agree to stop by the 
precinct immediately? When the FBI contacted her, she told them to talk to her lawyer. Why 
didn’t she do the same with the police? I’m sure Mundy instructed her to refer any legal matters 
to him. It seemed strange to me that she was so willing to come to the precinct. And the shower, 
she just stepped out of the shower, something strange there. Usually she took a shower just 
before leaving for work, still three hours off and when she returned in the early morning. Then 
there was the officer taking me outside to talk, recognizing her as a dancer. Why did he think 
she worked as a dancer? I’m sure when she filed the harassment complaint with the Detective 
Henning she may have mentioned the occupation she uses as a cover, dancer, but why would that 
get back to a patrol officer who works in a different department and probably doesn’t even 
socialize with detectives. Finally, the officer’s change of demeanor when I told him she was a 
lap dancer and prostitute. No, I sensed the 114 th Precinct knew the Ho well, but in what 
capacity. I filed my questions away for the future. 
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On Good Friday, Xenia met with the model Oksana in Moscow who had exposed the 
“dirty girls list” at the Vasilyeva House of Fashion. Oksana repeated that the Ho was among the 
girls on the list and added these girls often provided sexual services to a group in Krasnodar 
called the “Albatross Club” that consisted of “bandits and businessmen,” which in Russia meant 
the city’s power elite. The Ho once told me she knew lots of important people in Krasnodar, but 
failed to mention how intimately. Unfortunately, Oksana refused to talk to the Embassy or 
provide an affidavit because she feared for her family still living in Krasnodar. Oksana warned 
that people were afraid to talk about the Ho’s prostitution, which Oksana knew she continued to 
do whenever in Krasnodar, because it involved this club whose members have “no mercy.” 
These criminals likely included Smolin, the manager of the Troika restaurant, and were the 
reason he tried to steer me off of my investigation. 

No wonder almost all of the people who knew anything about the Ho in Krasnodar were 
unwilling to talk to the Embassy or provide affidavits. Oksana’s information also explained why 
nearly everyone I interviewed, especially the girls who worked as models for Vasilyeva, said the 
Ho didn’t engage in prostitution until she went to Cyprus. The girls, like all hos, were covering 
up their own sorted past while the guys didn’t want to run afoul of Krasnodar’s movers and 
shakers, so the story line depicted the Ho as a good girl until she went to Cyprus where 
everybody knew Russian girls worked as whores. Many of the people Svetlana and Nadya 
talked to, mostly former Vasilyeva models, didn’t say anything negative about the Ho because 
she had as much dirt on them as they on her, and, of course, no one wanted to embarrass the 
city’s aristocracy, that is the criminal elite, with the dirty truth. What a nest of vennin and 
hypocrites conspiring to present a phony image of their town, especially the Tatyanna Vasilyeva 
House of Fashion. It ranked as the city’s top model agency, which really meant the most 
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successful pimps, and regularly advertised on television its haute couture, which in reality meant 
flesh peddling. 

After this revelation, I doubted Svetlana would have much luck in obtaining writing 
samples of the Ho from the Academy. Vice Rector Minchenko belonged to the elite and 
wouldn’t want the Ho turning evidence on anyone in retaliation. The odds also looked slim for 
anyone swearing to the Ho’s prostitution in her hometown, since it might implicate the seedy 
web of sex for dollars that tied the politicians and businessmen with phony public images to 
prostitution. 

Mundy, another phony but here at home, answered my complaint against him with the 
New York Lawyer’s Disciplinary Committee for attempting to coerce me into a settlement in the 
annulment/divorce case by lying to my lawyers. In his answer, he didn’t even address his lying. 
Guess he had a lot on his mind in helping to shut down the criminal case against the Ho’s mother 
and arranging for threats to keep me from assisting the INS. Or maybe he wanted to avoid a 
provable lie since he had no medical records or audiotape to produce. As for his attempted 
coercion, he filled his answer with irrelevancies, dissemblings and tried to distract the committee 
from the issue of his misconduct by assassinating my character. He brought up the website, 
which had nothing to do with my accusations against him, but allowed him to say, “These 
criminal matters are still active and pending.” My answer tried to enlighten the Disciplinary 
Committee on Mundy’s efforts to distract them from the issues by calling his ruse an unfortunate 
but often used tactic of lawyers that can’t win on the merits. 

It wasn’t clear whether Mundy and the Ho finally got the message that they could not 
scare me because I had nothing to lose, so to make sure, I started preparing the second prong of 
my counteroffensive with the benefit of re-enlightenment. 
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Easter Sunday brought the resurrection of my beliefs from before the Ho horrors, and I 
began the long slog of returning to the old Roy who used science and logic to understand reality. 
Black magic became nothing more than a psychological game played by mean-spirited girls, 
which worked only when the intended victim bought into it. No longer a believer, so whether 
the moon hung full or dark in the night sky made no difference anymore. I shook off the last 
remnants of the Ho’s psychological manipulations and exorcised the lies that had seeped into my 
unconscious from the constant bombardment of Political Correctionalist propaganda that blinded 
me to the true evil nature of women: the greatest lie the devil told the world was that she was a 
man. 

Females now stood in the stark naked light of truth; their only value lay in their bodies, if 
young, and social conversation, if I was drunk, and even those limited qualities required caution. 
Yesterday, today and tomorrow, broads will always bundle together lies and deception in order 
to trick men in some fashion or another. The Tierra del Fuego Indians experienced a similar 
epiphany that they described in one of their myths: “In those far off days, witchcraft was known 
only to women. Young girls learned how to bring sickness and even death to all who displeased 
them. The men lived in abject fear and subjugation. This tyranny of the women grew from bad 
to worse until it occurred to the men that a dead witch was less dangerous than a live one.” 

The second prong of my counteroffensive grew out of the District Attorney’s refusal to 
prosecute the Ho for committing perjury before the divorce court. The D.A. suggested I take her 
perjury up with the judge who granted the divorce. My lawyer Robert said I couldn’t do 
anything, typical modern male defeatist attitude, but I decided to do some legal research because 
I didn’t buy Robert’s explanation that the D.A. was just being nice—an oxymoron—by 
suggesting I complain to judge Lobis. Even under the domestic relations law, the Ho’s perjury 
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amounted to a fraud on the court and me. She lied with the intent of deceiving both judge Lobis 
and me. That allowed me to make a motion to reopen the settlement agreement and ask for 
money from her. Plus, the October 2001 threatening telephone call from the Ho’s John 
amounted to attempted duress and attempted coercion to not only prevent me from making a 
motion for a trial on fault but also, it could be interrupted, to force a settlement on tenns 
financially agreeable to her. True I didn’t care about obtaining money from her at the time, but 
the law did provide for modifying a settlement agreement when financial circumstances 
warranted it. And my circumstances had headed south ever since. 

Another argument for my motion to reopen the settlement was that the Ho and her 
attorneys’ interference with my investigation in Krasnodar and witness tampering concerning the 
annulment/divorce case not only prevented me from finding out the extent of her prostitution but 
helped to illegally conceal the true amount of her assets, their increase in value during the 
marriage and her income. For instance, I didn’t leam of the $40,000 she made in Cyprus until I 
received the investigators report on Zygos. Although the Ho earned that money before our 
marriage, it was invested in something, which might have increased in value during the marriage. 
She had also concealed the true extent of her income from stripping and prostitution during the 
marriage, which her and her attorneys’ illegal activities in Krasnodar kept hidden. 

The Ho’s perjury on her net worth statement, likely advised by Mundy; John Madison- 
Pierre’s first threat to me; and the coercing of witnesses in Krasnodar gave me a shot at 
reopening the financial sections of the settlement, but I also had to show the court that 
circumstances had changed dramatically since the agreement to put me in need of support and 
her in a position to afford paying it. At the time of the agreement my net worth easily 
overshadowed hers, so there was no need of monetary support for me. But now, thanks to my 
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female stockbroker, my battle for justice and the emotional trauma caused me by the Ho and her 
attorneys, I found myself rushing towards poverty with little hope of recovering or finding a 
decent job. She helped put me in that situation, so why not make her pay for the damage she 
caused; she could afford it. Since bringing the Ho to America, she had grossed by June 2002 
around $275,000 tax-free. 

Naturally, I doubted the man-hating female court would go along with my argument, but 
since I decided to represent myself, it would only cost me time, but the Ho thousands. Added 
benefits were I didn’t need to worry about some androgynous attorney selling me down the river, 
and it would serve notice on the lesbian judge that her political priorities serve to reward only 
injustice. Although, I doubted that matter to her. In drafting the motion, I ripped a page from 
female victimology and played up the threats, fraud, looming poverty and the psychological 
impact of discrimination exploited by the Ho’s attorneys. The motion accused the Ho and her 
attorneys of engaging in a conspiracy to crush my rights for their pecuniary benefit in which the 
court wittingly went along with because of its belief that in a dispute between a man and a 
woman, the man should lose because the woman represented all that was true and holy in the 
world. 

Mundy responded to my motion with his usual strategy of character vilification in which 
he pompously rendered a medical opinion that I was delusion because I sought assistance from a 
psychiatrist to deal with the harm he and the Ho intentional caused me. By his twisted 
reasoning, the more successful a defense attorney and his client are at causing harm to a plaintiff, 
the greater the likelihood of the court not granting the plaintiff any relief. 

On the arrest front, I found a firm of criminal attorneys to handle my upcoming surrender 
at the 114 th Precinct. These attorneys were great, all middle age or older men. I didn’t see one 
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token, young, arrogant female lawyer in the place. They remembered the days when men were 
treated like human beings in this country. The attorney I first met, thought me behind the eight 
ball because as soon as a female judge, mostly all the judges in the Domestic Violence Court 
were broads, hears about a man posting naked pictures of his wife on the Internet, the judge we’ll 
start screaming with self-righteousness indignation, “How dare you!” Which meant how dare a 
lowly man disseminate the truth about his darling, lovely wife. 

This attorney, however, unlike the political correctional nerd attorney I previously 
consulted, listened to my explanation for setting up the website and using the photos and video 
clips: to find information about her for the annulment/divorce proceedings by assuring people 
could identify her in her business uniform and at work. In addition, I told him that she knew 
when her Moscow pimp took the photographs that they were to advertise her as a prostitute on 
the Internet, and she knew that the pomo video would also be advertised and sold to the public. 

The attorney immediately called in one of his colleagues—another middle aged man. 
These two guys were pros who wanted justice and not just to pick their client’s pocket or cow- 
tow to trendy political bigotry. The next day, two days before my scheduled arrest, my attorneys 
contacted Detective Henning. They asked Henning what the charges were against me, he didn’t 
know. That sounded strange. My attorneys told him about a court case that indicated the 
allegations against me didn’t amount to harassment. Henning put off the arrest until further 
notice and said he would refer the case to the District Attorney’s computer crime section. My 
arrest might still happen, but at least I knew my attorneys sided with me rather than those 
political correctional robots who automatically thought all men guilty in order to justify throwing 
a man in the clink on the whim of a bimbo. My attorneys said the longer they can put off my 
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arrest, the less likely it would happen. That meant living under the dagger of a night in jail, but I 
had earlier lived for five years under the sword of the Vietnam draft, so this was nothing. 

After the good news from my attorneys, I began wondering how the detective could not 
know the charges against me two days before my scheduled arrest. What was this guardian of 
the public safety going to do when I showed: invent the charges? When I originally talked to 
Detective Henning on the telephone, he sounded a little defensive, not at all like a cop talking to 
a suspected perpetrator. My logic and intuition painted a couple of scenarios. Henning and the 
Ho knew each other personally. Maybe she frequently visited him at the 114 th Precinct, which 
would explain why a patrol officer recognized her when she promptly showed to pick up my 
temporary order of protection against her. If so, she probably cried, pictured me as her vicious 
ex-husband and flirted, perhaps more, to manipulate Henning into arresting me on some charge 
or another. Or maybe the Ho’s attorneys used Henning to scare people with false threats of 
arrest. Cops in New York City often use their authority to make extra bucks intimidating 
citizens. But once Henning ran into lawyers who didn’t subscribe to the current theory of 
inherent male guilt, he punted and left the District Attorney to decide or at least said he did. 

Once this legal issue resolved itself, I planned to file a complaint with the Police Department’s 
Internal Affairs Division that Henning used his official power to harass me because of improper 
persuasion used by the Ho or her attorneys. 

My criminal attorneys suggested I close down the site to make the entire matter moot, 
which they could use in arguing with the Queens D.A. if he decided to pursue the case. Not a 
problem, since by then Svetlana had found three witnesses who knew the Ho worked as a 
prostitute in Krasnodar and had signed affidavits as to such for Immigration. These were 
courageous people as was Svetlana. It surprised me that some folks in that town were honest and 
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gutsy enough to do the right thing. One affidavit told of the Ho recruiting girls for sexual 
activities. The Ho posed a double threat to a man’s wallet as both prostitute and pimp. Another 
affidavit referred to the pimp the Ho sometimes used, Rey, whom Katya had originally told me 
about as providing models to New Russians. Those affidavits along with other information and 
leads should, according to the law at least, cause the Government to deport the Ho, but whether it 
actually would—I doubted. The U.S. Government in the 21 st century just couldn’t do what 
Barbara Jordan once said, “People who should get in, get in; people who should not enter are 
kept out; and people who are deportable should be required to leave.” So simple, but the richest 
country in history couldn’t do it. 

I Fought The Law 

Taking a weekend off from my war, I attended the fifth year reunion of my Columbia 
Business School class. To my surprise, I enjoyed it. The alumni office did a good job keeping 
us busy and entertained. And, to my astonishment, my classmates recognized me and greeted me 
warmly. They had considered me a little obnoxious and overly competitive in class, but 
apparently that didn’t matter anymore. We talked about our lives since graduating with me 
telling about my nightmare, of course. At first, most didn’t believe it, but on recalling my overly 
sober nature in class, they realized I spoke the truth. Most laughed at my stories, which I 
enjoyed, and some thought I lived an interesting life, which I couldn’t understand. I would trade 
my fall into this perdition for one of their high paying business jobs immediately. 

While talking with a few of the more wealthy graduates, I half jokingly remarked that I 
might end up the first in our class on public assistance. One high tech exec responded by asking 
whether I could find him a nice, pliable Russian nanny for his kids. “Tell her she’ll live in the 
lap of luxury out at the Hamptons.” Was that why I attended an Ivy League business school to 
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enlist clients for a procuring business? I declined. Later, these guys went down to Flash 
Dancers to check my ex-wife out. Fine with me, they’d get a kick and were at heart decent men. 
Many of my American male classmates were the best and the brightest, unlike the lying, 
thieving, trash inhabiting members of much of the third world, government bureaucracies and the 
New York State courts. 

A hearing on my temporary order of protection against the Ho for the threatening 
telephone calls occurred in the first week of May. She showed up in the waiting area outside the 
courtroom where I was sitting. Then her attorney Mundy walks out of the courtroom to talk with 
her. What was he doing in the courtroom? Court security was making everyone who showed to 
wait in a large room outside, but Mundy kept going in and out of the courtroom at will. Okay, I 
was an attorney representing myself, so I tried to enter assuming attorneys were allowed in, but 
security stopped me. No admission until my case was called, even for attorneys. Mundy could, 
therefore, talk to the judge about the case outside of my presence—a violation of the law. I filed 
the infonnation away for future reference. 

While waiting for other victims, violators and attorneys to enter the court, I looked in the 
Ho’s direction a few times to catch her giving me the evil eye. Some of her conduct, such as 
that, truly proved comic, but the rest—dangerous. 

Normally in court, an attorney for the defendant approaches the attorney for the plaintiff, 
whether he is representing himself or not, to try to work out a settlement before any hearing. 
Mundy, however, never approached me. Guess he didn’t like me, but one of the court’s pro 
bono attorneys did. The pro bono attorney was a decent guy and even suggested I had a good 
case, if I could subpoena the F.B.I. record that identified who was threatening me. That was a 
good suggestion and I told him to pass along my request for a trial. 
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The bailiff called both sides into the courtroom. The Ho walked behind me to intensify 
her evil eye and mumbled some Russian hocus pocus at which I now laughed. Mundy, already 
inside, seemed in a foul mood, a little too hostile for an experienced litigator. Why? A female 
judge different from the one who civilly granted my request for the temporary order of protection 
appeared this time. Judge Helen Sturm, sounded Nazi, boiled with female hostility. Probably in 
the middle of a menopausal mood swing given her age, Sturm scoldingly recited to me the 
dangers of representing myself. Boy, the decline in ho-hormones really turns a broad into 
Xanthippe. Civilly, I thanked her for the same bad advice I had heard in law school but declined 
to waste my money on another useless attorney, since I could screw up a case just as badly as 
them without the cost. Sturm, however, kept badgering me to retain a lawyer. Now I knew what 
Mundy was doing in the courtroom beforehand. When I showed without a lawyer, Mundy and 
the Ho realized that I would not only avoid costs in legal fees by representing myself but evade 
another lawyer selling me down the river in order to curry favor with a Feminazi judge—just as 
Silpe did in the Supreme Court. The judge, of course, didn’t want to spend time with a trial 
because she didn’t care about justice for a man, so when Mundy talked with her or her clerk 
earlier, the judge decided to lean on me to hire an attorney in order to thwart my strategy. She 
failed. Sturm set the trial for July 2 nd and Mundy escorted the Ho out, such a gentleman walking 
with something much less than a lady. 

The preparation for my case began, but I didn’t have much hope of success since I 
needed evidence that showed a connection between the Ho and her attorneys, Mundy and 
Petrovich, and the threatening caller, who’s real name the F.B.I. knew but wasn’t telling. Even if 
I had the guy’s name, I’m sure he’d lie on the stand anyway or plead the fifth, and the Ho would 
certainly claim no connection with him. But negativity is no reason to give up without trying, so 
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I made a couple of attempts to identify this hood. My G.R.U. agents approached their F.B.I. 
contacts but couldn’t get the guy’s name, only that Verizon had sold the number that Madison- 
Pierre gave me to a company that provided electronic voicemail to its customers. To find the 
name associated with that number, I requested a subpoena from Strum directing Verizon to tell 
the court the name of the voicemail company to which it sold the telephone number. With the 
voicemail company’s name, all I needed to do was have the court subpoena the company’s 
billing records for that number, which would produce the hood’s real name and address. As a 
backup, I also requested an order directing the FBI to disclose the thug’s name. In compliance 
with New York litigation rules, I also made requests for information on the hood from the Ho. 
Mundy ignored them, normally not done by lawyers—did he know something I didn’t? I soon 
found out at the next hearing. 

On July 2,1 signed in with the court security officer, turned to find a sit in the waiting 
room outside the court when I saw the Ho sitting alone. Not one to let an obnoxious opportunity 
go to waste, I sat a few rows behind her. She started looking to the left, then stretching her 
giraffe-like neck to the right, but couldn’t find me until she twisted her head completely around 
al la the Exorcist. On seeing me, she got up and walked to a seat behind me, so I repositioned 
myself to the side of the room still looking directly at her. She moved again to the back wall 
with a direct line of sight for evil eyeing. Again, I changed my seat to keep the enemy in my line 
of sight. The Ho, like all females, always a coward in direct confrontation, turned her back and 
waited. 

As at the first hearing, Mundy once again emerged from the courtroom—more 
discussions with Sturm behind my back in which he championed the cause of innocent 
womanhood? The bailiff wouldn’t even let me near the courtroom door this time. Mundy talked 
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with the Ho and went back inside. Then he came out with this whale of a female, the judge’s law 
clerk. Too bad I had left my harpoon at home. She, with Mundy standing behind her, tried to 
pressure me into a settlement. They wanted me to accept a one-year protection order against the 
Ho in which the Ho made no admissions of wrongdoing. It would save the judge the bother of 
trying a fellow female and for the Ho prevent the disclosure of any information useful to 
Immigration and perhaps save her money. The settlement offer meant nothing. The main aim of 
the case was to prove the Ho violated U.S. law by arranging for threats and to create a public 
record so that when I finally ended up in the gutter at the hands of some Russian hit man my old 
associates in the press would have a story that would prod the F.B.I. into doing something at last. 
No thanks I replied. 

Mundy and the blimp went back inside the courtroom to probably hatch a new scheme 
against justice. A little later, the bailiff called the Ho and me inside. To my surprised, Sturm 
asked Mundy to start. Usually every court under the sun instructs the plaintiff, me, to begin, 
especially since I filed motions to compel the Ho to respond to my requests for information, 
which her attorney ignored. In the dialogue between Sturm and Mundy, which sounded pre¬ 
scripted, the judge said my requests for information were “onerous” and “burdensome” and 
agreed with Mundy who claimed they were “ninety-nine point nine percent totally irrelevant.” 
Mundy always tended to exaggerate, but the real problem was that Sturm, her menopausal 
emotions in overdrive, had already made a decision to deny me any useful information. By 
making that decision before I had a chance to argue my point violated the due process rights 
guarantee of the Constitution. 

In America, a court can’t make a decision affecting a person’s rights without first holding 
a meaningful hearing. By not doing so ignores one of the key reasons for America’s 
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revolutionary war. The founding fathers—not mothers—were fed up with the King making 
decisions that affected them without giving them a chance to be heard. Taking a page from 
feudal royalty and every other tyrant, Sturm, probably thinking herself a royal princess as do 
most girls, followed the procedure of Stalin’s show trials: she made the decision first, then held 
a meaningless hearing. In America, even when the judge is a female and the person she’s 
deciding against is a man, due process still applies, although most Feminazis disagree. 

Sturm was trampling my rights, so I put up a fight by arguing that she should grant my 
requests to subpoena F.B.I. and Verizon records so that I could make the connection between the 
hoodlum threatening me and the Ho. Well, Sturm goes off, scolding me as though she were my 
mother for requesting the F.B.I. and Verizon records from the Ho. What a bimbat! I didn’t 
request the court issue a subpoena to the Ho for F.B.I. and Verizon records. What sense did that 
make? She doesn’t have the records. The F.B.I. has its records and Verizon has its—those are 
the records I wanted. As simply as possible, I tried to explain to the man-hating judge that I had 
requested in writing a court ordered subpoena issued to the F.B.I. and one to Verizon—not the 
Ho. Sturm obviously was too lazy to read my papers and only listened to Mundy’s dissembling 
briefing before the hearing. The Ho knew who the intimidator was, but what idiot would think 
she had custody of F.B.I. and Verizon records. The bimbat judge finally realized her stupidity, 
but that didn’t deter her hostility. Sturm jumped to another attack, once again berating me for 
exercising my constitutional right to represent myself rather than hiring an attorney to knife me 
in the back. 

By this stage in the hearing, the latest behind the scenes scheme among Mundy, Sturm 
and the blimp law clerk became clear. Sturm was trying to hammer me into reaching the 
settlement that Mundy previously proposed by denying my subpoena requests for the key 
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evidence needed to show the Ho and likely her attorneys were behind the threats. Such 
scheming and one sided communications again violated my constitutional rights and the law. 

But who’s counting. Today’s institutions don’t care. 

Mundy and Sturm had hoped that denying me evidence, allowing Mundy to speak first 
and the judge giving me a tongue-lashing might cause me to cave to their wishes. It didn’t. 

Sturm then directed Mundy and me to file motion papers and return to court July 16 th for her to 
formally announce what she had already decided and probably take another shot at intimidating 
me into conceding to Feminazi injustice. Making arguments after the judge already decided 
against my requests for subpoenas was no hearing at all, but since she had failed to beat me 
emotionally into submission, she decided to cover her royal ass just in case I decided to cause her 
some problems for violating my rights. 

Leaving that court, I knew for sure that if you give a girl power, she’ll use it to vent her 
hatred of men. I filed a complaint with the New York State Commission on Judicial Conduct. 
Naturally, the Commission did nothing, probably because Sturm was female. A female from the 
Commission responded to my complaint saying, “There was insufficient indication of judicial 
misconduct”—meaning we don’t care about the rights of men when they’ve been violated by a 
woman because women are always right and men always evil. 

Both Mundy and I filed our motions, which meant nothing, since Sturm had already made 
her decision. But it may have cost the Ho money or sex to pay for Mundy’s time to prepare her 
papers. “May have” because under VAWA, the U.S. Government foots the bill for illegal aliens, 
including their lawyers’ fees, when they accuse citizens of domestic abuse in a legal proceeding. 
True, the Ho wasn’t accusing me of such in this proceeding, but it was related to the 
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annulment/divorce and her TOP accusations, so the Department of Justice’s Office of Violence 
Against Women may have picked up her bill. 

Sturm’s written order, she probably never glanced at my arguments, prevented me from 
obtaining any records from either the F.B.I. or Verizon, no surprise there, and set a trial for 
August 12, 2002. Her ruling concerning the FBI didn’t matter since America’s premier law 
enforcement agency had already refused to provide the court any infonnation after I had notified 
it of my request for a subpoena from Sturm. The F.B.I. stated the Family Court had no 
jurisdiction over the agency, and the Privacy Act prohibited it from disclosing any information 
on Madison-Pierre. But Sturm’s order denying me the Verizon information made it next to 
impossible to link the Ho with the unknown man threatening me. Sturm really didn’t want the 
truth coming out about the Ho thanks to Feminazi hohood. 

In mid-August, one of Mundy’s female associates and the Ho showed for the trial. The 
Ho had just returned from a few weeks in Krasnodar and apparently Cyprus. On her way back to 
New York City, Russian customs searched her before boarding the plane in Moscow and the 
D.E.A. searched her when she landed at New York. Both found nothing because they failed to 
do an “internal” where she hides her contraband. They knew this, but I guess they didn’t want to 
handle a prostitute’s moneymaker. 

Before the trial started, I requested judge Sturm direct the Ho to produce her mobile 
telephone for examination of any calls made to my numbers. It was a long shot that the Ho 
allowed the man making the threats to use her mobile, but it was all I had left to make the 
connection. If her mobile showed a few calls in the right time-frames to my numbers, it would 
pennit an inference in my favor or at least unnerve the Ho enough to make it plain to even that 
hater of men Sturm that my ex-wife lied. Sturm had instructed in her previous order that the Ho 
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turn over her telephone records if she “in fact has these documents.” The Ho always kept her 
telephone records, but Mundy would make sure she denied having them. However, she couldn’t 
deny having the records on her mobile calling list, which I also knew she never erased. But 
Sturm decided to eviscerate her own ruling and denied my examining the Ho’s mobile call 
record. That’s what “kangaroo courts” do—undercut their own orders to make sure the person 
they want to win does. 

Sturm rushed through the trial that she never wanted, since it was a man and not a female 
fighting for his rights. Sturm interrupted, chastised, continued to give me a hard time about not 
hiring a lawyer, denied the introduction of relevant evidence as to the Ho’s motive and means 
and used her own objection of “hearsay” for a catch all to keep out of the record any matter she 
didn’t want. It was unlikely that Sturm even knew the purpose behind the hearsay rules, so I 
tried to enlighten the bimbat, but she angrily rebuked me. Sturm even refused to let me 
introduce as evidence of the threats the tape recordings I had made of the calls. She didn’t want 
to “spend the court’s time listening.” Duh! So how was the court to know the calls were ever 
made? My case sabotaged by an ideological corrupt judge, Sturm asked whether I was finished 
presenting my case. No, I remarked I have a witness to call—the defendant. That put Sturm and 
the Ho’s female attorney back on their high heels. Since the case was not a criminal matter, I 
had the right to question the Ho under oath. Immediately, Sturm stopped the case, told both 
sides to leave the courtroom. This wasn’t a recess or lunch break; she just halted the trial and 
took up another case. What was going on? Obviously Sturm and the Ho’s attorney weren’t 
prepared for my surprise, but with the trial stopped, they could regroup. 

An hour or so later, the trial resumed with the Ho on the stand. Between the Ho’s lies 
and Sturm over ruling my questions, the testimony proved useless. Sturm even prevented the Ho 
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from answering where she worked, Flash Dancers. I asked the question to lay the basis that the 
Ho had regular contact with nefarious guys, such as the goon bouncers, who tend to use threats. 
In the end, the judge from hell ruled against granting me a permanent order of protection. Would 
the result have been the same if I were a woman and the Ho a man? Not likely. 

The trial, however, did prove useful because the Ho admitted in court she was an alien 
and not a U.S. citizen. That wasn’t exactly new information, but I now had proof for other 
departments in the government of her alien status. The Family Court’s confidentiality rules 
would prevent me from handing over the Ho’s testimony but it would not stop a government 
subpoena. 

The importance of the Ho’s admission lay in the fact that she had registered to vote in 
February 2001—the previous year. Only citizen’s can register to vote. In registering, she falsely 
swore she was a U.S. citizen, which was a deportable offense, a federal crime that carries a 
maximum of five years and a New York State class E felony caring a maximum of four years. 
The Ho would be right at home in a New York State prison along with the other illegal aliens 
who make up 24% of all the State’s prisoners. But the state would never lock her up. My only 
hope at non-vigilante justice still lay with Immigration at the Embassy, but I knew it was a fool’s 
hope, since I was a fool for wanting the Government to do its job, and even if it, it would take 
years. 

Assuming the VAWA Unit denied her pennanent residency status, she would end up in a 
deportation proceeding, but with plenty of legal options. At the very least, each option would 
delay her deportation while she made more and more money illegally. In the deportation 
proceeding, she could make another application for a VAWA waiver even though its denial is 
what put her into a deportation proceeding in the first place. The Feminists in writing VAWA 
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wanted to make sure alien girls had at least two bits of the apple. If the Immigration Judge 
decided against granting her a VAWA waiver, she could then appeal to the Bureau of 
Immigration Appeals, which has cases going back seven years. If she lost there, then she could 
appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. By the time this procedure ended—a 
procedure stroked into a Byzantine edifice by the Feminazis, the Ho could retire to Cancun on 
her hooker earnings, or simply start the game over again by marrying another sucker, or go 
underground. Whichever route she takes. I’d rather wait for the second coming than for the U.S. 
to kick that slut out. 

The Ho’s latest crime of perjury came to light while checking voter registration records 
for an old acquaintance that was up for re-election as a Democratic State Committeeman. Using 
the Board of Elections computer, I typed in the Ho’s name on a lark, not expecting it to come up, 
but it did. There on the screen was documented proof of her claiming U.S. citizenship—perjury 
in black and white with her distinctive signature. The authorities couldn’t ignore this as the 
ranting of a defrauded ex-husband. Still, I doubted anything would happen, but did notify the 
Embassy and the New York City Board of Elections. 

The Board of Elections, to my surprise and thanks to my old political activist friend Alan, 
decided to conduct an investigation that could end with the Board referring the matter to the 
District Attorney for prosecution. The Ho will claim she didn’t understand English at the time 
she committed the felony and then start crying. She’ll probably get away with it because she’s a 
broad and the New York City’s District Attorney’s offices are filled with Feminazis. But 
pursuing the matter was worth the try. 

Millions of aliens in America, whether legal or illegal, lie about their citizenship in order 
to obtain voter registration cards. In New York City, the cards are not supposed to be used for 
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identification, but no one outside of the Board of Elections knows that. Aliens obtain the cards 
as a secondary form of identification that bolsters the credibility of their primary I.D., usually 
counterfeit, which enables them to pass as citizens. Unscrupulous politicians, primarily 
totalitarian lefties—many of them leftovers from the sixties—actually encourage aliens to 
commit theses federal and state felonies because once registered the aliens might as well vote 
and they’ll vote Democratic. The Republicans, always a little behind the times, are also 
beginning to vie for the alien vote while the party’s business members continue to demand lots of 
illegal and legal aliens as a source of cheap labor, which means bigger profits for the captains of 
industry. 

Both political parties don’t care about correcting a problem that is not hard to fix. Most 
states, as New York, have their voting records computerized, so a computer comparison with 
INS records would easily show which aliens in Immigration’s files, some legal and some illegal, 
registered and voted. Voter records contain the alien’s address, or at least one that he is using, so 
a comparison of federal and state records can lead to locating aliens who willing violate the law, 
which makes them deportable. The government could swoop down and bounce these 
lawbreakers out of the country, which is what it should do. When a citizen breaks the law, the 
government is on him like gangbusters. Cheat a little on taxes or make an innocent mistake and 
the I.R.S. slaps a lien on an American’s assets until he pays their usurious penalties and fees. 

The I.R.S. also takes years to notify the taxpayer of the problem because during the delay the 
fees and penalties keep spiraling upwards, adding to the government’s coffers. That’s how the 
I.R.S. makes up for some of the money it doesn’t collect in taxes from aliens because many of 
them, including all the illegals, hide their income while collecting government benefits paid for 
by the average American. 
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It’s the American way in the 21 st Century—after decades of feminazism and political 
correctionalism all levels of government just can’t seem to do what makes sense because as with 
the Communists, Nazis, Ku Klux Klan and the Catholic Church before them, the modern day 
ideologue female cultists value their beliefs over people, power over right and self righteousness 
over logic. The Feminazis lay waste to the lives of others, mainly men, with a reckless disregard 
reminiscent of Senator Joseph McCarthy. They lie, exaggerate and libel, cry tears of hypocrisy 
over alleged sexual impropriety that they wish would happen to them or sound like nuns running 
from the realities of life. At least McCarthy was right about Communists working in the Federal 
Government as K.G.B. records revealed after the collapse of the Soviet Union. He was just 
wrong about whom they were, so the search resulted in witch-hunts. Today the witches use the 
same tactics to destroy in the name of their beliefs and intimidate to further their power. 

Following the trial in Feminazi Sturm’s court of feminine inquisition, I filed another 
complaint against her with the Commission on Judicial Conduct, this time for failing to dispose 
of all judicial matters “fairly” and failing to be “faithful” to the law. The failing to be “faithful” 
charge I especially liked, since females often use the accusation to criticize men but never seem 
able to apply it to themselves. They either resort to “nothing happened,” or the man seduced me, 
or some such lame excuse blaming everyone but themselves. This time my complaint against 
Sturm went directly to the administrator of the Commission, a man I knew from nearly 25 years 
earlier. Back in my media days, I worked undercover as an assistant campaign manger for one 
of Roy Cohn’s mafia connected judges. Fed what I saw and heard to Joe Conason at the Village 
Voice and became the Commission’s chief witness against the judge. For many years my 
whereabouts remained difficult to find, but no more, since I really don’t care. 
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My reason for contacting the administrator of the Commission was that he knew my 
reputation for telling the truth, which might at least cause the Commission to start an 
investigation into Sturm. But no, times had changed and my second complaint was also rejected. 
Somehow the Feminazi mind set, even in agencies run by men, had infected the workings of the 
government whether local, state or federal. Something insidious had occurred over the past three 
decades. The culture of government institutions, even law enforcement agencies, had 
metamorphosed into femininity. Previously effective, hard hitting organizations now acted with 
those especially feminine traits of timidity, paralysis in making judgment calls, overly concerned 
with image, incapable of handling pressure, believing that talking about a problem solved it, 
failing to do what’s right because it is right regardless of the consequences, scapegoating against 
men and inability to make decisions. Even when females in these institutions actually make a 
decision, if it turns out bad, they blame a man, men or a patriarchal society. 

The change from manly to feminine government agencies resulted from the large number 
of females flooding into government jobs evolutionarily more suited for men. At the beginning 
of feminazi sm in 1970, girls comprised 28% of the civilian employees in the Federal 
Government, by 2004—48%. Government bureaucracies never had high reputations for 
effectiveness even in the 1950s, but now, with all these females in positions Mother Nature never 
meant for them, the high level of incompetence and screw-ups has emasculated this country. 

Guys are also partly to blame for acting as gentlemen in making allowances for female 
ineptitude. Take April Glassby, the American ambassador to Iraq in 1990. She met Saddam 
Hussein just before he invaded Kuwait. At that time, there was rising tension between Iraq and 
Kuwait, Iraq was mobilizing and there were reports that Iraq might invade Kuwait. So what did 
Glassby tell Saddam at their meeting: the United States had no obligation to defend Kuwait. 
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What a ditz! Was she afraid Saddam would use his sword on her or didn’t she want to offend his 
sensitivities by popping his illusion of being a modem day Saladin? As a result, Saddam invades 
and lots of men die, not lots of females, but lots of men. Does she get blame for her deadly 
screw up, no! 

The infestation of Feminazis into bureaucratic positions has made all levels of 
government in this country even more inept and ineffective than previously with the added insult 
of females abusing their powers in the name of a self righteous, self centered propaganda 
claiming females can do no wrong. Just as the Commies, Nazis, Klan and Catholic Church of 
old did. 

Besides the complaint against Sturm, I also filed, somewhat belatedly, a complaint with 
the Commission against the Queens Judge Fran L. Lubow, the she-male who laughed at me 
when I requested an order of protection against the Ho back in February 2001. Lubow violated 
the Judicial Canon that judges “shall be patient, dignified and courteous to litigants.” They’re 
not supposed to laugh at the people appearing before them and should at least give folk, 
including men, the time to be heard. Lubow cut me off the moment I started to explain why I 
wanted the order of protection. By acting on her own preconceived biases that the motivations 
driving men are the same that run broads, Lubow jumped to the conclusion that I only wanted an 
order of protection because the Ho had gotten one against me. Lubow knew her sex, but, like all 
Feminazis, she mistakenly thought she understood men. The vindictive, petty nature of females 
drives them into tit-for-tat squabbles in which girls exploit their genetic proclivity for lying to 
make up anything just to strike back at a man. Guys generally let things slide with broads unless 
feminine evil threatens a man’s life or liberty, and even then some idiots do nothing. Ironically, 
if I had been a girl appearing before Lubow, I most likely would have been lying and Lubow 
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would have known it but granted me a temporary order of protection anyway just to strike 
another feminazi blow against men. Lubow tried to cover her invidious discrimination by 
claiming I could only obtain an order of protection from the court handling the 
annulment/divorce—not so. The Commission, true to form, dismissed this complaint as well by 
saying once again, “there was insufficient indication of judicial misconduct,”—the 
Commission’s liturgy for when the bias and incompetence of female judges are brought to its 
attention. 

Pursuing all my avenues against the forces allied with feminine evil, I filed another 
professional responsibility complaint against Mundy with the lawyers Disciplinary Committee. 
Mundy allowed his Russian assistant Petrovich, to act as a lawyer by giving clients legal advice, 
as he did when the Ho and I met with him back in October 2000. Such conduct was fine for 
Russia where Petrovich was admitted to practice as a lawyer, but not America where he wasn’t. 
The Committee completely ignored that complaint, never heard a word from them about it. 

My motion before judge Lobis to reopen the maintenance and equitable distribution 
sections of the divorce agreement also went down the drain in August 2002. My victimology 
strategy failed because as a man in modem day America, not only does acting as a man not work 
but neither does acting as a girl. The moment a guy says something sharp to a girl or gets into an 
argument with her, he’s threatening violence or harassing the innocent angel and it’s off to jail. 
But when a girl destroys a man’s career or murders him—it’s okay. It didn’t matter to Lobis that 
the Ho and her attorneys attempted to use duress to force me into a settlement and committed 
fraud with the falsehoods in her Net Worth statement filed with the court. The lesbian judge 
used the dodge that I didn’t provide enough evidence about the Ho’s perjury and attempted 
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duress, as if industry wide knowledge of the amounts lap dancers make and tape recordings of 
threatening telephone calls weren’t sufficient for my motion. 

A motion of this type didn’t require proof beyond a reasonable doubt or even a 
preponderance, just enough to show that there existed a dispute over the facts. Even without the 
recordings and the Ho’s statements in her diary about her income, Mundy’s opposition papers 
made clear a fact dispute existed. The evidence the judge claimed was not presented in the 
motion isn’t supposed to be included in a motion. That evidence is obtained through the process 
of discovery and then presented at a hearing. Under the law, all my motion needed to do was 
provide enough information to show there existed a disagreement as to what took place. But in 
modem day America, she-male judges can do what they want regardless of the law. 

Lobis didn’t want the bother of a hearing or cause the Ho any discomfort by exposing the 
truth and likely decided to use her lesbian judicial axe against the sex she wasn’t. How could the 
legal system become anymore absurd than having a lesbian, who is mentally neither a man nor a 
woman, make decisions concerning the relationships between men and women. She’s not a man, 
but wants to be, and not a woman, but wants them. 

Appealing both Sturm and Lobis’s decisions might work but the chances were small 
because even a higher-level New York State court was unlikely to give me a fair shake. After 
all, a Feminazi headed the state’s highest court—no Benjamin Cardozo her. In referring to 
batterers and abusers who were men, she didn’t even use the modifier “allegedly” when they had 
not been convicted of anything. She was also the one who threw out the rule that lawyers 
couldn’t serve on juries. So what happens, a lawyer, female at that, on the jury in the Tyco case 
thinks she knows more than the eleven other jurors and refuses to vote for a conviction. The 
defendants walked, two Tyco executives get away with stealing hundreds of million from the 
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company’s stockholders until the State holds another costly trial in which they’re finally 
convicted. Such is justice in the she-male judicial system of New York. 

My foolish law school belief that New York State’s legal system could render justice 
rather than discrimination, incompetence and expediency was just about dead. My war turned to 
the other avenue of justice in New York in which I had worked—the news media. The years I 
had spent as an investigator, writer and political producer for a couple of local television news 
programs, Eyewitness News and WNEW TV News, the predecessor of Fox News, taught me that 
images and sound bites can actually prod somnolent, corruptocrats into doing their duty. 

My reasons for leaving television news in 1981 for law school were the beliefs that 
lawyers had more power in righting injustice and defending the rights of individuals—what a 
dope! Most lawyers don’t care about justice, just winning and money, no matter whose rights 
they violate. And the real arbiters of justice and rights in the legal system are judges: 
government bureaucrats, who in the state courts are too often just as lazy, corrupt, incompetent 
and habitually disdainful of the little man as are other government employees. A successful, 
competent lawyer is not about to leave private practice for the dramatic pay cut of spending the 
rest of his life working for the government. So, many judges not only come from the lower ranks 
of private practitioners but also from the bottom half of their law school classes, which is why 
they weren’t very successful in private practice in the first place. Law schools grade on a curve, 
so those from the bottom 50% would have flu nk ed without it. In the past, the state courts were 
always largely filled with these flunkies, but of late the harm doesn’t stop with them. Now there 
is the added corruption of power by Feminazi judges who legislate their personal discriminatory 
philosophy. Today, the fix is in for injustice in most American state courts, especially for men. 
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Thanks to Billy-Bob Clinton, the level of incompetence and male discrimination also 
spread, perhaps less virulently, to the federal courts in the 1990s when his wife made him 
appoint lots of female fascists to the bench. Whether in federal or state courts, these girls are 
simply incapable of focusing for long periods of time on the issues of a case or handling in a 
rational, organized manner large caseloads. Instead, they try to hide their scattered thinking by 
acting mean and nasty in the hope of brow beating lawyers into accepting their often-wrong 
decisions. They also try to throw many cases out of court: the fewer the cases, the more time to 
talk and feel self important like a princess. In the end, feminazism made the country’s judicial 
system worst by transforming state and to a lesser extent federal judiciaries into institutions that 
render expediency rather than justice and are used as a means for legislating political 
correctionalism as opposed to adjudicating the law. 

The courts today, especially state courts, are pretty much a joke except for the rich and 
Fortune 500 companies, since they can afford to pay the fees for long lawyers’ hours necessary 
to make the law understandable to the many dim lights in the judiciary or appeal to higher-level 
courts with fewer females. Many large companies also operate across state lines, so they can 
avoid the state courts where most the judge are just plain stupid or corrupt. In addition to the 
rich and large companies, the legal system also works for girls who violate men’s rights and 
often criminal laws with impunity. Whether these hos lie or tell the truth, they get their way. 
Much of the legal system in this country just doesn’t work for men versus broads, unless you are 
Ted Kennedy—but then he is rich. 

The news media looked liked my last stand. I put together a list of guys I had worked 
with in the news business twenty-odd years ago or guys I knew from those days that were still in 
the media. The girls I didn’t bother listing—they were the enemy. The guys were all in my age 
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bracket and probably fed up with the feminazi tyranny that swept through the government in the 
later 20 th century. They all probably had their share of dealing with hostile, incompetent broads 
in positions of authority either in their work or personal lives. 

My first attempted contact was with John Miller whom I had worked at WNEW TV 
News. Miller was now a reporter for ABC TV News. He had made the big time. I concluded 
Miller the most likely to do a story because there seemed to have been a little friendship between 
us back then. For a while, we even shared the same newsroom ho, a college intern from the 
Philadelphia area named Judy Comeau, now Judith Comeau Bollinger, who screwed a much of 
guys at the station, often in return for dinner. She preferred getting down like a dog but wouldn’t 
take it in the ass because of an unusually small anus, or so she said. She went on to graduate 
from Wharton Business School, became an analyst at Goldman Sachs, married and moved to 
London where her husband made over $100 million running the Egerton Capital hedge fund. 

Not bad for a tart turned Feminazi: slutting her way to $ 100 million. 

I sent John a summary of my plight and followed up my letter with a voicemail message, 
but never heard back from him, not even the courtesy of a get lost. Okay, maybe we weren’t 
even slight friends back at WNEW. Or maybe the story wouldn’t make it until someone, 
probably me, ended up dead as in a detective story from pre-feminazi America, circa 1950s and 
earlier. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 6 

Turn, Turn, Turn 

“The only thing necessary for the triumph of evil is for good men to do nothing. ”—Edmund 
Burke 

It began looking as though the Feminazi infestation of government institutions and the 
news media’s lack of interest in my story were driving me to that clause in the Declaration of 
Independence: “That whenever any fonn of government becomes destructive of these ends 
(unalienable rights), it is the right of the people (men) to alter or abolish it.” But I wasn’t angry; 

I was seething with rage at state and federal authorities for their incompetence, sloth and 
adherence to modern day, trendy sophistry that demands the violation of the rights of a person 
provided that person is a man. Well and good this wrath, for what better motivation to drive a 
wronged man to justice. Look at history: sympathy and flowers never won the day for truth and 
right, but fury against the violators of men’s rights is what compelled many to a just end. With 
my recourses to the legal system ended in failure and poverty staring a middle-aged, unemployed 
lawyer in the face—there was nothing to lose and only justice to gain. 

Then my telephone rang, it was Jeff, my lawyer friend. He knew well my ongoing 
struggle with the she-devil from Krasnodar and her Feminazi allies, and I about the endless legal 
battles he had with his ex-wife. I met Jeffs ex-wife through him in the late seventies, before 
they married. Back then, she kindly kept documents for me concerning the mob judge connected 
with Roy Cohn hidden behind her paintings. Jeff belonged to the class that rules America: 
Exeter, Bowdin College, Harvard Law, a couple of top notch law firms and marriage to an 
investment banker at Goldman Sachs. But following the route of the preppy elite, rather than his 
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first best destiny, extracted a toll. He now had a one-man practice doing insurance litigation 
work and needed some help to handle the caseload. Doing litigation work for money rather than 
rights didn’t sound appealing, but more importantly, I worried that the forces of the universe 
were setting me up for more torture. Jeff, however, had a way with words, so I agreed to meet 
with him and talk about it. 

During these days, as did Steve McQueen in the Sand Pebbles, I not only wondered, 
“What the hell happened?” but why and how? Looking for answers in religion—or what I saw 
as the ruminations of guys in robes with beards, who walked around 2500 years ago and 
conversed with burning bushes, or guys in robes with beards, living in the desert 1300 years ago, 
engaging in discussions with shining lights in caves—made no sense. Those guys probably 
thought the earth was flat and lacked any knowledge of science, although they knew plenty about 
feminine evil, but so did I. It seemed more logical to base a philosophy of existence on updated 
information: modern day science. Just because the vast majority of people on this planet know 
little to nothing about Newtonian science while even less understand anything about relativity, 
quantum mechanics or newer theories, that’s no reason to use such a prevalence of ignorance to 
argue that the beliefs of the many are accurate. If anything, the beliefs of so many folk based on 
old and outmoded information indicate they are wrong. 

Look at Joseph Campbell’s The Masks of God: Creative Mythology, pp 78-79, where he 
buys into Schopenhauer’s religion, or if you will philosophy: 

“Duality,” that’s the realization that I am not he, you are not me, and we are not all 
together, “is an illusion of the sphere of space and time; both our fear of death and our yearning 
for the pleasures of this world derive from, and attach us to, this manifold delusion, from which 
released is achieved only when the fear of death and desire for enjoyment are extinguish in the 
knowledge of non-duality. With that ‘we are all,’ as Schopenhauer avers, ‘one and the same 
single Being.’ And the sentiment proper to this selfless realization is compassion. ‘All 
individuation is a mere appearance, an effect of space and time, which are themselves nothing 
more than forms of my cerebral capacity for knowledge and the conditioning factors, 
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consequently, of all objects of that knowledge. Accordingly, the multitude and variety of 
individuals, also, is merely an appearance, i.e., a mere effect of my way of perceiving. Whereas 
my true, my inmost being subsists in every living thing as immediately as I can know and 
experience it only in my own self-conscious self.’” 

Okay, that explained compassion, but what about brutality? Old philosophies and old 
religions provided no understanding, no explanations—just more illusions. Any sane man with 
the power of the gods could do a better job than what history has written. So I closed the 
remaining religious books lying around my apartment and shelved them. 

Modernizing to at least the 20 th century, quantum mechanics shows that in looking at a 
small part of reality at a particular point in time, any number of events can happen next, and each 
of those events has a certain probability, expressed as a percentage, of occurring. Some events 
are more likely than others and each and every possible event may occur in different universes. 
The universe I’m stuck in has only one of the many possible events happening. Which event 
turns up next in this or any universe is impossible to say until it happens. All that is known 
before the event happens are the probabilities of each possible event occurring next. In 
Wolfram’s New Science, a few basic rules are applied to some elementary parts of reality that 
result in a subsequent new pattern of reality. By repeating the application of the same basic rules 
over and over on each succeeding pattern, new complex, intricate and surprising patterns arise 
with certain relationships stretching through all the patterns or, stated differently, the emergence 
of certain laws in pattern formation over time that influence the next pattern. 

Whether from the quantum or new science point of view, I figured something existed in 
nature that chose the next event or next pattern. Since the next event in this universe had always 
occurred or the next pattern had relations to prior patterns, it seemed logical that a “mechanism” 
of some sort caused the next event or pattern to occur. Perhaps that mechanism was random 
selection. The problem with randomness is that it can’t be mathematically proven. Doesn’t 
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mean it doesn’t exist, just that man doesn’t know for sure whether it does or not. Given a choice 
between basing a belief on what “I know” as oppose to what” I know I’ll never know,” I rejected 
random selection as the mechanism. That left a mechanism for detennining what happened next 
or the next pattern as one that followed certain rules or guidelines, since randomness was out. 

Some might say that what causes events or patterns at the very small level of the 
universe, or universes, doesn’t translate into running the reality in which we live. Not so, the 
Schrodinger wave equation of quantum mechanics also describes huge ocean waves, three or 
more stories high, which occur every so often. And the new science starts with the very 
elemental and builds with each suggestive application of the basic rules to the macro level. So 
both views seemed worthy for understanding what we experience in this life. 

The theoretical mechanism of the universe that determines what happens next for the 
reality in which we lived, maybe not every little detail but at least the important occurrences, I 
dubbed the Matrix. The movie was still popular at the time and about a hidden force, a master 
computer, running the show, so the name seemed fitting. But rather than creating illusions of 
reality as in the movie, this Matrix determines reality by choosing which of the many quantum 
probabilities comes true or, in the new science, the pattern that comes next for this universe. 

So how does this theory explain my life ending up in such a mess? Was I doomed from 
birth by the Matrix to live a wasted and useless existence to terminate in some such lunacy as I 
currently found myself? 

During my college days, the world’s population was 3.5 billion, by 2002 it stood at 6.5 
billion, 3 billion additional people just since I went to college. That’s one-quarter of the total 12 
billion Homo sapiens to have lived on this planet since the evolution of our species around 
150,000 years ago. In 1750 the number of humans nearly hit a billion, by 1900 about 1.7 billion, 
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but by 2000 the increase had shot up dramatically. The key threat to mankind’s survival in the 
21 st century is overpopulation. All the horrors of famine, war, pestilence and mass misery until 
death stem from overpopulation. 

Assuming the Matrix causes what happens next, its objective and that of evolution for 
this planet are probably the same. Evolution works to assure the survival of a highly conscious 
species: humans, who will either wisely accelerate the pace of change in the universe or 
foolishly end it, at least for themselves. To assure the evolution of such a highly conscious 
species requires programming a desire for sex when not eating, working or sleeping along with 
an ability to procreate at nearly any time of the month. The human species key advantage was 
always its brain with its ability to create technology to compete successfully with and escape 
from faster, stronger predators. To assure the survival of humans, evolution and the Matrix 
needed us to multiply rapidly and develop technology fairly quickly. 150,000 years ago our 
numbers were in the tens of thousands and 70,000 B.C. a volcano apparently reduced Homo 
sapiens to the size of village. Without our ability to reproduce quickly, Mother Nature’s 
experiment in intelligence on this planet might have failed. 

The rapid increase in human population also fueled an increase in technology and the 
development of technology stimulated the rise in population by reducing the death rate over 
time. During the thousands of years of that evolutionary cycle, nearly everyone living at any 
given moment was necessary in order to prevent extinction. But at some point, maybe 1900, 
maybe 1750, the population’s drive for sex and advancing technology reached levels where 
together they caused a rapid increase in population accompanied by the same in pollution and 
depletion of resources. The rapidly growing population fueled greater advances in technology 
that caused an even more rapid growth in population with greater pollution and depletion of the 
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environment. Ironically, the evolutionary tools for assuring the survival of our ancestors now 
threatened us. 

At this juncture, 1750, 1900 or 1950, there arose a surplus or excess population that was 
not needed for the survival of the species. This surplus or excess population actually became a 
detriment to the species survival by depleting resources, increasing pollution and leading to 
conflicts. So in the 21 st century, there are a huge number of people who should not exist, maybe 
5 billion or more or less. In order to compensate, the Matrix makes their lives unpleasant in 
order to cause some to refrain from continuing or procreating. The Matrix likely uses other 
tactics to control or eliminate this surplus population over time, such as homosexuality and 
Feminazism. Both homosexuality and feminazism deter people who would otherwise have 
children from having them. However, technology has been hitting nature hard on that with 
fertilizing embryos outside of the woman and growing life forms from just the mother’s genes, 
but nature also has other options: wars, asteroids, dysfunctional upbringings, falling for the 
wrong girl, etc. 

So to answer Steve McQueen’s question from the Sand Pebbles, I clearly belonged to the 
excess or surplus population. Condemned to a life of stupidity by the Matrix when after my birth 
it chose among all the other probabilities that my Nazi mother and her coward of a spouse would 
raise me. The Matrix could have chosen the probability in which both parents got run over by a 
truck or met some such other terminating event that would have changed my caregivers—but no. 
The Matrix chose them. With the Matrix as an enemy, and for me it clearly is, I would never 
know until too late if my next act merely amounted to another blow from its hammer relentlessly 
pounding me into oblivion. The time-space continuum in this part of this universe is clearly 
organized for those who are not part of the surplus population—the lucky ones. That means 
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members of the surplus population will continuously run into doors that do not open and troubles 
will seep out of nowhere, but just the opposite will occur to the lucky ones. Whether the Matrix 
allows some free will or just makes human choice a joke for either the surplus or lucky 
population probably doesn’t matter. The surplus population’s free will amounts to picking which 
doors to knock on that will not open because determinism locked those doors to them. The lucky 
ones choose only doors that open because determinism unlocks them. 

Okay, maybe the Matrix does not micro-manage the lives of the surplus or lucky 
populations, but it doesn’t have to. All it really need do is detennine at birth whether a person is 
surplus or not by choosing a child’s caregivers, not necessarily the parents, but the folk who 
actually raise the child. After growing up, we would all still have some freedom to choose, but 
the lucky ones would tend to make choices more likely to benefit them because their upbringing 
gave them a more accurate view of society and how best to effectively deal with it. The un¬ 
lucky ones don’t have such a perspective or training, although the Matrix can probably be 
fought, to a degree; that it isn’t completely detenninative and makes mistakes in its efforts to 
reduce the surplus population. But how to tell whether any acts are fighting or aiding it? I 
hadn’t a clue. As such, I greeted Jeffs proposition with trepidation, fearing just another Matrix 
trick to keep me from my justice, but I still visited him to check it out. 

Jeff worked out of his duplex apartment in Manhattan. We sat down, and he proceeded 
to describe the type of legal work he had been doing for the past five years. 

“It’s subrogation litigation for a New York insurance company. The company provides 
casualty coverage mainly to commercial businesses. When something happens, usually a fire, 
that damages a business’ ongoing operations or property, my client, the insurance company, 
conducts an investigation to determine the cause. Depending on the results of the investigation, 
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my client decides whether to payoff on the policy or not. If the company pays, we then sue the 
outfit that’s responsible for the fire.” 

“I’m not sure I understand,” I said in my ignorance. “I’ve never worked on any insurance 

cases.” 

“They’re not much different than other commercial litigation and a lot less complicated 
than the lawsuits you worked on at Cravath,” Jeff reassuringly replied. “I’ll give you an 
example. One of my present cases involves a famous steak house that hired a company to clean 
the grease that builds up in the smoke vents over the grills where the steaks are cooked. One 
night a fire started in one of the vents, caused a lot of damage. My client, the insurance 
company, paid for the repairs under the policy, and now I’m suing the grease cleaning company 
to recover for my client what it paid to the steak house. We’re claiming the grease cleaning 
company failed to properly clean the vents where the fire started.” 

Now I understood. Jeff went on to sell the benefits of such work. The pay was good, 
almost as much as the Ho made, only I had to pay taxes. The hours were not as long as the 
prestigious firms for which we both had worked, and I could use the extra time to pursue the 
avenues of justice left me against evil females. Enough with these demon-spawn taking me for a 
ride. Not only my dead mother, the Nazi, my ex-wife, the Commie, Feminazis judges but also 
my fat pig female stockbroker with whom I had met the previous week over her disastrous 
investments of my money. 

My so-called broker and friend, Maiya Furgason, had lied to me that the analysts at 
Salomon Smith Barney didn’t know that the officers of the companies in which she invested lots 
of my money falsified those companies’ financial statements in order to drive the stock price up 
to the levels at which Furgason bought for my account. I didn’t believe her excuse for a minute 
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since I was no longer in Russia isolated from the news. There were allegations all over the press 
about conspiracies between analysts and corporate executives to rip off small investors like me. 
She lied to me, as most females do, to cover up either her incompetence or villainy. That ended 
my sucker friendship with her although I didn’t let her know it. First, I’d find a law firm doing a 
class action suit against Salomon Smith Barney, then pay Furgason one last visit carrying a wire, 
just like the old days in the news media, hoping she’d put her fat foot in her fat lying mouth. 

“Jeff, let me think about your offer. I greatly appreciate it, but I’ll need a little time to 
decide.” Jeff was not only trying to help himself out but to do me a favor as well by pulling me 
out of what he saw as the tailspin I was in with the Commie Ho. However, I looked at my 
situation more like a kamikaze dive at the sluts who most recently violated my rights in getting 
what they didn’t deserve. But the Matrix had a couple of more surprises for me. 

“So what’s going on with your ex-wife?” Jeff asked. 

“I received a couple of more threatening phone calls, so I tried for a permanent court 
order of protection, but no go. Also the divorce judge denied my motion to reopen the 
settlement. These Feminazi judges really don’t give a damn what the law says. They just go 
ahead and do want they want, which is usually discriminating against men while letting girls get 
away with perjury, hiring threatening thugs or any other criminal activity—just amazing. But I 
shouldn’t be surprised; this is America. Nonnal civilized behavior doesn’t apply to girls here. 
After all, who else except broads can get away with killing the unborn and partially bom with 
impunity; commit serial murder of their bom children without getting fried in the electric chair 
because they blame a man for making them do their butchery; or beat the rap for slaughtering 
their boyfriend or husband by simply lying to the court, ‘Oh he beat me.’ This is one twisted 
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country. But I still might appeal both decisions; however, the odds of a man finding justice in 
the New York courts for the harm from an evil wife are nil.” 

“What were the reasons for trying to reopen the settlement agreement on your divorce?” 

“That the Commie Ho, my affectionate nickname for her...” 

“I gathered that.” 

“That she and her attorneys used duress and coercion, which included the first telephone 
threat, to have me agree to the settlement, and that they lied on her Net Worth statement filed 
with the court, which was fraud. But if I accept your job offer, the financial reasons for 
providing me some of her income or assets disappear and I wouldn’t bother appealing. Actually, 
I’m nearly at the end of my legal rope.” 

“I’m sorry to hear that,” Jeff said. “Do you have any idea who was making the 
threatening calls?” 

“I went to the FBI; I think I told you about that?” 

“Right and they did nothing.” 

“Not exactly, they tested the drugs she was feeding me and likely her Flash Dancer 
customers but wouldn’t tell me what it is. They also tracked down the guy, told me the guy was 
out of town, so they didn’t interview him. When the guy came back, they changed their minds 
and decided not to talk to him because, as this one agent said, the guy might get angry and cause 
me harm.” 

“That’s unbelievable! Did the FBI interview your ex-wife?” 

“They said they tried, but she told them to talk to her lawyer. They probably went to 
Flash Dancers like the New York City INS agent when he interviewed her for lying on her visa 
application. The INS agent visited the club almost immediately after I filed a complaint, which 
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seemed strange to me. Generally, New York INS doesn’t get around to looking into a case for 
months, if ever. He likely went for a little entertainment on taxpayer dollars, and the FBI guys 
probably did the same.” 

“Rather peculiar.” Jeff remarked. “I guess they just wanted to look at the strippers. Do 
you have any indication of whom the guy is that made the threats?” 

“When I first talked with the FBI, one of agents said the guy making the threats was 
probably a hood working at Flash Dancers.” 

“So in your case for a permanent order, you tried to subpoena the F.B.I. records but no 

go.” 

“Not only that, but Stunn wouldn’t allow me to obtain records from Verizon that would 
lead me to the identity of the hood. The F.B.I. claimed the Family Court didn’t have jurisdiction 
to subpoena its records even if Sturm had allowed it, so I’m thinking of appealing her 
stonewalling the Verizon and other discovery requests.” 

“Who else is involved in all of this?” Jeff continued. 

“Well, as you kn ow the law firm Kuba and Mundy handles all her legal matters.” 

“A nice Russian name ‘Kuba’.” 

“I didn’t know that! The firm caters to Russian immigrants and illegals. Then there were 
my witnesses in Krasnodar for both the divorce and criminal defamation cases. They were 
threatened into keeping their mouths shut by Russian or Chechen gangsters. The Krasnodar 
model agency that sent the ex to work in a Cyprus brothel also runs a call girl operation for the 
city’s business, government and criminal elite, if you can actually separate them in Russia. The 
Ho’s pimp in Moscow provides prostitutes to Western businessmen and the city’s elite. He even 
sends his girls to southern California on bribed visas from the U.S. Embassy. He belongs to an 
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organized crime group that provides him protection and who knows what else. Actually, I just 
heard from my Moscow lawyer that my ex-wife’s Moscow pimp is being investigated by 
Russia’s organized crime bureau—a redundancy in terms, Russia’s a criminal society.” 

“Any other criminal connections?” Jeff asked. 

“What are you driving at?” 

“It sounds like organized crime is involved: prostitution, threats, sending women to 
Cyprus, America and who knows where else, and the Moscow pimp.” 

“I never really looked at it that way.” 

“How could you? Think of the emotional upheaval you’ve been going through. 

Bouncing from one disillusionment to another, always thinking the next is the truth and the end 
of the nightmare but it’s not. Only as the distance in time increases can you really see what was 
going on behind the events. Recovering from a psychological trauma like this means getting to 
the bottom of it, pealing away one layer after another.” Jeff always did use psychology as a way 
to understand problems and then solve them. 

“So you think there’s more going on here than a prostitute tricking me into bringing her 
to America? That I haven’t been able to see clearly the source of this nightmare because of my 
defense mechanisms?” 

“It’s possible,” he spoke with a therapist’s voice. “What other ne’er-do-wells are 
involved?” 

“A number. Looking back now, they always seemed to be popping up here and there. 
During my investigation for the annulment/divorce case, a couple of people in Krasnodar told me 
they saw the Commie Ho hanging around with gangsters and bandits, Russian lingo for 
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mobsters. One of her model associates even saw her with Chechen mobsters in Sochi, a Black 
Sea resort.” 

“How’d they know they were mobsters?” 

“Mafiosi in Russia are like rock stars here. They’re famous, dress a certain way and 
everyone wants to be one because they’re the only ones with money and power.” 

“What a place.” 

“Also my Moscow lawyer hired a private detective to check out the brothel the Commie 
Ho worked at in Cyprus. Turns out a couple of wise guys in Krasnodar own the place. And law 
enforcement in New York knows that Flash Dancers is a mob operation. I’m sure mobsters also 
run the Mexico City brothel where she worked. I can check that out easily enough with a private 
eye I know there. Okay, so the Commie Ho’s entire working career is connected with organized 
crime, which would have been good for obtaining an annulment or getting her deported, but what 
good does any of that do me now?” I asked. 

“What do you know about RICO?” Jeff replied. 

“Racketeer Influenced Corrupt Organization, a Federal law passed thirty odd years ago to 
take down organized crime. They named it RICO after the lead character in the first gangster 
movie Little Caesar, staring Edward G. Robinson. At the end of the movie, Rico gets machined 
gunned, and as he lies dying, spits out, ‘Mother of Mercy, can this be the end of Rico! ’ Hmmm, 
a fitting end for the Ho. Anyway, that’s the extent of my knowledge, but RICO is criminal law, 
and I don’t think any prosecutor will be interested in this case.” 

“Prosecutor, no, but you don’t need a prosecutor. The law allows private citizens to file 
civil RICO suits. And in the civil court you don’t need to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that 
the law was violated, just by a preponderance of the evidence. Actually, I’ve been working on a 
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couple of civil RICO cases, and it looks to me that you may have one here. Hoodlums seem to 
be lurking in the background, appearing when there interests are threatened. I think there is more 
going on here than you believe. She’s probably more closely connected with these gangsters, 
most likely a valuable member for furthering their operations and clearly an asset. Prostitution, 
pimping and drugs are big money makers for organized crime.” 

Leaning back in my chair, I looked at the ceiling as the true nature of the nightmare 
began to unfold. “Damn! Realization comes slowly in affairs of the heart. I thought I had a 
handle on things: Russian slut uses drugs and duplicity to sucker me into marriage and bring her 
to the U.S. so that she can make big bucks in the sex industry. Now you’re saying that the 
Russian mob might be behind what’s been happening with the Ho as the front.” 

“You yourself told me a number of times that the mob runs Russia. Didn’t you even refer 
to Russia as the ‘land of RICOs’?” Jeff replied. 

“That I did, that I did, but was too blind to see it happening to me. I thought I was 
smart—what a fool. You’re right; it all makes sense. Look at who introduced me to the Commie 
Ho, her Moscow pimp. He belongs to a crime group in Moscow. In fact, I actually meant one of 
its enforcers in his office last year when he sold me the naked pictures used for advertising her 
prostitution services.” 

Jeff asked, “Were there any communications across the U.S. border or state lines, either 
before or after the marriage?” 

“Sure, after the marriage, letters and telephone calls between her and me.” 

“They may amount to mail and wire fraud, which is just one of the violations that RICO 
is meant to address. Her lying to get into the U.S. and the efforts of her lawyer to keep the INS 
in the dark may also fall within RICO.” 
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“Of course, the fraudulent marriage made up only Act I, which, along with her secretly 
feeding me drugs and lying over the telephone, was how the Russian gang she belonged to was 
able to get one of its assets, her, into America where she could make a lot more money for her 
and her mob associates than in Russia. Sure the amount was small by Russian mafia standards, 
but multiplying the promised cash flow by thousands of other prostitutes the mob illegally got 
into America amounted to big bucks. But getting her size 11 feet on the ground here didn’t 
assure her and her mob associates that she would remain generating profits they maximized by 
evading taxes and smuggling the cash out of the country.” 

“Exactly, when you refused to he to the INS for her, filed for an annulment or divorce, 
pushed for a trial and began giving the Moscow INS information, they had to stop you. If your 
ex-wife and her criminal pals didn’t, it could have resulted in your exposing part of the Russian 
mafia’s entire operation for bringing prostitutes to America to sell sex and lap dances and even 
its smuggling of drugs.” Jeff elucidated. 

“That’s why the Temporary Order of Protection, the threatening telephone calls, the 
intimidation of my witnesses in Krasnodar, bribery, perjury and the threat of arrest by that pig 
cop in Queens; all to protect not only the Ho from deportation but the business of Russian 
gangsters running sluts across the border. Good grief!” 

“Look, I’ll print out the two civil RICO complaints I’ve filed and a couple of 
memorandum of law. Read them over, do a little research and see what you’ve got. I’ll be glad 
to help you if you decide to go ahead. Perhaps the most important aspect of RICO is that it is a 
Federal law, which keeps you out of the state courts.” 
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“That might give me a chance, although a small one in the Southern District of New 
York. I’m sure they follow the Feminazi line, but the judges there are a lot brighter than the 
bimbats in the state courts. I just hope I get a male judge if I go forward with this.” 

“Also, if you go to Federal Court, you wouldn’t have the problem of the F.B.I. not being 
within the Court’s jurisdiction as you did in New York’s Family Court. And federal subpoenas 
always cause witnesses, whether hoods or corporations, to be more cooperative because the 
Judges have a reputation of little tolerance for hiding evidence, which is what happened in the 
Family Court.” 

“So it might be better to go the Federal route rather than bother with appealing Sturm’s 
kangaroo court decision.” 

“That’s something you have to decide.” 

Jeff gave me the copies of the papers from his RICO cases. I left telling him I’d get back 
in a couple of weeks about his work offer. Apparently I wasn’t at the end of my legal rope after 
all, but was this just another Matrix trick to give the Commie Ho more time to make money: her 
only true love in life next to sex. If I pursued the RICO action. I’d need money, which meant 
accepting Jeffs offer. And that meant foregoing the appeal of Lobis’ ruling. It also meant 
delaying swifter and more certain justice. What to do? These days, I trusted the Matrix about as 
much as broads. I didn’t want to get suckered again with another delusion about justice for a 
man in feminarchy America. 

When I got home, another unexpected development. A letter from an old buddy I had 
known since kindergarten days: Blackie the Indian. We had been friends for decades but had 
fallen out of touch over the passed five years. Last time I heard from him, he had developed 
lung cancer, and I assumed him long since dead, but he wasn’t, so I called him up. 
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Turned out the lung cancer was in remission but he was still knocking on heaven or hell’s 
door. I told him his wife was probably blowing smoke in his face while he slept. We laughed, 
not only about that, but each other’s plight and together cursed feminarchy America. He invited 
me to visit and stay at a cabin he owned on a lake in the West. Sounded nice, I told him I’d get 
back in a week. 

Jeffs discussion about RICO and the prospect of reviving my old friendship with Blackie 
persuaded me to at least checkout one last legal possibility by researching the RICO law. If my 
nightmare fit the law’s requirements. I’d file suit in the U.S. District Court for the Southern 
District of New York and accept Jeff s job offer, and hope this latest turn of events wasn’t just 
another Matrix scam. 

I’m A Believer 

RICO requires the violation of any number of specific criminal laws, mostly Federal, and 
allows any private citizen who has been hanned by such violations to bring a civil suit in a 
Federal District Court providing the wrong doers are organized crime or act like it. That is, 

RICO allows a person to sue groups of people that cooperate together to do bad things that ended 
up harming the person suing. Congress realized that Federal prosecutors and local district 
attorneys couldn’t go after all the wise guys, so Congress decided to let private citizens in on the 
hunt to rid the mob and mafia like groups from our way of life. To encourage citizens to bring 
suits, rather than resorting to vigilante justice when prosecutors failed to act, Congress granted 
the citizen who won in court three times the dollar amount of damage done to his business or 
property. If the mobsters beat a person up or kill him, however, he can’t recover for his injuries, 
pain, suffering or burial costs. RICO does not allow for personal injuries and emotional distress, 
but the law is still evolving. One judge, for whom I once worked as an intern, Chief Judge Jack 
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Weinstein, has extended the law to included personal injuries that impact a person’s property and 
business, such as preventing a sole proprietor from carrying on his business while he recovers. 

Weinstein, appointed by Bobby Kennedy, whose presidential campaign I worked for as a 
volunteer, always stood out as one of the brighter and fairer judges in the federal courts. Once he 
was trying to decide what sentence to give convicted Congressman Fred Richmond, so he asked 
his law clerks’ opinions. One clerk thought the judge should be lenient because the defendant 
was a former public official, but Weinstein disagreed because the congressman had abused the 
public trust, so he deserved a stiffer sentence. 

RICO law is complex and many judges, especially in the U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of New York where my case would have to be brought, didn’t like it. Also, if I 
had to appeal a District Court decision, it meant going to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit whose judges liked civil RICO cases even less. To the busy District and Second 
Circuit judges, civil RICO cases took too much of their time and confused everyone involved, so 
they used various tactics for throwing out cases brought by individual citizens. The judges, 
however, are more accepting of RICO cases brought by government prosecutors—bureaucratic 
courtesy, I assume. The judges’ objection as to the time a trial or appeal would take I could 
understand since RICO involved a lot of different elements and criminal laws, but their problem 
with confusion was no excuse. As lawyers, they failed to look at the law from a business 
perspective. Judges and lawyers think two-dimensionally in terms of a shopping list of facts 
required for liability, but RICO requires a three-dimensional perspective to understand the sphere 
of the context in which certain crimes are committed. More simply put, judges and lawyers lose 
the forest for the trees. 
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Looking at RICO from a business perspective—my Columbia MBA finally comes in 
handy—gives an overall view of the types of activities intertwined with certain relationships the 
law tries to prevent. Any criminal operation, such as the Russian mafia, can be thought of as 
similar to a corporate conglomerate with all the business related connections the conglomerate 
has to other conglomerates, companies, organizations, governments and individuals. These 
connections are the conglomerate’s allies in making a profit. The corporate conglomerate itself 
consists of affiliates and subsidiaries each with its own managers. It may be tightly controlled by 
a few executives at the head office or operate more like a confederation in which all member and 
allied companies are pretty much autonomous in making day-to-day decisions. Conglomerates 
can have their own in-house counsel, captive law firm or outside lawyers where the lawyers not 
only participate in management decisions but also provide directions for carrying out decisions 
and running segments of the operations. The same holds true for accountants, public relations 
firms, advertising agencies and consultants on management, personnel and the physical plant. 
Even suppliers, wholesalers or retailers may swing enough influence to play a role in directing 
operations because of the integrated effort needed to bring a product or service to the market 
place just in time to meet consumer demand. There is no set structure for conglomerates other 
than their members and associates sharing common goals and acting together to achieve those 
goals. 

The really successful conglomerates, whether legitimate business or mafia, have a 
strategic vision or goal that can be expressed in a sentence. For example Disney’s: “Bringing 
happiness to millions;” General Electric under Jack Welch: “Become number one or two in every 
market we serve;” the Mexican Cartels: “Addict everyone we can, kill the rest;” or the Russian 
mafia: “Infiltrate and expand operations into hard currency markets, especially the U.S.” These 
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goals are what give direction to decision making by managers, employees and associates in large, 
modemly managed organizations and mafias. Such goals eliminate the need for a hierarchically 
structured command and control, as in the military. A mid-level manager does not need a higher 
up who in turn needs another higher up, and so on, to okay a course of action. Managers will 
only make those day-to-day decisions that serve the organization’s stated goal, provided they 
understand what that goal is. 

Once an organization’s goal is in place, the managers need to agree on strategies for 
achieving that goal. With RICO conglomerates, the strategies are basically summarized by the 
three main RICO violations: getting it, keeping it and running it. For the Russian mafia that 
means: 

1. Invest money from criminal activities to gain control of other businesses— 
whether legitimate, criminal or a mixture of both—in order to expand. 

2. Use criminal activities to hold onto businesses or take over others—whether 
legitimate, criminal or mixed—in order to consolidate and expand operations. 

3. Operate the criminal conglomerate, or as the law calls it the “enterprise,” by 
conducting the criminal activities that are its core business—white slavery, importing 
pornography, drug trafficking, financial fraud, protection, extortion—and using other criminal 
activities to secure the core business and maximize profits. 

Conspiring to violate RICO comes into play when participants or associates of a criminal 
conglomerate agree on any of the above strategies. 

In order to execute any conglomerate’s strategies requires tactics—the nuts-and-bolts 
actions needed for getting, keeping and running the organization. For a RICO conglomerate the 
tactics consist of a web of criminal activity made up of any number of specific crimes that are 
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connected to each other and last over a minimum period of time. In the Second Circuit, it’s two 


years. 

A RICO conglomerate must also act across state or foreign borders; otherwise, the federal 
law can’t touch it. 

There’s a lot more to this, but that is the simplest I can make it. So what does it all have 
to do with the Commie Ho? Looking over the events since I first met her through the perspective 
of RICO, an international group of hoods had set traps for unsuspecting Western businessmen 
into which I had walked that resulted in my bringing one of their prostitutes and procurers to the 
American market. In effect, I was taken for a ride by a mobster moll right out of a 1940s 
detective movie, except standing behind this moll were assorted organized crime figures: 

Russian, Chechen, Cypriot and American. That ride harmed my business by causing it to lose 
business opportunities and profits, damaging my business reputation and costing me lots of 
money. Time and money went into investigations and court proceedings to fight the perjured 
Temporary Order of Protection, try for an annulment, obtain a divorce, determine who were 
threatening my witnesses in Krasnodar and me in America and enlist the legal system in America 
and Russia for protection. My efforts at rectifying the harm done me and preventing additional 
injury took time away from my business, which cost me money. The criminal defamation by the 
Commie Ho’s mother in Krasnodar, the Commie Ho’s lawyer making and filing false charges 
against me in the U.S. and the threat of arrest by one of the Ho’s apparent clients, Detective 
Henning, damaged my business’ reputation and good will—more money gone. 

A RICO lawsuit, if I won, would not only compensate me for all that but also punish the 
culprits by rewarding me three times what they cost me. That sounded fair, although I still 
worried about a time-costly, dead-end diversion in pursuing a civil RICO case. Every day of 
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justice delayed meant another $500 to $1,000 for the Commie Ho, more money, more power. 

But I had to give it the old college try, so I decided to fde a suit and accept Jeffs work offer. 
Since I wouldn’t be starting for him until after Labor Day, I had time to draft a complaint and 
spend a handful of days in West visiting my old pal Blackie. 

I looked forward to seeing Blackie again, and following the visit would give me a chance 
to check up on Anastasia and Dima Vasilyeva, the two that ran the Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion 
House in Krasnodar and its “dirty girls” list. The Vasilyevas’ U.S. residence was about a two 
hour flight from where Blackie lived. Was this a Matrix setup? I wouldn’t know until I acted. 

My RICO Complaint referred to the overall criminal conglomerate as the Russian 
International Crime Organization, an intentional play on RICO, and for short: the Russian mafia. 
The Complaint described that enterprise as arising out of the ashes of the Soviet Union when the 
collapse of communism unleashed that evil empire’s restraints on organized crime, corrupt 
government officials, travel, trade, communication and emigration. The Russian mafia consisted 
of domestic and foreign corporations, partnerships, individuals, government officials, law firms 
and organized crime gangs, including American, Russian, Chechen, Cypriot and Mexican. Its 
key aim was to infiltrate and expand activities into hard currency markets where profits are not 
threatened by inconvertibility or drastic depreciations. The Russian mafia’s members and allies 
cooperate together for the purpose of engaging in illegal and legal activities in order to earn 
substantial profits. 

The Complaint focused on a small portion of the Russian mafia’s activities in America, 
Russia, Cyprus and Mexico that injured my business and financial assets. It asserted that in 
order to transfer a valuable asset, the Commie Ho, to America, the Russian mafia, operating 
through some of its allies and members, such as Leo, aided and abetted the Commie Ho in 
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entering a fraudulent marriage for the purpose of evading U.S. immigration laws—a Federal 
felony. The Commie Ho and her mob associates, such as the Athanasious who provided a bribed 
police report for Immigration stating the Ho had been a good girl in Cyprus, defrauded INS and 
the Department of State into issuing her an immigrant visa, also a Federal felony. In order to 
keep her in America making money for the Russian mafia and furthering its operations, mafia 
members and confederates, such as Mundy’s law firm, tried to coerce me into lying to the 
Immigration Service, intimidated me, threatened me with physical violence, suborned and 
committed perjury, engaged in mail and wire fraud, bribed officials, attempted to and did tamper 
with witnesses and informants. The Commie Ho and her Russian mob associates maximized 
profits and minimized expenses by evading taxes, laundering money and exporting revenues out 
of the U.S. without reporting so as to disguise the true ownership and source of those revenues. 
The Commie Ho and her mob associates also engaged in white slavery, prostitution and drug 
trafficking, imported pornography, used international facilities to assist in carrying out its 
activities and conspired to commit murder for hire. 

News of the conspiracy to commit murder for hire came from a reliable source in 
Krasnodar. The Commie Ho had met with someone in the Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan 
crime gang in Krasnodar before the Sturm trial to arrange for deep-sixing me if I were called to 
testify at an INS proceeding against her. When I had worked at Kroll, the going rate for offing a 
foreigner was $5,000 plus travel expenses. The Commie Ho could easily afford that or just sell a 
subscription of equal value for access between her legs. The hit contract didn’t concern me 
because the INS would never call me to testily. 

The way Immigration’s procedure works under VAWA, the Commie Ho and Mundy can 
say anything they want about me to the INS in order to trick the government into granting her 
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permanent residency. They can accuse me of battery, extreme cruelty, an overall pattern of 
violence, rape and mayhem, and I’ll never have a chance to refute their lies because I’ll never 
know about it, and even if I do, I still wouldn’t be allowed to show they are lying. Why, because 
I am an American who married an alien. Under VAWA, aliens have more rights than citizens, 
especially when the citizen is a man. The protestants in Medici France and the democrats in 
Stalin’s Soviet Union had no right to be heard either, or any other due process rights for that 
matter. In America, the mere allegation of a husband slapping his ex-wife around prevents him 
from finding out what’s going on at INS concerning his alien ex-wife which results in a 
pennanent record of false fact findings libeling the husband that is assumed accurate even though 
he never had a chance to prove otherwise. In addition, the husband will never be able to find out 
what the fact findings were although every police agency in the world can along with certain 
private Feminist organizations. So if an American applies for a federal job and doesn’t get it 
because his alien ex-wife or alien ex-girlfriend lied about him to INS, he’ll never know. What a 
piece of work is feminarchy America! 

After giving Jeff a draft of the Complaint to review, I made arrangements to fly out West 
to see Blackie. Before leaving I tried to notify the INS at the Moscow Embassy of the Commie 
Ho committing a Federal and state felony by falsely claiming to be a U.S. citizen when she 
registered to vote. Unfortunately for me, my INS contact at the Embassy, the only competent 
Federal employee I had come across, left to join a diplomatic security unit at the Department of 
State. Smart for him, but now I faced a bottomless pit at the Embassy. Things were going 
wrong again. 

It took me a month and repeated threats to file a complaint with the INS inspector general 
before the Embassy folks began to stir their chronically lethargic brains to simply find out who 
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was now handling the Commie Ho’s removal proceeding. Neither my Moscow attorney, Xenia, 
nor I could reach a live person at the Embassy’s INS office. So at Xenia’s suggestion, I FedEx 
the certified voter registration documents that showed the Commie Ho perjured herself, and she 
had them hand delivered to the Embassy. Xenia remarked, “That’s for getting something to the 
INS at the Embassy, but getting information on who’s now in charge of the case—well, that 
seems to be something even Houdini couldn’t do.” 

Xenia finally found the man in charge of the Commie Ho’s case, Scott Marvin. He sent 
two emails to me, and Xenia met with him once to turnover the voter registration documents. 
Marvin told Xenia he’d notify the INS in the U.S. immediately and let her know the following 
week the status of the removal proceedings. We never heard from him again. He simply ignored 
any further attempts to contact him, even when we tried to supply more information. Xenia kept 
a list of the many times she tried to contact him over much of the following year and then we just 
gave up. Marvin’s reason to stop any communication could have resulted from the VAWA 
Feminist requirement, 8 U.S.C. § 1367, which prevents disclosure of any information concerning 
alien’s applying for VAWA waivers. But then again, maybe the new female head of 
Immigration at the Embassy decided to bury the case. 

The voter registration documents were also dropped off at the New York City INS office, 
and both it and Moscow were given the number, issue and expiration dates of the Commie Ho’s 
second passport that she used to hide from U.S. Customs her money laundering travels to places 
like Cyprus. The passport infonnation came from an official at the Italian embassy in Moscow 
where the Commie Ho obtained the visa for her prostitution trip to Italy with Alfredo. When the 
Commie Ho entered the U.S. she used one passport that only showed travels between America 
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and Russia with her other passport bearing the stamps of Cyprus and other havens for tax 
evaders, money launderers and the Russian mafia. 

Hey, Little Girl 

On my way out West, I got to talking with a couple on my connecting flight from 
Pittsburgh. They asked me, as Westerners always do, “What’s it like to live in New York City?” 
Too arrogant to lie, I said, “It’s a behavioral rat-sink.” The husband understood right away, but 
the wife, a real blonde, probably wishing she had gone there in her younger days to transform her 
sexual allures into fame, fortune or at least good times, asked seriously, “What do you mean?” 

“There’re too many people in too small a space. Someone is always in the way. Noises, 
whackos, concrete everywhere, filthy air, and people yakking on cell phones, which makes you 
think at first they are either nuts or talking to you. More than once I’ve answered a question that 
someone asked of the other party they were talking to on a cell phone. The overload of the 
senses tends to keep you in constant flight, fight or lust mode. A person can’t relax when he’s 
out and about. There’s always a little uneasiness that something unpleasant or just awkward will 
happen. And then there’s the girl distraction. So many hot young babes in tight skimpy clothes 
looking like juicy plums. Sex sells and no one is better at advertising it than young New York 
City girls, especially in the nightclubs. A man just can’t concentrate on anything when out in the 
street.” The husband’s ears perked up at this. 

The wife, most likely dreaming of what-might-have-been, said breathlessly, “Sounds 
exciting!” 

“For you it would have been,” I said ending the conversation and sinking back into my 
seat to ruminate about this typical of females. She clearly wished she had gone a hoing in New 
York in her younger days to live the nightlife on the wallet of one man after another. 
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New York City was and is a ho magnet, or as a friend calls it “a ho-aisis.” Every gold- 
digger in every hamlet, third-world mud-street dive, small town America or urban center wants 
to live in New York City when she’s at the peak of her power or, more accurately, trading 
ability—mid-teens to late twenties. In the City of eight million stories, she can rent her tits and 
ass for lots of gold, find one affluent sucker after another, ho numerous back-door men while 
acting the role of a “good girl” for her main sucker, and, maybe, make a big score using 
institutions that once stood for some degree honor but now only serve Feminazi efforts to extort, 
fleece and subjugate men. There’s nothing new about girls trying to pick men’s pockets, use 
guys to solve their problems or ruin a man’s life to get what they want, but under Feminazism, 
girls are successfully approaching totalitarian control over men. Broads throughout the world 
know the most lucrative free-fire zone for taking down men is New York City. 

Take the ludicrous example of a stripper—that means prostitute—at an upscale lap¬ 
dancing club in Manhattan. She went into a New York State court charging the men running the 
club with sexual harassment and walked or danced out with millions of dollars. Hello, selling 
sex is what she does, she can’t sell it if potential customers don’t respond to her advertising, so 
when some guy working at the club responds by waving his dick at her, assuming her 
accusations are true, the man-hating court, with applause from the emasculated news media, 
gives her millions in sex-mail, or perhaps the Feminazis call it gender-mail. Pure injustice, what 
does a stripper and prostitute expect? She assumed the risk by voluntarily putting herself in 
situations in which she intended and hoped her “charms” would excite men. So she was 
successful, but since the guy wasn’t rich or famous, just an employee, she felt offended and the 
court gave her millions for her hurt feelings. 
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Besides illustrating the present-day despotism of Feminazis in positions of power, that 
case also shows the age-old problem with pretty young hos. They exploit the power of their 
bodies that they intentionally augment—high heels, tight revealing clothes, bras with fake 
nipples pointing through their blouses, lip stick, eye shadow, eye liner, fake lashes, pheromone 
perfume, strategic padding, jewelry and so on—to wheedle money or something of value out of a 
lucrative prospect. How many guys on waking up have looked at the girl beside them and 
wonder, “Who’s this; she doesn’t look like the girl I picked up last night.” The reality that girls 
can’t get through their heads when using their sexually enhanced weapons is that those weapons 
don’t work like laser-guided missiles. The weapons tend, like cluster bombs, to hit every man in 
sight, or smell. When non-lucrative prospects react to their concocted sexual bombs, girls feel 
offended, annoyed and sue the guy for sexual harassment. The Feminazi courts, aided by the 
Feminazi controlled media, which intentionally makes the man look bad for following his genes 
that hos knowingly manipulate, reward these broads even though they intentionally or recklessly 
incited the situation. 

One reason the Feminazi judges and reporters persecute men while treating trollops as 
angelic victims is because female judges and reporters also use or did use the same tactics to 
attract certain guys and became livid when the wrong guy approached them. The female judges 
and bimbo reporters are just as guilty as the sluts, and boil with the same delusion brand of self- 
righteous indignation until the opportunity occurs to vent their vengeance on some guy. For 
those girls who never had any sexual power or lost it to the passage of time, they try to substitute 
other means of attracting a man. Some delude themselves into believing that by running around 
reciting the liturgy, “I’m a strong and independent woman, I’m a strong and independent 
woman,” or by making good bucks in a job they stole from a man or by trying to brainwash 
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society with pious declarations that girls aren’t sex objects will win them a man—it won’t. So, 
these scorned Feminazis take the fury of their rejections out on any man they can. Either way, 
innocent men suffer at the hands of Feminazis in positions of authority. If Feminazis can use 
female hormones as an excuse for murdering children, then society can use their honnones as a 
reason to keep them out of positions where they can hann even more innocent people, especially 
men. 

The Feminazis just can’t accept the role that Mother Nature made for them. To keep the 
species going, girls had to be sex objects. Most young girl’s breasts are larger than required to 
hold the milk for suckling the young and shake like bowls of Jell-0 in order to attract the fortune 
in men’s eyes. Their asses are prominently and roundly fonned so that men will look at them 
with desire. No one needs all that padding for sitting, which girls do a lot. Don’t get in the way 
of girl heading for a seat in a subway car. Even if it is too small to fit her drearier, she’ll 
shoehorn her rear in there somehow. Had Mother Nature not made girls objects of sexual 
gratification, none of us would be here. 

Those mounds of flesh carry a power most ugly Feminazis can’t imagine or the once 
good looking ones are trying desperately to replace. The now dried out, bitter females who 
bought into the Feminazi bill of delusion that girls should concentrate on a career, like men do, 
now realize there aren’t any guys out there interested in them because they are no longer 
physically attractive. They’ve let the best years of their lives slip away by demonizing men and 
believing exalted delusions about themselves. Real men, not hermaphrodites, don’t want a fat 
and flabby over-the-hill broad in her mid-thirties or older, and here I’m being charitable. 
Personally, I think the logical cut off for a girl’s desirability is her late twenties. She better find 
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her main fool—husband—by then because, unlike with a guy, a girl’s money and social 
influence can’t compete with firm round breasts, a tight ass and a coquettish giggle. 

In vain efforts to recapture the power of their youthful Ts & As, the Feminazis have 
latched onto the societal authority traditionally held by men as a substitute. But institutional 
power in the hands of a broad generally doesn’t work because Mother Nature made guys and 
girls different. Mother Nature knew that in order for humans to survive, it required a division of 
labor because no one person could perform all the tasks necessary to assure the proper 
upbringing and survival of children. Yet Feminazis delude themselves into believing they can 
“do it all,” and some do—but always badly. Unlike other mammals, the offspring of humans 
need protective surroundings for years in which to learn how to cope with the environment, 
whether the plains of Africa or the streets of New York City. Other mammals are born with 
survival hard wired into their brains. But because of that, they can’t take advantage of or readily 
adapt to change. Humans can since their brains continue to develop after birth. In order to give 
human children the chance to reach maturity, function within a society and procreate, Mother 
Nature divided up the child rearing and protection tasks. 

Females handled the kids in the early years that resulted in women developing superior 
aptitudes in language that grew out of understanding baby gibberish and the ability to sense 
emotions, which together enables them to read the signs of problems or normalcy in a child. 
While caring for children, women gathered berries and roots that developed their manual 
dexterity in which to this day the average girl excels over the average man. Watching the kids 
and searching for small items of food at the same time created in females a speed of eye 
movement generally quicker than in men. For example, it’s difficult for the average guy to catch 
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the average girl looking at him because her eyes move more rapidly than his. The rapid eye 
movement ability in females makes for excellent accountants and secretaries. 

Evolution gave the roles of protection and providing the protein that’s crucial for survival 
to men. Battles and hunts occur on a three-dimensional chessboard that requires a man to see in 
his mind the locations, movements and relationships of his targets and then extrapolate this 
information to the next moment. Testosterone provides for more gray matter in the male brain, 
which is responsible for such computations. Today, only one fourth of women score higher on 
this ability of three-dimensional visualization than the average man. In addition, tracking down 
mammoths or fighting adversaries bent on destroying a person’s tribe required cooperation, 
organization, courage and honor. A man facing a prehistoric beast or human enemies needed to 
rely on other men, so a concept of integrity or honor developed among most men because they 
literarily were entrusting their lives and families to other men. 

Organizational and cooperative abilities led men to create societies, starting with tribes 
and later city and nation states, in which women created the home so that children could be 
raised to contribute to carrying on the species. With the transition from hunter-gatherer to 
agrarian societies some 10,000 years ago, men still fought, although somewhat less with 
weapons, to protect their societies from others and nature by using their evolved abilities to build 
economies, physical infrastructures, governments, press, labor, religion, education and all the 
other institutions to which modern day nations are heirs. Girls, consistent with their evolved 
traits, acted timid and afraid to take chances, but so they should for Mother Nature chose them as 
the caretakers of the next generation. Men, on the other hand, needed to be daring, for they are 
the protectors of the next generation and explorers of the unknown, which often leads to 
opportunities that increase their children’s odds of survival. Within the state, men and women 
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carried out roles consistent with the abilities they acquired over millions of years of mammalian 
evolution from the jungles to the sidewalks. But in the seventies, the Feminazis began their 
campaign of evolutionary incorrectness, fatuously described as “politically correct,” as though 
someone’s politics could seriously be taken as correct, which is about as ridiculous as a 
particular religion being correct. 

All the talk of “political correctness” was just propaganda for a special interest group that 
wanted more than they deserved or could handle. Same old story: a small group of people want 
all the benefits of society without the accompanying obligations, so they come up with a lunatic 
philosophy that they sell to others, which ends in a lot of misery for everyone. If all these girls 
are as good and tough as they think or the fantasy world of Hollywood makes them out to be, 
why do they still start crying when they’re caught screwing up? Remember the bawling 
Feminazi head of the Red Cross who got fired for defrauding the public into giving for the 911 
tragedy but then used the contributions for other purposes. Or take this knock ‘em down; shoot 
‘em up alleged action heroine Lara Croft feigning the courage and toughness of a man. Does 
anyone other than a Feminazi believe that I, a middle-aged man, couldn’t deck the actress in that 
role in seconds or the latest Hollywood she-male boxerette? 

Mother Nature’s invention of the concept of division of labor made so much sense that it 
led to economies in which individuals, companies and even countries produce the products and 
services for which they are best suited. Globalization is nothing more than focusing production 
in those parts of the world where the geography, natural resources, culture, demographics, 
government and other factors make the creation of certain goods and services most efficient for a 
specific level of quality. It doesn’t mean, as corporate America typically argues, moving 
operations to the cheapest labor market. Talking with someone in India who doesn’t fully 
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understand American English, but pretends to, does not efficiently provide a valuable service 
although it does increase revenue to pay bloated executive salaries and bonuses. Smart 
individual businesses divide up lines of production and services in order to use workers with the 
necessary abilities and skills for a set of labor tasks. Only an idiot would place an employee with 
the abilities and skills for one position into a position requiring a different set of abilities and 
skills. But that is exactly the Feminazis goal for all of society’s labor tasks except the most 
dangerous—those stay with men. 

Girls have plenty unique abilities—they aren’t powerless. They’ve always had some 
power over men, but now the Feminazis want a tyranny. Evolution gave girls enough powers to 
hold their own with men in a forever-troubled equilibrium. The powers of sex, duplicity, 
emotion and cold-hearted self-interest savagery all fall largely in the dominion of women. Girls’ 
power of emotional manipulation employs an arsenal of weapons: sympathy, boosting a man’s 
ego—“you’re the only one,” motherly pretenses and shaming or trying to make a guy feel guilty. 
Nature in turn provided men with the powers of physical strength, logic and courage that built, 
ran and protected various social orders. Men’s ability to physically beat up females was always 
balanced by evolution enabling females to emotionally beat-up men. Unfortunately, given the 
limitations of technology, a man can’t show in court the pain and suffering caused by a female’s 
intentional infliction of emotional distress. There is no machine to look inside his head that 
would allow him to claim he hit her in self-defense. All the court can see is the girl’s black eye. 

The Feminazis aren’t satisfied with their feminine advantages, they want more by 
wresting social authority away from men in order to tip evolution’s balance of power in their 
favor. What they fail to realize is that social authority requires the attributes Mother Nature gave 
men—qualities most females will never possess anytime soon. By stealing for themselves roles 
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evolutionarily fitted for men, the Feminazis are doomed to bitter, unfulfilling lives while men 
suffer the savagery that occurs when broads gain the upper hand, as described in Frederick 
Engels’ Origin of the Family, a fitting analogy for modem day America. 

Most of today’s younger Feminazis don’t realize what some of the older ones have finally 
learned: socially authoritative positions and constant attempts to disgrace and dishonor men so 
that they will cave to female whims just make men turn away. Most men aren’t attracted to girls 
with social authority; they had enough of that from their mother and teachers, and no man wants 
to spend time with someone who’s always trying to denigrate him by harping on a few bad 
examples of men. The only guys these Feminazis can attract are members of the eastern, effete, 
white trash, quasi-intellectual elite, who are androgynies anyway. Feminazis are evolutionarily 
incorrect, and evolution will eventually win out over that special interest group’s illusions of 
political correctionalism. 

Another major flaw with the Feminazis is their objective to keep older babes in the 
running for men by using a mirror image to understand guys. Any 101 international relations 
course warns against this method for detennining how to deal with an enemy, which to the 
Feminazis, men are. The Feminazis know what attracts females to men: money, power and 
fame, so they foolishly conclude that the same would make females attractive to men by 
assuming men are like females: a delusion to say the least but necessary for many desperate 
broads who are over-the-hill. 

The Feminazis in their quest for the social authority held by men also believe that money 
and authority will allow them to behave as barbarically as they wish because there would be no 
father figure in the fonn of a wealthier or more powerful man to curb their emotional tantrums. 
That’s why so many broads in positions of authority act so mean and nasty—there’s no restraint 
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on their innate malevolence. One of the many reasons evolution made men better suited to 
handle the stress of social power was to curtail the boundless evil that females drunk with power 
will pursue. Witness those high school sororities that were hazing new recruits in a field out in 
the West. I went through hazing at a college fraternity that was nowhere near as brutal as what 
those girls were dishing out. And all that it would have taken to stop those barbarian princesses 
was for one man, just one and not an androgyny, to walk into that field and tell them to knock it 
off. Or take the female customer service reps that the public has to deal with when a company 
makes a mistake. Reasoning with them is impossible. They lie to cover up their ignorance, can’t 
make a judgment call to solve the problem and use authority in an arbitrarily vindictive manner. 
Men are not immune from abusing power, but because evolution slotted men for handling the 
responsibility of social authority, they are more able to handle it and less likely to abuse it. 

As my plane began its descent into the airport, I concluded that when a man pursues the 
occupation that best suits his aptitudes rather than fears or the wishes of others, girls take their 
evolutionarily correct place—good for mothering his children or partying. And the two roles 
shouldn’t be confused. Once crowned with the title “mother,” girls generally turn into bores and 
nags since caution and restraint fit that role of nature. No kid wants to see his or her mother as a 
boozer, druggy or ho, which is why mothers always rewrite their earlier days to appear as good 
girls. For partying and fun, pre-motherhood young babes satisfy the need since that’s their role. 
But serial sexual escapades and repeated episodes of temporarily altering the brains chemistry 
while partying with girls is no reason by itself for a man to live. The worst fate for any man 
comes when he fails to pursue his first-best destiny because the resulting existential vacuum 
becomes occupied by the girl of the moment to whom he ascribes idealistic attributes that 
females do not and never will have, such as fidelity, honesty, honor, courage and compassion. 
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The guy creates an illusion that the girl is what makes his life worth living, what gives him a 
reason to continue his pathetic little existence. Girls know this instinctually and use it to their 
own self-serving interests. All girls carry inside their heads the motto that “Men are like 
children, they believe anything.” And girls will ruthlessly exploit that gullibility to delude guys 
into believing that females are of angelic quality and worth living for. They aren’t. 

A man requires eternal vigilance to avoid trusting females or listening to their advice 
because duplicity is one of their innate powers that they adeptly use to further their own 
perceived ends, no matter how warped they may prove. Girls can only think about themselves. 
They don’t care what kind of harm they do to a man. Girls will sacrifice a man’s dreams, hopes, 
aspirations, savings and life so long as they get what they want and will feel no remorse in doing 
so because they believe their actions justified, since they are females. Girls reserve for 
themselves the right to commit any crime, to lie and to cheat, for men are as dust to them. They 
have been the focal point of evil in the world for millennia and as with so many other lunatics 
throughout history, believe they have a divine right to abuse men, since god, or in feminarchy 
America the goddess, is on their side. 

A man must keep his priorities straight in the face of the seductive charms of young 
ladies. After his first-best destiny comes keeping himself in shape. Muscles that work provide a 
sense of confidence and well-being—evolution’s natural state for a man. To keep from going 
nuts in a society that caters to females and tolerates injustice, everyman needs a few close 
friends: guys he can trust and on whom he can rely, not broads since they are genetically 
untrustworthy and as fickle as history. For fun, there’s chasing girls, and it’s not as difficult as 
most guys think. Girls are hungry for men, just look at the faces of the ones in a nightclub that 
aren’t dancing. All a guy need do is walk over and start talking to them in a matter-of-fact 
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manner. No Shakespearian witticism necessary; they wouldn’t understand it anyway. Only the 
arrogant or nervous Nellys will give a guy a hard time or ignore him, so move on: a guy doesn’t 
want the snobs or fearful ones anyhow. If a man chooses to have children, then for their sake he 
has to put up with his wife’s efforts to emotionally manipulate and deceive him, but the husband 
can deal with this by remembering that he’s living with a pathological liar and teller of tales. 
Above all else when married, he must not give up partying with other girls for his wife will 
surely ho other men as long as guys find her desirable. 

Summertime 

Late August 2002, my first vacation since I traveled to Puerto Rico during Thanksgiving 
in 2000,1 needed it. Blackie put me up in his cabin looking west over a lake, an ideal spot to 
take in the tranquility of the setting sun glistening over the water. Gazing out on the lake made 
me wonder, as I always did when in a quiet place surrounded by nature, why did I ever settle in 
New York City? I had never answered the question and wouldn’t this time, why bother, it didn’t 
matter. Even if the reason no longer made sense, I couldn’t do anything about it. Thanks to the 
female influences in my life, I no longer had the money or prospects to move elsewhere. 

The years since Blackie and I last saw each other had brought both of our lives to an 
unpleasant stage—no golden days these. Still, we had a lot of laughs talking about the absurdity 
of our existences that were winding down. Most people end on a down note; the problem with 
us is that we never had an up note. Our dooms differed: mine mental, his physical, but both of 
us cursed these times. The aftermath of Blackie’s cancer condemned him to some days in which 
he felt so bad, he just stayed in bed. We couldn’t figure out whose life turned out worst, but 
while Blackie might disagree, both of us clearly had nothing to lose anymore. 
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Blackie lived the middle-class suburban life I had always disdained: family, two story 
house in a real nice neighborhood with trees, grass and empty lots. Okay for a guy that recently 
retired from working in a grammar school. He would have done better, however, by working 
elsewhere, but when he finally left graduate school, colleges and even high schools were only 
hiring Feminazis—no men need apply! A similar situation happened to me in television news 
where broads, not half as good as guys in that business, received preferential treatment for jobs. 
The news director at one TV news show told me he’d make me a reporter—if only I were a girl. 
The big lie for 50 years, about which broads must still laugh at men for being so gullible, was 
that girls weren’t equally represented in various institutions and occupations because of invidious 
discrimination. It wasn’t invidious discrimination because most girls couldn’t meet the 
minimum requirements for certain jobs until the Feminazis intimidated employers into lowering 
the requirements. 

In the seventies, the government, media and education imposed quotas that gave lots of 
incompetent Feminazis jobs evolutionarily suited for men. My first television job resulted from 
a local TV news show wanting to hire me in 1975 but couldn’t because of the Feminazi quota 
system. The Federal Communications Commission tied the license renewal for all television 
stations to the affirmative action hiring of broads. In order to circumvent the dictates of 
totalitarian females, the news director created a job in which all the network’s stations hired a 
fraction of me. Since the quotas only counted whole persons and not fractions, an additional 
man to the station’s operation never showed up on the records. The news director was a 
courageous guy for doing that, as was the executive producer for special events at the second 
news show I worked. The executive producer went out on a limb to hire me despite management 
pressure to hire a girl. He gave me the job because I was more qualified. 
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Feminazis like to say a girl has to be “twice as good” to get a job over a man. Not from 
my experience. The Feminazis must be confusing the denominator with the numerator. After 
all, Mother Nature didn’t evolve girls to be good at mathematics, which depends so much on 
geometry. Men, not girls, had to make sure a spear traveled in an arc that struck its target. 
Although ancient men didn’t know they were using geometry, a successful hunt and therefore 
survival depended on it. Geometric ability imprinted mainly onto the genes of men so that today 
boys on average perform better on spatial tasks and tests of mathematical reasoning. Girls, as a 
result of their roles in rearing children, do better at verbal memory and distinguishing whether 
objects are similar or different. For example, Vanderbilt University studies show that thirteen 
times as many boys as girls score above 700 on the math part of the SAT while girls do better on 
the grammar and writing sections. 

The reason the main stream news media can’t get the lefty bias out of its reporting these 
days is that the old quotas resulted in many Feminazis, mostly lefties, slithering their way into 
the business in the seventies and eighties. Back then, the major TV news shows were on CBS, 
NBC, ABC and PBS with the key newspapers the New York Times, Washington Post and Los 
Angeles Times. Today these girls have positions of influence at these organizations, and, as 
females always do, they push their own agenda regardless of the truth. As a result, the traditional 
media no longer reports the news but propagandizes or feminazizes it as does the New York 
Times or more accurately New York Pravda, which prints whatever it wants—whether true or 
made up. 

Educational institutions have also concentrated on hiring girls over men since the 1970s. 
That led to the failed feminine-wimp approach of coddling children rather than disciplining 
them. Old fashion discipline at least made kids pay attention long enough to learn the basics for 
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survival and act sufficiently civil so that teachers could teach. Nothing focused my 
concentration or curtailed my unruly behavior in school more than the gym teacher bouncing me 
off the bleachers for acting up in one of my classes—the right amount of physical force gets 
results. Even females should understand that. Slap one upside the head, and she’ll reel-in that 
sharp, lying, female tongue that has caused so much trouble and pain since language began. But 
with the Feminazis in control, education has replaced masculine discipline with therapy and 
substituted the development of the different aptitudes of boys and girls with socially engineering 
guys into girls and girls into guys in an effort to yield a Frankensteinian common denominator of 
soulless automatons with sexually neutral attributes. 

Feminazis, their fellow travelers and those too weak to oppose them are responsible for 
turning the government, media and education into wimp institutions. Imbuing these sections of 
the American society with estrogen driven, irrational feminine traits may rank as the 
determinative factor in initiating the end of this country’s success. All empires rise and fall, and 
the Feminazi brand of totalitarianism is putting an end to an America where a man could live 
more or less free and pretty much pursue the opportunities he wished. 

The Feminazis, as with all tyrants, hold others to a standard of conduct that they do not 
follow. If Billy Bob Clinton had been a Republican, the Feminazis would have swanned like 
locus on Washington during his impeachment hearing. The rest of the world, including 
Europeans, sees this. That’s one reason America is so hated in the Middle East, Russia, Asia, 
Africa and South America. The men in those places don’t want America’s values because they 
don’t want to end up as some shrew’s lap dog. 

There are lots of guys from my generation whose lives the Feminazis screwed in the 
name of their big lie that throughout history men unjustly and harmfully discriminated against 
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females and otherwise oppressed them. Oppressed, how? Discriminated, sure, but to their 
benefit. Here’s a segment of history in which these duplicitous broads claim a male-dominated 
society oppressed and discriminated against them: 

A propeller driven plane drones somewhere overhead far out of sight. Its low monotone 
humming envelops a warm, spring Sunday afternoon somewhere in the 1950s. I sit on my 24 
inch, black, single-gear Schwin bicycle, keeping my balance by holding onto the door handle of 
an old, blue, four-door 1947 Dodge. 

My consciousness pauses at the moment, feeling vaguely sad for no discernible reason. 
The week’s events ended with this gift of nothing to do: no homework, no television shows, no 
new housing developments to explore or classmates able to come out and play. 

The dead-end street needs a new asphalt topping. Where I am balance on the side, the 
asphalt has broken up into small gravel-like stones with an isolated weed sprouting up here and 
there. It is still early spring, the lawns are just beginning to turn green and the tulips and 
dogwood buds remain closed, waiting for a few consecutive days of warm weather. The air 
smells fresh, warmed slightly by a gentle breeze. 

The droning airplane fills the vacuum of silence on this street with modest middle-class 
houses in this small suburban town, whose claim to fame will not come until the end of the next 
decade. Of all the towns in America, this town will have the second highest number of persons 
per capita to die in Vietnam—all of them men, of course, and all of them guys I grew up with. 

Nearly 58,000 American men in the military died in Vietnam, at least 40% of them went 
unwillingly—they were drafted. Around 340,000 were wounded, a couple of million served 
and, the statistic I like the best, over 58,000 of the men that served in Vietnam subsequently 
committed suicide. While so many men suffered, females opportunistically took advantage of 
the lives, minds and years the war destroyed by seizing jobs previously held by men. 

As girls flooded into the better jobs, men continued to comprise 90% of the work force in 
the most dangerous occupations, died younger and committed more suicides in a society where 
today over 50% of the millionaires are women. How could any rational person, which leaves 
females out, conclude that America oppressed broads? Rather America epitomized a classic, 
although subtle, matriarchy disguised by the disinformation that it was a man’s country. The 
truth shows girls on the whole doing very well for themselves at the expense of men. 
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As for female military casualties in Vietnam, none of whom were drafted, guess how 
many died. Eight—not eight thousand, not eight hundred, not eighty, but eight! The same 
number of guys who died in Vietnam from the New Jersey town of 7,500 folk where I grew up. 

Christmas time 1969, Blackie and I ran into one of the guys we grew up with who was 
eating lunch at the Stewart’s Root Beer stand in our hometown. Brian didn’t look very happy 
that day. 

“What’s going on?” Blackie asked. 

Brian blurted out in despair, “I’ve joined up.” 

We knew what that meant. The useless war had been plaguing virtually every man in our 
age group for years. 

“What are you crazy? What about college?” We said almost in unison. 

“I didn’t do so well, so I’m out of school. The draft will get me any day, so I figure it’s 
better that I join.” 

“Oh man. You’re on your way.” I remarked. 

“Yea, probably,” he said while looking down at his burger. 

We talked some more and wished him luck. When Blackie and I left, we knew Brian was 
dead—so did he. The following spring he was killed. 

Brian had been caught in the wheels of a machine beyond his control. A machine that 
glowered over the land at every young man, just waiting for him to leave high school, funk out of 
college or graduate. When any of those events happened, the machine grabbed him and sent him 
halfway around the world to risk his life and sanity to make a few bucks for the military- 
industrial complex. For years, nearly everyone of my male contemporaries carried on his back 
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the most powerful country in the history of the world just waiting for its chance to cut his throat, 
maim his body or blast his mind. 

In the late seventies, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that it wasn’t unconstitutional to 
discriminate against men by drafting them but not females and requiring men but not females to 
register for the draft. Today’s Feminazis cry about oppression and discrimination, what do they 
know? Most modern-day Feminazis spent the war walking around in mini skirts, see-through 
blouses, taking drugs and enjoying free love, which meant they were free of the worry of getting 
pregnant, thanks to the pill. Girls hoed anybody and everybody they wanted, but guys still had to 
pay the price for a date, an accident and a President, L.B.J., who overwhelming won the female 
vote in 1964. There are a lot of guys in America today who know broads have always received 
preferential treatment, but let it slide. The Feminazis’ continuing greed, however, to take all of 
the marbles based on a lie of past oppression has created in these guys a deep seated hatred for 
the Feminazis. At some point, something will happen that brings it out into an open, bloody war. 

Out West, Blackie and I hung out for five days, went boating and swimming. Then I flew 
out to check on the Vasilyevas. Anastasia and Dima Vasilyeva rented half of a tiny house in a 
working class neighborhood on the outskirts of the nearest city. It didn’t fit. These two had lots 
of money. They ran the top model agency in Krasnodar, a city of over a million people in the 
middle of one of Russia’s most prosperous regions. They also supplied girls from Russia to 
overseas brothels for which they probably collected 20% of each girl’s gross and ran the dirty 
girls list for Krasnodar’s movers and shakers. Factor in that they paid no Russian taxes other 
than the bribes to their tax collector, and their tiny suburban house began to look more like a 
cover. With their money they wouldn’t live there unless trying to create a false impression, as 
Russians are adept at doing. Maybe they were trying to appear as poor working class folk to 
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disguise the importing of girls for prostitution and lap dancing. They probably smuggled the hos 
through Canada, a country even more liberal at allowing in low-lifes than America, or sponsored 
U.S. visas for the girls by using a modeling outfit similar to what they ran in Krasnodar as a 
front. The house was too small for running that type of operation, so I checked to see whether 
they were connected with model agencies in the area, but nothing. Information would likely turn 
up later that explained why the poverty front. 

My vacation over, I took a plane back to New York. 

Work A Day World 

After Labor Day, I began working for Jeff, my first paying job since I left Kroll over two 
years before. The money was good, but I knew I would never make enough to offset the losses 
due to my incompetent or crooked stockbroker, the Commie Ho, her Russian mob associates and 
my useless divorce attorneys. Outside of work, I kept fighting on the multiple fronts in my war 
against the low-lifes that had tricked, cheated and violated my rights. Joined a class action suit 
against my stockbroker’s firm Salomon Smith Barney, dug up more information on the Commie 
Ho’s criminal associates in Russia, filed a civil defamation suit in Krasnodar against the Ho’s 
mother, tried to prod the Feds into enforcing the law against the Ho for falsely claiming 
citizenship and instituted a disciplinary proceeding against my annulment/divorce attorney Silpe 
for selling me out. 

My Russian G.R.U. buddies discovered that the Commie Ho first met Khachaturyan 
Araratovich Asypyan at the Albatross Club in Krasnodar while doing out calls as a prostitute 
from the Vasilyeva Fashion House’s “dirty girls list.” Asypyan, or one of his hoods, was the guy 
she hired to knock me off if the INS called me as a witness. According to my G.R.U. contacts, 
the Albatross Club consists of powerful government officials and wealthy criminals—if the two 
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can be separated in Russia, and controls Krasnodar the way A1 Capone’s boys did Chicago. 
Asypyan runs one of the most powerful crime organizations in southern Russia and has close 
connections with one of Russia’s top godfathers Ded Khasan, the mafia boss in St. Petersburg. 
For a time in the 1990s, Ded Khasan helped make St. Petersburg the third ranked city in the 
world for unnatural deaths, behind Bogota, Columbia and Lagos, Nigeria. 

Other Krasnodar gangsters and Albatross members, such as Volchok, a.k.a. Woolfy, and 
Raketa, a.k.a. Rocket—probably a Captain Video Ranger dropout—continued to enjoy the 
charms of the Commie Ho when she visited her hometown. But the relationships went beyond 
sex. The Albatross club protected the Commie Ho’s criminal interests and various members and 
associates have deals with her for providing prostitutes, pornography and to some extent drugs to 
America. The best I can tell is that the Commie Ho, besides smuggling drugs and laundering 
money for the Russian mob, brings together Russian hoods with American mobsters that run 
escort services, brothels and lap-dancing clubs and sell pornography. Prostitution needs hos, the 
Internet needs porno and everyone needs to get the illegal profits out of the country. The 
Commie Ho, along with other Russian mafia members and comrades, facilitate such activities. 
The Ho even recruits her own prostitutes for smuggling into the U.S.—such a busy big girl. 

The Russian mafia uses various ways to import Russian hos into America: bribing U.S. 
embassy officials in the countries of the former Soviet Union, Cyprus and Mexico with $3,000 to 
$4,000 a visa, using corporations controlled by Russian and American gangsters to sponsor the 
girls for visas by claiming they will work as “artists,” “dancers” and “translators” or simply 
sending the hos to Mexico for shipment across the border into the U.S. The pornography 
produced in Russia comes directly to the U.S. or by way of Cyprus, Mexico and the Internet 
while opiate narcotics flow via couriers from the Caucasus region of southern Russia directly to 
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America or by way of Mexico. Cocaine in turn moves from Mexico to Russia, where only the 
New Russians can afford it. Transferring the proceeds from illegal activities in America to off 
shore banking havens involves hiding the money, travelers’ checks or diamonds on or in the 
couriers or in their baggage plus the more sophisticated method of depositing the funds to a 
credit card account from which the money is later withdrawn overseas. Friendly bankers also 
help by failing to report large amounts wired overseas or deposited. 

On the litigation front, Svetlana, my Krasnodar lawyer, filed a civil defamation suit 
against Inessa, since the criminal suit was closed thanks to bribes and threats. The most I could 
win in the Russian court was 500 Rubles, about $20. Obviously the courts in Russia are more of 
a joke than here. That’s why anyone over there with money uses hoods; then again, anyone with 
money in Russia probably is a hood. Still, I wanted a trial in order to expose the bribery and the 
threats made against my witnesses by Russian or Chechen gangsters, since I could use that 
evidence in the RICO case. 

Domestically, I considered adding my former attorney Silpe as a defendant in the RICO 
case. Silpe’s motivation for ignoring my instructions and agreeing to forego my right to a trial 
on the Commie Ho’s adultery and for an annulment still troubled me. Was there a more sinister 
force at work other than kowtowing to a Feminazi judge? Did Silpe belong to or associate with 
the Russian mafia also? The odds of that looked miniscule. Jeffs divorce lawyer recommended 
Silpe, so either Jeffs lawyer worked for the Russian mob or blind, dumb, bad luck steered me to 
an attorney connected with Russian gangsters. Jeffs lawyer was in no way connected with Red 
hoodlums, but given the Matrix’s tricks, I could easily believe the goddess of chance led me to 
an attorney connected with the Russian mob. After some research into Silpe’s past, I concluded 
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he wasn’t involved with the other RICO defendants although he might have been threatened or 
bought off, but I’d never prove that. 

My other option for justice against Silpe was to file a malpractice suit, but that would 
make available for the RICO defendants all the private communications between Silpe and me. 
Not that there was anything the defendants could use, but given Silpe’s record of lying, I was 
sure he’d gladly add some damaging falsehoods out of spite. My only recourse, which I took, 
was to file a complaint with the New York State Lawyers Disciplinary Committee, which would 
be kept confidential. Silpe made a number of crucial lies in representing me, but I focused on the 
misrepresentation he made back in July 2001 when after he met with Judge Lobis and the 
Commie Ho’s attorney, he told me there was no agreement on fault, which meant I would get my 
trial on annulment and adultery. 

True to his lawyerly ways, Silpe responded to my disciplinary complaint by lying. First, 
he falsely claimed that at the July 2001 conference, he fully explained to me the agreement that 
the parties would not contend who was at fault, so there would be no trial for an annulment or 
adultery. Lawyers always lie like this when they think it’s their word against someone else’s, 
usually their client’s. Every state has a disciplinary committee and none of them are about to 
believe a client over the lawyer, unless it involves sexual harassment. If the committees believed 
the clients, it would result in all those incompetent and crooked lawyers flooding the labor 
markets looking for new jobs—might even cause a recession. Besides, the disciplinary 
committees consist of other incompetent and less than sterling attorneys, so it’s similar to having 
ex-cons running the police force and criminal courts. Lawyers just don’t punish other lawyers 
unless they have no choice. But Silpe made a mistake, or so I thought. When he was lying to me 
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that he made no agreement, my friend Jeff who had accompanied me to the court was standing 
right there listening. I had a witness, and one who was a lawyer from Harvard Law. 

Silpe’s second key lie to the Disciplinary Committee was that the lawyer I hired after 
firing Silpe had told Silpe I still could have gone ahead with a trial for an annulment and adultery 
if I had wanted. Silpe used this lie to convince the Disciplinary Committee that it wasn’t 
anything he told me that prevent me from having a trial on the issue of fault, but my own later 
decision not to pursue one. Once again, lawyers lie like this all the time. They misrepresent 
what another lawyer, not an adversary, says knowing that most lawyers will not testify against 
another lawyer. But Silpe made another mistake here, or so I thought. My former lawyer told 
me Silpe was lying, and he would tell the Committee that if asked. 

Promptly, I notified the Disciplinary Committee of Silpe’s lying along with my 
witnesses’ names and telephone numbers. The Committee took well over a year to make its 
decision. Silpe beat the rap. The Committee’s decision stated, “There is insufficient evidence to 
conclude that Mr. Silpe made intentional misrepresentations,” and “the Committee arrived at this 
determination after conducting an investigation consisting of several steps.” Did any of those 
steps consist of contacting my witnesses? No! Not one of them! The Committee’s sloth, bias 
and incompetence in failing to contact my witnesses to Silpe’s lies didn’t surprise me, since the 
Feminazi’s bud-a-boo of sexual harassment wasn’t an issue. But the lack of surprise in no way 
assuaged my anger. I fired off a letter to the head of the Committee demanding a review, a lot of 
good that would do, and accused them of failing to do their duty, bias, incompetence and 
possibly worst—blatant corruption. 

Mr. Silpe was my attorney to whom I paid lots of money. He held himself out as 
competent in domestic relations law of which I never even had a course. I trusted and relied on 
him as clients are encouraged to do and for which the disciplinary and ethics rules were enacted 
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so that such trust and reliance would only rarely be misplaced. Perhaps the rules only exist to 
give clients a false sense of security that their attorney will act forthrightly. 

You state “there is insufficient evidence to conclude that Mr. Silpe made intentional 
misrepresentations.... or that he intentionally with held information.” Basically you are calling 
me a liar, since my statements are evidence that Mr. Silpe made misrepresentations. You’re also 
telling any client who complains against a lawyer that the client’s words are useless—they will 
not be believed. Okay, let’s assume my statements mean zero and all clients are liars when they 
complain against august attorneys. What about the two corroborating witnesses to 
misrepresentations by Mr. Silpe? The two witnesses to whom you and your Committee never 
talked. How do you answer my corroborating witnesses—are they liars too? No, you just ignore 
their evidence. 

Mr. Silpe’s misrepresentations in his answer amount to hiding the truth from the 
Committee. But, I assume that is not considered professional misconduct. 

The Disciplinary Committee’s review reached the same conclusions as the initial decision 
because its review still failed to talk to my witnesses—American justice. 

My efforts to expose the myriad acts of malfeasance and nonfeasance that I had stumbled 
across since meeting the Commie Ho brought me back to the I.R.S. for another try at changing 
its no-tax policy on lap dancers. While reading the New York Times, a rare event for me, I saw 
an article quoting the new I.R.S. Commissioner that the Service would begin concentrating on 
high income tax evaders. About time, when I worked as an attorney in the I.R.S. Chief 
Counsel’s Office in 1985-86, it concentrated on pursuing small time tax cheats. One case I 
worked on for a couple of weeks involved a Federal employee who failed to report the $100 he 
received for jury duty—the I.R.S. decided to prosecute. What a waste of the taxpayers’ dollars. 
The I.R.S. left the rich alone because they had lawyers and political influence, and it didn’t 
bother those making lists full of cash in the underground economy because it took too much 
work. That left the middle class an easy target to soak for the taxes the rich and criminals didn’t 
pay. So on reading the change in I.R.S. policy, I sent the Commissioner my estimation of the 
untaxed $13 billion dollar cash flow into lap dancers’ tongs and suggested the I.R.S. adopt 
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guidelines for taxing these cheaters. It might make up for some of the loss Federal tax revenue 
from another nefarious group that had once paid 32% in 1952 but by 2003 only contributed 7.4% 
to the tax coffers—corporations. The Commissioner’s Office sent a polite reply that my letter 
was forwarded to the New York City office. The same office that refused to even look into the 
Commie Flo’s tax evasion that she had admitted in her diary. That meant the circular file. 

I Like the Nightlife 

In the middle of September, Mark and I started chasing girls together on the weekends. 
There aren’t many guys in this world who are any good at picking up chicks, but Mark is and so 
am I. Together we had a lot of fun and laughs. We both saw through their duplicity and 
attempts to use men. We also had an added advantage. The white and Latin chicks, which Mark 
preferred, saw him buddying around with a middle-aged white boy, so they viewed him as a 
professional with money. The white chicks were also thinking backdoor man. Sometimes I’d 
start talking with a white or Latin babe, introduce her to Mark, and then go looking for someone 
of interest to me. The black, Latin and Asian babes, whom I lusted for, saw me hanging around 
with a smartly dressed black dude, so they figured I’m cool. They also saw me as a potential 
sugar daddy. Sometimes Mark would introduce me to one, and then goes hunting for what he 
liked. We each provide the other additional credibility with the dames we were interested in. 

Our tag team hustling began on a regular basis after Mark had just gone through a couple 
of unpleasant relationships: one with a Latina, followed by a rich white broad from Jersey. Both 
times he ran into the same insult from the girl’s parents—they were bigots. Both sets of parents 
made clear their ignorance by objecting to their daughters going with a guy whose skin absorbed 
more of the visible electro-magnetic spectrum than their daughters. 
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The source of America’s most deadly injustice in its history stems from the inability of 
those whose skin reflects more of the visible electro-magnetic spectrum to realize that those who 
reflect less have the same aspirations and dreams: a good job, nice house, schools that teach 
their kids and a decent neighborhood in which their children can grow. Varying degrees of 
visible electromagnetic reflection don’t indicate a difference in values. All those outdated 
references to race simply make ne’er-do-wells, including the effete, eastern, quasi-intellectual 
elite that populate wine and Brie parties on the upper Westside of Manhattan, feel superior to 
others. There haven’t been different hominid races on this planet since the Neanderthals died out 
some 27,000 years ago. Then again, sometimes in court, I realize they didn’t all die out. 

Anyway, contrary to white suburbia stereotyping, most of the black guys with whom I chased 
girls or played sports were more conservative than me. If anyone ever gave me a nuke, I’d use it, 
but my black buddies only wanted the American dream—go figure. 

People should check their ancestry. Seventy thousand years ago a giant volcanic eruption 
wiped out all of our ancestors except for 3,000 to 10,000 Homo sapiens. Over the next 70 
millenniums, all of us now here came from those 3 to 10 thousand survivors—sounds like a TV 
show. Every other hominid, what the scientists classify as different races, died out. The 
different physical characteristics of modern day Homo sapiens evolved as an adaptation to the 
particular geography where people were hanging out. Can you imagine hunting animals on the 
equator without sun block—not me? So Mother Nature gave those ancestors of ours in tropical 
climates a darker pigmentation to keep the ultra violet rays out. In the northern climates, hair 
became flat and wavy instead of curly in order to keep the heat in rather than allowing it to flow 
quickly away from the head. Boiled or frozen brains don’t work well. On it goes with other 
physical characteristics, such as lighter skin to absorb Vitamin D in temperate zones. 
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Today’s differences among individuals simply result from one person’s ancestors 
spending more or less time in a particular climate since that giant volcano blew up. Before 
modem times, physical differences served the purpose of increasing the survival of our race, 
Homo sapiens, in all parts of the globe. Today, such physical distinctions are superfluous. If I 
want to hang out at the equator, I’ll buy some sun block and an air conditioner. If I need Vitamin 
D, I’ll take a supplement. Superficial physical attributes lie along a spectrum that various 
lunatics have divided into superficial groups to further their own interests. Culture, however, is a 
different story; some, such as America and Russia, reward evil. 

With the Commie Ho divorced but not forgotten, I too was trying to recoup from a 
revolting experience. The Commie Ho had scrambled me to the point where if a pretty young 
lady started turning on her high beams and pumping out those pheromones, I wanted to run down 
the street screaming. It was time for me to place these broads in an accurate perspective, and 
Mark helped. I knew that unless a guy was intent on having children, girls were only good for 
partying. But it wasn’t enough to know it; I had to feel it in my gut. Sure love exists, but not 
between a guy and a broad. For instance, girls love money, especially men’s money, the kind for 
which they don’t have to work. Most men also love their children and the lucky ones their 
occupation, but as for love between the sexes, it’s an illusion of an indefinable Shakespearean 
sonnet theme ruthlessly exploit by broads. Girls are forever conniving men into believing that 
guys should love them by asking, “Why don’t you tell me that you love me?” How many times 
have I heard that from a broad? Girls know that the moment a guy believes he’s in love, he’ll 
feel obligated to, tolerant of and dependent on them. Then watch out, those greedy little female 
hands will loot his savings accounts, bankrupt his business and ruin a man’s destinies. Unlike 
love, the emotions of passion and compassion do exist between the sexes with the later usually 
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absent in the girl while posing great danger for a man. The biggest mistake next to a guy 
believing he’s in love with a broad is to feeling compassion for her. Once a girl has a man over 
that barrel, she will take him for everything tangible and intangible she can get, bleating all the 
time that he should sacrifice for her with the words: “Help me.” 

It’s a fool’s road to accept exploitation in the name of an illusion propagated by the 
exploiter or allow the cold-hearted use of compassion to chain oneself to the exploiter’s whims. 
The only emotion a man should feel for a girl is lust because that’s what Mother Nature built 
girls for, and she built plenty of them—3.5 billion and climbing. 

Relationships between girls and guys are adversarial—girls know this, but most guys 
don’t. Broads take without remorse a man’s money, house, cars, sanity, equipoise, dreams, 
hopes and life. They enter any relationship with that intent coursing through their veins. Out of 
self-defense and self-preservation, the wise man does nothing for a girl until she puts out, then 
concludes that I’ve gotten what I wanted and so has she—a good time—and moves on to the 
remaining ones in the pool he finds attractive, not all virgins, but a lot more than the 70 odd girls 
the martyrs receive. It’s not considered honorable by Hollywood movies, but acting honorable 
toward girls invites defeat and ruin because they have no concept of honor. As soon as chivalry 
causes a man to show consideration, she’ll take the advantage to plunge her dagger of deceit, 
dishonesty or any other reprehensible act that serves her selfish interests. Better to fight fire with 
fire. Deal with girls the way they deal with men: he, cheat and use them. Never show a girl any 
regard beyond that of the minimal civility shown an animal. 

Whenever a girl asks for a favor, a man should remember that for over 150,000 years, 
and millions more when factoring in other ancestral hominids, girls have been exploiting men by 
using the fallacy that by having sex with a guy, a girl was doing him a favor. On the contrary, a 
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man does the girl a favor by having sex with her because girls enjoy it more than men. The 
ancient Greeks knew this. As a young man, Tiresias found two snakes mating and hit them with 
a stick. He was transformed into a woman. Seven years later, Tiresias did the same thing and 
became a man again. When Zeus and Hera asked him which sex experienced more pleasure 
during intercourse, Tiresias said women. Hera, angered over the disclosure of a key feminine 
tool of trickery, promptly struck him blind. Sure it’s only a myth, but logically the revelation 
makes sense. Guys enjoy sex, but not to the point of risking the sickness, pain and life-upheaval 
results of a pregnancy. Females, however, throughout history risked those all the time, so 
intercourse must be more enjoyable for them than guys. Girls, therefore, owe the man a favor, 
not vice versa. But girls hide the truth so as to get a free ride, or trick a man into giving them 
favors by pretending they are the ones who granted him a favor—what a con, but not the only 
one. 

Girls use many tricks to snatch a man’s mind from the key purpose of his life, once again, 
pursuing that first best destiny whatever it may be. Females manipulate men through the 
emotions of the unconscious by flaunting their tits, asses and legs or eliciting sympathy with 
phony hard luck stories, usually about their previous boyfriends abusing them, which actually 
means they didn’t cave to her every demand. They leech onto a man’s conscious by appealing to 
his ego with “you’re different than the others,” and metamorphose their personalities by 
pretending to be what a particular man wants, so they can get what they want. 

The uncanny feminine ability to mold or metamorp-ho-se her surface personality to what 
a man desires ranks as a girl’s most insidious and effective power. The Star Trek episode “The 
Perfect Mate” depicts this power by personifying it as a pretty, young female, called an emphatic 
Metamorph. The character’s personality changes to suit whatever man she is with at the time. 
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The Metamorph cozens up to one man after another deceiving, winning over or inducing him to 
do something for her by artful coaxing, wheedling or shrewd trickery. The men don’t realize her 
duplicity because each honestly believes she’s only interested in him. No wonder she appears 
beautiful to the eyes, since the man’s mind sees only an illusion, a mask covering her real 
motivation—her drive since a child to satiate her selfish desires and gain wealth by any means. 
The Metamorph, in the episode, gained her end with a faithless marriage to a rich and powerful 
man—nearly every girl’s desire whether vamp or Feminazi. 

Girls enter relationships with premeditation to use the man by unleashing their 
Metamorphs within, which ironically often results in the man becoming what she wants. 
Metamorphs pretend to have abilities to ease a man’s pain, dissolve some of his troubles and 
make a nirvana here on earth, so long as the man does what she wants. If the Metamorph fails in 
her con, she at least has cornered the guy into a position where she can enlist the institutions of 
society, especially in America, to coerce and extort what she wants from him—usually money. 

Girls don’t solve problems; they create them. There is no salvation in a female. A man 
has to walk through the shadows in life on his own. The only salvation or nirvana for a man is 
pursuing his first-best destiny through his entire life. Most men, however, don’t do that because 
they belong to the surplus or excess population. Many, due to their upbringing, fall prey to 
enticing Metamorphs and transfer the want and need for a purpose from their first-best destinies 
to serving females. 

Metamorphs manipulate men into focusing their money, time, energy and efforts on 
pleasing them since Metamorphs want to make bearing and raising children as easy on 
themselves as possible. Nirvana for most women exists in creating families, but that’s no excuse 
for bleeding men to death so they can also have a life of ease and social status. Girls, however, 
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want it all. They will lie, cheat, dissemble, manipulate, kill and do any other evil act to fool or 
intimidate men into sacrificing to make the female lot easier so that girls can do what they’ve 
always wanted: raise children and live the life of Riley. For a man, there is no nirvana in a girl’s 
arms, but for a girl, a man’s arms provide the financial, physical and emotional basics necessary 
for a girl to quench her desires. 

Both my mother and ex-wife used their metamorph powers to get what they didn’t 
deserve—a ho trait, and the term ho clearly described my Nazi mother. Through a lady who 
grew up with my mother, I learned darling mother got fired from her nursing job for hoing at age 
eighteen. She had worked at the Christian Sanatorium in northern New Jersey where in the 
1920s to 40s alcoholics went to dry out. All the pretty nurses, including mother, serviced the 
head doctor, but what got her fired were her trysts with a famous alcoholic writer from New 
York City. And to think she used to tell me she had never kissed a man until twenty—what a 
phony. A little more truth about her came from her own mouth when I was nine and stuck with 
my drunken mother in a Switzerland Hotel. In her young and pretty days, she often danced on 
tables at the Hotel Astor Roof Garden in Times Square—the original table dancer. One night, 
however, she slipped smashing her platfonn with her derriere and management finally bounced 
her out for good. All this just a few blocks down Broadway from where my wife would years 
later give, in the jargon of strip clubs, table dances. Mother also confessed when I was nine that 
she married father because he had good material prospects as a chemical engineer. Now that’s a 
“ho” although not as rabid as my ex-wife. Maybe mother invented the term. How many 
different men did I pass by on the way out of her into a society filled with metamorphs? 

Evil is out there, but not in the Sun, Moon, stars, planets, nature or, as the Lord of the 
Rings depicts, in ores, trolls and goblins. It seethes in the acts of humans. Only people can 
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decide to violate the rights of others in order to obtain something they don’t deserve, usually 
material goods or psychological and social power, and the most effective of the species at 
hanning others to obtain what they don’t deserve are females. When caught, females always 
whine that punishing them means to also do evil. Not so, when a person is punished for violating 
the rights of another, the punishment is not evil, the punishment does not violate the culprit’s 
rights because the culprit has forfeited her rights by hanning the rights of others. Institutions and 
companies also do evil by not performing the duties for which they were established or 
performing them in violation of the rights of others. But that occurs only because the people 
making up such organizations use their powers to serve themselves rather than the reason for an 
institution or company’s existence. Basically, the problems plaguing history and every day lives, 
such as my own, come from people greedy and arrogant enough to trample the rights of others in 
order to satisfy some want or desire. In my case, I didn’t do anything to deserve a Nazi Ho as a 
primary caregiver, and the only thing I did to deserve the Commie Ho as a wife was to feel sorry 
for her and be susceptible to the drugs she secretly fed me. 

Most of the females I’ve had dealings with in my life were evil, but by the time I 
understood that, they had destroyed everything and every prospect I ever had except my physical 
health. I never should have trusted or believed any broad or that they were good for anything but 
partying and problems. Still, I don’t hate them, for how can a guy hate that which he lusts 
after—Feminazis excluded, since I carry no desire for them at all. But I do hate what dames 
intentionally and recklessly do to men, such as accusing men of what girls are guilty of in order 
to deceive men into thinking females don’t do such things or always pulling a switch—saying 
one thing, then doing another. Understanding girls for what they are removes much of the 
danger in dealing with them—know the enemy, for they know men. 
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The enemy I knew best were W-T-EABS or white trash Euro-American broads, but now 
I generally stayed away from them. Mother Nature had programmed me to pursue only 
attractive girls in their late teens or twenties, which ruled out W-T-EABS because in that targeted 
age range white girls are too confused over whether to act like a guy or girl thanks to the 
Feminazi propaganda of their mothers and schools. 

Take for example the night I was sitting in a bar on the upper Westside waiting for Mark 
and Ron, a black belt from Mark’s martial arts class. This nice looking W-T-EAB, around 
twenty three, sits down next to me, so, like the spider to the fly, or is it the fly to the spider, I 
start talking to her. What a klutz this white girl, she blushed, had difficulty speaking in sentences 
and couldn’t even key in a number on her cell phone. She felt intimidated because like all young 
white broads programmed with the Feminazi lunacy she thought herself powerless with respect 
to a middle-aged lawyer. What a fool! This girl looked great, very pretty, thin and desirable. 
Mother Nature gave her plenty of power to hold her own with an apparently successful man, but 
the Feminazis had stolen it away. She thought she needed an equivalent or greater measure of 
career accomplishment to feel confident enough to even carry on a conversation. Men don’t 
want to date a competitor; they already spend all day fighting with them. At night, men want a 
red lip smile, “a wiggle in her walk and a giggle in her talk.” Most modem American white 
chicks have relinquished their strengths so that over-the-hill Feminazis don’t have to worry about 
competition from them for men. Such young white chicks actually feel ashamed of the power 
evolution gave them. On the other hand, young black, Latin and Asian chicks know their power 
and how to use it, which gives them the pose, confidence and wit that makes hanging out with 
them a pleasure. B.L.A.s know my interest in them—their bodies, as I know theirs in me—my 
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wallet. Since most my money had already been spirited away and I knew never to let any girl 
prepare me another meal, the nightlife during became enjoyable rather than dangerous. 

Bad Girls 

In October 2002, the Russian military intelligence guys convinced the Deputy General 
Prosecutor for the Southern Federal District of Russia to reopen the criminal defamation case 
against the Commie Flo’s mother, Inessa. This looked somewhat promising because now an 
official of the national government showed interest in the case that local corruption and 
organized crime threats had closed. The Krasnodar Ministry of Internal Affairs would now 
either do its duty, unlikely, or make the Commie Ho pay more money in bribes, likely, or she 
would have to enlist her hoodlum associates to make more threats, most likely. What ever 
happened, I would learn about it through my intelligence agents and could use it in the RICO 
case. 

Balancing off this good news, naturally came bad from the lawyers Disciplinary 
Committee, which dismissed my initial complaint against Mundy. The Committee decided that 
when Mundy threatened to use at trial a non-existent audiotape recording of me allegedly trying 
to extort money from the Commie Ho, Mundy was not trying to coerce me into a settlement 
because the law requires that he threaten to make public something that was not already public. 
When Mundy lied to my attorney about the existence of the audiotape, the accusation of my 
attempted extortion had already been made public when the Commie Ho filed a report with the 
114 th Police Precinct in December 2000. The filing of the “report” was news to me for I had 
never heard about it. No police visits, not even a Kafka-type phone call early in the morning. 

Today in America, girls can create a police file on a man without the guy knowing about 
it, so long as the slut doesn’t press charges, which is what the Commie Ho did, obviously under 
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Mundy’s instructions, since she wouldn’t have otherwise known she could do that. Another 
violation of my due process rights by Feminarchy America, but who’s counting? Perhaps the 
only reason for the report was to enable Mundy to get away with his coercion-type tactics 
without violating the letter of the law. Even so, Mundy still lied about the audiotape’s existence 
but that didn’t bother the Committee, “There was merely a statement from one counsel to 
another, concerning evidence that might be used in the case.” What evidence? The audiotape 
didn’t exist, so there was none. It’s as though a prosecutor lies to a defense attorney that the 
state has the murder weapon with the defendant’s figure prints on it in order to trick the 
defendant into a plea bargain. Attorneys can’t he like that to opposing counsel. The Committee 
should have required Mundy to produce the tape to show he wasn’t lying, but it didn’t. 

Okay, so lawyers have a constitutional right to lie, but I still had a trick of my own. 
Mundy had also told one of my attorneys that he possessed medical records of me beating up the 
Commie Ho. Once again, no such records existed, but the Committee doesn’t care about 
attorney falsehoods. Mundy’s statement, however, was another attempt to coerce me into 
settling the case so that the nefarious connections and activities of my wife and the Russian 
mafia, with which Mundy did business and probably belonged, would remain hidden. This time, 
unlike with the extortion accusation, there were no police reports concerning such beatings, so 
the Committee could not dismiss a coercion charge against Mundy threatening to make the 
alleged medical records public on the grounds they were already public information. So, I filed 
another complaint of coercion against Mundy. This time figuring I had boxed in the Committee, 
but some type of fixed was in—institutional sloth, bias or corruption. The Committee responded 
that it reviewed my second complaint but the result was “in accord with the original decision not 
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to proceed further.” They didn’t even mention the second coercion charge, probably because 
they couldn’t find a way around it. 

Some potentially useful information on Russian prostitution in the U.S. came from a 
newspaper article reporting the indictment of six people from the former Soviet Union for 
running the largest prostitution ring in Los Angeles history and laundering the illegal proceeds. 
The article didn’t list all the names, so I put in a call for the grand jury minutes on the outside 
chance of some connections with the defendants in my RICO case. The prostitution operations 
were similar, which meant the Russian mafia lurked in the background. The ringleaders, a 
Russian mother and daughter ho team from the Ukraine, arrived in Los Angeles in the late 1990s 
and, with the aide of four others from the still evil empire, opened up shop in 1999. The 
operation set up Internet websites and spent tens of thousands on advertisements in foreign 
language periodicals, local newspapers and the yellow pages. The ring took in $5 million over a 
couple of years. The boss, Mama ho, received nine years while her 22 year-old daughter 
remained a fugitive from justice. Their operation smuggled in Russian prostitutes through the 
mired loopholes of incompetence and corruption at the INS while some of the Russian hookers 
came by way of Mexico. It all sounded like part of my RICO case against the Commie Ho and 
her associates. The Commie Ho’s Moscow pimp, Leo, bribed INS officials in the Moscow 
Embassy to obtain visas for his prostitutes to travel to southern California or used front 
corporations in California to sponsor his prostitutes for work, student, and even religious visas— 
Mary Magdellan entries. Once in the U.S., the sluts overstayed their visas for as long as they 
wanted, often times for good. The INS can’t do anything because it’s clueless as to how many 
aliens don’t leave when they should or where they are living in the country. With the girls 
working as prostitutes, lap-dancers and porno starlets, everyone involved makes lots of money. 
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Leo also sent girls to Mexico from which they were smuggled into the U.S. So a connection 
between the L.A. ring and the Commie Ho’s Russian mob associates wasn’t farfetched. 

When I called the Los Angeles District Attorney’s Office to obtain the grand jury 
transcripts, the operator surprisingly put me through to the Deputy D.A. handling the case. The 
D.A. chatted about the case and gave an interesting take on the crime of prostitution. The 
Deputy D.A. said that many people wrongly claim prostitution a victimless crime when it 
actually harms other members of our society in many ways. Prostitution rings don’t pay taxes, 
but they do use the public infrastructure for which the rest of society’s members pay. That 
reminded my of the line from Ludacris’ record Ho, “You’re tax dollars underwrite ho 
independence.” The D.A. added that prostitutes and pimps usually engage in other scams, such 
as ripping off credit card companies and various businesses. The cost of those crimes aren’t paid 
for by the companies but passed along in the form of higher interest rates and prices to law 
abiding customers. Prostitution also increases the spread of disease and health care costs. When 
more people become sick or people become sick more often, the insurance companies aren’t 
going to let that eat into their profits. Insurers will raise medical premiums for everyone to cover 
the costs caused by their members’ interaction with or working in the prostitution business. In 
addition, federal, state and local health expenses jump because of more incidents of disease 
among the uninsured from prostitution, which was turning into a largely Russian enterprise in 
American urban centers. 

The D.A. was right, prostitution caused increased economic costs to the rest of us, but I 
doubted the law enforcement agencies would put an end to it anytime soon. The cops working 
vice made too much money protecting prostitution rings from prosecution. Probably the only 
reason for busting the Russian ring was it undercut the prices charged by other organized 
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operations. The Russians charged a flat fee of $200 to $300 an hour while the girls from the 
more established rings requested tips on top of the $200 to $300. Simple economics most likely 
resulted in the established operations complaining to their “good friends” on the vice squad to 
put the Russians out of business or the cops’ payola would dry up. But Russians are quick 
learners and the next ring will pay the cops their fair share. 

Another force deterring the prosecution of organized prostitution is the American quasi¬ 
intelligentsia’s efforts to benefit females anyway it can, even hos and madams. By declaring 
prostitution a victimless crime that should not be prosecuted, America’s arrogant elite of 
Feminazis and wimpy white man has replaced the virgin on top the pedestal with shrews and 
sluts. The obvious solution to the social hann caused by prostitution and allowing females to 
violate the law is to legalize and regulate it. Periodic medical testing of the hos will reduce the 
risk of disease, licensing certain companies to sell the girls will help keep organized crime out 
and auditing the books will increase the chances of the industry paying its fair share in taxes 
while those who don’t comply should go to jail for a long, long time. However, whether legal or 
illegal, the quality of life still suffers. During Clinton’s tenure in office, the porn and escort 
businesses mushroomed, some legal, some illegal, but now whenever I meet a good-looking 
babe, I wonder whether she’s a prostitute. However, a national registry listing all licensed hos 
would reduce the chance of some professional slut suckering a guy into believing her a good girl. 
A man would then only have to contend with ferreting out amateur hos—an all but impossible 
task, but that’s the risk of living as a heterosexual male on planet Earth. 

Jeff completed his review of my first RICO draft in October and came up with a lot of 
good suggestions, which I incorporated during my weekends over the next six months. My job 
with Jeff took up my time during the week, and I liked making money rather than just spending 
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it. Work on Jeffs cases consisted of drafting court papers, appearing in court and taking 
depositions. While in the middle of asking questions at one deposition, I received a call on my 
cell phone and took a recess. 

“Is this Roy Hollander?” the caller asked. 

“Yes.” 

“This is Blackburn.” 

Who the devil is Blackburn, I wondered. Was this another threatening call? 

He repeated, “This is Blackburn. Do you remember?” 

Then I remembered. The Canadian private detective, Elaine, who had tracked down one 
of the Commie Ho’s offshore bank accounts, knew guys in the U.S. Drug Enforcement 
Administration. She told them about the Commie Ho smuggling in drugs to feed her prostitution 
customers, and they wanted to talk to me. D.E.A. had arranged with my investigator to use the 
code name “Blackburn” so that I would know D.E.A. was calling. Oh brother, I mockingly 
thought when told this months ago and tried not to laugh: everybody wants to be a secret agent 
man. 

“Yes, yes I remember,” I answered. 

“We’d like to talk with you.” 

“Fine, but I’m in the middle of a deposition right now. Do you want to set up a meeting 
or a time to call? How can I get back to you?” 

“We’ll get back to you.” 

“Okay, you can always reach me on my cell phone.” 

“Roger,” he hung up. Sounded like another Captain Video Ranger. I went back to the 
deposition and never heard from the D.E.A. again. They actually began snooping around Flash 
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Dancers for secretly putting drugs in some high net worth customers drink and food but dropped 
the investigation to allegedly concentrate on the 911 aftermath—the current excuse of choice by 
government employees to do even less then before. 

The next day, October 23, 2002, a twenty-two year old Chechen rebel named Movsar 
Baraev led over 50 anned militants in the takeover of the Dubrovka Theater complex in Moscow 
and held around 750 people hostage. I still had friends in Moscow and emailed them in the hope 
they weren’t among the hostages. None were. To my Moscow lawyers Xenia and Dennis, I 
sent, “I hope you all are safe. I wonder if my ex-wife is involved somehow—just a little joke.” 
My lawyers well knew that the Commie Ho had grown up in Chechnya. They replied with 
similar banter, “As far as we know, Alina is not to blame for this one.” 

It was obvious to me how the Moscow hostage crisis would end—lots of dead people. 
Russian government officials, as with most of the population, just don’t care about human life 
when it’s somebody else’s. Sure enough, on Saturday that same week the F.S.B. pumped some 
u nkn own gas into the theater and sent in its Alpha unit. These guys are brutal. Individual rights 
don’t exist to them. Once I witnessed them assaulting a nightclub to arrest a couple of gangsters. 
The Alpha unit rolled up in a gray bus that looked as though it just drove out of a Disney 
cartoon. But nothing Disney-like jumped out of the back and side doors. Wheeling AK-47s, 
they ran into the club slamming anyone in their way against the walls or to the floor, grabbed a 
couple of guys, maybe the right ones maybe not, pounded them with rifle butts and dragged them 
back to the bus. 

The Alpha unit stormed the Moscow theater, protected by gas masks, and promptly 
executed the fifty some Chechen terrorists who had been knocked out by the gas. The gas also 
sent 650 theatergoers and actors to the hospitals, but no one in the government thought about 
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telling the doctors the type of gas used so that the hospitals could properly treat the sickened 
hostages, as a result, 120 died. Incompetence, no, the government officials involved probably 
figured everyone would die anyway, so why bother. Besides they wanted to get back to their 
daches for the rest of the weekend. 

All She Wants To Do Is Dance 

Just before Christmas, I started taking salsa lessons. Mark kept telling me that if I 
learned salsa, I would clean up with the young babes at the Latin clubs where we often hung out. 
‘They’ll look at you as the rich daddy they never had, and if you can dance, man-o-man, they’ll 
be all over you.” 

The first part of Mark’s analysis was right; I haven’t made it to the second part, yet. One 
Saturday at Gonzales y Gonzales, I asked this twenty something Latin chick, “Meet any rich 
guys tonight?” She replied, “Only you!” It must have been my gray hair, but looking rich and 
talking with these pretty young things wasn’t enough, they wanted to dance. Dancing rock ‘n’ 
roll was not a problem, but the really hot girls in New York, the ones who knew how to dress to 
flaunt their attributes, went to the Latin clubs. These clubs mixed black, Latin, Asian and white 
folks along with the ages: teenagers, with fake identification, to my age and older. Unlike other 
New York City discos, the Latin clubs had class; not only in their dress code, but guys actually 
asked girls to dance, just like before the Feminazis took over. In the rock ‘n’ roll clubs, 
everybody jumps around like pigeons trying to use their appearances to attract someone to dance 
with them, no one asks anymore. One Feminazi told me the reason was so that girls didn’t have 
to feel awkward at telling a guy no—typical broads, always shirking their responsibilities. 

The rock ‘n’ roll clubs put me at a disadvantage, since the years had left my once good 
looks on the ash heap of the 1980s. The only tool left was my ability with words to make a girl 
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laugh and impress her with my education, which for girls meant money and a challenge, as in 
could she enslave this overly educated white guy to depart with lots of dinero and free help. The 
music in the rock ‘n’ roll discos was usually so loud, I could barely understand a girl even if she 
did open her mouth and yelled in my ear, so it was near impossible to carry on a conversation. A 
hearing aid was not likely to increase my chances, either. In the Latin clubs, the music wasn’t so 
loud, so they looked good to me, if I could dance and the girl could speak English. Talking got 
me telephone numbers, but dancing and talking got Mark the girls. One night at the Copacabana, 
this drop-dead pretty, sober Asian girl in her early twenties came over and asked me to dance. 
The only girls that had ever asked me to dance before, even in my younger years, were either 
sloshed with liquor, doped up or mass murders. When I recovered from the shock, I had no 
choice but to tell her I couldn’t, I wanted to, but would only embarrass her. She kept pushing, 
not believing me. This babe wanted to dance with me, and because I couldn’t, I had to turn her 
down. As she walked away, I decided to start taking salsa lessons. At my age, I couldn’t afford 
to turn my back on yummy opportunities like that. 

A dance school across town from my apartment offered salsa classes, so I signed up for 
group lessons. Naturally, the prettiest girl in the class was a young Russian with big balloons. 
She just immigrated to America by marrying some Peace Corps fool. The entire picture of her 
duping this guy looked familiar; I wondered whether she also used drugs on him. Still, she was a 
joy to dance with and very inviting. As evil as Russian girls are, they know how to act sexy, but 
I wasn’t entering that abyss again. The classes helped, but with my life running down, I wanted 
to make quicker progress, so I went to the front desk to sign up for private lessons. The girl told 
me there were a number of guys who could teach me. 
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“No, no, no!” I quickly said. “I realize this is New York, but I don’t want to learn how 
to dance with a guy. I want to learn how to salsa with a girl.” 

“The men instructors are very good and can show you what you need to know.” 

To myself I thought, what they can show me I don’t want to kn ow. The idea of dancing 
with a guy, even at a distance like some clowns do in the rock ‘n’ roll discos, wasn’t for me, and 
this school wanted me to hold one in my arms in order to leam the salsa—no way! What the hell 
had happened to this country? I didn’t care how trendy it was for guys to hug guys or dance with 
guys; I knew what my genes told me, the only life form I wanted in my arms were young ladies. 
After six-million years of evolution, the Feminazis and girlie-men may succeed in mutating 
Americans into neuter, but that’s one glass of Kool-Aid I’m not drinking. Other folk can do 
what they want, but they’re not foisting their beliefs on me so that they can feel better about 
themselves. 

“Give me a girl.” I demanded. “I don’t care when it is, I’ll make the time.” Money still 
talked, and I got a female instructor. 

For my first private lesson, I arrived early and my teacher arrived late, as she usually did 
for most of the lessons. Isabella had her high beams on when she made her entrance, and I 
jumped, emotionally, with my autopilot charting a course into this hot babe. After class, she 
pumped me for all the necessary information to decide whether my pockets carried gold or 
copper and where I stood on the sucker spectrum of occupation, age, marriage status and 
gullibility. That didn’t bother me; all girls do it. But when she took my business card saying, “I 
always write something on the back of business cards that will help me remember the person,” 
my sensors flashed “Red Alert, Red Alert!” The Commie Ho always did the same thing in order 
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to keep her suckers straight. And since Isabella had bigger breasts, that made her even more 
dangerous than my ex-wife, so I decided not to follow the lust pumping in my veins. 

My intuition or experience proved right. A month later, after one of our classes, Isabella 
suggested we have lunch. Okay, as my shields went up, let’s see what happens. All girls have 
metamorphs in them, but some girls, like Isabella, are purebreds. They look and move as though 
struggling to burst the seams of their clothes just for you. But more dangerous are the varying 
tones of their voices that intentional play on one emotion after the other. 

At lunch, Isabella said she came from Spain, so I asked with suspicion how she got into 
America. She dodged that at first to tell me about her family in Spain, which had money, and 
about her work there as a professional dancer and owner of a fitness center that made her enough 
money to buy a “mountain.” Translation: “I don’t want your money. I’m already rich.” My 
translation: “Oh yes you do, but I don’t care because I don’t have any thanks to the Commie Ho 
and my fat sow stockbroker.” 

“So why come to New York? Why not live on your mountain top?” I asked, referring to 
Thomas Mann. 

“I always wanted to come. It’s the center of dance, and I’m trying to put together a 
Broadway play that I wrote about dance.” Translation: “New York is where the money is. Can 
you get me some for my play?” 

Letting that ride, I said, “I know people from Spain can visit here without a visa for short 
periods, but how are you able to stay here and work?” 

“It’s hard working here for me.” Ducking the question again, and about to try to soften 
me up. “When I go for jobs, men paw me and want something from me before they will help 
me. They grab my ass.” My thoughts: “And what a nice voluptuous ass you have. Your future 
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is clearly behind you.” Translation of her complaint: “You’re not like them, right. You’ll help 
me out of the goodness of your heart, right.” My thoughts: “The gold digger blues again. 

Trying for sympathy in order to make it easier to play me for a sucker.” The eternal metamorph 
ploy as described by Bogart in Casablanca, “I heard a story; it usually goes with the sound of a 
tinny piano in the parlor downstairs. ‘Mister, I met a man once when I was a kid; it always 
began.’” Translation: “The man did bad things to me, so feel sorry for me.” My thoughts: “Oh 
please tell me the details, but it’s not going to work here anymore. I don’t believe you dames 
anymore, no matter what you tell me.” 

Trying to sound sincere, I replied, “Gee, that’s a shame. So how did you end up here?” 

“I was dancing in Cuba where I met an American violinist from the philharmonic. We 
fell in love, and I came back to New York City with him when he left Cuba.” My thoughts: “She 
found her ticket to legal residency in gold diggers’ heaven.” Isabella continued, “Things were 
great for a while, but then he started being aggressive to me.” Translation: “He became 
suspicious that I was playing around.” My thoughts: “Wrong word sweetheart. That’s the same 
word the Commie Ho used to describe me after I discovered her adultery.” 

Isabella went on, “Then I got pregnant.” The unspoken part: “So I could stay in 
America.” My thoughts: “The violinist became suspicious she was just using him for a green 
card and threatened to send her back to Cuba or Spain or wherever. She then tricks him into 
making her pregnant or believing he did when actually it was one of her other beaus. Once 
pregnant, Isabella knew that the INS wouldn’t deport her, although the law allows it, and after 
giving birth, she was home free in the U.S.A. because the Feminazis would never allow the 
separation of a mother, regardless of her duplicity quotient, and child.” 
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She continued, “After I gave birth, he tried to deport me, and I ended up living in a 
shelter with my daughter for six months.” My thoughts: “The violinist finally wised up that she 
had scammed him from the beginning in order to work, play and stay in New York City and that 
the child was probably fathered by one of her other playmates.” 

Needless to say, Isabella’s attempt to make me feel sorry for her failed, so she went on 
without missing a beat to another metamorph tactic. 

“I’ve only gone with a couple of men.” Translation: “I’m a good girl.” My thoughts: 
“Yeah, right, as I sense her oozing sex through every pore.” 

Every girl, except the virgins, always say she’s only gone with one or two or at most 
three guys. It doesn’t matter whether she’s 15 or 45; they all say the same thing. How’s that 
possible? Most of my buddies and I had gone out with more than three girls, but yet every girl 
any of us ever dated had only made it with one or two or three guys. The math just didn’t add 
up, unless there were a small number of overly active girls some place who made up for all the 
extra girls we guys slept with—or, someone was lying, and I knew whom. That feminine lie, 
however, turned out bigger than I had imagined. 

Conservatively speaking, guys from 15 to 65 pursue girls in their prime or those close to 
it, say 15 to 35 years old. That’s a requirement of evolution in order to assure the species’ 
survival: guys hunting young fertile looking girls while the girls seek men with authority and 
money. So at any given time, the male population from 15 to 65 is pursuing a receptive female 
population from 15 to 35. The result is that females from 15 to 35 service the males from 15 to 
65 of which there are a lot more than the females. The girls 15 to 35, therefore, are more 
promiscuous than guys 15 to 65; that’s why the girls are called hos. But when girls hit the years 
beyond 35, few guys other than husbands, and even that’s a stretch, want to touch them, so their 
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promiscuity falls below that of men 15 to 65. In the end, it probably all balances out with each 
sex humping the same number as the opposite sex over a life span. While husbands may be 
more likely to cheat on their over-the-hill slovenly wives, girls 15 to 35 are more likely to cheat 
on their main boyfriend or husband. 

Okay, I didn’t buy the good girl routine, but Isabella had one more metamorph card to 
play, which was a new one to me that derived from Feminazism. “I want to be independent.” 
Translation: “I wouldn’t be a bother. I’m a strong independent woman who can take care of 
herself.” My thoughts: “Yeah independent until something bad happens and then you come 
running to me to solve the idiotic mess that you made. No thanks.” 

Isabella’s emotional snare missed me, but since she was my teacher, and boy could she 
dance, I respected her for that and we remained cordial acquaintances. She always impressed me 
with what she could do on the dance floor—well beyond any guys’ abilities. After going to the 
Bolshoi Ballet in Moscow plenty of times, I concluded girls are just better dancers. Probably has 
something to do with displaying their wares around the primeval campfires or they just have 
more with which to work. 

Generally when girls don’t get what they want by emotionally manipulating a man, they 
resort to other tactics. Thank goodness Isabella didn’t, but in modem day Feminarchy America, 
every girl carries more weapons than Artemis does arrows. 

Take what happened to my pal Jeff. He had two kids with his wife and was now 
divorced. Because of the adversarial nature of their relationship, the wife no longer had a prayer 
of emotionally manipulating him. But she could use the New York State courts to obtain her 
unfair ends. The domestic relations courts stood as Bastilles of Feminazism: invincible for a 
time in their discriminating against men as a new form of institutionalized corruption in the name 
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of feminist fantasies. Once a husband or wife, usually the wife, invoked the New York judicial 
system to deal with the failure of a marriage, the courts continue to hover over any disputes the 
two may have long after the dissolution of a marriage. In effect, the Feminazis in New York 
City have successfully created a corrupt Big Sister to coerce former husbands into acceding to a 
former wife’s unjust and often illegal demands—usually for more money. Injustice, being rotten 
at the heart, needs cunning treatment, which the courts provide. 

Answering my telephone. “Roy it’s Jeff. You’re divorce judge was Joan Lobis, 
correct?” 

“That’s right; the man-hating lesbian who browbeat my attorney into tricking me out of a 
trial. Being the wimp he was, the Christ killer went along with her demands.” 

“Well, let’s not get into religion. Lobis is now handling the child support issues from my 
divorce.” 

“Good luck!” 

“I’m beginning to agree with you. I just came back from a hearing before her, and as you 
know, my ex-wife keeps asking for more and more.” 

“But she saved up lots of money as an investment banker and is now married to that 
financial executive who makes $10 million a year. What’s with her? Is she trying to increase 
the child support so that she can skim some more for another piece of jewelry or another fur 
coat?” 

“I don’t know,” Jeff answered. “But something is not right. Lobis kept acting very 
differential to my wife’s attorney who is a woman.” 

“Well Lobis hates men, and you are a man.” 
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“Right, but I feel there is more going on here than that. Lobis favored my wife’s attorney 
to such an extent, and so quickly dismissed my arguments that I suspect she may have received 
campaign contributions from the attorney.” 

“Maybe, what’s the attorney’s name?” I asked. “I’ll check Lobis’ financial filings. And 
ask around about her.” 

“Thanks, I appreciate it.” 

The financial records showed nothing, but a buddy knew about both Lobis and this 
female attorney. Back in the 1970s, before Lobis went to law school, she and the girl lawyer 
were living in a lesbian relationship that included a third female—a menage a trios with a dildo. 
Bingo! Jeffs intuition was right. Lobis obviously favored her former lesbian lover’s clients not 
because of the attorney’s legal expertise but past sexual trysts with the judge. Judges aren’t 
supposed to do that, and at the very least, Lobis should have disclosed the affair, but she didn’t. 
Jeff filed a complaint with the New York State Commission on Judicial Conduct, but given my 
dealings with that Feminazi institution, I doubted anything would happen because Lobis was at 
least half a female. 

Imagine the tempest, if a male judge failed to disclose that a female lawyer who appeared 
regularly before him was a former concubine. The Feminazi storm troopers would scream for 
his impeachment, and, most likely, even accuse him of sexually harassing the lawyer in some 
twisted way or another. But when females violate the rules: none call for justice, nor plead for 
the truth. The Feminazis trust in secrecy and speak lies; they conceive mischief and bring forth 
inequity wherever they go. A couple of months later, the Commission dismissed Jeffs 
complaint. The lawyer for Jeffs wife, however, handed the case over to her daughter to avoid 
the appearance of conflict, which to Jeff and I was still present. Lobis obviously was biased 
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whether her former lover or her lover’s daughter handled the case. After all, it wasn’t as if 
Lobis’ former lover left her for a man and turned her back on lesbianism, since the lawyer’s 
daughter was artificially inseminated. 

How did America reach such a state of affairs? Some, mostly leftover lefties from the 
1960s, believe with misplaced self-importance that they brought about the “equality of women.” 
Not likely. Nothing of importance happens in America unless the rich favor it. By the end of the 
1990s, the rich or top 1% of wealth holders owned nearly 40% of this country. That was more 
than what the bottom 95% of the population owned, which probably meant you. Bill Gates alone 
had more than the bottom 45% of Americans combined. From 1970 to 2000, the rich steadily 
increased their ownership at the expense of the rest of us with the net worth of the top one 
percent in 1999, 2.4 times the combined wealth of the bottom 80%. The top 5% owned over 
60% of everything you saw in the U.S., and 99% of all the politicians. Such a concentration of 
wealth in so few hands gives one class of people not only enormous power but common interests 
for which they exercise their influence. What are the odds that the 99% who own the remaining 
60%, or the 95% hanging onto 40%, could ever agree on anything, not to mention coordinate 
their efforts through associations like the Business Roundtable, American Chamber of 
Commerce, National Association of Manufactures and other groups where the movers and 
shakers meet to plot the future? The rich, unlike average Americans, not only have access to, but 
often are the decision makers in government. As for the public officials who aren’t rich, they 
curry the favor of the wealthy in return for money, jobs, status and ego. So it is no accident that 
federal and state governments generally act only for the wealthy and in their favor. Government 
officials are not about to invest time, energy and effort in assisting the average citizen when they 
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can help the wealthy unless doing their duty to the average taxpayer serves the policies of the 
rich. 

If the interests of the rich are served by going to war, such as in Vietnam or Iraq, then 
pick up your guns boys, you’re on your way. If their interests require changing the social fabric 
of the society they control, then change will occur. The interests of the rich are two fold: 
protecting what they already have and becoming richer. Sometimes the interests of the rich and 
the rest of Americans actually coincide, such as in World War II or the cold war. If the Nazis or 
Commies had won, the rich, except for the sellouts, would have ended up like the rest of us have 
always been: relatively poor and powerless, which the rich deserved, but then all of us would 
have lost our constitutional rights—for whatever those are worth. Other times, the interests of 
the rich conflict with the majority of us as with the Feminazi movement. 

Feminazism’s roots reach back to the 1960s but became a force for the rich in the early 
1970s. Whether the rich sponsored or exploited the bra-burners doesn’t really matter. Since the 
early 1970s, real wages for American workers have steadily declined. Workers today in nearly 
every job, except CEOs or Wall Street Bankers, make more than 12% less than in 1973 when 
inflation is taken into account. When workers make less, corporations make more, and who 
owns over 50% of the financial wealth in America (stocks, bonds, mutual funds): the same 1% 
that now owns more than 40% of everything you see in America. A reduction in corporate 
expenses, such as salaries, usually increases gross profit, which ups the value of a company’s 
stock and allows for more dividends—all of which benefits the owners. Real wages for 
Americans fell for the simple reason of supply and demand. Feminazism dramatically increased 
the labor pool for jobs evolutionarily suited for men by adding females to that pool. The increase 
in the supply of labor out stripped demand, so real wages dropped and the rich got richer. No 
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longer could a man work a middle class job and make enough to support a family and send his 
kids to college. Now both the husband and wife have to work because of lower real wages with 
the children paying the price. Anyone who thinks day care, assuming the kids aren’t molested, is 
as good as a stay-at-home mother is nuts. From the 1940s to 1960s, the average workweek was 
40 hours, but today no one, other than government employees, puts in 40 hours. The increased 
competition in the labor market from the influx of females has led to employees working longer 
hours, an additional month since 1970, and harder, a 33% increase in productivity, for less pay. 
So thanks to the Feminazi special interest group, the rich pay lower wages for more work and 
more production—not bad. 

Another benefit to the rich of Feminazi srn comes from the large influx of girls into 
positions in the government fonnerly held by men. The rich aren’t dumb; they know girls can’t 
handle executive and managerial responsibilities or long periods of stressful, hard work because 
Mother Nature didn’t breed them for it. That’s why the rich generally keep females out of many 
important positions in their corporations because they don’t want to end up bankrupt. So the 
girls, tricked into believing they have to pursue the same careers as men, gravitate to government 
positions that require less work and are easier to obtain because the government is more 
susceptible to intimidation by the Feminazi lobby. After all, girls, unfortunately, have the vote— 
about seven million more than guys. The govermnent, therefore, ends up with lots of crucial 
positions filled by females who, because of their genetic insufficiency in certain abilities, can’t 
handle the duties of their jobs. As a result, the government becomes more incompetent, leaving 
corporations to get away with more fraudulent activities in order to increase profits. The rich 
win again, and the rest, both men and women, lose. Since the rich effectively control America 
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and benefit from Feminazism, it makes sense that the rich must have either been behind the 
social trend or exploited it to their own advantage when it emerged in the 1960s. 

A more subtle aim of Feminazism, which also benefits the rich, employs a strategy of the 
former Soviets. Every dictator, oligopoly or class that gains control of a nation knows that the 
only meaningful opposition to its rule will come from men. Only men have the courage to put 
their lives, liberty and fortunes on the line for a principal, and to do it in enough numbers so as to 
overthrow the entrenched bosses of a society. The odd girl here and there may have such guts, 
but generally there’s too few of them too make a difference. Furthermore, evolution 
programmed men with the abilities to mobilize, battle and prevail in physical confrontations, not 
girls. History has shown that only groups of men can marshal the force necessary to depose of 
tyrants. Joan of Arc, the odd girl out, didn’t lead debutantes or lingerie burners. The Soviets’ 
strategy sapped their male population’s courage and determination for freedom by killing, 
gulaging, committing to insane asylums, slandering or tiring from jobs men demonstrating “anti¬ 
social behavior”; that is, standing up for their rights. It was a systematic culling of alpha males. 
Over time, the psychological climate of these ever-present threats made Soviet men almost as 
docile as the females. 

The American rich adopted the same Soviet objective but used somewhat different 
tactics. In the 1970s, after the domestic upheavals over the Vietnam War, primarily led by men, 
the rich, with their knowing or unknowing Feminazi allies, set out to enervate the U.S. male 
population in order to lessen the chance of any more challenges to the top one or five percent’s 
control over America. Not that the Students for a Democratic Society, Weathermen or Black 
Panthers ever really threatened the American rich’s control, but these men protesting in the 
streets of the U.S. might have at some point actually picked up the gun and used it in an 
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insurrection instead of just talking about it. So the rich, using the media corporations they run, 
started demonizing men as evil, coarse, brutish and in need of sensitivity training. The 
campaign, which continues, was to marshal social and psychological pressure from different 
parts of society to push men into behaving like frightened little girls so that the rulers, with 
Feminazi collaboration, fleeced men of the evolutionarily correct benefits they earned by 
creating, protecting and building America. 

Sexual harassment suits stalk the land extorting from men fortunes and ruining their 
careers for doing what Mother Nature expected and girls always wanted whenever they 
intentionally enticed a man. Courts infringe on a man’s right to travel freely by violating his due 
process rights in granting, without him present, orders to a lying ho that prevents the man from 
going anywhere that the girl might conceivably be. If he steps on a subway train and the ho is 
there, the police have to arrest him in most states, which means at least a night in jail. Men end 
up incarcerate based solely on allegations from females, usually lies, which the men never have a 
chance to refute before going to jail—sounds like feudal Europe. The hapless man then ends up 
with his name on a domestic violence inquisition list and in the F.B.I. databases, a permanent 
criminal record, when no violence occurred other than the man being locked up because his wife 
perjured herself to a court that didn’t want to bother hearing the man’s side before granting her 
the power to imprison. 

Legislators, lobbied by the Feminazis, passed rape shield laws in violation of the equal 
protection clause of the constitution and the rules of evidence. These laws for camouflaging 
overly used vaginas provide broads with swords to extort, intimidate and vent their 
vindictiveness over imagined slights. The laws prevent defendants in rape cases from presenting 
evidence that the alleged victim is really a prostitute or overly promiscuous, which infers, but 
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may not be enough to prove, that she consensually engaged in sex with the defendant. Under the 
shield laws, a ho need only get a man in a compromising position with no else around and 
threaten to scream rape then or later unless he does what she wants. An accused murderer has 
more rights. A murderer can present evidence that the victim threatened him to show that he 
acted in self-defense by killing the ho. For example, an accused murderer could provide 
evidence that the victim threatened other men on days prior to her death. The jury could infer 
from such evidence that the ho also threatened the defendant, and, in self-defense, he killed her. 
Evidence of the alleged victim’s prior relevant conduct is permitted for any criminal proceeding 
except rape. If the alleged rape victim volitionally engaged in sex with different men on the days 
before the alleged rape that evidence is not admissible even though it infers the ho volitionally 
engaged in sex on the day she now claims rape. So a man actually has a better chance of keeping 
his freedom by killing a ho rather than letting her accuse him of rape. 

After tearing down men for the attributes Mother Nature endowed them with and 
stereotyping guys as guilty until proven innocent, the rich and Feminazis, again through the 
media, created the illusion of the “New Woman” as a substitute for all the male heroes of history 
who fought injustice. The “New Woman” public relations con, probably inspired by the 1968 
“New Nixon” campaign, depicted girls as having courage, strength and a willingness to fight for 
what’s right that when coupled with their innate compassion, something they never possessed, 
would end the nation’s ills. The society, or at least the influential members of it, has been 
brainwashed into believing the genetic qualities of men really reside in bodies engineered for 
non-manly tasks. Very ingenious because neither America nor any societies’ new heroines will 
take up the gun to fight and die for freedom in sufficient numbers to defeat a ruling clique 
because Mother Nature never gave them the abilities to do what the illusions purport. The rich 
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and Feminazis created the myth that women will lead the way to a better land, but since they 
can’t, they won’t and haven’t. Mind over nature is a losing proposition for those buying the lie, 
but a winning one for the rich in creating psychological barriers that convince men they 
shouldn’t do what they can and that girls can do what they can’t. Given the frustrations that 
result from such delusions, no wonder psychotropic drugs, Brave New World’s soma, are so 
popular. 

Higher education also played a key role in mentally de-sexing the sexes into male wimps 
and Feminazi shrews. Always dependent on the rich for endowments and controlled more and 
more by Feminazism, academia provides the rational through so-called scholarly research and 
discourse for re-engineering human behavior to benefit a few and their minions. Grade schools 
also do their part by indoctrinating boys to act more feminine and girls more masculine to create 
a conformity of powerlessness—a neutered species. 

The rich and their knowing or ignorant allies the Feminazis have in large part succeeded, 
but only in America. Men, who once got together to play poker, drink and smoke cigars or 
compete in tackle football, bruising basketball or baseball, now integrate broads into their pass- 
times. The competitive edge of competence, courage, fortitude and, yes, violence fades from 
non-use when girls are involved. American men’s sense of self has become so warped that they 
will actually praise a girl for her acts during coed competition when only derision would reflect 
the truth. I’d like to see some Feminazis step on the playing field with my old rugby team. 
Today, guys even talk about how they feel rather than asking for advice on how to solve a 
problem. They waste time and money on a shrink’s couch, self-indulging their feelings like 
some high school girl with too much estrogen. American males even look to girls as solvers of 
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problems and omnipotent goddesses in control of reality—what lunacy, but very successful for 
the American rich because emasculated men don’t rebel. 

Propaganda, intimidation, demonization and efforts at making guys feel ashamed have 
transmuted evolutions’ roles for the sexes to where men forsake their abilities to be more like 
girls and girls pretend to be what they aren’t in order to acquire societal power over men. As a 
result, America’s rich have increased the chance of continuing their rule, boosted their profits 
and debilitated federal and state governments. 

Even the government’s failure to do a minor act, such as deport the Commie Ho, serves 
the interests of the rich. The Commie Ho entered the U.S. by defrauding the federal government, 
so she is here illegally. But deporting her and others like her would reduce the providers of 
sexual services thereby driving up the cost of blowjobs, intercourse, lap dances and pornography. 
Some of the money these alien hos earn goes for buying goods and other services in this 
economy, which benefits the wealthy more than the rest of us because the rich, on a per capita 
basis, own a much larger stake in the economy. The Commie Ho and others import drugs to 
secretly feed their customers, but that also benefits the wealthy since it assures alien hos stable 
clienteles and cash flows with which to purchase goods and services in this economy. Although 
much of the money amassed by these alien whores is smuggled out of the country into overseas 
financial institutions, those institutions purchase U.S. financial instruments, so the money comes 
back as foreign investments into companies owned by the rich or to pay government contractors, 
also owned by the rich. Alien hos and their support staffs, however, evade taxes, but then so do 
the wealthy. The rich, therefore, don’t pick up the tab for the public infrastructure that the hos 
and pimps use, the middle and working classes pay that bill. In the end, it makes no sense for the 
government to enforce the laws against the Commie Ho because she provides the wealthy an 
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economic benefit, small though it maybe, but when multiplied over tens of thousands of similar 
illegals, it adds up. 

What Does It Take 

The reopened criminal defamation case against The Commie Ho’s mother was shut down 
once again. My G.R.U. agents reported that the Ho and her attorneys, Mundy and Petrovich, 
used Chechen mobsters this time to intimidate the witnesses into silence. That made sense. The 
Commie Ho and her parents lived in Grozny, Chechnya until the early 1990s when, according to 
the Ho, the parents divorced and she moved to Krasnodar with her mother. Krasnodar was only 
a few hundred miles from Chechnya, and despite the war between the Russian government and 
Chechen rebels, Russian organized crime and Chechen hoods worked together in many criminal 
operations. Money knows no political side. 

An additional set back came in my efforts to keep tabs on the Commie Ho’s travels 
between Russia and New York City so that I could alert D.E.A and Customs, for whatever good 
it might do, of the flights on which she smuggled money out of and drugs into America. She 
started taking advantage of an Aeroflot service in which the holder of a return ticket to Russia 
could book a flight three days before departure, and she also began varying the months when she 
traveled. The short lead time for her flights and not knowing the month of her travel made 
pinpointing her flights financially prohibitive, since each check by the former M.V.D. Lt. 

Colonel cost a lot. Once, I tried calling her home number in Queens to confirm whether she was 
still in the country, figuring that by doing this periodically, I could narrow down when she 
traveled, but she had changed her number to unlisted. These hos learn quickly. 

In March 2003,1 finished the second draft of the RICO Complaint and gave it to Jeff for 
his final comments. In order to serve the Complaint, I needed the addresses, many of which I 
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already knew, for all the defendants identified by their real names. As for the others still lurking 
in the shadows, such as the hood who made the threatening telephone calls, I didn’t have a 
chance of identifying him until the case reached the stage where I could subpoena documents 
from the defendants and the F.B.I. As a double check that Petrovich still worked for Mundy, I 
called that law firm. The secretary said Petrovich was out and put me through to his voicemail. 
Since he still worked there, I could serve him at that address. 

To obtain the addresses of a few defendants in Krasnodar, I asked the military 
intelligence guys for help. The only other person’s address in Krasnodar that I needed was 
Alexey Smolin, the guy who ran prostitutes overseas under the disguise of dance troops putting 
on legitimate shows in discos and laundered money for the political elite and crooks of the city 
through restaurants that never had any customers. Smolin no longer washed money at the Troika 
Restaurant, so Nadya contacted the Commie Ho’s old boyfriend Alexei who had helped me 
before with information. He knew Smolin and gave Nadya Smolin’s current work address, The 
Lucky Grand. The Ho’s old boyfriend added that he had recently run into the mother Inessa who 
said the Commie Ho was among the top ten in a beauty contest in New York City and dated a 
good boy. As always, I just filed the infonnation, knowing it would reveal itself later as to who 
was the new sucker and which contest. 

Besides the addresses for some of the defendants in Krasnodar, I also needed locations in 
Mexico City for the Julia Heart Agency and one of its employees named Maria in order to serve 
both with the RICO Complaint. Maria and the agency made the arrangements for the Commie 
Ho and another Russian mafia prostitute to sell their wares at The Men’s Club. The agency, the 
two prostitutes and the Commie Ho’s Moscow pimp Leo had established an underground air 
route in 1999 for funneling Russian mafia prostitutes to high-end clients at The Men’s Club. 


84 



Some of the whores were also smuggled across the Mexican border into the U.S., according to a 
Mexican source. 

The telephone number for the Julia Heart Agency came from my private eye in Mexico 
City, and a Latin girl helping me with Spanish translations called the agency pretending to be a 
friend of the Commie Ho and looking for work. The madam knew my ex-wife, how could she 
not, since they were partners in crime, and told my assistant that the agency now used the name 
Malbros Recruiting Agency and provided the address. It even had a website, www.malbros.com, 
with pictures of the apartments where the prostitutes lived and entertained customers. Those 
photos looked familiar. On a closer look, I remembered. That’s the same apartment as in the 
photographs that Leo had passed around when the Commie Ho and I visited his studio in April 
2000. Leo’s photos had not only shown one of her customers, Salvador, but where she 
“entertained” many other customers—how sweet. My Latina assistant also got the last name for 
Maria: “Serrato” from the agency, but she no longer worked there, so I still didn’t have her 
address. 

As for Azul, I tried to find a recent address, but no go. The Latvian prostitute who, along 
with the Commie Ho, ran weekend prostitution trips for wealthy businessmen in Mexico in 1999 
was off the grid. At one time, I knew Azul’s email and her Dutch boyfriend’s telephone number 
but both had since changed. 

The New York City Board of Elections had completed its investigation that confirmed 
the Commie Ho had illegally sworn to be a U.S. citizen when she registered to vote. The Board 
promptly threw her off the voter registration roles. The Commie Ho could care less, since she 
had already received the registration card she could use to help show citizenship. What about the 
federal and state felonies the Commie Ho committed? Was she going to walk on those like all 
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the other crimes she’s perpetrated? When I had talked to the Boards’ Chief Clerk in Queens, she 
didn’t even know that falsely claiming citizenship when registering violated the law. The Board 
of Elections began to look distressingly similar to other government agencies—do nothing to 
bring female alien felons to justice, except, as in this case, remove their names from the voting 
roles, big deal. 

Time to kick the matter upstairs, so I contacted my friend Alan. He knew the Election 
Commissioners and counsel for the Board, and they were all scared of him. Alan didn’t hold any 
official position of power, but he could make their lives miserable and his extensive contacts 
enabled him to dig up any dirt from their pasts. Alan approached the Broad’s counsel who said I 
should send him a letter requesting that the Commissioners refer the Ho’s illegal activity to the 
Queen’s District Attorney. In the letter, I tried to prod them into doing their duty by playing off 
the post 911 climate, “In this time of uncertainty and danger, I believe our laws should be 
enforced rather than ignored.” It was a bit of a stretch, since the Ho’s associates were mobsters 
not terrorists. 

After a month and a half wait without any response, I told Alan and he mounted his 
charger. No bureaucrat or government dared withstand Alan’s onslaught when he believed his 
cause just. A couple of days later, I received an email from the Board of Elections’ counsel 
inviting me to their next meeting to argue in favor of the Commissioners referring the Commie 
Ho’s felony to the Queens’ District Attorney. When the Commissioners investigation began the 
previous year, I had provided them with an affidavit that the Commie Ho was not a citizen, a 
copy of her INS card, a certified record of her falsified voter registration and copies of the New 
York State and federal laws she had violated by falsely swearing to being a U.S. citizen. The 
Commissioners, apparently, also received information from her, but I never saw that. Based on 
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the documents submitted and the Queens Board’s investigation, the Board’s counsel concluded, 


“It appears clear that Ms. Shipilina executed the affidavit on the voter registration form knowing 
that she did not meet the statement ‘I am a citizen of the United States.’” This sounded good 
enough to me for notifying the D.A., but the Commissioners had to make that decision, which 
would come at their next meeting. Needless to say, I wasn’t optimistic. 

At the Commissioners’ meeting, I gave a short prepared speech. When I started, most of 
the Commissioners were looking down at the meeting’s agenda, which contained the documents 
I had submitted. “In addition to the documents before you, I would like to add that although Ms. 
Shipilina is a Russian alien who grew up in Chechnya...At the word Chechnya, the 
Commissioners stopped perusing the agenda and looked up. That grabbed their attention, as I 
knew it would. “Ms. Shipilina speaks, writes and reads English sufficiently to understand the 
voter registration document she signed in which she claimed U.S. citizenship. I believe she went 
to the motor vehicle department to obtain a non-driver id and voter registration card in order to 
use them as additional documentation to show she is an American citizen when she tries to 
obtain more U.S. identification, such as a passport. I believe she is taking this route of acquiring 
U.S. id as a contingency against the possibility of Immigration deciding to deport her for 
material misrepresentations on her immigrant visa application. With U.S. identification, it will 
be easier for her to go underground and continue living and working in America.” 

The Commissioners briefly discussed the issue and surprised me with statements such as 
“we have a violation of law here and should refer it on to the proper authorities.” One 
commissioner, however, said he was troubled because the case appeared to be motivated by the 
sour grapes of a divorce. What’s wrong with sour grapes—it’s an excellent motive for pursuing 
justice? The absence of sour grapes on the part of victims or whistle blowers is not a 
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requirement of the New York and federal felonies the Commie Ho committed. Assume sour 
grapes destroy my credibility as a witness, what about the documentary evidence? If the tide 
turned against me, I was ready to pounce with my counter argument. But that commissioner 
went on to suggest the matter not only be referred to the Queens District Attorney but also the 
U.S. Attorney for the Eastern District. The Commissioners adopted his suggestion and referred 
the Ho’s criminal acts to both state and federal prosecutors. Amazing, a government body that 
actually did its duty without bias to either males or females. Then again, maybe it was Alan’s 
presence at the meeting that swayed the Commissioners to follow the law in order to avoid his 
unrelenting criticism for not doing the right thing. Anyway, it didn’t matter because neither the 
Queens District Attorney nor the U.S. Attorney did a thing. Both agencies adhere to Feminazi 
ideology in which girls can do no wrong and men are always the culprits. My never-ending 
battle for truth, justice and what was once the American dream continued. I even wasted the 
postage to send copies of the Board’s referral letters to Scott Marvin at INS in the Embassy in 
Moscow and to the newly named Department of Homeland Security’s Bureau of Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement. 

One of my Moscow attorneys, Dennis, congratulated me on this minor victory and added, 
“For the life of me, I can’t understand the difficulty in deporting this little tart. Ashcroft seems 
to have no trouble with everyone else under the sun. Maybe he should send her to 
Guantanamo?” America’s war on terrorism had just opened a second front in Iraq, following its 
initial success in Afghanistan from which prisoners were sent to the U.S. military base 
Guantanamo on the island of Cuba. Until the U.S. Supreme Court intervened, the prisoners were 
held indefinitely in a legal limbo somewhere between combatants of war and criminals. Saddam 
was evil, and the world better off without him, but I didn’t really care about foreign tyrannies, I 
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had my own to fight for justice here at home with the RICO suit and complaints to various 
inspector generals as my last weapons within the system. 

Walk On The Wild Side 

At the end of March, not the Ides, but it might as well have been, my military intelligence 
agents’ man in Krasnodar reported that the Commie Ho “has all criminal contacts through her 
mother Inessa who is affiliated with the famous Chechen terrorist Arbi Baraev. We will conduct 
a detailed investigation and collect all information including addresses about all criminals 
affiliated with Inessa and your ex-wife Alina.” Arbi Baraev, who’s he? The name was vaguely 
familiar but I couldn’t place it. And what’s this “terrorist” stuff? The Ho worked with 
mobsters, not terrorists. Okay, maybe the G.R.U. considered organized criminals terrorists, and 
in a sense they were. I went on the Internet to find some infonnation on this guy Barev and 
ended up immersed in Byzantine insanity. 

General Arbi Baraev, boss of Chechnya’s Special Islamic Regiment, specialized in 
kidnapping, extortion, narcotics, illegal oil production and slavery. In 1998, in return for $20 
million from Osama Bin Laden, Arbi Baraev beheaded four Western telecommunication 
workers. That’s why the name sounded familiar. The investigators at Kroll had told me this 
story when I began work for the firm in July 1999. According to various media reports on the 
Internet, Arbi started out as a traffic cop for the Ministry of Internal Affairs in the late 1980s 
when the Soviet Union still controlled the Chechen Republic. The Soviet Union’s national 
police, the M.V.D., operated throughout the Union with branches in all the regions. As an 
M.V.D. cop, Arbi worked for the same organization as did the Commie Ho’s alleged father and 
during the same time period: late 1980s and early 1990s. Inessa and my ex-wife may have met 
Arbi and the members of his clan through the man whose name was on the Ho’s birth certificate, 
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or perhaps the two serviced Arbi and the others sexually. The Commie Ho was 15 in 1990, very 
tall and in her prime for a Russian prostitute, while Inessa, at 40, over-the-hill but with her 
athletic build, still sellable. 

Chechnya is a clan-based society with ancient traditions. A Chechen’s primary 
allegiance and loyalty is to his clan and its associates. Many clans engage in organized crime 
activities that reach throughout Russia and even into the U.S., for example, Chechens run drugs 
into Miami. Although Inessa and the Commie Ho are apparently of Russian and not Chechen 
birth, they could still be members or associates of Arbi Baraev’s clan. Chechen organized crime 
clans have many Russians and foreigners involved in their operations. Whether Inessa or the 
Commie Ho are members or just affiliated, the clan would still protect them. 

In 1991, Arbi moved up from traffic cop to bodyguard for important Chechen officials. 
As the Soviet Union began to unravel, Jokhar Dudayev seized control of Chechnya from Russian 
forces, declared independence and was elected Chechnya’s president. The Chechens never liked 
Moscow’s rule over their country. Chechnya sits on the northern range of the Caucasus 
Mountains, the geographical divide between Europe and Asia, about mid-way between the Black 
Sea to the west and the Caspian Sea to the east. More importantly, it has a predominantly Sunni 
Muslim population sitting on oil. 

Long before communism in Russia, the Tsars periodically campaigned to expand their 
empire south in order to acquire a wann water port for commerce and their navy. From 1732 to 
1783 armed conflicts between the Russians and the Chechens occurred off and on. In 1783, 
Chechnya’s leader declared a jihad against the Russians that lasted until the Chechens’ defeat in 
1791. After a period of relative peace, the 1817 Caucasian War initiated another jihad until 1858 
when the Chechens were once again defeated. Over the following decade, many Chechens were 
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deported or fled to the Ottoman Empire while Russians began to settle in Chechnya’s northern 
lowlands—a process that accelerated with the discovery of oil near Grozny in 1893. 

Sporadic resistance to Russian rule continued, and after the Communist Revolution, 
Chechnya became a Soviet Republic. Stalin’s purges of the late 1930s cost the lives and liberty 
of thousands of Chechens, but they continued to defy Russian Communist rule. In 1944, Stalin 
charged the Chechens with collaborating with the German invaders and rounded up almost the 
entire population, 400,000, and deported them to Kazakhstan. Nearly 50% of them died as a 
result. In 1957, Moscow lifted the ban on Chechens returning to their homeland and restored 
Chechnya as a Soviet Republic. 

With the fall of the Soviet Union, Chechens declared independence. In 1994, Russia 
tried to oust the rebel Chechen President Dudayev in a coup but failed, so Boris Yeltsin sent in 
the military and M.V.D. troops to begin the First Chechen war of the 1990s. The Russians 
subsequently assassinated Dudayev but lost the war even after killing one in every seven 
Chechens. Arbi Baraev blossomed during the 1994-96 war by commanding a detachment of 
men that kidnapped tourists, journalists, foreign workers, villagers from other republics and 
Russian government officials. Some were ransomed, some kept as slaves and some, 170, 
personally executed by Arbi. The war also enabled Arbi’s anned band to seize control of the oil 
production in one of the regions of Chechnya. In order to protect the shipment of the oil through 
Russian lines to hard currency markets, Arbi bribed Russian military and M.V.D. officers, the 
very people who were supposed to be fighting Chechen rebels such as Arbi. Oil revenues 
enabled Arbi to buy weapons from, once again, the Russian military and the M.V.D. 

After the end of the First Chechen war, Arbi continued his oil and kidnapping business 
and moved into narcotics. He covered his criminal activities with the rhetoric of Islamic 
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Wahhabism, but despite the verbiage, was nothing more than a fundamentalist mafia don. 

During the Second Chechen War that started in the fall of 1999 after the bombings of apartment 
buildings in Moscow and other cities, Russian military officers and M.V.D. bosses began making 
lots of money again by way of bribe taking from Arbi’s oil, drug trafficking and other 
businesses. Beginning in 2001, on orders from Russian President Vladimir Putin, the F.S.B., 
previously the K.G.B. for whom Putin worked, officially took control of the show in Chechnya, 
even overseeing military operations. The F.S.B. not only knew of Arbi’s dealings with the 
Russian military and the M.V.D. but also approved, probably because the F.S.B. bosses received 
a cut of Arbi’s bribes. Arbi moved freely through Russian lines conducting his various criminal 
businesses. He traveled with Russian M.V.D. and F.S.B. identification and under the protection 
of those agencies. 

With friends like that, Arbi didn’t have a care in the world until the summer of 2001. A 
few months earlier, I had made my first trip to Krasnodar to fine witnesses for the 
annulment/divorce case and almost immediately those witnesses began receiving threats to shut 
up. According to the new information from my G.R.U. sources, those threats actually came from 
Arbi’s clan members—not the Russian mafia. Around the same time, Russia’s military 
intelligence, the G.R.U., always in competition with the F.S.B. for political influence and funds, 
decided the corruption in Chechnya and the war were destroying the armed forces both 
physically and morally. The G.R.U. decided that to end the war required strengthening the hand 
of the Chechen rebel President Maskhadov. President Maskhadov wanted peace, but the more 
radical rebels, like Arbi, were making so much money out of the turmoil of war, they opposed 
any peace efforts. Peace might bring a stable Chechen government, and with that Arbi and the 
other warlords would lose power and money. 
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On June 23, 2001, the G.R.U. financed a group of ethnic Chechens who stormed Arbi’s 
stronghold and captured the Islamic mafia don. G.R.U. officers questioned Arbi for 11 hours on 
videotape then shot him. The Chechens that captured Arbi were also paid off with death under 
mysterious circumstances. The G.R.U. ’s actions eliminated one of the F.S.B.’s cash flows and 
put Chechen President Maskhadov in a somewhat better position to talk peace with the Russian 
government. It wouldn’t last for long. 

In accordance with Chechen tradition, a blood relative of Arbi’s took over the mafia 
don’s position as head of the Baraev clan. Arbi’s nephew continued to run the clan’s criminal 
operations under the protection of the F.S.B. and M.V.D. and assassinated business opponents 
from other Chechen clans along with members of President Maskhadov’s government. The 
Baraev clan included criminal and political members and associates all the way from Chechnya 
through Krasnodar to Moscow. Some of them threatened the witnesses in the criminal 
defamation case against the Commie Ho’s mother Inessa—no wonder they recanted their 
original testimonies. Those threats and a bribe first closed the case in March 2002. But 
threatening witnesses must have seemed a trifling matter to the Baraev clan at that time, and I 
doubt its new leader even knew about it. He had more important matters with which to deal. 
Movsar Baraev was planning the take over of the Moscow Dubrovka Theater in October of that 
year. During the take over, Movsar announced, “We are from the military observation and 
destruction unit that belongs to the Martyrs of the Gardens of the Righteous. I swear by Allah 
that we strive for martyrdom more than you strive for life.” 

Where did these nuts come from and what was I doing involved with a slut and her 
mother who are connected with these psychopaths? My whole situation was becoming too damn 
bizarre. 
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Russia’s President Putin blamed the theater tragedy on al-Qaeda, which was involved to 
some extent in the Chechen fight for independence. But many think Arbi’s old F.S.B. protectors 
provided the nephew Movsar with the assistance needed to get 50 militants to Moscow and arm 
them. If the F.S.B. helped, then that explains executing all the terrorists while kn ocked out from 
the gas pumped into the theater. The F.S.B.’s Alpha unit didn’t want anyone talking afterward. 
Movsar’s deadly take over of the theater turned into a defeat for the G.R.U. because the F.S.B. 
planted reports that Chechen President Maskhadov approved the operation. That ended any 
chance of the Russian government negotiating peace with Maskhadov, who the F.S.B. 
assassinated in March 2005. So the war continued with Islamic warlords, the F.S.B., M.V.D. and 
military generals making lots of money off of the suffering of others—400,000 refugees alone, 
out of a population of one million. Men can fight for what’s right or capitulate to what’s wrong; 
girls can’t even distinguish between the two. 

The Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan was added as a defendant in the RICO case, 
but it was unlikely I’d ever be able to even serve the Complaint on those lunes. 

Everyday People 

Jeff finished his review of the RICO Complaint and made some suggestions, but I 
rejected them. Armed with 91 pages of factual accusations, I went downtown to lower 
Manhattan to file the Complaint in the United States District Court for the Southern District of 
New York. The federal court, at least outwardly, fits the old Hollywood images of the judiciary: 
spacious, well-kept and with courteous employees; not like the slum of the New York State court 
next door where incivility trickles down from the Feminazi judges to the drones in the basement. 

The Southern District’s clerk took my Complaint, turned to a wooden lottery bin 
containing the names of the District’s judges, and gave it a spin to pick a judge for my case—a 
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literal wheel of fortune. Please not a broad, please not a broad, I wished; annnnnnd the judge’s 
name is ... a man’s, yes! I had a chance. Not only was it a male judge but the Chief Judge of the 
Southern District himself, Michael B. Mukasey. Okay, this could be interesting. The Chief 
Judge was in his late 50s or early 60s, which meant he had escaped the anti-male programming 
that Feminazi mothers brainwashed their children with beginning in the early 1970s: “No Dick 
you can’t have a gun toy, we don’t believe in violence, especially against girls.” “So Mom, who 
is going to protect you against the Indians, Huns, Nazis, Japs and Commies?” “Well, Jane will. 
She’s a strong, independent and smart girl who will reason with these other people who are just 
like us.” Anyone raised before the 1970s knows what would really happen to Jane and Mom if 
any of those folk, or ones like them, showed up looking for land and loot to placate their babes at 
home. 

The clerk date-stamped my copy of the Complaint and issued the summons to legally 
drag the over sixty miscreant defendants into the District Court. On my way out, I realized it 
was Good Friday, didn’t see any symbolism in that, but I knew the Commie Ho would with her 
mixture of black magic and anti-Christ Christianity, which she billed as “belief in the God.” My 
friends had always marveled at her apparent hypocrisy until learning that she didn’t believe in 
God but the Revelations’ anti-God. What did I care; it was all useless mumbo jumbo anyway. 

Two days later on April 20, 2003, Alan and I went to the Manhattan General Post Office, 
which to my surprise was open on Easter Sunday. Still didn’t see any symbolism, and felt 
nothing but my usual waking hatred for Feminarchy America. Alan was the necessary nonparty 
to the lawsuit for signing an affidavit stating the papers were actually mailed to the defendants in 
the U.S. for whom I had a name and address. If the defendants didn’t respond to the mailing, I’d 
have to hire a process server to personally hand them the Complaint, which is what finally 
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happened. As for the defendants outside the U.S., that required using procedures under an 
international treaty called the Hague Convention on the Service Abroad of Judicial Documents. 
That took time because it not only involved dealing with foreign bureaucracies but translating the 
Complaint into the native languages of the foreign defendants in Russia, Cyprus and Mexico. In 
order to serve the defendants whose names I didn’t know but the other defendants did, such as 
the Chechen jihadists making anonymous threats to my witnesses in Krasnodar or the telephone 
goon who threatened me, I’d have to wait until the District Court allowed me to subpoena 
records and take depositions—if it ever did. 

My RICO Complaint grouped the defendants into four countries where they either lived 
or committed crimes: America; Russia, which includes Chechnya although the Chechens don’t 
see it that way; Cyprus, the Greek part; and Mexico. Because all the defendants belonged to or 
associated with, including the Chechens in their money-making ventures, a segment or segments 
of the Russian mafia, called the “RICO enterprise” in my legal papers, each and everyone of 
them is liable for any harm anyone of them caused me in furthering the enterprise’s purpose of 
transferring assets and managers to the American market. The following are among the more 
interesting criminals and the accusations against them: 

Flash Dancers Topless Club is located on Broadway in Manhattan and run by an 
American organized crime group that also operates the lap-dancing clubs: Private Eyes and New 
York Dolls (not to be confused with the former punk rock band). The crime group runs a 
criminal conglomerate in which it uses Flash Dancers to launder money; recruit prostitutes, 
including illegal aliens from the former Soviet Union; promote prostitution; recruit pornography 
starlets; surreptitiously dispense narcotics to some wealthy, regular customers; and sell 
pornography and escorts over its website www.flashdancersnyc.com. The managers of the club 
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arrange for threats and the use of physical force to intimidate and engage in immigration fraud in 
order to maintain the supply of girls. 

Cybertech Internet Solutions operates the Flash Dancers website and the Cybertech 
Internet Strip Club Network website, www.stripclubdirectory.com, which connects to strip clubs 
and brothels around the world, offers pornography and sells call girls at 
www.stripclubescorts.com. Some of the advertised hos even go on vacations with their 
“clients.” (So that’s how all those loser guys get pretty young babes to travel with them, but 
perhaps I shouldn’t talk.) 

The law firm used by Alina Shipilina, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, runs a green card and 
visa mill for providing papers to foreign prostitutes and lap-dancers, mainly Russian, and fights 
to keep illegal aliens in America, whether criminals or not and whether by legal or illegal means. 
(The firm’s motto is probably “To be too ethical could mean one less fee.”) 

Alina Shipilina assists Russian, Chechen, Cypriot and American organized criminals with 
importing Russian prostitutes, pornography and narcotics as well as laundering some of the 
money made in New York City. 

Doctor Marc L. Paulsen, a.k.a. Wayne Williams, the producer of Alina Shipilina’s 
masturbation video, shoots pornography in Russia using “models” from the Red Star Agency and 
Phodes Studio and imports it into southern California with the help of Leo Perlin, Shipilina’s 
former Moscow pimp. 

Anastasia and Dima, Vasilyeva, commuting between America and Krasnodar, manage 
the top model agency in Krasnodar the “Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House” that runs a call girl 
operation, the “dirty girls list,” for powerful Russian politicians and gangsters and sends 
prostitutes to brothels and lap-dancing clubs in Cyprus, America and Europe. Anastasia spends 
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much of her time when in Krasnodar managing her school for teaching children how to become 
models and prostitutes in order to help keep the Russian mafia’s supply of them uninterrupted. 
(The G.R.U. guys alerted the authorities as to the real nature of Anastasia’s school and her 
mother’s fashion house. Prostitution, even of children, is technically illegal in Russia but makes 
up one of the Russian mafia’s most lucrative businesses and a top earner of hard currency for the 
Russian economy.) Anastasia’s mother and founder of the agency, Tatyanna Vasilyeva, is a very 
famous, wealthy “personage” in southern Russia, which means she is part of the politico- 
criminal elite that runs the region. 

Detective Bob Henning of the 114 th Precinct in Queens, New York (the cop who called 
me early one morning to say I would have to surrender for an arrest that never occurred) 
threatened Roy Den Hollander with arrest in return for money or sex from Alina Shipilina, who 
had acted on advise from her lawyers Mundy and Petrovich. The call was meant to pressure Den 
Hollander into not cooperating with the INS, which amounted to tampering with a witness and 
made Henning an accomplice in the Russian mafia’s infiltration of America. 

In Russia, there is the crime boss Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan with whose gang 
Alina Shipilina took out the contingent murder contract on Den Hollander and whom she helps 
to run prostitutes, pornography and narcotics to America in cooperation with the American 
organized crime gang that operates Flash Dancers and the Cybertech Internet Strip Club 
Network. 

The two Krasnodar mobsters named Volchok a.k.a. Woolfy and Raketa a.k.a. Rocket 
provide protection for Alina and Inessa Shipilina’s illegal activities in Krasnodar. 

The Albatross Club of powerful government officials and wealthy criminals to whom the 
Alina Shipilina provides sexual services. 
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P. I. Ostapenko, the Chief of the M.V.D. for the Central District of Krasnodar who took a 
bribe in March 2001 to close the criminal defamation case against Inessa Shipilina. 

Dmitri Morosov, Krasnodar’s most famous photographer of models, shoots some the 
pornography stills and videos that Asypyan exports to America. 

Inessa Shipilina, Alina’s mother, uses her position as instructor at the Krasnodar State 
Academy of Physical Culture to recruit coeds for prostitution and male athletes as enforcers for 
the Russian mafia. She also arranges for the use of physical force and coercion by the Baraev 
Chechen clan against persons in Krasnodar who interfere with any of the criminal activities in 
which she and her daughter are involved, such as seizing the college’s gym facilities to run a 
private fitness club. 

Phodes Studio and its president Leo Perlin procured men for Alina Shipilina in Moscow, 
provided the facilities to produce Dr. Paulsen’s pornography video of her masturbating and 
searched for Americans to bring her to the U.S. (Perlin directed the Commie Ho over to me at 
the party I had stumbled into at the beginning of this story.) Perlin and Alina Shipilina, 
consistent with the Russian mafia’s goal of continued expansion into the U.S., connived to have 
Den Hollander bring her to America to add one more mafia asset to the American population so 
as to increase their and the mafia’s cash flow. Perlin sends prostitutes, lap-dancers and 
pornography starlets to Venezuela, Greece, Mexico and the United States; bribes employees at 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow for visas for his prostitutes; produces pornography for the Russian 
and overseas markets; runs a call girl operation in Moscow; occasionally shoots legitimate 
modeling events; continues to operate an introduction agency to defraud Western men into 
relations and marriage with Russian prostitutes in order to export the prostitutes to hard currency 
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countries; and advertises some of his services and girls on the Internet at www.phodes.net. 

Perlin belongs to one of the Russian mafia’s Moscow gangs. 

Valodya Gavrilov of St. Petersburg (was one of the many guys the Commie Ho played 
with right after our marriage) bribes Russian government officials to smooth the transporting of 
hard currency into Russia and narcotics out of the country by Alina Shipilina and other members 
and confederates of the Russian mafia. Gavrilov also travels throughout Russia under the guise 
of selling custom jewelry in order to recruit females for prostitution and transportation to 
America. 

In Cyprus, Alina Shipilina and other allies of the Russian mafia use the Bank of Cyprus 
for transferring and hiding their incomes from illegal activities. 

Melios Athanasiou, his Russian born wife Irina and his brother Marios recruit prostitutes 
from the Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House for the Cypriot brothels Zygos and Tramps, both of 
which Russian mafia bosses in Krasnodar own. The prostitutes at the two brothels also perform 
sexual acts for pornographic materials shipped to the U.S. where some of the prostitutes also end 
up. The Athanasious bribe Cypriot officials to obtain visas for the prostitutes since prostitution 
is illegal in Cyprus. 

A. Charalambous, a chief in the Migration Office of the Ministry of the Interior for 
Cyprus, accepts bribes from the Athanasious in return for providing Cypriot work visas to 
foreign prostitutes. 

In Mexico, the Julia Heart Agency, now called Malbros, finds work for foreign 
prostitutes in Mexican brothels and lap-dancing clubs, such as The Men’s Club. Perlin in 
Moscow provides Malbros with Russian prostitutes for whom he obtains visas by bribing 
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Mexican Embassy officials. Alina Shipilina’s work visa in Mexico listed her as a translator even 
though she could not speak any Spanish. 

Many of the Russian mafia’s prostitutes work in The Men’s Club in Mexico City, a 
brothel and strip club that caters to wealthy Mexican and international clients and is franchised 
by the United States Men’s Club that has operations in Dallas and Houston, Texas and Charlotte, 
North Carolina. A Mexican organized crime group allied with the Russian mafia controls the 
Mexico club, bribes Mexican officials in order to stay open, launders money and evades Mexican 
taxes. (I know—so what; illegal alien Mexicans evade American taxes too.) 

Juginta Raszyukevichina, known as Azul to her customers, helped Alina Shipilina in the 
fall of 1999 run a weekend call girl service for wealthy businessmen and gangsters in Mexico 
that provided prostitutes for trips to Mexican resort areas, such as Cancun, Acapulco and Puerto 
Vallarta. 

Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo (the guy to whom the Commie Ho prostituted herself in Italy less 
than three months after my drug-induced marriage) runs cocaine into the U.S., Europe and 
Russia, where he supplies the Russian mafia. 

It Ain’t Me Babe 

Felt like I was on a roll. After sending out the RICO Complaint to the U.S. defendants, I 
turned to filing complaints with the inspector generals at Immigration, I.R.S., Customs and the 
F.B.I. for those agencies apparent failures to do anything about the Commie Ho’s violations of 
U.S. law. The idea of involving the inspector generals as a last ditch effort to spur the 
Government into action came from my first job as a lawyer. The Department of Treasury’s 
Honors Program hired me right after law school for two years to rotate through three different 
sections of the Treasury. It was the best Federal Government job for which I received an offer. 
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The hiring at eight other Governmental positions that I was interested in and for which I 
interviewed were controlled by Feminazis, so there was no chance of my getting hired, even 
though most of those jobs were considered less prestigious than the one at Treasury. The 
position I really wanted was at the Department of State, but the Feminazi in charge hired a bimbo 
instead. 

At Treasury, my first rotation, which turned out to be my last, was at the I.R.S.’s 
Interpretative Division. One of my cases involved a wealthy and powerful family in California 
that wanted to dissolve a multi-billion dollar trust. The word had come down from the 
Division’s bosses that the politically well-connected family was to have its way. The family 
wanted a private letter ruling that said if the trust was dissolved and all the billions in assets 
distributed to members of the family, there would be no tax consequences. The irrevocable trust 
had been set up in the early 1900s by the family’s patriarch to provide income from his oil 
company stock to his children, grandchildren and whomever else came along that fit as a 
descendant under the trust provisions—typical robber baron estate planning. The living children 
and grandchildren, however, weren’t satisfied with just collecting the income from the trust’s 
portfolio, they wanted to divide up the portfolio, four billion dollars worth, among themselves— 
typical offspring greed. 

In the five hundred year history of irrevocable trusts, once a person sets up such a trust 
and then dies, the trust continues until the time the founder stated it would end, providing it 
wasn’t for too long a period which this one wasn’t. Under the law, it didn’t matter what any of 
the patriarch’s descendants wanted because to dissolve the trust meant going against 500 years of 
common law precedence forbidding such. So why did the family request a private letter ruling 
from the I.R.S. that would take effect only if the trust was dissolved? It didn’t make any sense, 
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so I telephoned around the California state legislature to see whether someone could enlighten 
me and by chance talked to a committee chairman. The family had used its influence to pass a 
California law that gave it an 18-month window in which the family could dissolve the trust 
regardless what 500 years of legal decisions had held. Unbelievable! The rich can get what they 
want by changing the law just for them while the rest of us have to put up with this kind of 
corruption—not this time baby. 

The U.S. tax law looked clear to me that if the trust was broken up, the family 
beneficiaries would have to pay income and capital gains taxes, which were the areas I was 
assigned to handle. The family’s lawyers didn’t want to here that and neither did my bosses. 
After all, Reagan was President and he was from the family’s home state of California. They all 
knew each other at that level of wealth and power, so government bureaucrats were suppose to 
do the White House’s bidding. In fact, the Associate General Counsel for the I.R.S. said his job 
was to make sure that those with “hands across the White House” got what they wanted. 

After a number of meetings filled with high priced California lawyers, I.R.S. bureaucratic 
sheep and lots of pressure, I wrote up a memorandum concluding that by dissolving the trust the 
family members would get hit with a nice hefty tax bill. In order to assure the memorandum’s 
effectiveness, I gave it to the inspector general, told him the I.R.S. was trying to give this family 
a free ride in violation of the law and quit to go work for the private law firm Cravath, Swaine & 
Moore. The institutionalized corruption in government disgusted me back in 1986 as it does 
now, but back then the I.R.S. inspector general did his job by putting a stop to giving that one 
overly rich family what it wanted. Maybe the inspector generals of the 21 st century, assuming 
they weren’t ideologically corrupt Feminazis, could stop one Commie Ho. 
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To each inspector general, I summarized the Commie Ho’s law breaking under that 
agency’s jurisdiction, complained that the particular agency did nothing about it, threw in an 
insult and told them I had taken the law into my own hands by filing a RICO action of which I 
sent them a copy. By enclosing the RICO Complaint, the bureaucrats might say in typical Club 
Fed fashion, “Oh we don’t have to do anything, since he’s already taken it to court.” But then 
again, the other predominant character trait of bureaucrats is the fear of being exposed as the 
incompetents, frauds and sell-outs they are. The RICO Complaint might goad them into some 
action in order to prevent the lawsuit from publicizing their failure to address crimes committed 
by a Russian mafia member. 

To the inspector general handling the INS, I wrote: 

The I.N.S. has failed to deport a Russian alien who used fraudulent means to enter the 
U.S. and violated 8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(3)(D), 18 U.S.C. 1015(f) and New York State Election Law 
5-210(6), which is a class E felony, by claiming to be a U.S. citizen when registering to vote in 
state and federal elections. The New York City Board of Elections has referred the fraudulent 
claim of citizenship to the U.S. Attorney for the Eastern District and the Queens District 
Attorney. 

The officer in the Moscow office who is now handling the Shipilina case, Scott X. 
Marvin, initially communicated and received documents from my Moscow attorney in 
September 2002 when Marvin took over the case from another, much more diligent officer at the 
Embassy. Since that initial contact, the all-to-typical Immigration bureaucracy inaction has 
come into play. Repeated and continuing attempts to contact Marvin have run into the standard 
operating procedure at Immigration of see no evil, hear no evil, do no work. 

The inspector generals in the Federal Government are supposed to be independent from 
the agency they oversee so that they can conduct an objective investigation free from 
bureaucratic pressure. Not so with the INS, now part of the much-ballyhooed Department of 
Homeland Security. The Feminazi who responded to my INS complaint assigned it to the very 
people the inspector general is supposed to watch. She sent it to the same INS office in New 
York City that I had visited two years earlier, which did nothing then, except to send 
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investigators for lap dances from the Commie Ho and other sluts at Flash Dancers on the 
taxpayers’ bill. It was the New York City office’s failure to act that I ended up dealing with the 
INS at the Moscow Embassy. 

The Embassy INS couldn’t conduct an investigation or bring administrative action 
against the Commie Ho, but it could force the New York City office to do so, which it did under 
the first official handling the case. But with his replacement, Scott X. Marvin, the Embassy let 
the case slide. So thanks to the inspector general, I’m back depending on the useless, most likely 
corrupt, incompetents in New York City office that is run by a broad. Just to waste time, I’m 
surprise the bimbo from the inspector general didn’t refer the matter to the Embassy so that it 
could then send it on to New York. What that Feminazi bureaucrat did contravenes the reason 
for inspector generals. Where does this Orwellian thought process come from where the 
investigators rely on those accused of wrongdoing to uncover and punish that wrongdoing? 
Perhaps Homeland Security is depending on al-Qaeda to investigate al-Qaeda because it makes 
sense from a Feminazi thought process: who knows more about al-Qaeda than al-Qaeda. Maybe 
that’s why Homeland Security doesn’t protect America’s southern border with Mexico, it’s 
counting on al-Qaeda to do it. Such a strategy allows the girls at Homeland Security to do even 
less work. 

For the I.R.S., I went to the inspector general at the Treasury Department of which the 
I.R.S. is part: 

The IRS has received sufficient information showing that Shipilina evades taxes on over 
$100,000 in income every year. This information was sent to Holtsville I.C.E., the Criminal 
Investigation Division on Church Street in New York City and Elvis Paliska at Criminal 
Investigation on Fulton Street in Brooklyn. The information included documents showing how 
much Shipilina makes, the safe deposit box she keeps the cash in until she smuggles it overseas 
and even one of the financial accounts she deposits some of the money into in Cyprus. The IRS, 
however, did nothing, probably because it meant doing a little work to put a case together. 
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Like so many other Americans, I have learned since 911 that many of our federal 
agencies are largely incompetent, except for the military of course. The IRS appears capable of 
only investigating senior citizens on social security or middle class Americans who make a 
mistake but have to pay high penalties to make up for the inability of the IRS to prosecute 
intentional evaders. 

The Treasury’s inspector general’s office did the same thing as the INS: referred the 
complaint to the very agency the inspector general is supposed to oversee. Once again a 
bureaucratic Feminazi made the decision to pass the buck of her responsibilities and have the 
I.R.S. look into a complaint against itself. 

The Department of Justice’s inspector general went one better than those pretending to 
watch out for wrong doing at the INS and I.R.S., it didn’t even bother to respond to my charges 
concerning the F.B.I.: 

In February 2002, the Federal Bureau of Investigation agreed to look into a couple of 
threatening telephone calls I had received from a man using two different fictitious names. The 
man made his threats on behalf of Alina Shipilina, a Russian alien who is known in her 
hometown of Krasnodar, Russia, to associate with Russian and Chechen organized crime figures. 

One of the FBI agents I met with, Vadim Thomas, opined that the caller might be 
associated with a local lap-dancing club called Flash Dancers where Shipilina works. I provided 
Agents Thomas and Mario Pisano with a telephone number I had obtained from the caller. 

Agent Pisano subsequently told me that the FBI had traced the telephone number to an 
individual who apparently made the threats. Agent Pisano would not tell me the man’s name, 
but said he and Thomas would interview him. Sometime later, however, Agent Pisano said he 
and Thomas had decided not to interview the threatening caller, in part, because the Bureau was 
“not an investigation agency” and the agents believed the caller might get angry and do 
something to harm me. Pisano added that I should not open my door to any strangers and be 
careful when out in public. 

Obviously, I experienced first hand what the revelations since 911 have shown about the 
FBI’s inability and unwillingness to do its job. When I first met Agents Pisano and Thomas, I 
gave them audiotape recordings of the threatening calls that I had made on a $20 Radio Shack 
recorder. The New York headquarters for the FBI didn’t have a recorder that could play the 
tapes at the correct speed, so this thug came off sounding like Mickey Mouse. I was 
dumbfounded and thought perhaps the agency should be renamed the Federal Bureau of 
Incompetence. 
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Customs’ inspector general was the only one out of the four to acknowledge it would 
review my accusations of failing to investigate criminal violations of smuggling money out of 
the country by the Commie Ho: 

Beginning in August 2001,1 began providing Customs at its New York Regional and 
JFK airport offices with information about the smuggling of large amounts of cash and cash 
equivalents out of the county by Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, a.k.a. Chipilina, a Russian alien 
who is known in her hometown of Krasnodar, Russia to associate with Russian and Chechen 
organized crime figures. 

I provided these agents with the number of the Russian passport Shipilina used to enter 
the U.S. (she has a second Russian passport, 51 N. 0207805, expires 4-4-05, that she uses for 
traveling to other international locations on racketeering business); the airline, Aeroflot, that she 
flew when smuggling money out of America; and the approximate dates of her departures. 
Customs and its agents did nothing. 

As a result, I have taken it upon myself to try to do what Customs’ agents are paid to do 
but don’t. Customs’ inability to do its job has been made all too clear to the world by the 911 
tragedy. I have, therefore, instituted a civil Racketeer Influenced Corrupt Organization lawsuit 
in the Southern Federal District of New York, 03 CV 2717, which deals, in part, with Shipilina’s 
smuggling of U.S. dollars overseas. 

Despite the initial show of doing its duty, the person from the inspector general’s office 
responding to me was, naturally, a Feminazi, who, just as naturally, ended up doing nothing. 

The seeds to the end of America’s economic and military dominance genninate in all 
those incompetent Feminazis failing to carry out the tasks of their government positions. They 
got there by creating the illusion of a problem that females had been discriminated against, as 
were blacks. What a joke, so when was the last time a Feminazi was lynched? Shot dead on the 
front stoop of her house or the balcony of the motel she was staying in. For the passed 400 years 
the institutions of this country has had its boot heel on the back of the necks of blacks. While 
over that same time, white females have received largely preferential treatment. 

Broads demand that the good jobs, not the bad jobs, be taken away from men and given 
to them just because of ages of fantasized harmful discrimination. A good job naturally means 
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whatever the bimbo wants, including any job that allows her to loot some guy’s bank account, 
such as lap dancer, ho or stockbroker. There was never wide spread invidious discrimination 
against girls, but that truth didn’t deter the Feminazis. They simply created the illusion of such 
and set off to sell their sophistic philosophy, which, if bought by enough fools, would give them 
even more preferential treatment in society then they previously had. Prior to the 1970s, females 
who remained unmarried and worked continuously from high school into their thirties earned 
higher incomes than men of the same description. Even today, the average female makes more 
on a per hour basis than the average guy. The Feminazis used typical special interest groupthink: 
give us more because we say we deserve it. 

In the end, the Feminazis actually made girls a double threat for evil. Take Jody Foster, 
when she was young, in her teens and hot, she posed for High Society wearing only a towel. 
Don’t let the name fool you, High Society was a skin magazine. Naturally, Foster did it to make 
money, a girl’s true love, and gain attention. It got her publicity all right, since after seeing the 
photo spread, John Hinckley went out and shot President Reagan in order to impress the innocent 
little darling who alluringly draped a towel over her naked teenage body for the world to see. 
Today, no longer inhabiting a firm, supple body, Foster uses Feminazism rather than sexual 
charms to get what she wants: still money and attention, but through she-male movie roles rather 
than bare skin. Other bimbats did the same, such as Diane Sawyer who exploited her physical 
allure as a beauty contestant but when, well beyond her prime, propagandized on a she-male TV 
show Primetime in which the facts took back seat to her Feminazi beliefs. For instance, Sawyer 
falsely reported that Jessica Lynch went down fighting while resisting capture in Iraq when in 
truth Lynch spent the entire fire-fight knocked unconscious by her vehicle’s accident. Was she 
driving? It’s all Feminazi hypocrisy, pure and simple. When young and good looking they use 
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their sexual charms to make money and get what they want, but when fat, flabby and no longer 
attractive, they upbraid men for responding to the charms of younger girls doing what they had 
done and extort institutions to give them what they don’t deserve by playing the victim of 
discrimination. 

Both sexes have always been discriminated against because evolution created a division 
of labor, but the real question is whether the discrimination against females was harmful. 
Compared to the discrimination against men throughout history—no way. While men suffered 
the mind blasting and body rending wars, sweatshops, union strikes and battles against tyrants, 
the girls were safe at home to ho whomever came by the house. Society generally treated girls 
with kid gloves, buying into their lame lies in an effort to shelter them from the dangers of 
reality. Ever hear, “Men and children first!” No, not even today in Feminarchy America. 
Whenever there’s a disaster, the news media emphasizes that the victims included “women and 
children,” as though a broad’s life was more important than a man’s. At the beginning of the 
20 th century, the average life span for men and females was equal but not anymore. What 
happened? Simple, modem science chose to concentrate on feminine threats rather those 
affecting men. During the Great Depression, households unable to support the entire family 
chose males for homelessness, not the girls. 

Girls, not guys, have the god-given ability to make money off of their sex, and since girls 
enjoy sex more than guys, they reap a triple benefit that includes gaining sympathy as a “victim.” 
When a guy goes for a job, the only bargaining power he ever had or will have is his ability. A 
girl may have ability but definitely has sex, which she will use; make no mistake about that, 
since she enjoys it so much. Walk into a bar and some sucker will be buying a strange girl a 
drink that she conned him into with a false smile and words of insincerity. So who has suffered 
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more from past discrimination—men! The same group that is suffering now from even more 
discrimination thanks to the Feminazis putting broads on an even higher pedestal then before. 
Men are still the doormats for females, only a man’s chances at a job and wealth have declined: 
over 50% of the work force and over 50% of the millionaires are now broads. My friend Alan 
has gotten so fed up with the situation that when he has a seat on the bus or subway and some 
girl stands in front of him, as they always do to men, using their presence to stimulate traditional 
gentlemanly conduct, he says, “You may have gotten my job, but you’re not getting my seat.” 

Feminazis counter they need to take jobs from men in case their husbands leave them. 
Baloney! First, females generally have only themselves to blame for a divorce—wives instigate 
80% of divorce cases, and the other 20% are likely caused by their incessant nagging, bossing, 
belittling, cheating and eventually blowing up into a blimp. Second, divorce courts have always 
given wives enough of the husband’s wealth and income to continue their life styles, but that’s 
never satisfactory, the vindictive, greedy little hos want all a guy’s money until he lands in 
debtor’s prison. 

The Feminazis just weren’t satisfied with the traditional preferential treatment and 
protection society gave females. They wanted free of charge and obligation the fortune and 
glory for which men always fought and struggled, even though for girls there were plenty of 
money-making, glory careers: singer, actress, dancer, home diva, fashion designer, writer and 
much more. But that wasn’t enough; the Feminazis wanted the money and glory jobs for which 
men were best suited without having to put in the same effort. The Feminazis think they deserve 
such careers, not because of ability, but because of their sex. It’s no accident that when a society 
reaches a stage where life is easy and secure, girls want all the perks, but when life is hard and 
dangerous, they’ll hide behind a man. 


110 



The Feminazis fabricated the psychological illusion of the “strong and independent 
female” capable of bettering men in a man’s occupation in order to supplant evolutionarily 
correct roles for females. A classic example of sophomoric, self-serving Feminazi propaganda 
that maliciously distorted the role of housewives was the movie Mona Lisa Smiles. The movie 
depicted, among other characters, a homemaker in the 1950s who was miserable keeping house 
for her husband. I remember the 1950s, and all those suburban homes weren’t for the husbands 
but the children. The single most important role for females has always been to create an 
environment conducive to properly raising children. A home was never a man’s castle; he just 
provided the money for it. The home, if managed right, created a place for children to grow and 
learn and provided a refuge for them after the day’s adventures into the ideas and activities of 
life that would eventually lead to them playing a part in the next generation. Look at who spent 
most of the time in the home: the wife and kids; the husband was out working, so how was it the 
home existed for a man. He’d rather be out with the guys having a drink, taking in a game, 
living in a quiet hotel or making up for all the times his wife cheated on him when she was still 
attractive. The Political Communists or Psychological Confonnists of today rewrite history 
because the truth would end their free ride by showing them up as the usual self-righteous, 
hypocritical, bigoted grifters that history has seen so often. 

Psychotic Reaction 

Ever since the annulment/divorce Judge Lobis denied my motion in August 2002 to 
change the settlement agreement, the Commie Ho and her lawyers Mundy and Petrovich 
probably thought their evil had triumphed and regularly congratulated themselves on the success 
of their lies and threats. For them, the Russian way worked in America. But on Tuesday, April 
22, 2003, they received a surprise when the postman delivered my RICO Complaint. What they 
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had started in the Queens Family Court back in January 2001 with a perjured temporary order of 
protection was not over by any means. 

The RICO Complaint exposed the real criminal machinations behind what initially 
appeared a simple annulment/divorce case of female duplicity and softhearted man. The 
Complaint pulled the Russian mafia, including Chechen crazies, and its Western partners out of 
the shadows to reveal part of a new evil empire stretching beyond the fallen iron curtain that 
engaged in numerous crimes and schemes with many victims of which I was just one. Perhaps it 
would have been better for the rest of the world had the barbarians of the Soviet Union stayed 
locked behind their curtain of iron. It would definitely have been better for me. The RICO 
Complaint also brought my fight for justice and retribution into the federal courts where the 
corrupting influence of the modem day culture’s discrimination against men carried less weight. 
My chances improved, but not by much. 

Unlike the state court annulment/divorce proceedings, the Lawyers Disciplinary 
Committee and the Commission on Judicial Conduct, everything that happened in the RICO case 
would be public. The threat that people outside the corrupt do-nothing bureaucrats would learn 
the truth caused some unexpected responses from a couple of the defendants. 

In the silent dark early morning hours of April 23,1 awoke twice, or thought I did, from 
the sensation of being smothered by a pillow. Each time, I came up gasping for air and felt an 
evil presence in the room that made a guttural noise and wisped by my lips as a fonn darker than 
the night. Years earlier in one of the Commie Ho’s many lies to make me feel sorry for her, she 
claimed her father used to abuse her by putting a pillow over her face. The Commie Ho had 
again stepped into her favored realm of black magic to scare me off the RICO case. To which I 
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wisecracked to myself, “Dr. Strange where are you now that I need you?” and went back to sleep 
convinced I could handle whatever the upcoming battles brought. 

The world beyond consciousness and light, however, wasn’t finished yet. My own 
unconscious, or, perhaps, my Marvel hero from the dark days of the sixties, sent me a visual 
warning while I lay half-asleep in my apartment near Greenwich Village. The scene was back in 
my old hometown in New Jersey in the house I grew up in located on that dead end street with an 
isolate weed sprouting up here and there. The Commie Ho left the house out the back door. 

From the inside, I watched her dyed blonde ponytail bob passed the dinning room windows as 
she headed along the driveway toward the street. Instantly, I told myself hurry, run through the 
house, out the living room front door, across the porch to the driveway and blindside her just as 
she passes the corner of the house in order to put an end to these troubles. That was the logical 
thing to do, but in the dream, the cowardice programmed into me as a child by the parents 
prevented me. The message from some sanctum forewarned that to change the dream I needed 
to alter the fundamental behavior patterns foisted on me as a child by mother, the Nazi Ho, and 
her coward of a spouse. Otherwise, when the time came to do what was necessary to end this 
injustice, my life would end without any justice. 

Initially, the omen didn’t worry me. All those TV westerns I had watched as a kid in 
which justice won convinced my self image long ago that I too could defeat evil, so I went back 
to sleep. But the day often changes nightly truths, and I wasn’t as sure as my reality continued to 
transform into a Paladin episode. Apparently, I had never been sure, just deluded myself into 
always believing I could handle any reckoning with evil. The intimations from the genetic realm 
of man’s unconscious finally convinced me that my real battle was not against the Commie Ho, 
Russians, Chechens or Feminazis, I’d do what I could there, but the grave threat came from 
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within. The first cut in life is that you are not going to do any more than the amount of stress 
you can handle; the second cut is your amount of talent and the third your skills. I had the talents 
and skills, but what of the other? 

Mother, the Nazi Ho, supported by a cowardly father, Chicken Little, programmed an 
over active stress mechanism in me. Witnessing the demeanor of her ravings before I could 
speak and understanding her vituperative words when I could, she battered her sons with 
incessant negativity, paranoia, insults, taunts of worthlessness, hostility, arrogant illusions and 
encouragements of cowardice and ignorance. As far back as I can remember: “You can’t do that. 
How could you have come from me? You are a monster.” And her favorite, “I should have 
listened to your father and never had you!” On and on she ranted through my childhood while 
Chicken Little, who knew the hann she was doing, intentionally ignored her behavior in order to 
assure himself some domestic peace. 

The Nazi Ho’s long campaign for her self-centered ends that included chaining me to her 
apron strings used many weapons. Starting when I was five, I can’t remember anything before 
then, and continuing to around ten, Momster repeatedly took me to horror movies that caused me 
to wake up in the middle of the night screaming my lungs out from nightmares. Her reaction 
was to laugh my trauma off as childish, but a child who had no one else to turn to. When she and 
Chicken Little went out on the weekend, I stayed at home alone waiting for the doom I believed 
stalked the darkness from those horror films. My older brother had escaped to prep school—I 
wasn’t so lucky. And a babysitter would have meant money out of her pocket. Father gave her a 
set allowance to run the house, so as the typical greedy ho, she cut costs ruthlessly since any 
savings went into her personal bank account. So I stayed alone at home scared out of my wits. 
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By ten, however, it didn’t matter because I knew how to shoot and sat in the house with a loaded 
rifle and my bowie knife. Guess whom I should have used them on? 

When I hit eleven, Momster pulled a new tactic to keep me emotionally tied to her and 
alienated from Chicken Little, which didn’t take much doing. She took me to On The Beach. 
Girls in bikinis sounded good to me, so I cheerfully went along only to get hammered by the end 
of the world from a nuclear war. After, she stops at a drug store to buy me an ice cream sundae, 
not her usual style, and I can’t figure out what’s going on. While digging into my ice cream, 
Momster solemnly confides she’s thinking of getting a divorce. To which I wanted to say, “Why 
the hell are you telling me, an eleven-year old kid, this stuff! Go talk to a shrink.” But I didn’t, 
she’d only throw a fit and drag me away from my ice cream. 

Thanks to On The Beach, when the horror movie nightmares from the black lagoon now 
woke me up, although I no longer screamed bloody murder, I often heard the sounds of jet 
engines in the night and wondered whether they were Russian ICBMs. 

Such experiences, and these are just a few of this type, during the impressionable first 
decade or so of my life engrained a mechanism in my brain that would pump out stress hormones 
in situations that for normal humans were not stressful and pump out more hormones than 
needed in situations that were. The over supply of stress hormones plagued me with the 
miserable sensation of flight (fear) or fight (anger) to a degree uncalled for by reality. My body 
reacted illogically to the situation at hand. In order to avoid the whipsaw effect of those 
emotions, I consciously and unconsciously avoided situations that others didn’t. And that’s what 
the Nazi Ho wanted in the typically evil mother effort to keep a child tied to her apron strings, 
just as Perceval’s mother tried. Mine used psychology while in the story of Perceval his mother 
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dressed him as a clown to deter him from going out into the world to pursue his destiny. And 
mine, unlike with Perceval’s, succeeded, in part. 

Females, whether ho or Feminazi, are always looking for a main fool to provided 
material, physical and emotional support; alleviate their stupid fears; solve the problems they 
incessantly create; and listen to their drivel. Before puberty, it’s the girl’s father. After puberty, 
it’s the sucker on whom they can pin an unexpected pregnancy, and once broads reach the stage 
when guys no longer offer them dick on a regular basis, they attach themselves like leeches to 
their husbands. But husbands don’t live as long as females, thanks to the wear and tear of work 
and the aggravation wives cause, so a mother decides early on which of her offspring to groom 
as a replacement fool. It could even be a daughter. My mother didn’t think her eldest son 
sufficiently capable as a result of landing on his head at an early age when he jumped out of the 
moving car to escape one of her tirades. Mother was a quick learner, and after my brother’s dive 
out the car, whenever I went for the door handle, she quickly stopped the car before I beat it 
away from her. As for the middle son, he was already dead, liquated by mother and father 
because his Down syndrome would have reduced their savings and caused embarrassment. That 
left me, the youngest, as the one the Nazi Ho targeted for her replacement fool—lucky me. 

The Nazi Ho intentionally engineered her parasitic stress mechanism in me in order to 
keep me as the reserve pawn for when her husband became feeble or left her, which he was 
apparently considering back when I watched the end of the world in On the Beach. The stress 
mechanism explains why I never pursued what I wanted because such efforts produced excessive 
stress hormones, which was the Nazi Ho’s aim since she didn’t want me sacrificing for a career 
or family—just her. As a result, it was easier—less stress hormones—to get further in efforts 
that I didn’t care about before the same level of hormones invaded my body causing the misery. 
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But even in the fields outside my first best destiny: politics, labor, TV news, law and business, 
the stress hormones soon reached levels that made the endeavors joyless, miserable and me a 
very nasty person quite similar to the Nazi Ho. Overly hostile and overly fearful made facing 
any dragons unbearable and rendered me ineffective, so I fled to other careers only to face the 
same problem again. 

Every important decision in anyone’s life is always a choice between a courageous 
course of action or cowardice. For me, the stress mechanism assured the cowardly route every 
time, since to do otherwise would cause too many stress hormones to pump into my body 
creating a paralysis of fear and anger. Most Americans are more successful than me because 
their stress mechanisms are more functional. Then again, those who were raised properly so that 
they can operate effectively in this society face a different problem: when they screw up, they 
have no one, or no thing to blame. 

Nearing the end of my life, I find myself on the bottom of the pyramid of human 
achievement: no assets with which to attract pretty young babes for some fun times, and, more 
importantly, no psychological satisfaction of having accomplished something, even minor, with 
my life, so far. All I have is the misery of a failed life with the only solace, which is pretty much 
useless, of having found enlightenment. As the male character in Crouching Tiger said, “I have 
wasted my entire life, but I did find enlightenment.” Now I know what life is about and how and 
why it terribly went wrong for me. I understand without illusion, “There is a tide in the affairs of 
men, which, taken at the flood, leads on to fortune; omitted, all the voyage of their life is bound 
in shallows and miseries.” Julius Caesar, IV, iii, 244-47. I missed my wave thanks to the Nazi 
Ho’s pathological commitment to the belief that all was about her and to her spouse’s cowardice 
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to do what he knew was right. She intentionally destroyed my life to serve her vanities and 
irrational fears and he helped her. 

The Commie Ho, just like the Nazi Ho, used me for her own selfish purposes without 
regard for the harm it would cause. But compared to my mother, the Commie Ho was a lamb. 
But the only honorable solution left to this fate to which the stress mechanism has brought me 
centers on the evil of the Commie Ho. A victory for justice and retribution against her and 
perhaps her supporters means to defeat, although only for a temporary moment, the effects of the 
mechanism the Nazi Ho wrought. To set my consciousness and masculinity against the brain 
washing and duplicity of a pair of evil females, even though only one is now alive, is the 
challenge forewarned by that omen out of the night of the house where I grew up. 

Until the war with the Commie Ho, the Matrix and its agent the Nazi Ho had won every 
battle. The Commie Ho’s lies, cheating and crimes, the bureaucrats’ failures and corrupt lawyers 
brought me face to face with the same choice as always: courage or cowardice. The cowardly 
path leads only to poverty, more discrimination and dealing with the Chechen or Russian hit man 
the Commie Ho will most assuredly dispatch for revenge well after the legal proceedings end, 
regardless of their result. No, my choice was clear, and unlike previously, I was making the right 
one. 

This time I understood what I was fighting against and why I had never achieved fortune 
and glory by pursuing my first best destiny. A destiny that looks so obvious and fitting from this 
knowledge but too late to pursue. Perhaps I’m living that destiny in one of the other universes 
that Einstein thought existed and quantum mechanics implies. But here I’m fated to use my life 
to win a victory against evil. It’s time to remember the Amazon and end this sojourn. But first 
to turn the future against the Commie Ho and step into the field of vengeance, perhaps then glory 
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will be mine, but infamy will do. “Though this be madness, yet there is method in it.” Hamlet , 
II, ii, 218-219. 


Ain’t That A Shame 

On the same April 23 of metaphysical concerns, a more mundane threat occurred. 
Mundy responded to receiving the RICO Complaint differently than the Commie Ho, although 
no less angrily. He hurriedly sent off a complaint against me to the Lawyers Disciplinary 
Committee. Guess he thought he’d have more luck or had enough pull to fair better than I did 
with my complaints to the Committee against him. Mundy’s grievance was a sophomoric effort 
to enlist an incompetent state body to prevent me from exercising my constitutional rights to sue 
those who caused me hann. Mundy’s reasoning was if the Disciplinary Committee just started 
proceedings against me for allegedly using the courts to harass him, Petrovich and his angelic 
client, it would be enough to scare me off of the RICO suit. Even the idiot Feminazis on the 
Disciplinary Committee weren’t about to do that because I would sue them in federal court for 
chilling my Constitutional rights. Still Mundy gave it his best smear tactic, lying shot in the true 
nature of the amoral lawyer: throw enough mud and maybe some will stick, make enough 
misrepresentations and maybe some will be believed. He wrote: 

“An urgent request to the Committee to investigate Mr. Den Hollander’s fitness to 
practice law. [“Urgent” huh, clearly in a rush to have the Committee lean on me before I 
proceeded further with my case.] 

“Although I make this complaint with much trepidation [wrong word since trepidation 
means a state of alarm, probably meant reluctance], I verily [old English] believe that the facts 
[so he says] set forth in this complaint will reveal Mr. Den Hollander’s reprehensible conduct 
[name calling often works] has left me no choice [the previous threats didn’t work], 

“I submit that the proven conduct [most New York state court lawyers and judges can’t 
distinguish between allegations and proof] of Mr. Den Hollander will warrant censure or 
suspension from the practice of law. 
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“Mr. Den Hollander has engaged in a relentless course of harassment, intimidation and 
persecution. [Oh, yea, whose witnesses were intimidated and who received at this point in time 
three threatening telephone calls and a threat of arrest by a cop abusing his authority?] 

“Mr. Den Hollander threatened to have Ms. Shipilina deported if she did not do 
everything he told her, including payment of a large sum of money. [That’s the extortion attempt 
that Mundy lied about having an audiotape of, just as he lied about the medical records showing I 
battered the Commie Ho in his lawyerly effort to intimidate me into a settlement to prevent a 
trail from exposing any of the Russian mafia’s activities.] 

“Mr. Den Hollander had the audacity to create a public website in Ms. Shipilina’s name 
(www.alinashipilina.com ) where, pending divorce proceedings, he posted a copy of her personal 
diary and naked photographs of Ms. Shipilina, without her knowledge or consent.” 

The rights to those naked photographs were mine, so I could do whatever I wanted with 
them. But I knew the Feminazi infected Disciplinary Committee would use that against me, so I 
left it out of my official response to this Feminazi equivalent of accusing someone of 
communism in the 1950s or Protestantism in 16 th century Europe. My response to the 
Committee was: 

“I began searching in Russia for infonnation and witnesses relevant to my 
annuhnent/divorce proceeding. My investigation discovered, among other culpable conduct, that 
she had created a pornographic video with very graphic acts and advertised her sexual services 
via naked photographs. In one case, there is direct evidence that she sold these naked 
photographs to a man for 10 Cypriot pounds after performing sexual acts on him when she 
worked in Cyprus for the brothel “Zygos.” [That was Grandpa whom she also masturbated for 
60 Cypriot pounds.] The pornographic video, which was imported into America, was produced 
by a California doctor and Ms. Shipilina’s Moscow procurer. The clips from the video that 
comprise the CD Rom are used to advertise the services sold by Ms. Shipilina’s Moscow 
procurer.” 
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“Ms. Shipilina’s own representative, Mr. Mundy, hypocritically criticizes the use of these 
photographs, CD and a portion of her diary that were employed in an attempt to discover even 
more evidence of her fraud on me and her criminal activities. The Russian language web site 
was created as a means to find new Russian witnesses, acquire additional infonnation and 
communicate the truth to potential witnesses and informants after previously forthcoming 
witnesses and individuals with useful information were being threatened into silence. The web 
site contained only a small sampling of Ms. Shipilina’s widely offered pornographic services and 
extensive criminal exploits. After a period of time, the web site was closed when it no longer 
produced evidence.” 

Mundy’s complaint went on to criticize me for trying to reopen the divorce settlement 
agreement: 

“The outlandish, baseless and downright insulting allegations contained within Mr. Den 
Hollander’s motion papers speak volumes [my motion papers weren’t that long] about his fitness 
to practice law. The abuse of the Court system and use of litigation as a means to harass and 
intimidate [the Ho uses goons] are evident in his motion papers, which I urge the Committee to 
read. Without regard for ethics or even common decency [look who’s talking], among the 22 
exhibits [Mundy always complains my papers are too long, maybe he’s a slow reader, too heavy 
or too large,] attached to Mr. Den Hollander’s frivolous [the most favored word of lawyers when 
they or their clients are guilty] motion was a CD Rom he labeled ‘Masturbation Video Promo 
Featuring Alina Shipilina.’” [Mundy forgot to say that the porn video clips were used to 
advertise her services. Many lawyers, like reporters, never tell the whole truth.] 

In my response to this part of Mundy’s complaint, I wrote: 

“In an action for refonnation of a divorce settlement that essentially requests damages for 
emotional distress, could anything demonstrate emotional distress more effectively than a man 
discovering that the woman he loved and cherished was, and apparently continued to be, a porn 
star who had deceived him into marriage so that she could ply her wares in a hard currency 
market? I don’t think so.” 
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“Mr. Mundy makes unspecified references to the motion for reformation as ‘outlandish, 
baseless and downright insulting.’ If he would indicate the allegations to which he objects and 
why, rather than engaging in vituperative generalizations and asking this Committee to do his 
work by detennining the sections that Mr. Mundy is referring to, then as required by your cover 
letter, I will provide specific responses.” Mundy didn’t like to do much work concerning the 
Commie Ho, maybe because sexual escapades with her weren’t as rewarding as one initially 
imagined. 

Mundy even tried to twist into something evil my attempt to obtain a protection order 
from the New York Family Court following the last two of the three threats by the hoodlum 
accomplice of the Commie Ho: 

“Mr. Den Hollander’s very own legal papers provide all the evidence needed to support 
the conclusion that Mr. Den Hollander is unfit to practice law, improperly using the legal system 
as a vehicle to harass and incense. [If the Ho in following Mundy’s advice got a protection order 
based on lies, why can’t I have one based on the truth? Because I’m a man, that’s why.] They 
are offensive and repugnant [such sensitivity was meant to ingratiate Mundy with the broads on 
the Committee who believe that any man speaking ill of a female should have his tongue cut 
out]. 


To which, I responded: 

“Mr. Mundy omits that the action to obtain an order of protection in March 2002 
occurred after two more threatening telephone calls were made by a man who sounded like the 
John Madison from the first menacing call in October 2001. In these two other calls, the man 
referred to himself as John Pierre, and once again said he was calling on behalf of Angelina. The 
purpose of these terrorizing calls [so I exaggerated] was primarily to prevent me from providing 
information to the INS concerning Ms. Shipilina’s fraud on the INS and U.S. State Department 
in obtaining an immigrant visa.” Actually, the threats were to keep hidden the Russian mafia’s 
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activities concerning the Commie Ho, but I wanted to keep it simple for the bimbats at the 
Disciplinary Committee. 

Mundy also whined about the Disciplinary Committee complaints I made against him, 
which at that time were still under review. 

“Additional harassment and intimidation is evidenced by Mr. Den Hollander’s entirely 
fabricated [Mundy knows about fabrication as in a nonexistent audio tape of extortion and 
nonexistent medical records of battery] and baseless [this is the second most favored word of 
most lawyers] disciplinary complaint against the undersigned [that means Mundy]. The 
incredible and far-fetched allegations contained in Mr. Den Hollander’s complaint still 
dumbfound and amaze me. [The only dumbfounding and amazing part is that a lawyer can get 
away with lying about evidence in order to try to intimidate an opposing party into settling a 
case.] 


On the last page of his complaint, Mundy tells the real reason for filing it: 

“I was named as a defendant.. .along with dozens of other innocent defendants [strange to 
claim that well know Russian criminals and the Chechen Baraev crime clan are innocents]. 
Amazingly, Mr. Den Hollander’s allegations have actually become more frivolous [there’s that 
number one favorite word of lawyers again] and outlandish than ever before, alleging among 
other things, that I am part of a RICO conspiracy that spans the globe. [This is, after all, a global 
economy.] Mr. Den Hollander’s District Court complaint, prepared pro se [untrue, I had help 
from Jeff], is 91 pages in length and contains 915 numbers (sic) paragraphs. It is a meandering, 
disorganized, prolix narrative [means too long, Mundy has got to be a slow reader], and an 
embarrassment to the justice system [now wait a minute that’s getting personal, if there are any 
embarrassments to the justice system its lying lawyers and male-hating Feminazi judges]. 

“Decent people [prostitutes, pimps, pushers, pomographers and their profit driven 
lawyers] are being forced to defend themselves, time and time again, against Mr. Den 
Hollander’s incredible charges and irrepressible harassment. [He’s complaining that his 
underhanded activities will now cost rather than make him money.] The time and energy of the 
Court is being wasted. [Mundy doesn’t care about that.] I urge the Committee to assist in any 
way possible [start a proceeding] in putting an end to Mr. Den Hollander’s actionable conduct 
[being a lawyer. I’m not suppose to complain about other lawyers, keep the illegal conduct 
within the club], unbefitting of an attorney licensed to practice law.” 

My turn: 

“If Mr. Mundy is concerned with the substance, length and perhaps even the weight of 
the R.I.C.O. complaint, it would appear to be more appropriate to take such matters up with the 
federal court rather than attempting to use this Committee as a surrogate for federal procedure.” 
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“The federal court will provide defendant Mundy the opportunity to refute the detailed 
allegations of the R.I.C.O. Complaint where the court, and not he, will decide whether his 
characterizations of the Complaint hold any merit.” 

“Mr. Mundy goes so far as to request this Committee ‘to assist in any way possible in 
putting an end to Mr. Den Hollander’s actionable conduct,’ which, in substance, is an attempt to 
misuse this Committee to deny me of my civil right to bring a R.I.C.O. suit. Before all the 
defendants have even been served, Mr. Mundy’s strategy is clear: use this Committee to 
pressure me into withdrawing the federal claim.” 

“He is not only trying to deter my use of the legal system by claiming that the filing of a 
R.I.C.O. Complaint is evidence of unfitness to practice law, but he is also attempting to thwart 
the purpose of Congress in enacting the civil R.I.C.O. statute: ‘Those who have been wronged 
by organized crime should at least be given access to a legal remedy.’” 

Finally, Mundy pulled a cheap shot even for him, but then lawyers like him will do 
anything to win the day: 

“By his very own words, Mr. Den Hollander claims to suffer from ‘deep emotional 
despair, depression and anxiety,’ [who wouldn’t after marrying a member of the Russian mob] 
and is under the influence of psychotropic medication. [So is half of America, but as for me, I 
found it useless and went back to a few vodka gimlets, shaken please, on the weekend while 
chasing girls.] I cannot ignore the obvious conclusion one must draw [not according to the 
shrink I used for all of three months] from reading Mr. Den Hollander’s very own words, to wit 
[old English again], that he may indeed be mentally incompetent to practice law [now Mundy’s a 
licensed psychiatrist]. Mr. Den Hollander’s allegations are not simply far-fetched and 
irresponsible, but paranoid delusion [I doubt Mundy even knows what that means].” 

Jeff helped me respond to this low blow at the end of my answer to Mundy’s complaint: 

“In conclusion, Mr. Mundy seeks to have this Committee punish me for exercising my 
civil rights as a threatened and aggrieved individual. Mr. Mundy does not cite any ethical canons 
or disciplinary rules that I allegedly violated. Instead, he resorts to castigating me as mentally 
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unfit to exercise my rights because while experiencing a terrible situation, in part, intentionally 
created by Mr. Mundy, I sought temporary, appropriate medical help.” 

Mundy shouldn’t have gotten so upset over the RICO suit; after all, he and the Commie 
Ho started this war by using the Feminazi tactic of obtaining a temporary order of protection 
against me for things I never did. Lawyers always think they can bully people, but the moment 
someone fights back they scream harassment, just like broads. The Disciplinary Committee 
decided not to get involve but left its club hanging over my head by stating it would await the 
conclusion of the RICO suit. Typical, I complain to the Committee about Mundy lying twice to 
my lawyers about fake evidence in order to intimidate me and the Committee kisses it off as 
vigorous advocacy on behalf of his bimbo client. But when I file a RICO suit against assorted 
mobsters, I better win or the Committee will ripe up my license to practice law. Reminds me of 
Russia: the victim’s the violator and the violator the victim, or truths are lies and lies true. 
Perhaps the Soviet Union didn’t collapse, but really won the cold war and took over America. 
After all, what other country was dumb enough to invade a Muslim nation? 

When I filed my answer to Mundy’s accusations, I tried to find out whether other folks 
had made disciplinary complaints against him. The Committee wouldn’t tell me because all such 
complaints are kept hidden from the public, the very people who need to know whether certain 
lawyers are crooked. However, whether any official disciplinary action had ever been taken 
against Mundy was available to the public. This didn’t seem fair. If a complaint is filed with the 
police against someone or a person is arrested and the charges dropped that’s all made public. 
Why should lawyers get a break? Still, I sent out a request for such information to the 
appropriate office called the Lawyers’ Office of Character and Fitness, clearly an oxymoron, 
and, as I suspected, his record was clean for the time being. 
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My interpreter in Krasnodar sent me belated “Happy Easter” wishes, which caused me to 
break out laughing at the absurdity. Although it was a nice sentiment, I didn’t believe the word 
happy ever touched my life. It touched the lives of some people, but I’m not sure I ever met 
anyone. Even the annual rugby reunion for Old Blue, the team I played with in the 1970s as a 
third stringer, didn’t seem to parade any happy guys. In those days, the guys on the A team were 
among the best in the country while pursuing high net worth professions of investment bankers, 
brokers, doctors, dentists, lawyers and the like. The future seemed to belong to them, tough, 
athletic, smart and somewhat conservative. Now, for most of them, the future proved more of a 
chore to get through rather than the joy it once promised. Most were successful, some even 
multi-millionaires, but none of the guys I talked with were looking forward to the future, just 
back to their glory days. Well at least they had them. That’s more than I can say, and what I did 
say was about my present, which made all the guys I talked with, except the two I would call 
friends, vanish, so I left. 

I Got a Line on You 

For what it was worth, I infonned my lawyers in Moscow, the G.R.U. guys, my 
Krasnodar lawyer and Nadya about the RICO suit and eventually sent them a Russian translation 
of the Complaint. The G.R.U. investigators replied that they were still conducting their 
investigation into the Commie Ho and her mother’s criminal connections and activities in 
Krasnodar. 

Other than my Moscow lawyers, one of whom was American, a couple of translators and 
the Commie Ho’s old boy friend, the G.R.U. folk were the only trustworthy people I had ever 
met in Russia. Everybody else, especially the girls, run one scam or another in which they 
actually believe they have the right to harm others in order to make their lives more convenient. 
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Most Russians, male and female, act like broads in America who are masters of making crime a 
virtue and virtue a sin. 

American dames and Feminazis chronically suffer from that unique feminine delusion 
that the mere fact they are female exempts them from civilized behavior. In the name of 
“choice” and “control of our bodies,” women kill the unborn and partially born with impunity, 
even though a license to murder isn’t necessary for them to have “choice” or “control” of their 
bodies. Broads can choose not to have sex or use birth control and save abortion for the rare 
instance of forced sex, often instigated by them intentionally enticing men, or for a medical 
emergency, including birth defects of the fetus. But that’s not the choice females want. Self- 
control or accountability is too difficult for them. They want the choice to act irresponsible and 
to extort men. Irresponsible by having unprotected sex whenever the whim strikes them because 
they believe they have a god-given right to do so without paying the consequences—let the 
unborn child bear the burnt of their lascivious desires. Over 50 million butchered lives since 
1973, assuming one per girl and that makes 49% of American women of childbearing age 
murderers of the defenseless. Abortion on demand also gives America’s new “moral” princesses 
the choice to extort men without paying any penalty for that crime. A women intentionally 
becomes pregnant by some guy, it doesn’t matter who, and uses the child in her belly to extort 
her intended target into giving her something of value: usually money, perhaps a job or even the 
sacrifice of a man’s life and dreams by marrying her. If the target resists the extortion, she 
moves on to another of her beaus to shake him down, always secure in the knowledge that she 
can escape the consequences of her attempted extortion by killing the child inside. 

The evil of the modern day Feminazi mantra of “choice” and “control of our bodies” 
doesn’t end with just killing incipient human beings, which is what the unborn are. As with the 
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Greek Bacchii, once American females drank the blood of their irresponsibility, they became 
mad with the freedom to slaughter. Today, highly educated, modern-day, self-proclaiming 
humanitarian Feminazis support broads that kill their husbands, boyfriends and even murder 
their own children one after another, after another. It’s preferable that the butchered little ones 
be boys, since boys are about as valuable as bras to the Feminazis, but a slain girl here or there is 
okay. 

The Feminazis successfully use lots of excuses and pseudo science to justify murder, as 
did the Klan, Nazis and Commies, but for America’s new Medusas, it all reduces to their blood 
lust for power over men. Executioner females need only cry and moan that their boyfriend or 
husband beat them repeatedly, and the courts will let them off for acting in self-defense when 
they actually committed premeditated murder. How can the guy defend against the judicial 
acceptance of Lizzie Borden tantrums—he’s already dead. In present day America, the vast 
majority, if not all females rejoice in the power to get away with killing a husband or boyfriend 
as a means of intimidation, source of inheritance, opportunity to switch beaus or go lesbian. As 
for mothers that off their children because they grew tired of the responsibility they intentionally 
accepted, the Feminazis provide “get out of the electric chair free” excuses, such as postpartum 
depression, a visitation from the almighty, “the devil made me do it,” the husband should have 
known what would happen even though he wasn’t a psychiatrist or some twisted female 
perception that men don’t find mothers attractive. It’s all malarkey, but these mass murders of 
kids actually avoid the death penalty or life imprisonment with such nonsense because Feminazis 
across this land advocate that such lunatic rationalizations justify killing children. 

Eighty-nine percent of the murderers of children during a baby’s first week of life are 
females, usually the mothers. Overall, mothers kill their children nearly twice as often as fathers, 
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and the mothers usually get away with it—welcome to mommy’s world. Some of the 
murderesses even set up their own websites from prison in order to flirt with guys over the 
Internet. These butcher bimbos are seen by Hollywood, the media and courts as heroines 
because the Feminazis always somehow shift the blame to a man for the acts of a vicious, 
sadistic female. America’s modern day homicidal maniacs and their Feminazi supporters don’t 
give a damn what innocents, born or unborn, get hanned, as long as females get their way. Iraq 
had 30 years of tyranny under Saddam Hussein, but America has had well over 30 years of 
Feminazi tyranny. America’s unborn populate its landfills; Saddam’s victims lie in Iraqi mass 
graves—so what’s the difference? 

More information came through from my G.R.U. allies on the Commie Ho and her 
mother, two fetuses that unfortunately had avoided abortion. In addition to my ex-wife and her 
mother’s association with the Chechen Baraev clan, the two maintained close connections with 
two notorious gangsters in Krasnodar: Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko and Magomet Ali 
Kurban, another Chechen. These hoods through the threat of force enabled Inessa and the 
Commie Ho to take control of the gym at the Krasnodar Academy of Physical Culture and run it 
as a private fitness center with the profits going not to the college but themselves and Vice 
Rector Minchenko. Gee, I wonder whether I could do that with the gym at my alma mater 
Columbia University? 

The G.R.U. also discovered that the Commie Ho had once been the mistress of a Chechen 
racketeer and warlord named Ruslan Labazanov. A warlord! What century was I living in? 

Labazanov started out as a martial arts expert in the Soviet Army but landed in jail for a 
murder he committed in Rostov in 1990 at the age of twenty-three. Rostov is less than 200 miles 
north of Krasnodar. In 1991, during a prison revolt organized by Labazanov, he escaped to 
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Chechnya to become the head of personal security for the rebel Chechen President Dudayev in 
Grozny. Labazanov had a reputation for viciousness and a willingness to do anything for the 
right price. Just like the Commie Ho, they must’ve gotten along well together. 

Labazanov, as did other Chechen hoods, made lots of money trading arms, oil and 
counterfeit bank notes in Russia. Chechnya’s President Dudayev and Labazanov eventually had 
a falling out over the proceeds from a Moscow bank fraud. Labazanov went off to organize his 
own paramilitary unit, which means armed thugs, in opposition to Dudayev and set himself up as 
a warlord over a small section of Chechnya. Labazanov used his paramilitary for kidnappings, 
killings and from 1994-96, running drugs into Miami. Labazanov’s criminal empire was on the 
move until he and his goons killed the family members of Dudayev’s bodyguards, which led to 
an anned conflict that ended with the capture and public beheading of three of his men. 
Labazanov, badly wounded, fled from Grozny. 

Labazanov then allied himself with the influential Chechen politician Ruslan 
Khasbulatov, former head of the Soviet Union’s parliament. Back in October 1993, Khasbulatov 
and Russia’s Vice President Rutskoi attempted a coup in Russia that ended with Yeltsin sending 
in the tanks to shoot up the parliament building. There were no real ideological differences 
between Yeltsin and Khasbulatov, just one mob trying to take over the turf of another, in this 
case the country of Russia. Ironically again, I had actually met Khasbulatov a couple of times 
before the coup attempt and knew his chief of staff fairly well, even wrote a couple of papers for 
Khasbulatov. 

Labazanov was built like a fire plug, sported two Stechkin pistols on his gold studded 
belt, wore a gold watch, a ring with plenty of rubies, heavy gold bracelets and necklaces and a 
black head band—what a clown. A hired assassin, probably G.R.U., finally took out Labazanov 
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in 1996. The Labazanov information didn’t particularly help my RICO case other than add to 
the extent of the Commie Ho’s nefarious connections. I’ll say this, however, she really got 
around. 

My G.R.U. guys said they would soon obtain the addresses of Konone nk o and Kurban 
from the Krasnodar Ministry of Internal Affairs Department for Fighting Gangsterism and 
Corruption. Now there’s a mouthful. Russians always err on the side of more words rather than 
less. The addresses would enable me to serve the RICO Complaint on Kononenko and Kurban, 
which I’m sure will give them a laugh. More importantly, the Department for Fighting 
Gangsterism agreed to start an investigation into the Commie Ho and Inessa on receiving the 
RICO Complaint from me. My G.R.U. buddies warned me not to snoop around Krasnodar 
anymore without their protection. 

Tell It Like It Is 

One day while working on a case with Jeff, he asked, “Have you seen any of those new 
advertisements on buses and taxis for Flash Dancers?” 

“No, I generally take the subway.” I answered, wondering at what he was getting. 

“There’s this blonde woman on these large ads that looks like your ex-wife.” 

“I wouldn’t be surprised,” I laughed. “She always wanted the glamorous life, although a 
ho on a strip club’s ads doesn’t looked very glamorous to me. When I see one, I’ll check it out.” 

Over the next few weeks, other friends called me with the same reports: the Commie 
Ho’s face was all over town on Flash Dancers ads. Finally seeing one stretched across the length 
of a bus stopped at a red light, I looked, got closer, looked again, yes, no, I wasn’t sure. Then I 
remembered the therapist I previously used who described the Commie Ho as a chameleon, able 
to change her appearance to fit the scam of the moment. Since my friends swore it was she, I 
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accepted it and decided to eventually subpoena the ad for use in the District Court to impeach her 
credibility, since she would deny working at Flash Dancers and the ad might help show that she 
did. Impeaching a witness or party’s credibility in court requires an attorney showing that the 
person lies so much that nothing they say can be believed. It doesn’t matter whether the lies are 
important in that they affect the issues of the case or insignificant, just so long as they occur over 
and over. 

My attempt to interest the media in my RICO case consisted of emailing to the President 
of CBS News, whom I knew from my days at WNEW TV News and to whom two years earlier I 
had suggested a story on the truth of the Russian ho market in the West rather than the Feminazi 
fantasy reported by Christiane Amanpour. If the U.S. media picked up the story, the Russian 
mob would at least think twice about causing me any trouble no matter where my RICO 
investigation took me, except for Chechnya. In Russia, organized crime kills anyone that tries to 
interfere with its cash flow, including investigative reporters, but generally, although not always, 
avoids knocking off Americans because the politicians, who are the real crime bosses, don’t want 
to jeopardize American aid or business investments of which they steal as much as they can. 
Chechnya is another story; there’s no direct American investment there. 

The President for CBS News received a summary of my RICO case and a copy of the 
Complaint. A follow up telephone call got only his secretary and no reply, so I assumed that as 
he did the last time I suggested a story, he referred this one to the same Feminazi vice president 
for prime time programming, Betsy West. She undoubtedly deep-sixed this story also because it 
would expose much of the truth about Russian broads, which could easily spill over to American 
females, whose image the Feminazis were trying hard to rehabilitate after thousands of years of 
female duplicity. She, as do all the other Feminazis in the media, belongs to a special interest 
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group best characterized as “Sisters United in Deception.” The feminazised media was not about 
to expose feminine evil when it hanned a man, no matter what nefarious characters aided the 
female culprit. 

Switching to another brewing battle with a duplicitous female, I met in June 2003 with 
my incompetent, crooked, fat sow of a stockbroker Furgason to secretly record any possible 
admissions she might make as to why she lost 40% of my net worth. If she made some 
incriminating remarks. I’d use the recording as the basis for complaints against her individually 
with various regulatory agencies. The agencies wouldn’t do anything because too many of the 
rich got richer off the rash of Wall Street frauds concerning .com companies, but I still needed to 
take that step to get where I needed to go for justice. 

At the meeting, Furgason blamed this and that force majeure but never herself. Although 
toward the end of the conversation, she admitted to knowing that the analysts at Salomon Smith 
Barney had lied about the stocks they touted before the melt down because their bonuses 
depended on keeping those companies as investment banking clients. So why did she go along 
with the fraud? Her male bosses pressured her, which translated that without the investment of 
her clients’ money in the garbage stocks, she wouldn’t receive a bonus. What a rational. After 
closing my account, I filed complaints with the Securities and Exchange Commission, the 
National Association of Securities Dealers and the New York State Attorney General Eliot 
Spitzer. They all did nothing, and the class action against her firm that I previously joined ended 
up paying next to nothing because the lawyers took it all. 

Hot Fun In The Summertime 

The Chief Judge for the U.S. Southern District Court of New York scheduled a July 23 
preliminary conference in my RICO case in order to find out if any motions would be filed or 
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whether both sides were ready to go to discovery. Discovery means each side demands 
documents and information from the other and various people are asked questions under oath in 
order to gather evidence for more motions and maybe an eventual trail. Defendants of the type I 
was suing will lie about nearly everything and provide no infonnation or documents, so my task 
is to show they are lying, which should make the Chief Judge really mad and may cost them 
fines or result in motion rulings in my favor that might give me a victory. 

Jeff came with me to the conference. As we sat waiting my turn, watching one young 
drug dealer after another cop a plea, a realization jolted my mind—fours years ago on that very 
day, I met the Commie Ho at the party in the basement of my apartment building in Moscow. 
What were the odds of that? I wished irony would just leave me alone. 

My expectations from the Chief Judge were none but hostility to my case. Every private 
attorney who ever brought a civil RICO case knows the federal judges in the Second Circuit, 
which includes the Southern District of New York, are renown for throwing out civil RICO cases 
because they are too complicated, involve difficult issues and consume too much time—the 
bureaucrat’s lament. Somewhere along the line the statute in many courthouse entranceways of 
that hot-looking blind girl holding a pair of scales changed her name from justice to expediency. 
These days the driving force in many courts is to reduce the workload while truth falls beneath 
the feet of the five o’clock employee rush out of the courthouse door. 

The clerk called my case; I went to the front table while five or six lawyers for some of 
the U.S. defendants sat at the table behind me. The Chief Judge sounded annoyed. So what, I 
thought. The Judge expressed no concern that I had been repeatedly threatened, and when I 
requested a protection order, he said, “I don’t do orders of protection.” Gee, I wondered if he did 
lunch? “If you think you need an order of protection, you go to state court.” My past experience 
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told me that was useless advice, but passing the buck did save him from doing any work. It 
made me feel like saying but I didn’t, “If I were a Jew in Nazi Gennany, a democrat in the 
former Soviet Union or a black during reconstruction, there would be no justice for me either. 

But I’m not. I’m a middle-aged man in Feminarchy America, which means there still is no 
justice for me.” 

The Chief Judge also denied my request for an order directing the defendants not to 
destroy evidence or transfer funds out of the country in order to avoid execution on a possible 
judgment. The Chief Judge remarked that everyone knows they shouldn’t do that. Okay, 
everybody knows it, but that doesn’t mean they wouldn’t do it, especially hoodlums and a 
prostitute. The Judge obviously didn’t understand the complete disregard of the law held by 
Russian organized crime or that it posed a danger to the much-vaunted United States of America, 
the winner of the cold war, but apparent loser of the peace. The Chief Judge’s ignorance of the 
Byzantine criminal machinations Russians engage in to make money likely made him disbelieve 
my allegations. A Russian judge, however, would have not only understood but known that even 
worse was going on behind the picture painted by my Complaint. What is considered paranoia 
in America is an understatement in Russia. Then again, maybe the Chief Judge just didn’t give a 
damn because I was a man. 

Anastasia and Dima, Vasilyeva didn’t show or bother with a lawyer, but sent a letter in 
Russian to the District Court. At the time of the conference my translator was still deciphering 
it, and the Chief Judge never made any reference to it. The attorneys for the defendants Flash 
Dancers, Nicholas Mundy, Peter Petrovich, the Commie Ho and Detective Henning decided to 
make motions to dismiss, so the Chief Judge set a schedule going through the fall for the defense 
motions, my opposition memorandum and the defense replies. During this time, I requested that 
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both sides be allowed to proceed with discovery, but the Chief Judge denied that request too. 
Everything I asked for, the Chief Judge denied, but this last item to start discovery immediately I 
didn’t want, so by asking for the opposite, I got what I wanted. 

The lawyers for the other side were cordial, but there was one bozo, Vikrant Pawar from 
the New York City Counsel’s office representing Detective Henning. He approached me outside 
the courtroom and asked, “You’ve just been admitted to practice haven’t you?” and “Are you 
from around here?” What was he driving at? Was he trying to ingratiate himself to get some 
information he could use or just mentally deficient? He didn’t get any answers to his questions. 
Lawyers never answer an opponent’s informal questions concerning facts of the case or their 
clients or themselves because it’s either a trick or an attempt to save the questioner work from 
finding the answer himself by going through the formal procedures. 

A couple of weeks after the conference, F.B.I. Special Agent Mike Byrnes of the Russian 
Organized Crime Unit, to whom I sent my RICO Complaint, called to say the case was “not 
within the circumstances that the FBI is concerned with. It’s more a state and local matter, and 
while it’s criminal activity, it is more intrastate rather than across state lines or international. It’s 
also more a situation where one person is pissed off at another.” How this federal cop concluded 
the Russian and Chechen mafias were local crime outfits baffled me, and as for the “pissed off’ 
part that’s why hoods make threats and A1 Qaeda took out the World Trade Center. Knowing 
that argument was futile, I thanked him for his time, and said I’d be heading to Krasnodar at 
some point to continue my investigation with the help of the Krasnodar M.V.D. Department for 
Fighting Gangsterism and Corruption. By then, the Department had started interrogating some 
of the Krasnodar defendants in my RICO case as part of its investigation into the Commie Ho 
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and her mother’s involvement with gangsters running prostitutes and drugs as well as the two 
arranging for Chechen criminals to threaten my witnesses in the annulment/divorce proceeding. 

An hour after hanging up, Byrnes calls me back apologizing for being short with me 
earlier. “I had someone in my office during the last call and didn’t want to go into certain 
matters with them present.” The F.B.I. always had another agent present when they talked to 
someone so that they would have two witnesses to the citizen’s one. Not unlike hoods always 
showing up in pairs—more intimidating but also allowing the hoods or F.B.I. agents to say 
whatever they wanted and get away with denying it later. Byrnes’ wanting to talk to me 
privately with the other agent out of the room made no sense, assuming that was the truth, but I 
didn’t really care. 

Byrnes continued, “The Complaint is long and I haven’t read through it all, but there are 
some items I’m interested in obtaining more infonnation about, such as the INS employees 
accepting bribes.” 

“Okay,” I said, “let me know all the items you want more infonnation on, and I’ll decide 
whether to provide it depending on the potential impact on my RICO case.” He agreed, and said 
he’d get back to me. In additions, I sent off a letter to Byrnes stating the circumstances and 
substance of our agreement under the assumption he would also respond with a letter. I wanted 
to create a paper trail that I could use in court, if necessary. But as I eventually learned, the 
F.B.I. doesn’t respond in writing unless it comes from its counsel—all the better to hide its 
incompetence and less than ethical behavior. 

The Letter 

My translator sent me the English version of Anastasia and Dima Vasilyeva’s letter to the 
District Court over which she had difficulty turning the Russian into understandable English 
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because its author, Anastasia, could barely write in her native tongue. The translators of the 
Commie Ho’s diary made the same critique about her grammatical inability. Maybe the girls in 
Krasnodar dumb themselves down in order to attract boys, which is what Feminazis claim girls 
do in American schools for which the fault, of course, is the boys. But the more likely cause is 
that sluts, Russian or American, adeptly focus their time and energy on the easiest way to profit: 
suckering men, rather than the three “Rs”. 

Anastasia Vasilyeva’s letter adhered to the first rule of Russian and feminine duplicity by 
playing the sympathy card. She portrayed her and her husband as poverty stricken, struggling to 
live the American dream since their arrival in the new world on June 28, 2001. She worked as a 
seamstress and Dima, real name Nicolay, was currently unemployed. The managers of 
Krasnodar’s top model agency with lucrative local call girl and international prostitute operations 
were now living in the heartland of America surviving hand to mouth—baloney! 

The letter stated they could provide articles from newspapers and magazines vouching for 
their straight and narrow lives in Krasnodar. Since when are everyday poor folk written up in the 
press of a city of over a million people? No way, but thanks for the idea, and I got my translator 
in Krasnodar to dig up some articles. She didn’t find anything about call girl operations; the 
Russian media was even more sycophantic toward the rich than the American press. But 
Anastasia’s mother, Tatyanna, had founded the first Krasnodar “couturier, fashion house, model 
agency,” which was now the biggest, most popular and most lucrative. Chaired by Tatyanna and 
managed by daughter Anastasia the fashion house catered to TV-stars and other celebrities. The 
Krasnodar press reported that Anastasia and her famous mother, “fashion’s grand lady of 
Southern Russia,” continued to put on their annual January fashion show broadcast by Russian 
national television and radio and attended by movie stars and the pick of society in “luxurious 
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cars with haughty well-groomed ladies and their solid companions.” Not bad for struggling 
immigrants living in America. The annual fashion event started in 1998 to celebrate “Tatyanna 
Day” named after the Russian Orthodox angel “Tatyanna.” That alleged angel probably ran 
prostitutes as well. One Russian society reporter described the January 2003 grand fashion 
event: “The theatre was crowded, the boxes were occupied by high-ranking persons as it should 
be. The beau monde (whatever that means) and others came here this day partly by tradition, 
partly wishing to join the beautiful, and partly because of the declared prestige of the event. We 
should pay tribute to the architect of the celebration—the notions ‘fashion’ and Tatyanna 
Vasilyeva have blended into one in society’s conscious a long time ago.” The event displayed 
‘children of all ages’ from the Models School of Anastasia Vasilyeva and ‘were declared to be 
the pride of our genetic reserve.’” Anastasia’s budding young money makers “put on a display 
dedicated to the region’s four nationalities: Adygs, Armenians, Chechens and Russians.” 

Anastasia’s letter claimed she and her husband hadn’t left the U.S. since they arrived in 
June 2001; therefore, she must have missed this grand showcasing of her future prostitutes, but 
she didn’t. Not only did the media spot her at the event, but my Krasnodar translator found out 
that Anastasia periodically returned to Russia while Nicolay, a.k.a. Dima, spent most of his time 
there—tough to find a job in America while working in Russia, which technically meant he was 
unemployed here but not Krasnodar. Anastasia traveled to Krasnodar at least twice a year, once 
in the summer and once in the winter to sign papers, do an in-person check on the operations— 
probably to make sure hubby Nicolay wasn’t stealing too much—and push her pet project the 
Models School of Anastasia Vasilyeva for training children in the glamorous life of fashion and 
hoing. The Vasilyevas probably crossed over to Canada and traveled back and forth from there 
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using their second Russian international passports, just as the Commie Ho does, in order to hide 
from U.S. Customs and INS their travels on mob business. 

The busy operation of the Vasilyeva’s House of Fashion also included periodic smaller 
fashion events, such as at the Kuban State University Women’s Club. Probably a recruiting 
gimmick to meet the insatiable demand for female assets. The Fashion House put on a show in 
August 2003 written up as “a real miracle happening: beautiful creatures in fantastic dresses 
seemed to have been flying in the air. Music, lighting, spirit of creativity—everything made for 
the sensation of a miracle.” Right, the miracle of feminine self-delusion given that most of those 
“beautiful creatures” were sluts. 

Besides falsely claiming poverty to the District Court, Anastasia emphasized that she and 
her husband were undergoing great emotional distress over their youngest child’s birth defects, 
which required them to “spend all our time at the hospital ... we are always next to our child.” 
Anastasia used her child’s illness as the basis for the lie that the two remained in America, and, 
therefore, couldn’t conduct an international prostitution ring as my Complaint stated. Their child 
probably had birth defects. Girls in Krasnodar often give birth to deformed children—something 
in the air, water or wherever. But their detailed description of the health of their child, tragic as 
it was for the child, was another obvious play for sympathy. The child’s illness, however, did 
explain another reason for pleading poverty—Medicaid. A pretext telephone call by a buddy 
confirmed my suspicions that these wealthy criminals of Krasnodar were using U.S. taxpayer 
dollars meant for the American poor to pay their medical bills. 

My associate telephoned the Vasilyeva’s home using the pretense of collecting an over 
due hospital bill for her child. “Hello, this is the Acme Collection Agency. The Children’s 
Hospital referred an unpaid bill for your child’s treatment to us for collection.” 
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“We don’t pay for it,” Anastasia quickly and obligingly replied. “It is Government Title 
19, so we do not pay it.” 

“All right, maybe there has been a mistake. I will check with the hospital and the 
Government. Sorry to bother you.” 

Title 19 is Medicaid. The Vasilyevas know, as do most Russian immigrants and illegal 
aliens, how to work the system in America. By pretending poverty, they avoid taxes on the large 
sums they make from white slavery while the U.S. taxpayer picks up the hospital costs for them 
and their child. 

A second rule of Russians for tricking Americans is to pretend they don’t understand 
English. This way they can retract anything previously said or claim an honest misunder¬ 
standing. But there’s nothing honest when it comes to most Russians. The “no speaky English” 
pretense also allows them to eaves drop on English conversations because foolish Americans 
keep talking under the assumption the Russians don’t understand English. Anastasia claimed her 
and her husband’s poor English as the reason for writing the District Court in Russian, but their 
letter showed a pretty good understanding of the accusations against them that were made in 
English. Too good a job actually, for it had the ring of an attorney helping them, but whom? 

Third rule for Russians, females and lawyers running a con is to lie, prevaricate and 
dissemble. Anastasia referred to the model agency for which she was the Director, which means 
CEO, as merely her and her husband’s “workplace.” They recounted my interviewing them back 
in April 2001, but spun the conversation to depict themselves as ignorant innocents. “We were 
shocked by the questions. We said that we had no proof and that we knew nothing bad about his 
wife.” Knew nothing bad! They said the Commie Ho admitted to working as a prostitute in the 
Cypriot brothel. That one of the girls they sent along came right back home because she decided 
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against working as a whore. Models from their “workplace” said the Vasilyevas ran a “dirty 
girls list” and that my ex-wife was on it. 

Fourth rule for Russians, broads and lawyers, depict the accuser as guilty of something 
just as bad or worse. Anastasia claimed, “When Roy Den Hollander understood that we couldn’t 
help him with anything he got nervous.” When Russians use the word nervous, it means 
panicky. Under the Commies, exhibiting nervousness was synonymous with guilty conduct for 
violating one of Lenin or Stalin’s edicts. The Russians are masters at displaying no genuine 
emotion because often it led directly to the Gulag. Anastasia was trying to tell the Court that her 
claim of my nervousness meant I was engaged in some criminal activity. 

Some parts of the letter were just bizarre. When Anastasia’s husband introduced himself 
to me in Krasnodar in April 2001, he used the name Dima, which is the name I used in the RICO 
compliant. The letter states Dima is his christening name, but Nicolay his given name. 

According to Anastasia, my referring to her husband as Dima “proves that Roy Den Hollander is 
using false facts and also doesn’t have a serious attitude to the Court.” The first part of that 
quote was infantile, but the second part may hold some truth. 

More importantly, Anastasia’s lame effort to make me out a liar gave me some useful 
information I didn’t have before: her husband’s official first name Nicolay and his middle initial 
“N”. I already knew Anastasia’s middle initial “A”, but needed their full middle names or 
patronymics for the G.R.U. boys to dig up any records in Russia indicating criminal activities. 
Unfortunately, on coming to America, Russians never give out their full patronymics only the 
middle initial because they know that’s not good enough to track down their records in Russia 
for so many people there have similar first and last names. Anastasia’s letter, however, also gave 
the address at which she and Nicolay were registered in Krasnodar. All Russians are required to 
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register themselves with the local government as living at a particular address. Some Russians 
do move around but still keep the same registered address in order to avoid the bureaucratic 
nightmare of changing it or to hide from the police or mafia, in Russia the two are considered 
almost synonymous. The Soviets had broken down every city into districts to keep the records 
from arrest to marriage to abortion to death for all the people registered in a particular district. 
Even when a person no longer lives in a district, he still has to use the government services 
offered in the district where he is registered or the government bureaucrats will not help him. 
Anastasia gave the address at which she and Nicolay were registered in Krasnodar, which meant 
I now knew the district that kept records concerning them that included their patronymics. 
Svetlana, my lawyer in Krasnodar, was asked to get their full names. 

Anastasia also claimed in the letter to have documents proving the two of them had no 
criminal records and were not members of the Russian mafia. Who the devil issues non-mafia 
membership documents? It can’t be the American INS. The INS doesn’t even bother 
conducting background checks on aliens applying for permanent green cards, and its computer 
system breaks down once or twice a week, but that doesn’t really matter, since many employees 
don’t know how to use the computers anyway. Besides, INS agents have the highest incidence 
of criminal activities of any federal agency. They smuggle aliens, counterfeit and sell INS 
documents and pass aliens who funk the naturalization exam. Any document from the INS 
automatically makes it suspect. But whichever agency provided Anastasis’s “certified innocent” 
documents, if they actually existed, I couldn’t find out until the case went into discovery. 

Other information Anastasia told the District Court, I could check right away. Any 
evidence showing that statements in the letter were false, could be used to attack both Anastasia 
and Nicolay’s credibility by arguing they were consummate liars and nothing they told the court 
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should be believed. One statement to test was Anastasia claiming to work as a seamstress in an 
American shop. Anastasia even gave the District Court her boss’s name, whom Anastasia 
suggested the court contact to vouch she made little as an employee and did not run her own 
lucrative business. Russian mobsters always have a front job and this was Anastasia’s since no 
person, not to mention a Russian female, would give up the CEO position in her mother’s 
premier fashion, model and call girl agency to sew clothes in America. 

Another avenue to check was Nicolay, who, according to the letter, worked immediately 
after the couples’ arrival in America at a McDonalds, probably the first Russian organized crime 
figure to do so. He left that job after six months to spend his time at home with the kids, both 
under four, and to leam English. The guy who gave his first wife in Krasnodar $140,000 for a 
divorce, so he could marry a rich broad like Anastasia and help run the “dirty girls list” for 
Krasnodar’s movers and shakers worked at McDonalds and now took care of his kids. I don’t 
think so. 

These ploys concerning Nicolay obviously exploited the Feminazi icon of the sensitive 
husband doing what the wife should and the patriotic alien trying to become a citizen—both also 
a first for a Russian hoodlum. Any person who grew up or lived in Russia would laugh at such 
claptrap. Russian husbands, even those with legitimate jobs, don’t stay at home raising young 
children, and the only patriotism Russian hoods have is for the U.S. greenback. But in modern 
day America, the Feminazis’ gambit of reversing Mother Nature’s roles for the sexes, so girls 
can play at being a man until it becomes dangerous, appeals to bleeding heart liberalism and 
might sucker the Court into believing Anastasia and Nicolay’s lies. 

The part of the letter, however, that stood out for me as particularly in need of 
investigating was “On December 25, 2002 our father came from Russia. Special agent services 
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and FBI/Federal Bureau of Investigation inspected all of us. The name of the agent is Barry P. 
Babler. The services and FBI had no issues.” Why was the FBI checking up on a guy from 
Russia visiting his daughter and then go on to check the daughter and son-in-law? There was 
something about these people that interested the FBI, but what, and how do I find it out? 

Another defendant also tried to sympathy his way out of the suit. Dr. Marc Paulsen, the 
guy who admitted to producing the Commie Ho’s masturbation video and paying to have sex 
with her, had his lawyer, who missed the preliminary conference, send me a letter requesting I 
drop Paulsen from the suit. Paulsen’s lawyer claimed, “Mr. Paulsen is medically sick and will 
undergo surgery soon. Also, he is not a pornographer.” Right! So what does he hire Red Star 
models for, and why did U.S. Customs give him a hard time about importing porn videos from 
Russia? The sickness part either was likely just another lie. Beside, why should I feel sorry for 
him or any of the other purveyor’s of evil in this case? None of them ever felt sorry for me and 
probably no one else other than themselves. For them compassion is only a one-way street 
pointing in their direction; well here I come in my truck. My response to Paulsen’s lawyer 
included wishes that Paulsen’s operation went well, a lie, and that Paulsen could join my side by 
testifying against the Commie Ho and her Moscow pimp, Leo. 

My worry that the District Court might dismiss the case, that the Second Circuit may 
uphold such a dismissal and the U.S. Supreme Court deny me an appeal led to an idea triggered 
by my buddy Mark. He had begun a business setting up websites in the summer of the third year 
of the third millennium for entertainers looking for patrons. Not being an entertainer, except in 
my efforts with pretty young ladies, Mark’s website gave me the idea on how to find clients, a 
special kind of client. All I needed was 40 men who had also been scammed by Russian mafia 
prostitutes, introduction bureaus, marriage agencies and advertisers of honest Russian girls who 
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were really sluts, and I could bring a class action RICO case against the Russian and Chechen 
mafias and their allies. If the Federal courts threw out my first RICO case, they couldn’t stop me 
from coming back with a class action RICO. That would really tick off the Feminazi- 
sycophantic bureaucrats and make it a lot harder for them to deny justice, since there would be a 
group of men instead of just one—united we stand, divided the Feminazis walk all over us. 
Feminazis had been picking off men one by one for decades. Another reason for a class action 
was that I just might get lucky enough to find some guy who was ripped off by a few of the same 
scoundrels as me. The way to find my 40 men was through a website. The result was: 
www.been-scammed.com. 

When the site initially got up and running it said: 

Screen 1: 

Scammed by a Russian woman? 

Lost money? 

Want Justice? 

Join the beginning of a class action lawsuit against those involved in tricking American 
men into costly and harmful relationships with Russian women who are no more than liars, 
cheats and prostitutes. 

Screen 2: 

Have you been a victim of a fraudulent Russian dating, introduction or marriage service 
whether through a web site, magazine, newspaper or Russian model agency? 

Have you suffered financial loss, emotional distress or other hann as a result of 
using one of these services? 

Have you been taken advantage of by a Russian female? 
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If you have, then find out whether you qualify to join a class action lawsuit to 
recover your losses and any damages caused you. Any recovery might be tripled depending on 
the legal nature of the claim. 

The law firm of Roy Den Hollander is looking for victims of these Russian 
organizations, and their American accomplices, that promise honest relationships with beautiful, 
wholesome Russian women but end up with the American man defrauded of his money and time. 

Perhaps one of the following has happened to you: 

• Met a Russian girl on the Internet. After weeks of great emails, she said she was 
poor and asked to borrow money for food using your master card number. At first it was $50 
and $100 dollars, but as you cared more and more for her, she started taking up to $1000. You 
told her you couldn’t afford that, but she said “too bad,” then “goodbye.” 

• Shelled out over $20,000 for what you thought would be a loving Russian wife. 
Traveled to meet her in Russia, had a great time, everyone was so nice to you, and you fell in 
love. Brought her back to the U.S. for a visit, and all she wanted to do was lay around watching 
soap operas, spend your money on jewelry and run up your phone bill talking in Russian to a guy 
named Vladimir whom she said was just a “good friend.” You were crushed. Your buddies 
convinced you to put her on a plane back to Russia, but before you could, she disappeared. Now 
the U.S. Immigration service is giving you a hard time. 

• Traveled to a social gathering in Russia that was advertised in a magazine with 
pictures of beautiful Russian ladies at a classy hotel nightclub. When you got there, the hotel 
was a rat hole and the girls hags. You demanded your money back, $5,000, and these big 
Russian goons pushed you into a corner for a talk. You were happy to get back to the U.S.A. in 
one piece. 
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• Found it difficult to meet new people after losing your wife, so you answered a 
magazine ad to correspond with Russian girls. For $1000, you got ten letters with pictures of 
very pretty women, but when you tried to call them, they didn’t exist. 

• Spent thousands of dollars traveling to Russia to meet a decent girl through an 
introduction service, but they all turned out to be high-priced hookers. 

• Married a Russian girl who turned out to be a prostitute, member of the Russian 
mafia, a drug addict, adulteress and thief. 

• Married a Russian lady whom as soon as she received her green card, divorced 
you by lying that you beat her up. The American female judge believed the phony tears and 
gave your Russian wife $70,000 of the money that you worked hard for. 

If you have had a similar experience, then you probably qualify as a member of the 
proposed class action lawsuit. Your next step is to fill out our short survey . All communications 
are protected and cannot be disclosed unless you okay it. 

You will then be infonned as to whether you qualify for the proposed class action 
lawsuit. If you qualify, your next step will be to decide to join us or not. 

Joining will cost you nothing, no matter what the legal outcome. If successful, all 
attorney fees and costs will come out of any recovery. 

Don’t be a victim. Join us in our legal action. Fill out the attached survey form. 

Sponsored by: Truth, Justice and the American Ideal 

Designated lead counsel: Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Apart from this public effort to set up a class action RICO case, I again tried to win some 
notoriety for my individual RICO suit. Lynn Vission had written the book Wedded Strangers 
about a number of marriages between Russians and Americans since the 1930s. She gave 
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lectures on the inter-country coupling that I attended at Columbia University before working for 
Kroll in Moscow and at the Foreign Language Library in Moscow just after my marriage to the 
Commie Ho. Perhaps she could use my story for a subsequent edition of her book that she once 
mentioned she was working on. Unfortunately for me, she was not planning another edition but 
instead working on a book about the children of Russian-American marriages. Thank goodness I 
couldn’t help her out on that topic, since luckily I didn’t have any children with the Commie Ho. 
What a disaster that would have been; how do you tell a kid that his mother is whore. Vission 
said in her email, “I have received hundreds of emails from partners of Russian-American 
marriages, I have not, so far, been contacted by American spouses in a situation similar to 
yours.” An understatement for sure. In response, I told her about the proposed class action 
RICO website for which she very graciously sent me the web addresses for sites frequented by 
American men who had married Russian girls or pursued them and suggested I post a letter with 
those sites advertising the class action RICO. Thanking her for the suggestion, I put it on my 
“To Do” list. 

Something in the Air 

All this prose make’s it sound that most of my waking hours were spent fighting for a 
reckoning with evil, they weren’t, but soon would be. My private Salsa lessons with Isabella had 
ended and my confidence in dancing it had come a long way with the thirty odd choreography 
routines I kept in a notebook. Isabella suggested I take her group class to continue my progress. 
She even told me to come a month for free. When was the last time a luscious babe offered a 
guy something for free, probably Delilah pushing haircuts. Still, I jumped at the opportunity. 
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After the first group class, I asked Isabella a little confused, “During our private lessons, 
you taught me to start by stepping back with the left foot, but in class you have the guys step 
forward with the left foot. Which is it?” 

“Oh, it doesn’t matter. I’m just doing that so we can get into the turns and other 
movements quicker.” She smilingly reassured me with a sensuous hand on my arm. 

Made sense to me, so I continued with her classes and paying the fee starting the 
following month, which I could easily afford. My work for Jeff was making me over a hundred 
grand a year. But with the money came the soma like illusions of nonnalcy rearing up from the 
parts of my unconsciousness contorted by American society. These serpents tempted me with 
the security of insidious cowardice and surrender while my Salsa teacher oozed sex-stirring 
fantasies of romance and companionship all of which combined into a formidable tag-team 
laying siege to the gates of my crusade. I knew exactly what was happening, all the parental and 
social programming were setting me up for another fall. The seducing succor of the complacent 
pawn seeped around and through by resolve for justice. 

Then I received a call from one of Jeffs bosses at the insurance company. This was 
strange because I worked for Jeff, and he usually dealt with the guys at the insurance company to 
which we provided litigation services. The insurance company officer, probably from the former 
Soviet Union, nastily accused me of padding my bill and incurring needless expenses by asking 
the insurance company’s private eye to track down an appraiser the company had used in a case. 
The claim files showed the appraiser once possessed and might still have some key documents 
that would benefit one of the cases, which I told him. But he was unable to admit his mistake 
and continued his caustic rant by insinuating I was lying because he couldn’t remember the 
appraiser’s name—a typical female tactic when shown up to be wrong. The case was old and the 
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appraiser landed in jail for a while on unrelated grounds, but the appraiser’s name was right there 
on the documents, as I pointed out to the insurance officer. But he would hear done of it and 
hung up in a huff—another typical female tactic for covering up incompetence. I called Jeff. 

“Why did this guy end up calling me over a billing, I work for you,” I complained to Jeff. 

“Well, I was busy, so I told him to call you.” 

“You should have warned me. This is your responsibility not mine.” 

“I know. I’m sorry.” 

I was pissed. As my brother once remarked, “You don’t like being pushed around,” to 
which I would add, especially when acting diligently. The incident made it clear the time had 
come to put away illusions of normalcy and fight the Commie Ho and her mafia associates full 
time, to ignite what I hoped was the final phase. A cold feeling of joylessness grew with a desire 
to set my detennination. No more dilatory daydreams about Salsa romance. Go to the clubs to 
flirt and try to pick up chicks for fun but nothing more, only mutually beneficial sexual 
associating—nothing more. 

Spending too much time with the same girl makes a man weak. Girls are cowards and 
lack honor. Who was the last girl that acted in any way honorable? Joan of Arc was six hundred 
years ago. Broads got nothing to tell me other than “yes” or “no”. They’re only pushers selling 
endorphins pumped into a man’s brain by their presence and pheromones. No cold turkey idiot 
would ever ask a pusher for advice about life or believe what one said. Pushers are only 
interested in money, have lots of customers, lie constantly, never make refunds, wait for the 
addicts to come to them and are never on time. God damned the pusher girl. No, I didn’t need 
some girlfriend pushing me into acting the coward in order to exploit me for her own ends or 
making me vulnerable through that unique stupidity of men to confide in a broad only to have 
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her use the information as a knife in his back later. What I had to do required strength, more 
than I ever used before. 

My working for Jeff ended with my resignation and I set my course. At first, I wound up 
tight like a girl set on marriage, which caused me sleepless nights until I remembered one of 
Mark’s key teachings in the martial arts. The only way to put up a good fight is to relax until the 
instant the ferocity is needed. So I relaxed and set to work creating the instant of justice. 

Initially, I began reviewing RICO cases in the law library because in September the 
American defendants would ask the Court to dismiss the case, which I would oppose. Late one 
afternoon at the library, the lights went out, the computers crashed—the electricity had stopped. 
Oh boy, The Day the Earth Stood Still, I hoped! Now the rich and their Feminazi lackeys will 
get their comeuppance! But it was just another New York City blackout, although this one 
extended across the entire northeast. By evening the bars were over flowing onto the side walks 
with people downing as much as they could while the drinks were still cool and the ice held out. 
Walking the nearly pitch-black streets bubbled up ancient fears as people materialized right in 
front of me without warning then vanished just as quickly back into night. Darkness fearful, 
dreaded and black became the thought the mind lacked. There was the sense that the security of 
civilization had momentarily evaporated, although the experience of cruising around invisible 
was peaceful with the buildings, such as the Flatiron and Empire State, looking beautiful without 
lights against a night sky filled with stars that otherwise don’t exist in the glare of city lights. 

Following the mid-August blackout, I flew out to the Vasilyeva’s to snoop around 
looking for evidence of falsehoods in Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva’s letter to the District 
Court. As part of my preparation, I telephoned F.B.I. Special Agent Babler, left a message I 
would be in his city from August 21 st to the 25 th and requested an interview with him concerning 
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Anastasia and Nicolay’s letter; a copy of which I mailed him along with my mobile number 
where he could reach me in New York. 

On Thursday, I left for LaGuardia airport so that I would arrive the two hours before my 
flight that Homeland Security advised in order to pass through the beefed up security for 
domestic air travel. Once again, I should have known better than to listen to government retards. 
It took me less time to get to the gate than before 911 even with the security personnel incapable 
of speaking understandable English. The airports must have out sourced those jobs. The trick 
was to just nod my head to these maulers of the English language to keep moving toward the 
metal detector. One grandmother in front of me made the mistake of trying to communicate with 
these illiterates, so they pulled her out of the line. Guess the two hour advanced arrival warning 
was meant for gray haired, stooped ladies like her. The Government doesn’t want to violate that 
totalitarian left taboo of profiling: don’t discriminate against our young male brothers who want 
to kill us, search for the threat among the elderly and folks from Scandinavia. What cretins 
populate the Government. 

In Cincinnati, I waited for my connecting flight. These small airports sitting out in 
Middle America where nature trumps concrete are nice. They carry a peacefulness and easier 
way of life free of an atmosphere charged with the hurry of adrenalin and the worry of anxiety 
that grip large concrete urban centers. After an easy stroll around, I reluctantly turned to my 
travel reading: the second translation of the Commie Ho’s diary. A young American man living 
in Moscow did this version, which I wanted as a check on the first written translation done by a 
Russian service used by my Moscow lawyers. Reading again the Commie Ho’s inner workings 
with the distance of hate and time was no less revolting, although the heartache had vanished 
completely. My translator prefaced his work with “This woman is real perplexing, if you don’t 
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mind my saying so. She involves herself in all kinds of dark and questionable behavior, at the 
same time throws on these religious sayings and ‘prays’ for help. Can’t quite make heads or tails 
out of her, but it does make for interesting reading.” My interest, however, had waned, and after 
twenty minutes of wadding through the sewer of her mind, I put it aside, figuring there would be 
plenty of time to finish it later. Once again, one of my predictions went awry. 

On Friday morning the day after my arrival, I drove out to an upscale suburban shopping 
mall where Anastasia Vasilyeva claimed she worked as the family’s breadwinner sewing clothes 
for Cynthia Zahnow in a tailoring shop. It looked like just another mall to me, but was the Fifth 
Avenue of this suburban area. As we walked into the mall, I saw on my right a woman’s 
clothing store with manikins draped with the current fashionable look. Something about it struck 
me as not right, even a little deja vu. When I saw a tall good-looking young babe standing 
inside, obviously a sales girl, a line popped into my mind, and I walked inside with every 
intention of flirting with this babe in her late teens or early twenties. 

Inside, there were more tall fashionably dressed manikins, both alive and not. The couple 
of living ones smiled requests at us two middle-aged guys silently asking us to drain our bank 
accounts on their commissions in return for flirtations that promised delights never to be 
delivered. I walked up to the girl I saw from outside as she beamed, “Can I help you?” 

“Yes, I’m looking for a tailoring shop” and gave her the name. “Do you know where it 
is?” Okay, so it’s not much of a line, but such prosaic utterances usually provide the opening 
needed. This girl was taller than me by two inches in her heels, poised and simulating an open 
invitation. 

As I glanced around, she answered, “Of course, they do all our alterations for us and are 
in the back.” 
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“What kind of clothes do you sell here?” I asked, no longer interested in flirting but 
trying to pump some information because my deja vu had turned into a memory. This store’s set 
up, fashion and its smiling salesgirls was a carbon copy of the Vasilyeva House of Fashion 6,000 
miles away in Krasnodar. 

“We only sell designer clothes and specialize in wedding dresses. Would you like to look 
at some?” 

“No thanks, I have no need for a wedding dress. You look like a model. Are you?” 

“Well, thank you. Yes I am. Most the girls who work here are models.” 

“Does the store help you with modeling, show you what to do and arrange for fashion 
shows and the like?” 

“We regularly put on fashion shows in which the girls model the latest styles and the 
store helps in all of that as well as our training.” I bet they do, I wanted to add. 

“Do you work here all week long?” 

“No, different girls come on at different hours. It’s only part time since many of us are in 
college.” 

“What if a customer wanted to take one of the models to dinner?” 

Without blinking an eye, she said, “Well that does happen, but we have to run it by our 
manager first.” 

No doubt she misspoke, meaning to stay pimp instead. Having gotten pretty much what I 
wanted, couldn’t very well ask if they imported sluts from Russia. 

“Would you direct us to your tailoring shop?” 

“Of course,” she responded and walked out of the shop with our eyes following the 
movements of her cheeks and calves. “It’s just down there on the right,” she said pointing. 
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“Thanks.” Even the arrangement with the tailoring shop in back of the fashion store was 
nearly identical to the modeling and call girl agency run by the Vasilyevas in Krasnodar. This 
was no coincidence or that Anastasia, the boss in Krasnodar, was a mere seamstress here. 

As we walked into the tailoring shop, I went up to a female in her forties and asked for 
Cynthia Zahnow. 

“I’m her,” she said. 

I introduced myself as the attorney on the RICO case in New York and started asking 
questions, which Zahnow was dumb enough to answer, for a while. The Q and A took place in 
the small public area of the tailoring shop with two of her employees watching and my associate 
as my witness. Zahnow claimed Anastasia had worked as a seamstress for her but left a few 
weeks ago, how convenient. Then Zahnow started evoking sympathy to try to fog the situation. 
Must be Russian I surmised. 

“Anastasia’s son was born with birth defects, so she needed a job with benefits to pay for 
the child’s medical care. I can’t afford to pay my workers benefits, so I found her a job at the 
Boston Store downtown. She’s probably at the children’s hospital this moment.” 

Mentally, I asked myself what’s Anastasia doing at the hospital if she is suppose to be 
working, and what employee benefit plan would pick up the cost of the pre-existing defects of 
Anastasia’s child? This syrup was just an effort to cover Anastasia and Nicolay’s Medicaid 
fraud about which Zahnow probably knew and maybe abetted. I brushed the sympathy ruse 
aside. Besides, Anastasia got what she deserved for most likely having this child in the U.S. for 
the sole purpose of making it more difficult to deport her for illegal activities. Anastasia, and 
now her alleged former employer Zahnow, really milked this kid’s misery for their own suspect 
ends. 
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“What does her husband Nicolay do?” 

“He worked for a while, but now stays at home with the other child.” How convenient, 
no traceable job. All during my stay out West and after, I periodically called the Vasilyeva’s 
house but Nicolay never answered. How could he? Nicolay spent most his time in Krasnodar 
running prostitution. 

“Do you know why the F.B.I. was investigating Anastasia’s father?” 

“The F.B.I. visited the store saying it was investigating the father but didn’t say why.” 
Zahnow replied. 

“What’d the F.B.I. ask you?” 

“Oh, I don’t remember exactly. Stuff like how long Anastasia work here, how well I 
knew the family. But their investigation delayed her father coming here for six weeks.” 

“How well do you know the family?” 

“We’re friends. Anastasia’s father was coming to visit to help with the children.” The 
sympathy diversion again and another lie derived from trendy Political Correctionalist 
propaganda about America’s neutered man: “Mr. Sensitive Androgyny.” No way I was buying. 
Anastasia’s father traveling to the U.S. to take care of her kids was just as unlikely as Nicolay 
staying home to take care of one of them or both. More likely the father was either bringing 
money or information to help the call girl operations in America or taking money back with him 
to some offshore haven, just as the Commie Ho did. 

“Do you know what Anastasia’s patronymic is?” Thought I’d give this a shot since it 
would save me some money if my Krasnodar lawyer hadn’t already checked the records for the 
district where Anastasia was registered. 
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Zahnow began to realize her ploy for pity wasn’t working and that she had probably 
already said too much. “I’ll check my records; give me a call on Monday.” Fat chance she’d 
give it to me. By then, she would have reported back to Anastasia who’d tell her to keep her trap 
shut. 

“Do you know Nicolay’s patronymic?” 

“No,” she now turned cold. 

The fact that Zahnow knew what patronymic meant made me think again she was 
Russian. “Are you Russian?” 

“No,” and she laughed just like a Commie does when trying to make someone feel 
ridiculous for suspecting something. Zahnow’ ancestors actually came from Poland, close 
enough. She then volunteered, “I know what is going on in this case. Anastasia showed the 
kook’s Complaint to everybody. Are you the kook?” Zahnow now moved to the classical 
Russian and female tactic of name calling to enlist social opprobrium against a seeker of the 
truth. What most people don’t realize is that lawyers consider slurs from an opponent the highest 
form of compliment. 

“Who used the word ‘kook’ besides you just now?” Zahnow was now on the hook for 
defamation, but I wanted to see whether I could catch Anastasia in it. Zahnow refused to say and 
the interview ended. I gave Zahnow my car, my associate and I left. As we walked toward the 
exit, I began to say something to my associate when she motioned me to look to my left. 

Turning, I saw Zahnow using another classic Russian and female trick of sneaking up behind 
people and eavesdropping. 

“Talking bad about me?” She agitatedly said at having been caught. 
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“No, you haven’t been defamed, but I have,” I replied. Zahnow quickly walked on ahead 
into the women’s fashion store we first visited. She probably wanted to throw-a-fit, yelling and 
screaming at us but after landing before a judge for disorderly conduct a few years back, she kept 
herself under control. 

Anastasia’s job, whether still at the tailoring shop or another store, was just a cover that 
allowed her and Nicolay to claim poverty in order to scam Medicaid while her child’s illness 
combined with Feminazi fantasies of the “soft man” as personified by the false image created for 
Nicolay, creates the illusion of the two spending all their time in the U.S. 

Next stop—the F.B.I. About an hour later, at a little after 1 PM, I walked into the 
reception area of the local F.B.I. office. No guards, no reinforced doors and no metal detectors 
as in New York City. My associate had stayed in the car. My only chance of getting any 
information was alone since the F.B.I. didn’t like witnesses unless the witness was another agent 
so as to back up the Bureau’s position or lie on what transpired. Besides, I doubted Special 
Agent Babler would be around during lunch or even see me if he were. 

I gave my name to the receptionist, she told me to have a seat. Not two minutes after I sit 
down, Babler comes out by himself fashionable tan and well dressed. This guy’s living the good 
life out here. After introducing myself, I told him the status of the RICO proceeding and that I 
had a few questions about the Vasilyeva’s letter to the District Court. Handing him a translated 
copy he could use as a reference in case he no longer had the one I mailed him, I expected him to 
invite me inside to talk with another agent present as they usually do, but Babler didn’t. Strange 
I thought. 

“I’m sorry for not responding to your telephone call from earlier in the week.” Babler 
sounded nervous, acted nervous, looked nervous and even perspired a little. “What are your 
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questions?” So as we stood there in the reception area with no one in listening distance, I started 
my questions to which I expected the usual F.B.I. reply “no comment.” 

“Why did the F.B.I. conduct a six-week investigation of Anastasia’s father and her family 
before allowing him in the country?” 

“We didn’t investigate the whole family.” So either Anastasia lied to the District Court 
about her and Nicolay passing F.B.I. scrutiny or Babler was lying to me. 

He continued, “It wasn’t an investigation, just a routine inquiry into Anastasia’s father 
after he arrived, which didn’t take anywhere near six weeks. These types of inquiries never take 
six weeks, not even a month, and are done only after the visitor shows up.” That’s not what 
Zahnow said. Somebody doesn’t have their story straight. 

“Why Anastasia’s father?” 

“It was just a random check of papers that came across my desk to see if the paper work 
was accurate.” As I recalled from the Commie Ho’s paper work for a visa, the documents were 
in Russian. 

“If it was just routine, why did Anastasia mention you in her letter to the Court?” 

“After she received the RICO Complaint, Anastasia came to me saying she thought it 
dealt with the Russian mafia. She asked me for legal advice, but I told her I couldn’t give her 
any and didn’t. We aren’t allowed to give the public legal advice of any type. I’ve read the 
entire Complaint and have a copy on my desk.” All 91 pages he read! Sounded as though 
Babler had more than a routine interest in my case, but why? Babler still appeared nervous, and 
his answer didn’t really explain Anastasia’s reference to him in the letter, unless her Soviet 
mentality made her believe she could bluff her way out of the case by claiming a nonexistent 
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investigation found no criminal doings. In Russia, gangsters often hire F.S.B. or M.V.D. 
officials to provide them with a clean bill of lawfulness. 

“Do you read Russian?” 

“No.” 

“It must be difficult working on Russian matters not knowing the language?” I tried to 
get him to elaborate on how he dealt with documents in Russian. 

“Not really.” He tried to change the flow of the conversation toward me. “I’m surprised 
you aren’t on our list of people who travel periodically to Russia.” Obviously he checked that 
list, which I didn’t know existed until then, but why did he even spend the time to bother? Or 
was this some lame attempt at intimidation? Watch out, we’ll put you on our list. Who cares! 

I turned the interview back to my questions. “Do you know Anastasia’s middle name?” 

“No, but it would be the first name of her father, which I recall is Anatole.” Was this 
accurate or intentional misinformation? 

“Could you check that for me?” I requested, fully expecting a “get lost!” But Babler was 
still nervous and answered, “The name is in my records back in my office, call me in an hour and 
half and I’ll have it for you.” 

“Okay,” I said surprised, thanked him for his time and left. 

Two hours later, I called Babler back. He was no longer nervous but in the typical F.B.I. 
authoritarian arrogant mood. “I’m not going to give you the name of Anastasia’s father because 
it would impact one of our investigations and our rules prohibit releasing any information 
concerning an investigation.” So, the former routine inquiry was now an investigation. Babler 
then switched to the understanding cop role in an effort to convince me there was nothing the 
authorities in the U.S. were doing or could do, meaning I should either leave the bureaucrats to 
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their Club Fed ways or get out of the way of their investigation. I couldn’t figure out which, but 
it didn’t matter because I wasn’t giving up. 

Babler added, “I was involved in another investigation of a gentleman in a situation 
similar to yours. But nothing could be done because the fraud occurred in Russia.” I knew that 
was a lie. Even if all the criminal acts I alleged occurred in Russia, which they did not, 
whenever it was reasonably foreseeable that criminal conduct would impact the U.S., like 
tricking men into bringing mafia prostitutes to America for the mob’s white slave trade, those 
acts violated RICO. Federal law enforcement agencies had plenty of power to not only bounce 
the Commie Ho, Anastasia and Nicolay out of the country but also break up the Russian mob’s 
operations in America. However, I doubted they had the will. Babler’s statement was so absurd 
that it would absolve the cocaine cartels in Columbia from prosecution because all they did was 
put the dope on the ships headed for America. 

Babler moved into the therapist role with “It is not at all infrequent for an older American 
man to marry a younger Russian woman who only wants to get to America.” This ploy of 
commiseration put me on alert for the proverbial incriminating question meant to nail me to the 
wall. But instead Babler asked, “Do you live here or New York?” I didn’t get it. He knew from 
my letter and Complaint where I lived, so dismissing his question as irrelevant, I answered, 

“New York.” 

After hanging up with Babler, I called Anastasia’s home number several times, but it was 
busy for over five minutes. Was Babler reporting back to her, maybe, maybe not? 

So far, my trip provided some information useful in discovery for impeaching Anastasia 
and Nicolay and added some specifics to my understanding of their local operations about which 
I could quiz them in detail, assuming the case made it to discovery. The tailoring shop in the 
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back of the fashionable designer clothing store with tall pretty young models looked and felt the 
clone of the Tatyanna Vasilyeva House of Fashion in Krasnodar. Anastasia’s letter to the court 
indicated the tailoring shop was a separate company but the lack of corporation records or a 
telephone listing showed it was most likely part of the clothing store, just like the operation in 
Krasnodar. With Canada not far away and notoriously open for allowing in illegal aliens, 
Russian hos likely entered Canada and hopped a ride across the border into the U.S. 

The Vasilyeva’s U.S. operations began looking like a carbon copy of their vertically 
integrated prostitution business in Krasnodar. Perhaps Nicolay recruits the hookers in 
Krasnodar, arranges passage to Canada using a Canadian “entertainment” company to act as the 
visa sponsor, just as the Athanasious do in Cyprus. Someone in Canada or Anastasia helps the 
hos travel across the border into the U.S.. When the girls arrive, Anastasia farms them out to the 
many Russian mafia prostitution rings in the U.S. or Russian and American mob run strip clubs, 
which are always looking for new talent. The fashion and tailoring shop does a legitimate 
business but might also provide a cover for a “dirty girls list” using the shop’s models just like 
the Krasnodar House of Fashion. Unfortunately, the only way to find out was locating a girl who 
had worked on the inside, but I had neither the time nor resources. 

As for figuring out the truth about Babler’s strange behavior and his involvement, if any, 
with the Vasilyevas would require subpoenaing F.B.I. records and deposing him once the RICO 
case moved into the discovery stage, if the court didn’t throw it out first. But even in discovery, 
getting my hands on F.B.I. records and questioning Babler would be difficult. All I had as a 
reason was Babler’s weird behavior during a ten-minute conversation that only I witnessed and 
his discrepancies with what Zahnow told me and what Anastasia said in her letter. My intuition 
knew Babler was hiding more, but that’s not a reason the District Court will listen to. Even my 
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associate thought I didn’t have much to go on concerning Babler or the fashion shop’s 
involvement with the Vasilyevas’ operations in America, but I knew the fog would eventually 
clear on some of the scenes that I could not now see. 

Over the weekend, my associate and I took in a Latin festival. It surprised me that 
Latinos lived in the North Country, but what did I know. The demographics of America had 
changed dramatically during my adult life with the politicians pandering to the Latin vote by 
opening the southern border to anyone from Mexico, South America and elsewhere. Personally, 
the Federal Government should only let in the young Latina babes so as to once and for all 
destroy that prevalent Feminazi myth that a girl can act like a man and be beautiful at the same 
time. Imagine the contrast: straight hair, no make up, Feminazis with nothing to reveal clunking 
down the avenues looking like Soviet era matrons while decked out, coifed, painted Latinas with 
multiple moving parts seduce their way into the imaginations of those men that the Feminazis 
haven’t turned into girlie-men. Which brand of female has more power? It’s not the she-male 
Feminazis. Like most men, I don’t pay attention to she-males. There’s nothing they can tell me 
that’s worth hearing, and there’s definitely nothing they can show me that I want to see. 

The Latin festival featured a lot of different acts and music, the language of which I 
couldn’t understand, just like when I stayed in Ecuador some years earlier thanks to a jungle girl 
I met in Coca in the middle of the Orient. For the remainder of the weekend, my associate and I 
hung out in the country, watching the sunsets and me cursing to myself, as I do every day the 
parents the universe stuck me with. Life could have been enjoyable, interesting and worthwhile 
but for those two sociopaths. 

Monday morning 8:15 AM, my ringing mobile wakes me out of a sound sleep. 

Normally, I’d ignore it at that hour, but it might be important. 
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“Hello,” I answered. 

“Mr. Hollander?” The nasty sounding voice inquired. 

“Yes.” 

“This is Officer Sean Schmidt from the Town Police Department. You are going to be 
arrested for aggravated harassment if you try to contact Cynthia Zahnow again or visit her shop. 
You have no legitimate reason for being in touch with her.” This caused butterflies in my 
stomach because I just woke up, which was this cop’s intention a la Franz Kafka whom I’m sure 
he never read. 

Schmidt continued, apparently for purposes of added intimidation, “Ms. Zahnow told me 
that an F.B.I. agent had also talked to you about your inappropriate contact with Ms. Zahnow.” 

The butterflies didn’t last long; anger began to seethe through me as it flowed into my 
voice. “Listen here officer Schmidt, there is right now in the Federal District Court in New York 
a pending RICO case (I emphasized Federal and New York so he’d know he wasn’t dealing with 
some bumpkin case in some dink state court) in which Ms. Zahnow will most likely be called as 
a witness. One of the defendants in that case sent a letter to the Federal Judge in which she 
claimed to work for Ms. Zahnow. I, as the attorney and plaintiff, have a right, do I make myself 
clear, a right to investigate claims made to a Federal Judge by interviewing Ms. Zahnow, and I 
do not appreciate the local police department interfering with a Federal case!” 

Schmidt’s voice changed to sounding civil but to save face he repeated, “If you contact 
her again you’ll be arrested. She says you’ve been coming to her business and also calling her.” 

“That’s false! I visited her business once for a fifteen-minute interview for which I have 
a witness and never once telephoned her. She, in fact, is the one who agreed to call me today 
with information I had requested from her during the interview. Obviously, she is not going to 
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make that call, so my next contact with her will be to subpoena her as a witness, and I doubt 
whether you guys will dare arrest me for that.” 

“We have no problem with that.” What else could the flat foot say. 

“What did she say about the FBI?” I dropped the angry tone in an effort to obtain some 
information. I didn’t really think he’d answer, but he did. 

“She said an F.B.I. agent contacted her and told her to call the local police to complain 
about being harassed by you.” 

“Did she say who the F.B.I. agent was?” 

“No.” 

“Well, I’m going to stop by your headquarters later to talk to your Chief about this.” 

“You’re free to do that.” 

When I hung up, a quote by A. A. Milne came to mind: 

“Sometimes when the fights begin, I think I’ll let the dragons win, But then again, 
perhaps I won’t, Because they’re dragons, so I don’t.” 

Obviously Babler was the F.B.I. agent since he was the only agent I talked. Either before 
or after my interview with him, Zahnow or Anastasia talked with him about my snooping 
around. If either contacted him before I did, that might explain why he was so nervous. Babler 
in turn must have reported to one or both of them my interview with him—so much for the 
vaunted confidentiality of the F.B.I. At some point, most likely on Babler’s suggestion—so 
much for not giving legal advice—the three agreed to have Zahnow file a complaint with the 
local cops using that chestnut of Feminazi intimidation against men: a broad faking fear to the 
police while she lies about male harassment. 
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Babler’s left field question about where I lived now made sense. Babler knew that the 
cops couldn’t charge me with harassment for talking to Zahnow about the RICO case, and as a 
lawyer himself, he knew I knew that. Babler was simply telling me to get out of town, go back 
to New York or he would make even more trouble for me. To make sure I got the message that 
he was behind the threat, he told Zahnow to tell the cops that the F.B.I. was involved. If I had 
lived in town, the intimidation, to Babler’s bullying point of view, would not work because I 
would have no choice but to fight back since fleeing would not be an option. These federal pigs 
tick me off as much as organized crime goons. Both are always trying to push people around, 
“Get out of town by sundown,” what a bunch of creeps. Well, I got out of town, since my flight 
left that afternoon, but the troubled I made for Babler was just starting. Nobody, not even a 
Federal agency is going to pull my tail and not get chewed a little bit. 

My associated and I had a couple of stops to make before the airport. 

She said, “Maybe you’ve stumbled into a hornets’ nest. What other explanation is there? 
The F.B.I. might be running an investigation and doesn’t want you interfering. Then again this 
guy Babler could be on the take. Maybe they pay him in girls for his protection. It has to be one 
or the other but the real question is which?” 

At the Town police headquarters, I vehemently complained to the Acting Chief, also 
sporting a deep tan, that I didn’t appreciate the intimidation implied in the threat to arrest me. I 
filled him in on the RICO case, why I was in town and made clear that F.B.I. Special Agent 
Babler had used his police department as a tool. He politely listened as a matter of customer 
relations, since there was nothing he could do about Babler. But when I returned to continue my 
investigation, assuming the case made it to discovery, the local cops would think twice about 
believing some Feminazi. He did, however, arrange for me to talk with Officer Schmidt in 
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person, which always helps. Schmidt had no further infonnation but agreed to provide a 
statement if needed about the content of his conversation with Zahnow. The Acting Chief also 
provided me with a copy of Zahnow’s complaint against me. 

A little before 1 PM, I stormed, almost, into the F.B.I. office. “I want to know why the 
F.B.I. is interfering in a RICO case in the United States District Court of New York.” I angrily 
told the receptionist and demanded to see the supervisor. When I saw the look of shock on her 
face, I said to myself go easy this is not New York City. She said the boss was out of town for 
the week, which I didn’t believe. 

“Okay, let me see his assistant than.” 

She rang a number, talked with someone and said, “He’s busy, but call back in an hour, 
don’t come back to the office, just call.” 

Persona non grata, huh! I knew then I’d never reach any of the bosses. Babler must have 
told his bosses I was from New York City and would probably return there and step back from 
investigating my case’s connections in their jurisdiction. So by ducking me, the local F.B.I. 
figured the incident would fade into oblivion. Evildoers always count on the victim letting their 
evil go. From the airport, I called back and as expected the acting supervisor was still busy, but 
his secretary assured me he would telephone me in New York City the next day. So how did she 
know I would be in New York the following day? 

On the plane to Cincinnati for my connection to New York, I picked up the second 
translation of the Commie Ho’s diary that I had begun on my way out. 

The Cincinnati airport was busier going back. Walking toward the gate, I spotted, how 
could I not, one of those young voluptuous ladies that makes a man forget all caution. This 
blonde bombshell came out of the ladies room in her color for the day pink: pink jeans, pink top 
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and pink Yankee cap. First time I ever saw a pink Yankee cap before. She had trouble, or 
pretended trouble, with pulling her carry on bag. It tended to roll over on one side as she moved 
along swinging her hips walking to the gate. The obvious line immediately came to mind, “Need 
some help?” and then segue into a comment about her pink Yankee cap to which she’ll laugh. 

But I stopped myself, she’s a blonde and I have the diary of another bottle blonde to finish. So, I 
found a relatively empty group of seats and sat to my reading. 

The rows of seats at the gate faced each other, probably some Feminazi psychologists’ 
idea to promote the feeling of comradeship. Some motion caught my eye and I looked up from 
my reading to see the blonde bombshell with her pink Yankees cap parking her nicely shaped 
rear in one of the seats in front of me. She starts trying to make calls on her cell phone. What 
girl doesn’t when she has five seconds to spare? But this girl couldn’t get through to any one. 
Before I can stop myself, I say, “Having troubles with your cell phone?” 

“Yes, it must be the airport. It keeps fading in and out,” she replies a little hesitantly. 

“Maybe it’s Cincinnati. You can try using mine if you like. It might work.” I said 
looking her over: nice large breasts tightly packaged but a bit of a tummy roll, probably went on 
an eating binge recently because compared to the rest of the body it didn’t belong there. 

“No thanks, it’s not important.” 

“You going to New York?” she asked. 

“Sure thing,” I answered. She received a call, so I went back to my reading, but her call 
last all of 30 seconds. 

“I’m also going to New York,” she resumed. 

“What for?” 

“I go to school there, N.Y.U.” 
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“Good school, are you heading back from your summer vacation?” 

“I’m coming from my home near New Orleans. You know Britney Spears is from there.” 

Who? I pondered silently searching for some recognition of the name in my brain as my 
face must have stared at this girl in bewildennent. Then I remembered Spears was a singer, but I 
thought she was from England. The bombshell continued with something else, but I couldn’t 
hear amid the airport noise and my middle-aged eardrums, so I smiled and thought of something 
to say. I almost remarked ‘looks like you gained some weight at home’ but decided against it 
and instead asked, “What’s your name?” 

She thought some, guess it wasn’t on the tip of her tongue, and said, “Kelsey” 

“Pretty name,” I said as she smiled. “Mine’s Roy. How do you find New York?” 

“Lonely!” She now looked sad with this obvious opening but I let it go. 

“How old are you?” 

“I’m twenty-two.” And very delicious I wanted to add, but her demeanor now turned 
wispily serious as though her youth was draining away. 

“You must have lots of beaus chasing you in New York. There’s no reason to be lonely, 
go have yourself some fun.” 

“I know, but I also have my career to think of,” she said with in a tone of burden. 

“I thought you were in school?” I responded always the lawyer looking for 
inconsistencies. 

“I was, but now I’m a dancer.” So maybe I heard wrong the first time. 

“That’s a tough profession, especially in New York but I guess that’s the place to pursue 
it.” 

“It would still be nice to find somebody.” 
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Always the optimist without sensitivity, I said, “You’ve got ‘til your late twenties to get 
married. Enjoy yourself for now, but later on don’t let your career interfere with raising a 
family. I’ve seen too many girls sacrifice their family for a career and they are now miserable.” 

“What do you do?” She asked. 

“I’m a lawyer.” 

“There’s a lawyer who lives down the block from my family in New Orleans. He’s got a 
big house, but he’s never around, always working.” 

“Yeah, it tends to consume your life.” I gave her my card and said, “If you need a lawyer, 
give me a call?” Her reaction told me I should have said, “If you feel lonely give me a call and 
we’ll go have a drink.” All right, so I blew it. 

Our plane started boarding. 

She said, “I always wait to get on after everyone else boards.” So I waited with her 
wondering how she ever found room for her carry-on if she waits until everyone is on board. 
Then I realized, a girl who looks like her will have guys lining up to find room for her baggage 
or volunteer to put it under the seat in front of them no matter how badly it cramps their legs. 

As we walked down the gateway, I thought of trying to get the person next to one of us to 
switch seats to continue our talk but nixed that. I wanted to finish the Commie Ho’s diary, which 
would make an interesting topic of conversation with Kelsey, but would drive her away. Mark 
always told me to shut up about my Russian adventures when hustling a dame, and he was right. 
Once I breach that subject, the girls vanish into the night air. 

“Where do you live in New York?” 

“Manhattan.” Nice vague answer that. 

“What clubs do you hang out at?” 
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“I like Cancun,” and she mentioned some other place of which I never heard. 

“Yeah, I know Cancun, on Eight Avenue in the high forties nice little bar. I like going to 
the Latin clubs like the Copa, Noche and Gonzales y Gonzales. Only I still can’t dance the salsa. 
Keep taking lessons, but I’m not there yet. But the music is great, and I figure the more I go, the 
sooner osmosis will take over. You should give them a try. You’re a dancer and it should be 
easy for you.” 

“I don’t know about that.” She had lost interest, so when I got to my seat I wished her 
well and never saw her again. Once I went by Cancun just on an odd shot, but when I told Mark 
the story he said we’d have to hit the place around 2 AM when girls like Kelsey hit bars like 
Cancun. 

It’s Just a Matter of Time 

By the time I arrived back in New York, I was even more fed up with this Federal Bureau 
of Intimidation than when I had left. Who did they think they worked for anyway: mobsters and 
terrorists? They were no better than the goons I was after in the RICO suit. These federal pigs 
spend much of their time trying to scare taxpaying citizens into doing what they want. They 
exploit the unwritten threat that if the average guy does not cooperate with and supplicate 
himself to their authority, then the entire weight of the Federal Government will land on his 
head. They don’t dare act that way with the rich and politically connected or even the criminals 
they’re supposed to put in jail. My seventh grade civics teacher really got it wrong when 
teaching us about the F.B.I., just as wrong as those TV fantasies about Eliot Ness. In reality, 
today’s federal cops didn’t take their jobs with some noble thought of bringing evildoers to 
justice, but for the authority to push ordinary people around and the time to work on their tans at 
the beach. Did federal employees in the fifties have character and honor, or as a kid, was I sold a 
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bill of goods that I’m still trying to shake out of my head. One thing is certain, however, they 
don’t scare me anymore. 

Blackie came up with an idea for dealing with these federal fops. As a onetime 
bureaucrat himself, he knew what they didn’t like—work, which they only did to cover their 
butts. By starting a letter writing campaign of complaints, the F.B.I. would feel compelled to 
respond in some fashion to protect what fearsome symmetry it still commanded after its 911 
screw ups. In responding, these modern-day Max Sennett coppers might goof in their haste to 
get it done as quickly as possible so they could get to the beach. Any mistake might provide 
some useful information. As Blackie said, “The more you are a pest, the better it is for you, 
especially since you sure have been getting screwed over by the good old U.S.A.” I couldn’t 
argue with that, and being a pest should come natural to me. 

The first letter went to the New York F.B.I.’s Mike Byrnes in the Russian Organized 
Crime Unit. The letter recounted our telephone conversations from two weeks previously when 
as soon as Byrnes got someone out of his office so he could speak freely, he asked for more 
information on some of the allegations in my RICO Complaint. My cover reason for sending the 
letter was to remind Byrnes that he had not yet notified me of the topics in the Complaint in 
which he was interested. 

The next letter went to the F.B.I. Director in Washington, D.C. with the opening, “I want 
to know why the local office of the F.B.I. is interfering with my investigation of the facts in a 
civil RICO case presently in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York?” I 
had no respect for or fear of these knaves and tried to show it. The Director, probably an honest 
and competent man, would never see the letter, but some cowardly bureaucrat in his office 
would. By emphasizing that the defendants included Chechen Islamic mafiosi and Russian 
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gangsters, even a Feminazi bureaucrat would have to take some action just to protect her rear and 
the F.B.I.’s. To put a little heat on Babler, I pointed out that he had talked with me alone; took 
company time to read my 91 page Complaint; admitted the routine inquiry of Anastasia’s father 
turned into an investigation—F.B.I. policy is to avoid confirming or denying any investigations; 
and provided legal advice to Zahnow and Anastasia that Zahnow file a harassment complaint 
against me with the local police. Into the mix, I threw that the F.B.I. office’s acting supervisor 
never called me back as promised—for what that was worth. 

The letter to the Director listed the incident as one in a series of “bizarre” responses by 
the F.B.I. concerning the events in my RICO case and set forth the others as John Madison- 
Pierre’s threatening telephone calls. In closing, my letter stated, “I want to know why the FBI is 
protecting two Russian alien defendants who ran and apparently still run an international 
prostitution ring centered in Krasnodar, Russia. I am taking this route of contacting you before I 
decide whether it is necessary to take up the District Court’s time with a motion for a preliminary 
injunction against the F.B.I.” Somewhat gleefully I thought, let’s see how those guys like having 
the threat of Government power turned on them. Bureaucrats, as with lawyers and prostitutes, 
always become irate when someone does to them what they do to others. 

Next came a letter to Vadim Thomas. He was the New York F.B.I. Special Agent whose 
family came from the Caucuses in Southern Russia, the same general area as the Commie Ho. 

He and Mario Pisano had met with me in February 2002 at F.B.I. headquarters in New York City 
and later determined the type of narcotics the Commie Ho brought into the country and identified 
the guy using the pseudonyms John Madison and John Pierre in the threatening calls. My letter 
recounted, “unfortunately the F.B.I. did not have a two speed tape player, so the unknown man 
making the threats sounded more like Mickey Mouse than an associate of Flash Dancers, which 
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you [Thomas] suggested he probably was.” The purpose was to not only mock the New York 
F.B.I. to its bureaucratic face, but to get on the record that Thomas suggested the goon worked at 
Flash Dancers. The letter requested from Thomas the test results on the substance and the name 
and business address of the man they tracked down. He was not going to give me either, but his 
denial could be added to the record. 

In early September 2003, F.B.I. Special Agent Byrnes left me a voicemail message in 
response to my letter. He asked that I call him, so he could tell me the areas of the RICO 
Complaint about which he wanted more information. These coppers, just like hoods, never put 
anything in writing. Is it sloth or are they trying to hide something? Well, I didn’t trust any 
government employee to tell the truth, so I either taped them or created a written record. My 
letter in response offered to provide information he wanted in return for information that I 
needed: the laboratory report on the substance I gave the F.B.I. and the identity of the 
threatening caller John Madison-Pierre. Since the F.B.I. decided not to investigate any of the 
threats my letter argued, “I do not understand why [the F.B.I.] will not release the information 
concerning the identity of the man who made the three threatening calls. Given special agent 
Mario Pisano’s statement that the F.B.I. would not even interview the man because of what he 
might do to me, and Pisano’s added precautions not to open my door to anyone I don’t know and 
to be careful when out in the public, I understand that the FBI does not want to bother with the 
safety of a tax-paying US citizen—fine. But that is no reason to thwart my efforts to protect 
myself. I am still fearful for my life, which causes me to periodically change my living pattern 
and, in accordance with Pisano’s advice, take extra precautions when outside of my apartment.” 
That last sentence was baloney, but I was trying to put Byrnes on the bureaucratic spot that if 
something did happen to me, the press might come looking for him and others in the F.B.I. to 
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answer why they did nothing to protect a U.S. citizen. With this letter, I started putting down 
Jeff as receiving a copy. I figured that having two lawyers involved would reduce the chances of 
the F.B.I. doing something stupid again and make them realize I was not just a lone flake they 
could ignore. 

By mid-September, Byrnes responded to the letter with another voicemail asking me to 
call him, but I was busy at the time on other matters, so I let it ride. A week later he leaves 
another message telling me it was okay that I did not promptly return his earlier telephone call 
because I might have been on vacation. That ticked me off. Who did these Club Fed indolent 
boors think they were? Citizens don’t need an excuse or permission not to return calls from the 
F.B.I.—we pay their salaries. This arrogant commissar would have to wait. 

Near the end of September, Byrnes finally reached me, by telephone, to say the F.B.I. 
could not release any information about the laboratory results or the man making the threats. He 
used the Privacy Act as the reason for not giving me the information. What kind of privacy 
rights the substance that I gave to the F.B.I. to test had—left me at a lost. Nor could I understand 
how the claim of privacy could protect the identity of a hoodlum that intentionally called my 
telephone number to threaten me on behalf of an illegal alien prostitute. By the F.B.I.’s 
reasoning, if an al Qaeda operative in America telephones the President and threatens him, the 
President can’t find out who made the call because privacy rights protect the caller. The F.B.I.’s 
rationale was not only stupid, but also a he, and, unfortunately, a typical example of how law 
enforcement agencies now work in America. When the average citizen requests help, he can 
expect law enforcement agencies to misapply Congressional Acts and U.S. Supreme Court 
decisions meant to protect that citizen by twisting those laws and decisions to protect criminals 
or the rich or the powerful or illegal aliens or broads or the agencies themselves. 
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After refusing to help me, Byrnes, in true bureaucratic fashion, requested that I help the 
F.B.I. by providing it with information to continue its investigation. That last word 
“investigation” was important because now I could tell the District Court the F.B.I. was 
investigating some of my RICO Complaint’s allegations, which immediately made them more 
believable to a judge unschooled in the workings of the Russian mafia. It also told me there was 
more going on in the F.B.I. than I knew. Byrnes wanted to know about the bribing of INS 
employees to obtain prostitutes visas. Byrnes got some of the infonnation as a return favor for 
confirming an ongoing investigation by the F.B.I. Never heard from Byrnes again and didn’t 
expect to. 

Three weeks after sending the letter to Special Agent Vadim Thomas, I mailed him a 
reminder setting a deadline of October 10, 2003 for a reply or I would contact a supervisor or the 
inspector general. Private citizens can play the bureaucracy threat game too. A couple of 
reminders also went to the F.B.I. Director that I had not received any response to my complaint 
about Special Agent Babler. Inundate the bureaucrats with paper and they’ll screw up 
somewhere. And they did, in one of only two written replies I received from the F.B.I. The 
Bureau obviously has a good reason after all for not putting anything down on paper. 

The useful F.B.I. letter came in response to my complaint to the Director about Special 
Agent Babler. The Acting Chief of the F.B.I. Investigative Law Unit wrote that the unit 
conducted an inquiry into the events by interviewing “cognizant personnel in the F.B.I. office.” 
Good, that meant Babler, and it should teach him a lesson to stay off my back when I return for 
more investigating if my case reaches discovery. The Investigative Unit concluded it was 
satisfied that Babler “acted appropriately in his contacts with the parties in [my] complaint and 
did not, in any manner, interfere with [my] investigation.” The part of claiming no interference 
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with my case was expected but not the confirmation of Babler having contact with “the parties in 
[my] complaint” while I was out there, which meant Anastasia. I had assumed Babler would just 
deny it, but he didn’t. 

The letter’s next paragraph was even better: “Specifically, the agent made it clear to all 
parties who contacted him that the F.B.I. had no interest in the matters alleged in [my] civil 
Complaint and that he could not advise them as to how to respond or proceed.” The “all parties” 
phrase indicated to me that Babler talked with both Anastasia and Zahnow while the “no 
interest” part created the false image that the F.B.I. was not involved. If “no interest” then why 
did Babler read the RICO Complaint and keep it on his desk in connection with the 
“investigation” he referred to when refusing to give me the name of Anastasia’s father. 

The really good part, however, was: “The only exception was the agent’s advice to one 
party to contact the police because that person had alleged that you were harassing her.” Great, 
the F.B.I. confirmed that Babler told Zahnow or Anastasia, probably both in a conference call, 
that Zahnow should file a harassment complaint against me. The letter shows Babler knew an 
attorney was doing what attorneys do when investigating a civil case but went ahead anyway and 
advised a defendant or a potential witness, or both, in that case to frighten off the investigating 
attorney by falsely claiming aggravated harassment. Babler, Anastasia and Zahnow’s conduct 
looks an awful lot like a conspiracy to cover-up something. That appearance of a conspiracy to 
interfere in a Federal proceeding opens up a legitimate avenue for discovery as to why Babler 
gave such advice; what are his connections with Anastasia, Zahnow and the fashion store; what’s 
his interest in the RICO case; and why the investigation into Anastasia’s father? The F.B.I., 
however, may refuse to release any information about the investigation into the father for the 
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reason that it’s ongoing. In which event, I’ll try to go through the G.R.U. guys in Russia to find 
out what the F.B.I. is doing with respect to the Vasilyevas. 

The F.B.I. letter in closing added that Babler’s refusal to give me the first name of 
Anastasia’s father was required by the Privacy Act. So why didn’t he say so, rather than using 
the ongoing investigation reason? No, I wasn’t buying; the FBI was just trying to cover-up 
Babler’s slip of referring to its investigation that involved the Vasilyevas. So in the end, thanks 
to the F.B.I., and assuming my RICO case makes it to discovery, I’ll have a decent chance to 
subpoena some F.B.I. records and question Babler under oath. This letter from the F.B.I. is an 
excellent example of why its employees usually don’t respond in writing—they’re not sharp 
enough. 

Having obtained some useful information from the F.B.I. Investigative Unit, I tried again. 
This time requesting that Babler be reprimanded, which would never happen, but that was just 
my cover for what I really wanted to know: whether Anastasia or Zahnow or both were told by 
Babler to contact the police and was it normal F.B.I. procedure to investigate visitors from 
Russia? This time the Investigative Unit wised up by telling me to make a request under the 
Freedom of Information Act for the answers to any questions. Knowing that with law 
enforcement agencies, such was a waste of time, I didn’t bother. The relationship between 
totalitarian governments and the people they rule is always an adversarial one, apparently the 
same is true today in America. 

In order to lay the basis for using the District Court’s power to probe the F.B.I.’s 
activities, I made a motion to supplement my Complaint by adding Zahnow as a defendant and 
accusing her and Anastasia of conspiring and tampering with a witness, victim and informant in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1512. The law forbids harassing a witness, victim or infonnant, in this 
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case me the plaintiff, in order to hinder him from providing information to a judge concerning 
the commission of a Federal offense. The whole reason behind getting the cops to threaten me 
with arrest was to keep me from digging up more infonnation on the Vasilyevas’ committing 
federal crimes. In my description for the Court about what happened, F.B.I. Special Agent 
Babler played a prominent role, but I didn’t include him as a defendant because my intuition told 
me otherwise. Federal judges tend to view citizens who sue Federal Government bureaucrats as 
enemies and throw such cases out of court. The judges, bureaucrats themselves, also fear setting 
a precedence that might include them in such lawsuits. Besides, keeping Babler out might avoid 
my running into the “attorney work product rule.” If Babler were a defendant, the F.B.I. could 
argue that the interview notes from its inquiry fell within the “attorney work product rule”; 
therefore, I couldn’t get near them. 

The only outstanding items from the “Make Myself a Pest” campaign against the F.B.I. 
were replies from my letters to Special Agent Vadim Thomas. In an effort to turn up the 
pressure on Thomas, I telephoned the New York City F.B.I. Operations Division and complained 
about Thomas and Mario Pisano’s conduct in handling the threats by John Madison-Pierre and 
not telling me the test results for the substance I gave them. The F.B.I.’s Office of Professional 
Responsibility, an oxymoron, eventually called me back. When I answered the telephone a 
broad said, “This is agent Lu Leiber from the F.B.I.’s Office of Professional Responsibility.” 

“Oh, what’s going on?” I asked in a surprised and wimpy fashion as a result of the lack of 
sleep. The moment the words left my mouth, I knew they were a mistake because the Feminazi 
on the other end would interpret them as meaning I was frightened by her position of authority. 
Whenever a broad thinks she has a man cowed, she’ll go for the throat immediately. Leiber did 
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just that. Immediately, I could hear in the affected nastiness of her voice the instantaneous 
incarnation of the authoritative, scolding female. I hit my record button to get this call on tape. 

“We received your complaint against Special Agents Pisano and Thomas and found no 
grounds for their doing anything improper. The FBI is under no obligation to give you the 
results of the substance tested or the identity of the man making the threats. As far as we are 
concern the matter is closed. Besides, you are calling in the year 2004 and these events took 
place in 2002.” Her voice dripped with princessly pomposity in her disdain for having to 
converse with an insignificant male peon. 

“No,” I angrily retorted, “You’re calling in the year 2004. I sent my letters requesting 
this information in 2003.” 

“They are not obligated, Mr. Hollander to respond.” 

“So maybe you will give me the site to the F.B.I. rules and regulations where it says they 
are not obligated?” 

Sounding as the scornful school matron in order to hide ignorance, she replied, “Mr. 
Hollander, any other issue?” 

“Actually, it’s Den Hollander that’s the whole last name.” A minor put down, but why 
not, she was a Feminazi who stole that job from a man, so any attack was justified. 

“Again, three answers, to provide you with the analysis results, we are not obligated to 
do, so that’s our first answer.” But it was confirmation on tape that the F.B.I. has laboratory 
results; therefore, the Court couldn’t deny a subpoena request based on finding the request was 
nothing more than a fishing expedition. 

She continued, “Number two the threat, and there was an investigation that was 
conducted by the agents.” 
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“Right and they found out who made the threat?” Just pumping her for information. 

“Yes they did.” Good, another confirmation on tape that will help me obtain a subpoena 
of F.B.I. records to finally track down this goon, assuming my case makes it to discovery. 

“We are not obligated to provide you with that information because the threat was not 
deemed to be life threatening or serious bodily harm.” How would she know? Imagine this 
bimbo’s reaction if the threats were made to her—call out the Marines, the Green Berets and 
Navy Seals! If there was no danger why did Pisano tell me to watch out in public? 

“Okay, and that’s it?” I asked. “I thought there was a third in here somewhere.” 

“No.” She said there were three just seconds ago. Maybe she dumbed herself down in 
kindergarten math to be more attractive to boys. 

“So how do I appeal this?” 

“It’s really not an issue of appeal. If you feel that you don’t want to accept this, well, the 
third issue...” Ah, there it is, she could count, but her memory was that of the typical vacuum- 
head bimbo. “I will tell you this. We are under no obligation to provide you with the results of 
an ongoing criminal investigation.” Thank you again, this time for confirming the F.B.I. was 
conducting an investigation, this one in New York City. Was its investigation connected to 
something larger? 

“What ongoing and criminal investigation is there?” I reached for her snatch but she 
blocked me. 

“Well if that’s what you were looking for, well that’s number three. We do appreciate 
people calling us and giving us information.” Now she sounded like an airplane stewardess from 
the 1970s. 
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I replied, “Well, there’s one American citizen who will never call you guys with 
information again; that’s for sure. But I still don’t understand why you even brought up the fact 
of an ongoing criminal investigation. The guys tested the substance, they found out who the guy 
was that made the threats and they did nothing. Pisano told me they weren’t going to do 
anything.” 

“I’m not in a position to comment on that, I cannot comment on that. If you feel that 
you’re not satisfied with this, you can certainly write to our legal department here in New York.” 

“Okay, I really didn’t expect you guys to do anything about my complaint being the 
Federal Government.” 

“Well, you know, Mr. Hollander...” I guess she forgot my whole last name, probably the 
vacuum tube in her head blinking out. “I’m actually calling as a courtesy, as a courtesy, I am 
calling you to explain...” 

Now I got angry and cut her off, “Courtesy! Courtesy! Wait a minute, wait a minute! 

You people work for me and all the other citizens of this country.” 

She mounted her authoritarian horse again. These broads always want to be on top. “I 
don’t work for you Mr. Hollander, I work for President Bush!” 

So I knocked her off, “You work for the citizens of this country! And you know for 
whom President Bush works? He works for the citizens, or should.” 

“This conversation will go no further.” She said in resignation. 

I was on a roll. “The courtesy here is that I’m listening to you.” 

“Mr. Hollander, I appreciate the information.” Ah, sarcasm. 

“The courtesy is that I am listening to a nasty government agent telling me that they’re 
not going to help a citizen of the United States.” 
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“I’m not being nasty with you. I’m trying to explain to you.” We were now sounding 
like a bickering couple. I wonder what she looks like—no I’m not going there, she’s a Feminazi. 

“Yes you are... I understand it when you start saying in that tone of voice this is a 
courtesy call...” 

“No I am not, but Mr. Hollander, please, I don’t work for you, and I’m sorry if you feel 
otherwise.” 

“No, but you work for the citizens of the United States of which I am one.” Now I was 
enjoying antagonizing her. 

“No, I don’t work for you okay, is there anything further you would like to say, okay?” 

“You don’t work for the citizens of the United States?” I asked, badgering her some 

more. 

“Is there anything further that you would like to say?” She ignored it. 

“Of which I am one?” I continued. 

“Is there anything further that I can help you with?” 

“No, obviously not.” 

“Thank you for your help,” she ended as we said out goodbyes. 

The call provided me with confirmations on tape that the F.B.I. knew who threatened me, 
knew the substance the Commie Ho smuggled into the country and had an on going investigation 
in New York—not bad. It also, hopefully, ruined Miss Leiber’s day. Shortly after hanging up, it 
struck me that John Madison-Pierre, who threatened me three times, also referred to his calls as 
“courtesy calls.” At the time of the threats, that term sounded strange to me because I had never 
heard it before concerning telephone calls, so I filed it away with all the other puzzle pieces 
waiting to fit. But now, this F.B.I. agent used it, a number of times. Maybe it’s lingo unique to 
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the F.B.I. or federal coppers in general. Perhaps the goon who made the three threats was an 
F.B.I. agent, and dismissed that idea as too much television. But, now I wasn’t so sure. It would 
explain the F.B.I.’s refusal to tell me his name and Pisano trying to scare me off, but where’s the 
motive? All of those threats came over a year before I filed the RICO case, and two of them 
before I ever talked to the F.B.I. But they did occur after a New York City INS agent told an 
Assistant U.S. Attorney in 2001 that the INS was still checking the organized crime connections 
of the Commie Ho. 

When I heard that back then, I couldn’t figure out why the INS agent had mentioned 
mafia connections. My original complaint in March 2001 to the New York City INS didn’t 
mention any gangsters because I didn’t think any were involved at the time, but now I knew 
different. Did the Commie Ho and her Russian and Chechen mob associates have sufficient 
influence in any federal law enforcement to have an agent threaten me? The Russian and 
Chechen mobs had a lot of money and plenty of influential contacts. Or was INS, F.B.I., 
Customs or D.E.A. behind the threats so that I wouldn’t interfere with one of their investigations 
already under way in 2001? Then again, maybe none of the above was true? Right now all I 
saw was another shape in the fog that would clear some day, assuming I was around to notice. 

Once Upon a Time 

As another summer of discontent ended in late September 2003,1 made another try to 
interest the media in my RICO case. This time contacting another guy whom I had first met in 
the 1970s while working at WNEW TV News, Bob Iger. Back then, Bob was starting his way 
up the corporate ladder at ABC Wide World of Sports and eloped with a very straight-laced, 
preppy lady with whom I worked, Susan. Her spur of the moment marriage surprised everyone 
in the newsroom, so I nicknamed her Suzy Cream Cheese after a song by Frank Zappa. Bob and 
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Susan were smart, decent people and we became, if not friends, very good acquaintances. Cream 
Cheese once lent me one of Bob’s books that they thought might enlighten my dead-end nature. 

A Fan ’s Notes by Frederick Exley juxtaposes the author’s real and partly imagined life 
with that of a fellow student of Exley’s from the University of Southern California: Fra nk 
Gifford, the New York Giants’ great football running back and receiver. Gifford was one of my 
heroes. As a kid, I watched him play on TV every other weekend. There were Giants in those 
days and none with more guts than he. When Gifford joined the team in the early 1950s, he ran 
faster than anyone else in the league and played both offense and defense when other players, as 
now, stayed with one or the other. With time his speed began to fade, so he relied on his smarts. 
In 1960, he got blindsided during a passing play and suffered a severe head injury that forced 
him into retirement. But in 1962, he came back as a flanker to make one unbelievable catch after 
another as the Giants made it to the NFL championship game two years running. He retired for 
the last time in 1964 and went into broadcasting TV Sports. 

In 1980,1 actually met him on a story I was producing for my employer at the time 
WABC TV Eyewitness News where Gifford had previously worked. After a short interview for 
the camera, I asked him for his autograph, babbling about those great catches he made of the 
bombs Y.A. Tittle threw. Apparently, it had been sometime since a fan complimented him on 
his football achievements since his wife remarked, “I don’t believe this!” But Gifford seemed 
pleased that someone remembered. I still have his autograph, the only autograph of any 
successful person I ever wanted. 

A Fan’s Notes seemed written for me, since Exley couldn’t do anything right either, 
bouncing from one useless experience to another like a pinball. In one episode Exley meets a tall 
beautiful blonde, the girl he always dreamed of but never got because he didn’t have the glory or 
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fortune of a Frank Gifford. But on this occasion, for some unknown reason, the tall blonde 
beauty goes for Exley. Unfortunately or maybe fortunately, his anxiety prevents him from 
consummating the relationship, so she vanishes to fine someone else. If only that had happened 
to me with the Commie Ho, but no, I was even unluckier than Exley. 

After reading the book, I returned it to Bob and Cream Cheese and thanked them for their 
attempt to help, but my life didn’t change. It’s unlikely that people with a bad upbringing can 
really change their lives. Lots of folk disagree, and many are decent people like Bob and Cream 
Cheese who try to help with a little advice. The three of us kept in touch into the 1990s and then, 
as with many American couples, Bob and Cream Cheese divorced. Cream Cheese started buying 
into the Feminazi propaganda that husbands should sacrifice their careers to make the wife’s role 
easier by shouldering much of the family burden evolutionarily slated for women. Cream 
Cheese went to work for a video production company and Bob became Chief Executive Officer 
for Walt Disney, which owned the American Broadcasting Company for which I had once 
worked. So, I sent Bob a synopsis of the RICO case billing it as “Frederick Exley in Russia” and 
suggested that Disney’s subsidiary ABC News might be interested. Never heard back. 

In another effort to interest the media, I contacted a guy who had written articles on the 
Russian mafia while working for the American Bar Association’s Organized Crime and 
Corruption Project on Russia. He now worked in the Chief of Staff Office for the Department of 
Homeland Security, but no longer wrote articles about the Russian mob or had any up to date 
information that might help my case. Too bad, his insight into the Russian mafia was the most 
accurate I ever came across: 

“The Russian mafia differs from the Italian mafia as the latter has been portrayed in The 
Godfather and other movies. In some respects the Russian mafia is even more frightening 
because it represents a virtual, if not actual, partnership between Government officials and 
criminals. Many believe that this corrupt influence reaches to the highest levels of the Russian 
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Government, a belief for which there is ample precedent. Throughout the Soviet era, the 
Communist Party was largely seen as the most powerful of all criminal organizations in the 
world. The Party controlled not just one aspect of an illicit economy but the entirety of a nation 
and its resources. 

“During the Soviet era, the mafia and government officials fonned partnerships that 
controlled the lucrative ‘black’ and ‘grey’ markets of the Soviet Union. Nonetheless, communist 
authorities themselves took second place to no one in criminal behavior. Russians first began to 
use the word ‘mafia’ in the 1970s to describe the large networks of corruption lurking inside 
regional and central government ministries. Regional party chiefs became their own regional 
chieftains, feudal overlords of vast criminal networks. The Government and the mafia became 
one. 


“The Russian mafia is distinctively menacing in light of its close connections with key 
sections of the government bureaucracy. While it is true that as the Communist Party faded from 
power, more conventional organized criminal structures emerged, these connections persist. 

“The Russian mafia also represents an attitude, not merely an organization. This attitude, 
developed during the years of Communist Party rule, is rooted in the belief, held by many 
government officials to this day, that if something is not nailed down or something is placed 
within their power, they can treat it as their own property. These fonner Communist 
apparatchiks are not averse to taking, selling, or auctioning off to the highest bidder any thing, or 
authority, entrusted to them. Corrupt former Communist, and now Russian, officials have sold 
secret military hardware to the U.S., indicating that if the price is right, even treason is not an 
impediment to a lucrative deal.” Scott P. Boylan, Organized Crime and Corruption in Russia , 
Vol. 19, Fordham Int’l L.J., 1999,2013 (1996). 

Scott did, however, refer me to an attorney and visiting scholar at Harvard University 
who also wrote articles on the Russian mafia and had actually prosecuted some Russian 
gangsters. The Harvard scholar didn’t have any up coming articles planned in which he might 
use my RICO case, but he did know how the Russian mob operated and tentatively agreed to 
testify as an expert in order to educate a jury on the workings of Russian organized crime, if my 
case made it to trial. He also suggested I check out the F.B.I. Law Enforcement Bulletin for 
information on the Russian mafia that might help my case. 

The Bulletin contained lots of infonnation that provided background support for my 
allegations, which surprised me given the F.B.I.’s general uselessness. The Bulletin described 
the Russian mafia’s international enterprises as made up of numerous ethnic groups, including 
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Chechens, and comprised of amorphous gangs that act autonomously or have loose ties to 
regional, national or international criminal networks. The Russian mob is not a monolithic 
institution like La Cosa Nostra with traditional membership rules and codes of honor and respect. 
The skills and absence of moral principles of Russian criminals pose an exceptional threat to 
society, both in the U.S. and abroad. The F.B.I. estimated that about 80 major Russian organized 
criminal groups engage in prostitution, extortion, drug trafficking and fraud schemes and these 
groups use many financial institutions and businesses throughout the world for money 
laundering. 

The first wave of Russian Mafiosi came to America in the 1970s as a result of detente, 
but it was the second wave following the fall of the Soviet Union in the 1990s that brought most 
of the professional Russian criminals to the U.S. According to former FBI director Louis Freeh, 
“When freedom was established in Russia, it helped spread the existing criminal network to 
expand abroad.” The Russians fonned gangs, some of which affiliated with other domestic and 
foreign-based organized groups. These gangs are large, well-connected and well-financed and 
may represent the greatest threat for law enforcement in the U.S. The Russian mob in America 
is allied with La Costa Nostra in crimes of prostitution, extortion and fraud, including in the 
stock market (as though Wall Street Bankers need any help in that area). Its Miami operations 
work with Columbian drug lords to ship cocaine to Russia in return for Russian military aircraft 
and weapons while a partnership with Turkish criminals smuggles drugs from the Near East to 
America. Russia’s M.V.D. estimates that over 100 Russian mafia gangs are active in at least 50 
countries fed by the lifeblood for the Russian mob: money laundering. 

A report by William H. Webster, former F.B.I. chief warned, “The Russian Federation 
itself is likely to become a full-blown criminal-syndicalist state. In many respects, such a state 
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already exists in Russia with corrupt officials at all levels throughout the government, successful 
full-time criminals, and businessmen for whom Russian and Western laws are simply obstacles 
to overcome. Even at the lowest level of the Russian mob, the strong shared interest in self- 
enrichment, survival and power prevent normal interaction with those outside it. How then can 
the U.S. hope to build enduring relationships in matters of international cooperation, economics 
and security with representatives of such a criminal state?” 

According to the Webster report, Russian gangs or krishas usually include a financial 
institution for laundering and investing the profits, government officials for protection from other 
officials belonging to different gangs and for escaping enforcement of government laws against a 
gang’s operations, and an anned force—a private militia. “Membership in a krisha carries a 
price: a share of profits or payoff in services by a company or individual to the krisha. In return, 
individuals and businesses receive services that ensure personal security, defense from attack and 
shakedown by another krisha, handling of payoffs and deals, intimidation of real or potential 
enemies and competitors and other help. A krisha is not only a criminal entity that intimidates, 
beats or murders, but can also be governmental, able to deploy force for criminal ends. A krisha 
can manipulate the law and bureaucracy in an individual or business’ favor—or against it.” 

Perhaps what I was up against was a U.S.-Russian krisha. Anyway, if the FBI knows all 
this, why is it not only refusing to help but actually hindering my efforts? 

My review of the F.B.I. Bulletin led me to the book Red Mafiya: How the Russian Mob 
Has Invaded America by investigative reporter Robert I. Friedman. According to his book, the 
Russian mob runs gaudy strip clubs in America where girls dance without clothes and are 
generally available for prostitution—sounded familiar. The mob traffics in heroin and has even 
corrupted some NHF hockey clubs. The Russian mafia virtually controls Russia and has spread 
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to every comer of the U.S., infiltrating ba nk s and brokerage firms. American law enforcement 
agencies were just waking up to the threat posed by Russian organized crime but may not be able 
to control it. Many, Russians don’t come here to enjoy the American dream but to steal it. 
Friedman concluded, the Russian criminal empire stretches around the world and poses an 
enonnous threat to global stability and safety. 

Friedman appeared to be my best chance of interesting a reporter in my story, but, 
unfortunately, he was dead. Not at the hands of the Russian mafia, but his belief in Feminazi 
propaganda. While working on a story of alleged female oppression in India he contracted a 
disease that killed him. 

Bend Me, Shape Me 

The American defendants that responded to my Complaint didn’t want the case to go any 
further than it already had, so they joined together in filing a joint motion to dismiss that 
included a 66 page memorandum of falsehoods, half-truths and omissions along with 16 exhibits, 
mostly irrelevant. In Federal court, a motion to dismiss asks a judge to throw out the plaintiffs 
complaint. The motion comes at the very beginning of the proceeding before the discovery of 
evidence, witness testimony or hearings on what actually happened that gave rise to a complaint. 
The purpose of motions to dismiss are to eliminate those cases in which assuming everything the 
plaintiff says in the complaint is true, there aren’t any laws that can do anything to help him 
recover damages for the hann he may have suffered. 

In an effort to allow society to function, conduct that some may find offensive is just not 
covered under the law. For instance, a guy uses the word “girl” instead of “woman,” there’s 
nothing a broad can legally do because the law does not cater to overly sensitive people. When 
courts assume what the plaintiff says is true, that doesn’t mean they accept statements that hold 
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no credibility in reality, such as “politicians tell the truth.” In order to determine whether 
statements in a complaint are so absurd that they shouldn’t be considered true, the courts can 
look to knowledge commonly held by people in the community, including newspaper articles, 
even the New York Times unfortunately, or to certain documents used by the plaintiff in drafting 
his complaint. (Since my 2003 RICO case, the Supreme Court has heightened the requirements 
for a complaint by requiring that what it alleges falls somewhere between possible and probable.) 

From the defendants’ opening salvo and through all their papers filed over a period of 
nearly a year, the attorneys for the American defendants and eventually a defendant in Cyprus, 
the Bank of Cyprus, used the prevalent lawyer tactics that have made the court system in 
America a joke for detennining the truth. 

The opposing lawyers, led by Bradley Dubin, rolled out their litigation of personal 
destruction under the assumption that character assassination really works: demean, demonize, 
denigrate, and “dis” the plaintiff in order to distract from the legal issues by making the plaintiff 
the issue. They accused me of setting out on a “relentless course of harassment” against my ex- 
wife and anyone who helped her “without regard for ethics or even common decency.” This 
familiar Feminazi lament was aimed at emotionally turning against me any shrew or 
hennaphrodite clerks working for the Chief Judge and to use the current political climate in 
America to pressure the Chief Judge into ruling against a man in a dispute that involved a female 
as a key defendant. 

Today’s male judges often err on the side of less or no rights for men so as to avoid the 
Feminazis labeling them “male-chauvinists,” the equivalent of being marked a commie in the 
1950s. The defendants also depicted me as emotionally disturbed by calling the Complaint the 
product of “a delusional, imaginary tale of fantasy”—a little redundant that and somewhat of an 
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overreaction. But the defendants meant to not only bias and apply “politically correct” pressure 
to the District Court, but to intimidate me with the specter of Feminazi wrath and insinuations of 
mental problems. Such tactics often succeed in modem-day America, but unlike these half-men, 
defense lawyers, broads don’t scare me and calling me nuts only brings a smile to my face. In an 
insane society, a person needs to be crazy to be sane. 

The defense lawyers used other tactics typically resorted to by honor-less members of the 

Bar: 

Tell enough falsehoods and half-truths, omit what the defense lawyer doesn’t like and 
misrepresent the rest. 

Overload the Court with exhibits and so-called facts so that in its rush to wade through all 
the material it will miss an attorney’s intentional deceptions. 

Misquote and selectively edit statements by other courts and the plaintiff in order to twist 
the accusations and the law to fit an attorney’s falsehoods. 

The attorneys arrayed against me did all that and more. They loaded up their 
memorandum with snide remarks in an effort to spew forth so much social opprobrium that I 
would decide it not worth lighting for my rights. Such a technique often works with plaintiffs 
who don’t expect their character to come under constant assault in a case in which their character 
is not an issue. Little did these goofs know that by this stage of my life I was now immune to 
such sophomoric name-calling. 

The defense even tried to avoid the key question on a motion to dismiss by claiming the 
Complaint didn’t “prove” my case, but complaints aren’t suppose to prove a case, just tell the 
defendants of what they are accused. A complaint’s purpose is not to prove, at least according to 
the U.S. Supreme Court. Hickman v. Taylor, 329 U.S. 495, 500-01, 91 L.Ed. 451, 67 S.Ct. 385 
(1947). The proof comes further down the road, after the plaintiff and defendants have the 
opportunity to use various court procedures to gather evidence, that’s called discovery. When a 
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person files a complaint, he doesn’t walk into court with stacks of evidence ready to go to trial 
because in order to obtain most evidence requires a court telling the defendants, or plaintiff, to 
hand over documents or testify at depositions. For example, if an SUV swerves across the 
median of a road and hits a car sending the car’s driver to the hospital, the driver or his insurance 
company is going to sue. In order to determine whether the SUV hit the car because the female 
driver was fixing her makeup, talking on her cell phone, had drank too much, or the SUV’s 
stirring wheel locked, or a pot hole punctured one of the wheels or other something else 
happened that caused the accident requires a court to make the female driver, seller of the car or 
city provide information to the plaintiff because neither will hand it over voluntarily. That’s the 
proof that discovery produces. 

It took me three months in the law library, the entire fall of 2003, to compose a 147-page 
memorandum in order to counter the defense attorneys’ lies and omissions and debunk their 
deceit filled arguments and implications. My opposition memorandum included a handful of 
exhibits on procedural matters except for one that contained copies of a website on which 
Mundy’s law firm advertised immigration and domestic relations legal services. On the same 
web page as Mundy’s firm, an agency marketed Russian girls for marriage—nice fit of services. 
Here was one website where an American man could pick his ho of choice and use Mundy’s firm 
to get her into the country—such Russian efficiency. Also included were lots of photos from 
that site of pretty young Russian girls, some scantily clad, because I knew Mundy and Petrovich 
would like that. As soon as their lawyer and lead counsel for the defendants, Dubin, received my 
response, Mundy took his firm’s ad off the website. 

The time I had to spend on opposing the defendants’ motion illustrates another of their 
tactics: make numerous lies that either require me to use up lots of time refuting or risk the 
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District Court believing them. It’s always more time consuming to counter a lie then to make 
one. Again, this tactic of lawyers often works because plaintiffs don’t want to spend lots of 
money on their attorney. But I’m a lawyer, so I didn’t have that expense, although the defense 
figured the time I would have to put in would drastically cut my income, and, like Russians, 
lawyers can only understand money. So to them, creating a situation that required me to spend 
lots of time responding to their lies would, under their value system, deter my effectiveness 
because I wouldn’t take the pay cut. They didn’t realize, however, that I was in this to my last 
dollar or last breath, whichever came first. Some people will do anything for money; others will 
do anything for justice. 

In the defendants’ motion to dismiss, the lawyers tried time and again to trick the District 
Court by claiming a case said something it didn’t. They even used selectively edited quotes or 
failed to mention a qualifying sentence in manufacturing the law to support their positions. It’s 
an effective tactic when using a large number of cases, such as over 100 as they did. To 
accurately understand what a case says requires reading it in its entirety. Judges and their clerks 
don’t have that kind of time to check the veracity of what lawyers claim for a case, and the 
defense attorneys used that failing of the judicial system to mislead the District Court. So I read 
the cases and pointed out the defense attorneys’ duplicitous version of the law over and over for 
the Court. 

Another nifty trick used by the defense attorneys as I told the District Court was that 
“They do not refer to any paragraphs or page numbers in the exhibits they talk about. That leads 
to wasting a busy court’s time by requiring it to search through the defense’s exhibits in order to 
check the accuracy of their characterizations of parts of those documents. Perhaps, these lawyers 
wish the Court to accept their edited version of documents on faith.” 
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The attorneys for the defendants in America also took allegations in the Complaint out of 
context, misquoted some and simply ignored others to support their objection that the 
accusations against their clients didn’t provide enough information. The defense lawyers, 
however, filed so many exhibits, allegations and pages of detailed and intentionally misleading 
arguments in response to the Complaint that their argument of not having enough information 
looked ludicrous. They clearly understood what I was accusing their clients of doing, and that is 
all a complaint needed to do back then. But once again, the heart of this tactic was to play on the 
District Court not having enough time to check whether the Complaint provided the information 
the lawyers claimed was lacking. So I provided the District Court a listing of the pertinent 
paragraphs in the Complaint ignored by the defense lawyers, an accurate quoting for those 
misquoted and established the appropriate context for others in order to fill in the phony 
information gap the defense tried to create. 

When the defense attorneys weren’t omitting or misstating my allegations, they were 
calling them “outlandish, extremely broad and fantastic” or “outlandish, incredible and far¬ 
fetched.” They used the word “outlandish” a lot to try to convince the District Court that my 
Complaint described a reality that couldn’t possibly exist; therefore, the Chief Judge shouldn’t 
assume my allegations true as generally required in deciding a motion to dismiss. For example, 
the defense lawyers called my allegation of the global reach of the Russian mafia a delusional 
fiction that read like a Tom Clancy novel. In response, I requested the District Court to take 
judicial notice, which it could in a motion to dismiss, of a public statement made by a former 
Director of the C.I.A. John Deutsch said before Congress, “Russia’s criminal groups reach 
across international borders, including our own ... [and] have the potential to support terrorism, 
and contribute to the proliferation of materials, technology and weapons of mass destruction.” 


196 



As I told the Court, “While the last part of this quote concerns the Tom Clancy novel The Sum of 
All Fears, [my] Complaint does not deal with nuclear weapons of mass destruction, just the more 
mundane, run of the mill Russian criminal operations in America, such as money laundering, 
illegal money transactions, prostitution, narcotics trafficking, extortion and fraud that are often 
carried out in cooperation with La Cosa Nostra.” 

To further counter the defense lawyers’ dismissal of that mob’s globalization, I used a 
law review article by Scott Boylan from the Department of Homeland Security. “Not only does 
the Russian Mafia kill and steal in Russia, it does so in the United States as well. Mafia 
members are involved in theft, extortion, money-laundering, gun-trafficking, drug running, 
prostitution, smuggling, loan sharking, contract killing and more. The U.S. Department of 
Justice has established task forces to deal with the Russian Mafia in New York, Los Angeles, and 
Miami.” In addition, an article by investigative reporter Friedman in the November 7, 1994 N. 

Y. Magazine stated that by 1994, the Russian mob had more than 300 members in the New York 
area alone, making it larger than the Bonanno, Colombo, or Lucchese crime families. Further, 
Friedman’s RedMafiya book warned, “Blending financial sophistication with bone-crunching 
violence, the Russian mob has become the FBI’s most formidable criminal adversary, creating an 
international criminal colossus that had surpassed the Columbian cartels, the Japanese Yakuzas, 
the Chinese triads and the Italian mafia in wealth and weaponry. Presently, the U.S. and Russian 
Governments are cooperating in efforts to combat criminals operating in the United States and 
Russia. The FBI has assigned agents to the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, while U.S. Department of 
Justice prosecutors currently reside in Moscow.” 

If my allegations about the Russian mafia were imaginary, I argued to the Court, then 
why didn’t the F.B.I. save taxpayer dollars by closing down its Moscow office and its Russian 
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organized crime unit here in New York, which was looking into some of the allegations in my 
RICO Complaint. So much for the Russian mafia existing only in my imagination, which I wish 
it did. The defense lawyers were simply copying what mobsters always do: claim their 
organizations are as imaginary as the tooth fairy, but no one believes that line anymore—I 
hoped. 

Another response to the defense attorneys’ objection that my allegations were 
“outlandishness” was to tell the Court, “Well, of course they are because they describe the 
conduct of collaborators and members of the Russian mafia, which, to quote an American 
executive in Moscow, are ‘frigging unbelievable.’ The Complaint merely depicts the 
defendants’ deeds, and, if those had not been outlandish, then there would be no Complaint.” 

The defense lawyers in trying to convince the Court that the Russian mafia existed only 
in my delusional imagination also misrepresented the Complaint as stating the only connection 
among the defendants was that they came into contact with the Commie Ho. To which I replied, 
“If coming into ‘contact’ with her was the criteria for listing a person as a defendant, then it 
would be impossible to list them all for Shipilina has literally had thousands of customers who 
have ‘come into contact’ with her. She is, however, the thread that weaves through a section of 
the Russian mafia. The defendants are fellow travelers who committed crimes in order to get her 
into the U.S., keep her here and expand the activities of the Russian mafia to its and their benefit. 
In the Watergate scandal, reporters Woodward and Bernstein followed the money; here the 
plaintiff followed the trail of Shipilina. She is a mid-level manager and asset of the Russian 
mafia, who works with, works for, cooperates with or directs other members and abettors of the 
criminal enterprise. When I walked into the cross hairs of the Russian mob, Shipilina was the 
one dispatched by defendant Leo Perlin to sucker me into unknowingly helping the mob infiltrate 
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another of its members into the U.S. The only way I have been able to expose some of the 
workings of the defendants was by following the thread of Shipilina.” 

“A little common sense is needed to show the absurdity of the defendants’ objection that 
they are not connected. When I worked as an associate at Cravath, Swaine and Moore or as a 
political producer at WABC TV Eyewitness News, I never came into contact with every member 
or associate of those large organizations, but it was clear that we all shared the organization’s 
goals and worked for that end. On anyone case or story, I was at times the only connection 
among different members or associates of the organization, all of whom were working to make 
the organization succeed and providing varying degrees of assistance on that particular case or 
story. That’s how large organizations work. They muster together resources, which include 
people, to support the pursuit of numerous activities to achieve the organization’s goals. At any 
one time, Cravath, Swaine and Moore is working on dozens of cases, Eyewitness News on 
dozens of stories and the Russian mafia on dozens of targets. Looking at only one case, one 
story or one target will reveal only some of the organization’s members or associates and some 
of them will not even know each other, but they all share the common goal and accept the means 
for achieving it. Otherwise, they will be fired, or, as with the Russian mafia, worst. And no, I 
am not claiming Cravath or Eyewitness News as being RICO enterprises.” The disclaimer in the 
last sentence was necessary because when dealing with low-life lawyers who torture the plain 
meaning of sentences to serve their ends, I needed to stop them from verbally jumping up and 
down like monkeys vying for a banana claiming I was so delusional that I called those 
organizations RICO enterprises. 

The argument that the defendants were not connected also served as a ploy to maneuver 
the District Court into considering the allegations against each in isolation—switch the focus 
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from the forest to the individual tree, which would change the legal outcome. “The purpose of 
RICO is to reach organized crime groups. If defendants are permitted to narrow the focus to 
individual defendants in a vacuum, then there is no RICO statute. The cause of action is against 
the Russian mafia of which the defendants are part. Large organizations work through individual 
humans who make decisions within their sphere of responsibility and carry out tasks to get them 
accomplished. It is a one for all, all for one situation. And that is how the law treats RICO 
participants: joint and individually liable for harm caused by others in an organization or 
association. The U.S. Senate report on RICO stated: ‘What is needed here are new approaches 
that will deal not only with individuals, but also with the economic base through which those 
individuals constitute such a serious threat to the economic well-being of the Nation.’” The only 
way to take down a criminal organization is by holding everyone who exercises some power in 
running the operation liable. Without RICO, the law could only reach individual members or 
confederates, not the whole collective, which was what the defense lawyers wanted. 

“The Russian mafia consists of and acts through people, and no one victim, or customer, 
comes into contact with all the decision makers and support personnel that go into making a 
mafia successful. But they are there in the shadows supporting those on the front lines, giving 
aid and direction in order to reach the mob’s goals. For me, the Russian mafia’s retailer or, more 
appropriately, front, initially was Alina Shipilina, but soon other comrades in crime came out 
from standing in the shadows to help directly and indirectly with the mob’s scheme as it applied 
to me. What others are lurking behind the known defendants continue to be revealed as the 
Krasnodar Department for Fighting Gangsterism and Corruption conduct their investigation, and 
I mine.” 
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One diversionary tactic of the defense attorneys kept them harping that the case involved 
domestic relations, not RICO matters. Their underlying argument was that since a state court 
had already handled the domestic relations issues and the ex-husband, me, held a grudge over the 
results, the District Court should find some way to throw the case out. My response emphasized 
the larger picture, which explained how I got tripped, pushed and drugged into this mess. 

“There are really only two ways a middle-aged, American, male lawyer could get 
involved with such a bunch—money or a woman.” The Feminazi sycophants must have loved 
that—screw them. “I took the road less traveled or, perhaps, more traveled. An allegory should 
help. While sailing the waters of the former Soviet Union in my Sun Fish, doing my work for 
Kroll Associates, along comes this juggernaut of pimps, prostitutes, pornographers, pushers and 
assorted criminals of Russian, Chechen, American and other nationalities, including a few 
lunatics from the Chechen Special Islamic Regiment. The juggernaut, ever scanning for the easy 
prey of softhearted American businessmen, spots me, and sends out one of its prostitutes as bait: 
a tall, blue-eyed, bleached blonde. Using duplicity and drugs, my Sun Fish is torpedoed, heads 
to the bottom. I’m su nk —married to a Russian prostitute who is a member of Russian organized 
crime although I don’t know it at the time. I bring my wife of a few months to America, and the 
juggernaut of the Russian mafia gets another one of its assets and mid-level managers into the 
premier hard currency market in the world. While this was happening to me, it was and 
continues to happen to others. When I finally came up for air and saw what was happening: I 
struggled, tried to get free, fought back to protect my rights as a human being by using the law 
and not stepping outside the law—but to no avail. So far, the Russian juggernaut of organized 
crime has been more powerful, more effective than the law because it uses lies, dissemblances, 
prevarication, smear tactics, threats, intimidation and bribery.” 
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“My dark passage began with the discovery of telephone calls that Alina Shipilina made 
from my apartment in order to market her sexual services to Flash Dancers’ customers. The 
truth led through a labyrinth of sleaze, crime and corruption that my attorney friend helped me 
realize was part of the Russian mafia. I am just one of the pieces of wood that the Russian mafia 
used to fuel its Mordor engine of greed.” The Lord of The Rings movie trilogy was big at the 
time. 

“The only reason for the earlier domestic relations’ case was the very nature of the 
Russian mafia’s scheme, which includes using prostitutes in Moscow to deceive American 
businessmen into marriage so that the prostitutes can gain legal entry into the U.S.A. I was one 
of the suckers. But because the trail of the harm done to me lies behind a fraudulent marriage 
rather than a fraudulent business transaction does not make it any less serious. When criminal 
instrumentalities exploit human emotions of the heart rather than the pocket book, the victim 
does not lose his rights under U.S. law.” 

“Today, the Russian mafia consists of assorted criminals from the former Soviet Union 
who have joined with underworld characters in Western markets over the past decade to create a 
global web of smuggling, protection, extortion, counterfeiting, tampering with witnesses, 
revenge, evasion of taxes and other illegal activities.” Both the Court and the defense lawyers 
missed the initials spelling “S.P.E.C.T.R.E.” My memorandum continued, “Russian organized 
crime groups, working in cooperation with each other and foreign gangsters, infiltrate lucrative, 
hard currency markets, such as the U.S., by taking advantage of ineffective and un-enforced 
immigration laws, as well as bribable officials, to illegally gain entry for the organization’s 
managers and human assets. I am one of the victims of this new Red menace.” Probably should 
have wrote, “red-lip menace.” 
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“Operating through some of its members and allies, the Russian mafia tricked me into 
bringing one of its assets to the U.S.; tried to get me to lie to the INS; secretly fed me drugs; tried 
to intimidate me; threatened me with physical violence; suborned and committed perjury; 
engaged in mail and wire fraud; bribed officials; attempted to and did tamper with witnesses and 
informants; laundered money; and conspired to commit murder for hire. My continuing 
investigation in Russia has revealed the involvement of a Chechen terror and crime clan in 
threatening witnesses in Krasnodar and the clan’s known connection with both Shipilinas. As a 
result, to this day, I continue to follow the advice given me in March 2002 by a special agent for 
the F.B.I.—don’t open your door to anyone you don’t know and watch out when you are in 
public.” Okay, so I pretended to be scared. 

In order to make sure the Court realized that the Russian mob not only hanned me but 
other Americans as well, my memorandum continued. “Besides the harm . . . caused me by the 
defendants, their continuing criminal activities also injure other U.S. citizens, both individuals 
and companies. Through business alliances among American, Russian, Chechen and other 
criminals, the defendants further the Russian mafia’s operations. Prostitutes flow out of southern 
Russia into New York City for sale and use in lap-dancing clubs, such as Flash Dancers, or over 
the Internet, immigration laws are violated to get the prostitutes into America and keep them 
here, drugs are brought in from southern Russia to keep high end customers happy and assure 
their return business, prostitutes also flow from southern Russia to Cyprus and on to the U.S., 
prostitutes and pornography move from Moscow to southern California or first to Mexico and 
then into the U.S., the prostitute underground railway extends into America from southern 
Russia, all these operations are protected with bribery and physical intimidation, profits are 
laundered and the U.S. system corrupted. It is all interrelated—supply, service and production, 
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protection, profit maximization, reinvestment and growth—with each defendant playing his or 
her part in the success of a large organization. An organization that targets tens of thousands of 
consumers for sexual services with the result of dramatically increasing the health risks to those 
consumers and their partners. The Russian mafia also places law-abiding entertainment 
companies at a competitive disadvantage by unfairly competing for entertainment dollars that 
would otherwise flow to the investors and employees of legitimate businesses in the leisure 
industry and by increasing the tax burden on legitimate companies that have to pay for the 
government services the Russian mafia consumes but doesn’t pay for thanks to its tax evasion.” 

The defense lawyers, sounding like little girls, also accused me of bringing the case to 
humiliate and insult the Commie Ho and other defendants. If it did—good, but that wasn’t a 
reason for doing so much work. In answering, I played it straight—almost, and wrote, “as 
Charlie Chan once said, ‘truth cannot be an insult,’ if it injures a person’s self-respect than that is 
the fault of the person, not the reporter. The defendants are simply engaging in character 
assassination—plaintiff seeks to humiliate, harass and is delusional—in order to shut down the 
argument and marginalize the plaintiff so that they do not have to argue the merits.” 

The defense naturally resorted to the trendy, totalitarian lefty view that the victim is the 
violator and violator the victim. “Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich paint themselves as innocents that 
merely represent another virtuous soul, Alina Shipilina. A more accurate picture of Kuba, 
Mundy & Petrovich is that of a green card and visa mill getting fat on the feeding frenzy of 
obstructionist immigration lawyers that fail to sort out the truly oppressed from the rank 
opportunists and fugitive criminals. This is a case about the institutional behavior of the Russian 
mafia, which includes many criminal members and allies posing as legitimate businesses and 
law-abiding individuals. This RICO action has been brought against the archetypal, intimidating 
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mobster, an enterprise of organized criminals, not respected and legitimate businesses and 
individuals.” 

The defense also resorted to the technique made popular by the Feminazis of shaming 
men into submission to their whims by accusing men of violating the very code of chivalry that 
the Feminazis profess subjugates females by treating them differentially. Sounds contradictory, 
but it is not if you are a broad. Feminazis will use any means to their desired end that for all 
things good in society, females should be treated equally with men, but for all things bad, girls 
should remain protected on their pedestal of angelic purity—hypocrisy pure and simple. 

Just like the Feminazis, the defendants’ mouthpieces tried to embarrass and demonize me 
for violating the code of chivalry by setting up the Russian language website to gather evidence 
for the annulment/divorce case. They blustered it was “inappropriate and offensive” for making 
public the Commie Ho’s “personal diary and nude photographs without her knowledge or 
consent” and including clips of her masturbation video. The defense lawyers self-righteously 
condemned my actions, as “criminal matters being handled by Detective Henning.” What a 
bunch of lying hypocrites. As I pointed out to the Court. They knew no crimes were committed 
by the website, didn’t even cite to any criminal statutes, because the Commie Ho already had 
made the naked pictures public by selling them to her prostitution customers, such as “Grandpa” 
in Cyprus. Besides, I owned the rights to those photos taken by her Moscow pimp Leo. As for 
the masturbation video, Paulsen abandoned his rights but allowed Perlin to use certain scenes, 
the ones I had, for advertising to the public his stable of whores. Advertising was one of the 
usages that the Commie Ho signed away when she got paid for the video. As for the diary, 
publicizing the truth about the Commie Ho in her own words didn’t amount to any crime. At 
best, the lawyers might have copyright infringement against me but no crimes—not even a 
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violation or misdemeanor. Naturally, the Feminazis persuasion sees it differently because as 
with all broads the truth ruins their schemes, and anyone opening that box, especially a man, 
should go to jail. But that’s not what the law says—yet. 

What really made these lawyers’ alluding to “criminal matters” despicable, however, was 
that the documents they submitted to the District Court included an affidavit by Detective 
Henning that stated he referred the website complaint to the Queens District Attorney who had 
found no criminal violation. Gee, that was news to me! Anyway, even though the D.A. said no 
crimes were committed, that didn’t stop these lawyers from trying to bias the Court by accusing 
me of such. The lawyers assumed the amount of documents they gave the District Court would 
cause it to miss the discrepancy between their words and the facts. But even if the Court caught 
it, that didn’t matter much because the lawyers really wanted to manipulate the Political 
Correctionalist sensitivities of the Court by painting me as one of the new lepers, the new 
American bogeyman and escape goat for Feminarchy America—a heterosexual male who 
refused to metamorphose into the Feminazis’ modern day, sensitive, androgynous wimp. The 
defense lawyers were exploiting the modem-day mind set of Mencken’s boobs that whenever a 
guy didn’t cow tow to female whims, or become what they wanted, he should go to jail. The 
lawyers could have saved their energy and just asked me what I considered myself, and I would 
have freely admitted to being the Feminazis’ worst nightmare—a man. 

Henning’s affidavit proved useful for other reasons. Henning swore that after he heard 
back from the District Attorney, he closed the case on June 19, 2002; a year after the Commie 
Ho filed her complaint that I had violated the order of protection and three months after notifying 
me early in the morning of my imminent arrest. Henning claimed it took so long, nine months, 
for him to get around to trying to arrest me because he couldn’t find a Russian to translate the 
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website and because of the 911 tragedy. The lazy, incompetent and deceitful will use any 
excuse. Henning, however, told me over the telephone in March 2002 that my pending arrest 
was based on the Commie Ho recently filing a complaint for my violating the Temporary Order 
of Protection, not on a complaint she had filed nine months earlier and which he just got around 
to calling me about. No, the whole episode was Henning illegally using his police position on 
behalf of the Ho and her attorneys to intimidate me into keeping my mouth shut to the INS. 

When Henning allegedly heard back from the D.A. in June 2002, he didn’t tell my 
attorneys about my exoneration, although my lawyers had called him a few times over the 
summer and fall of 2002 to find out the status of the case. Neither did he call me in the early 
morning hours to tell me. The closing of the case was unknown to me until I read Henning’s 
affidavit in October 2003, more than one year after Henning claimed the D.A. made a decision 
and more than two years after he claimed the Commie Ho filed her complaint. Something 
wasn’t right. My lawyers or I should have been notified about the case’s closing when it 
occurred, not as a result of an affidavit in a RICO case that no one knew was going to happen at 
the time. 

The RICO suit had forced Henning to submit an affidavit that covered up his work for the 
Commie Ho and her attorney. So perhaps Henning claiming the D.A. decided not to prosecute 
was also part of the cover-up necessitated by Henning never having referred the case to the D.A. 
in the first place. Henning probably thought I would stay shaking in my boots waiting for an 
answer from the D.A. that would never come or not until Henning, with the Commie Ho and 
Mundy’s okay, decided I had been a good boy, and then he would call my attorneys to say the 
D.A. decided not to prosecute. It was an ingenuous way to drag out the threat of arrest because 
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without it, they no longer had a club for trying to keep me quiet or at least curtailing some of my 
activities. 

To confirm my theory, I filed a freedom of information request with the Queens D.A. 
They had no records concerning me—none. I was right, Henning made up the story about his 
referral of the Commie Ho’s complaint to the District Attorney in order to keep the threat of 
arrest looming over my head. It was just another effort on the part of Mundy and the Commie 
Ho to protect themselves from the law by stepping on my rights. They probably thought it had 
worked too, until they got hit with the RICO case. Boy that must have surprised them. 

Henning likely committed perjury before the Federal court, but the Chief Judge wouldn’t 
care unless the case made it to discovery where I could show Henning’s affidavit false. In 
reality, federal and state courts generally don’t care how much defendants lie so long as a case is 
dismissed; therefore, it makes sense for defendants to maximize their mendacity in order to 
obtain a dismissal. If the gamble doesn’t work, the worse a judge will do is scold them—big 
deal. 

Another phony “criminal matter being handled by Detective Henning” was the Commie 
Ho’s report to the police in December 2000 claiming I had tried to extort money from her. She 
didn’t press charges, so the cops didn’t investigate, and I knew nothing about it until May 2003 
when Mundy filed his disciplinary complaint against me. Mundy clearly told her to file the 
report but not press charges. Doing so allowed Mundy to duck my disciplinary complaint 
against him for attempted coercion but was that the reason, since he didn’t know at the time I 
would file a complaint? 

What other reasons were there for the Commie Ho to file a report without pressing 
charges, do it in mid December 2000 and then call me two weeks later from Krasnodar on New 
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Year’s Eve feigning a tear-choked voice to wish me Happy New Year and new millennium. 

Some people thought the new millennium started in 2001, but the Commie Ho was not one of 
them. She used it as the typical psychological female trick to create in my emotions the false 
hope of a new beginning and communicate the phony implication that she wanted me back—she 
didn’t. She just wanted to trick me into helping her with the INS, and this pretense, from the 
female point of view, was one way to do it. Girls always delude themselves into thinking a guy 
wants to give the relationship another try, and then try to exploit what sometimes is true for 
wishy-washy men. But that’s not a problem I ever had. When the dating ends, no matter who 
slammed on the brakes—it’s over for eternity. 

While drafting my response to the defense lawyers’ motion, I finally figured out why 
Mundy told the Commie Ho not to press charges in December 2000 and explained to the District 
Court the real story behind the false accusation of extortion that never became a criminal matter. 
“In late October 2000, Shipilina and I met with Petrovich at Kuba, Mundy & Associates to 
arrange for a separation, to be followed by a divorce. At this meeting I was advised by 
Petrovich, after he consulted with Mundy, to lie in an affidavit to the INS in order to assure that 
Shipilina would obtain a pennanent green card. Afterward, I consulted with an attorney friend 
and in no uncertain terms, he confirmed that my decision not to lie was the only acceptable 
course of action. I notified Shipilina that I would not lie for her to the INS, after that, on 
December 13, 2000, she filed the perjured police report alleging an extortion attempt by me. The 
filing of the perjured report claiming extortion came after a divorce was imminent, and after I 
refused to cooperate with Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina’s shenanigans to defraud the 
INS. Rather than demonstrating moral turpitude in me, the filing of the false report more 
reasonably infers an effort to create a false record by which Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich and 
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Shipilina could pressure me into lying before the INS or use to their advantage in a divorce 
proceeding that appeared imminent at that time. Otherwise, why file a report on which charges 
are not pressed unless to hold that ammunition in reserve and press charges later.” Another 
reason was to use the false report to bolster her application for a VAWA waiver. 

The defense attorneys’ demonizing efforts even attacked me for approaching law 
enforcement agencies and the courts as “objectively offensive and repugnant” and an attempt to 
“harass and incense.” If the District Court buys that, I argued, it would “send a chilling message 
to any U.S. citizen who foolishly chooses to fight for his rights. If he loses, the courts will still 
use that to throw out any cause of action that reveals itself later on. The right to pursue justice 
through the legal system will be a right in name only. Besides I was the one who received 
threatening telephone calls, so who’s being harassed; who’s being intimidated by a large 
underworld entity—not the defendants. I’m the one who has been threaten by a bureaucrat with 
arrest on a bogus charge and told by the F.B.I., the premier law enforcement agency in the world, 
to watch out for myself in public.” 

The attorneys also claimed that because government bureaucrats did nothing to help me, 
it proved I improperly used the legal system. To which I responded, “Perhaps these bureaucrats 
are of the same quality that granted two of the 911 hijackers their visas, just months after killing 
thousands. During all my requests to the legal system, I thought the judiciary would help me, 
and made three requests for protection orders—but to no avail. I reported threats recorded on 
audiotape to the police and F.B.I.—but to no avail. So if anything, I’m a dope, but that is not 
grounds for dismissing a RICO complaint—I don’t think!” 

The defense lawyers, like all sleaze attorneys, indulged in creating false impressions by 
omitting facts and manipulating the meaning of words. For instance, the defense attorneys 
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manufactured the illusion that Mundy, an upstanding attorney, “reluctantly” filed—long before 
learning about the RICO suit—a disciplinary grievance against me because of my “assault of 
frivolous litigation.” There’s that word “frivolous” again. The crux of the false impression is the 
claim that Mundy didn’t know about the RICO suit when he filed the disciplinary complaint, 
which allowed his attorney to claim Mundy acted in good faith by using the only means left to 
him to put an end to my assault of litigation against “innocent” people. The attorneys couldn’t 
admit the truth that Mundy knew about the RICO suit before filing the disciplinary complaint 
because it would look like what it was—trying to use the Disciplinary Committee to scare me off 
of the RICO case, which is a no, no, and Mundy would no longer appear the innocent, 
upstanding attorney but rather one willing to trample Constitutional rights to reach his end. 

Here’s how the defense attorneys created the deception. They recounted the time line of 
events that showed Mundy filed the disciplinary complaint before he was “served” with the 
RICO Complaint, which was true, but that implied he didn’t know about the RICO case before 
filing his disciplinary complaint, which was false. Under the law, “serve” means an official 
procedure by which the summons and complaint are provided to the defendant. However, a 
defendant may know about a lawsuit against him even though he has no yet been served. When 
Mundy filed his disciplinary complaint, he had not been served, but already had a copy of the 
RICO Complaint as a result of my mailing it to him with a request to allow me to avoid the cost 
of official service. The defense attorneys conveniently left this mailing out of their time line, 
which created the intended false impression for the District Court that Mundy did not know of 
the RICO suit when he filed the disciplinary complaint. Rather stupid on the part of the lawyers 
since Mundy even talks about the RICO case in his disciplinary complaint, but, once again, the 
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attorneys were counting on the Court missing that point due to the large number of documents 
they fded. 

Many attorneys will use any ploy imaginable. The defense even made a play for 
sympathy on the other side of the coin that depicted me as the villain by saying I was on a “quest 
to harass, intimidate and persecute.” To which I wrote for the District Court, “It seems a little 
ludicrous that I, a sole practitioner lawyer, eking out a living, could ‘harass, intimidate and 
persecute’ an entire law firm that advertises on the Internet in Russian and has offices in New 
Jersey, New York City and Rockland County, New York. Or that I could persecute a lucrative 
strip club advertised as “Live from the heart of N.Y.C.” in Times Square, a New York City 
Police Detective, a medical doctor and a wealthy Russian prostitute along with numerous others, 
including gangsters and Islamic lunatics. If I have caused such trials and tribulations, then why 
haven’t the defendants filed harassment actions and complained to the police about intimidation? 
Because there’s no basis. Where are their allegations of my arranging threatening telephone 
calls and threats of arrest or surreptitiously feeding them drugs? There are none. Only the 
objection that I sought to redress the harm done to me and protect my physical safety from what I 
now know is the Russian mafia. The defendants ask this Court to not only grant dismissal 
because they don’t like me exercising my rights as an American, but also request this Court to 
act as a medieval inquisitor that would permanently crush my constitutional rights with ‘an 
injunction barring me from filing any future related claims.’” The American defendants had 
asked the Court to prevent me from ever bringing another suit based on their actions that had 
hanned me in any court that existed. Even the U.S. Feminazi court system wouldn’t go that far. 

I continued, “No the defendants are not the victims. I was the one tricked, drugged and pushed 
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into this sinkhole of a situation when I ran a foul of a large criminal organization operating out of 
Russia.” 

All the defense lawyers’ lies, half-truths, character assassinations and smear tactics were 
to bias the District Court against me, to castigate me—an American man—as unworthy of the 
right to seek legal redress, so that the Court would fine or create a legal loophole to throw the 
case out. While assassinating my character, the lawyers and their clients hypocritically 
proclaimed their virtue as do whores their virginity. 

She Works Hard for the Money 

At the end of one day while still working in the law library on my opposition 
memorandum to the American defendants’ motion to dismiss, the idea lit my consciousness to 
search the Commie Ho’s name “Angelina Shipilina” on the Internet. With a few minutes to 
waste before my Salsa class, I ran the search. Up pops five pictures of the Ho on 
www.Russianny.com. 

It’s a web site in Russian for Russian professionals living in the Northeast, Chicago, 
Detroit, Los Angles, San Francisco and Toronto Canada. The site’s sponsors were running a 
Miss Russian New York beauty contest in which people registered as members voted for their 
favorite Russian slut. Only girls 25 years old or under and amateurs could enter. The Commie 
Ho was 28 and a professional model, but that didn’t stop her from lying her way into the contest. 
She came in seventh using the theme “bringing light to others”—more like darkness and dread. 
This was the beauty contest the Ho’s mother Inessa told the Ho’s old boyfriend in Krasnodar 
about back in March. More infonnation would eventually reveal itself, such as the name of the 
“good boyfriend” that Inessa also bragged about. 
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The web site allowed members, mostly Russians, to send private messages to any of the 
girls in the contest, contact other members through a chat room and message board and 
participate in the largest Russian Internet dating service in America. All very useful for a 
Russian call girl operation to reach and screen its customers. This was most likely how the 
Commie Ho and others like her sold themselves, concentrating on the Russian criminal market, 
the guys with money. She probably only hoed part-time, since I doubted she’d give up the over 
one hundred grand a year tax free she made stripping 40 hours a week. Another part of the site 
listed erotica, so I took a quick look and there was a girl looking a lot like her giving a blowjob. 
She probably did pom on the side as well. Mark and others who knew her checked the photo 
out, and they thought it was she. As with the Flash Dancers’ advertisement, her appearance 
altered to match the gig, maybe there was no real her at all, only a changeling, a meta-ho-morph 
in appearance as well as personality. 

The defendants in Russia for whom I could dig up addresses were finally served with the 
Summons and Complaint in November 2003, except for the Commie Ho’s mother Inessa and the 
purveyor of girls Alexey Smolin. The delay, caused by the time to translate the documents, was 
permitted under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure but didn’t impact the schedule for the 
American defendants’ motion to dismiss. Why was that, I wondered? Anyway, I still needed to 
serve Inessa and Smolin. The first try at serving them was to have the District Court mail the 
documents, but that relied on the local Krasnodar postman to make the delivery. Assuming the 
postman didn’t just throw the packages in the garbage to save work, not uncommon for Russian 
postal employees, Inessa and Smolin probably bribed him to do it anyway since the Court never 
received the return receipt card. Next, the Court used Federal Express, and neither bribe nor lie 
nor threat of force kept Fed Ex from the swift completion of its appointed rounds. Smolin was 
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served at his temporary place of work the “Lucky Grand” and Inessa at the Academy where I 
hoped the Fed Ex man might attract the attention of the gossipy Russian girls milling in the 
hallways. 

As for the defendants in America that I could identify, they were all served months earlier 
but two of them claimed the service improper: the Commie Ho’s Russian lawyer Petrovich, and 
the Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network. In trying to duck service, the lawyer for Petrovich 
and Mundy argued that when my process server left the documents for Petrovich at the law firm 
of Kuba, Mundy & Associates, the service was ineffective because he didn’t work there, which 
was false. The Commie Ho and I had met the guy at the firm to discuss a divorce in 2000, and I 
telephoned the firm just before service in the summer of 2003 to confirm he still worked there. 
Who did these guys think they were kidding—not me, but the District Court. Okay, so I’ll serve 
him at his home address, which I previously learned from the Commie Ho’s mobile telephone 
records when she still lived with me. 

The address I had for Petrovich’s apartment was a brownstone on the Upper Eastside, not 
bad for a struggling Russian immigrant. The building contained about six apartments, but 
Petrovich’s name wasn’t listed on any of the buzzers. So I buzzed all the apartments, a trick I 
learned from Sam Spade in The Maltese Falcon, until an older and younger lady opened the front 
door to the building. They said Petrovich had moved to Brooklyn a couple of years ago, so I 
checked the post office forwarding records, nothing. Then I looked on the Internet, nothing, and 
finally got a private eye but none of the leads panned out. Petrovich had disappeared from the 
residency roles for New York City, but kept the same telephone number he had for his Upper 
Eastside address where he no longer lived. In the old days before the breakup of Ma Bell, my 
friend Alan could find the billing address for any New York number, but not anymore because 


215 



the number could belong to any phone company and each had its own procedure for accessing 
records. These Russian criminals are smarter than al Qaeda. Some of the 911 hijackers were 
actually listed in the telephone book—no wonder the F.B.I. couldn’t find them. 

Giving up my search for Petrovich’s home address, I decided to prove he worked at 
Mundy’s law firm. Alan agreed to call the firm pretending to be one of Petrovich’s clients to see 
if he still worked there. I couldn’t do it because the District Court wouldn’t believe an affidavit 
from me. When I told Alan the name Peter Petrovich, he translated it as Peter Peter, which was 
correct, but something I had missed. It seemed strange to me for a Russian to have the same first 
name and surname, but I let it go. The firm’s receptionist told Alan that Petrovich no longer 
worked in the office but from home. Sounded like the law firm had its cover-up in place. Alan 
also talked with a paralegal at Mundy’s firm whom he asked where to send documents for 
Petrovich. The paralegal said to the firm, which was all I needed. Under the law, by receiving 
business correspondence at the firm, Petrovich could be served there with legal documents 
because the law assumes people pick up their business mail. So legally, Petrovich received the 
Summons and Complaint when they were left for him with the firm’s receptionist even though 
he might now work at home. 

In response to Alan’s affidavit, Dubin the lead defense lawyer, as well as Mundy and 
Petrovich’s attorney, filed an affidavit in Petrovich’s name—lawyers rather than their clients 
always write these affidavits, although the client swears to them. Petrovich didn’t deny receiving 
business correspondence at the firm; he just swore he did not “maintain” his place of business 
there. Might be true, I doubted it, but under the law it didn’t matter, Petrovich had been served. 
Dubin also put an unnecessary lie into Petrovich’s affidavit that Petrovich “served merely as a 
translator for the law firm on certain occasions.” Dubin also told the Court that he would give 
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me Petrovich’s address if I asked, so I asked but Dubin just ignored it. Why was the lead 
counsel trying so hard to keep Petrovich out of the case? 

Petrovich’s affidavit raised another anomaly, why did he use an Armenian notary public 
from San Francisco County in California to verify he was whom he claimed when signing his 
affidavit? Had Petrovich skipped town or were the defense lawyers trying to make me think he 
did? What finally dawned in my often overly thick skull was that the name Peter Petrovich was 
a fake name he could get away with in America but not Russia. Petrovich is a Russian man’s 
patronymic that means his father’s first name was Peter, so Peter Petrovich is a man without a 
surname, not possible in Russia. Also, he used an Armenian notary public because Armenia 
once belonged to the Soviet Union, so its people would be at the same level of ethical conduct as 
Russians—zero. Petrovich is hiding his real name. If the District Court includes him as a 
defendant, and my case makes it to discovery, he won’t be able to keep it a secret anymore. But 
why should that matter to the defendants and their lawyers unless Petrovich is more important 
and dirtier than I thought. With his full name, I could easily find any Russian criminal records 
concerning him and maybe U.S. as well. But I needed his surname to determine Petrovich’s real 
identity, which the defense wants to keep secret. 

The other American defendant who tried to duck service was Cybertech Internet Strip 
Club Network, the Internet purveyor of porn and call girls. Cybertech’s attorney called me in 
December 2003, so he had to have received the Summons and Complaint; otherwise, he 
wouldn’t know who to call. 

He started off in the usual obnoxious way of attorneys who think they can intimidate 
people, “My client was never served, so we are under absolutely no obligation whatsoever to 
respond to your frivolous Complaint!” I’m really getting tired of that word. 
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“So how did your client get the Summons and Complaint?” I asked. 

“That doesn’t matter. You used the wrong name and left the Complaint at the wrong 
address. Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network is not the corporate name.” 

“Okay, I give up, what is the corporate name?” 

“I’m not at liberty to disclose it.” 

“So why are you calling me then? 

“I’d like an agreement that you wouldn’t do anything until the current motion to dismiss 
is decided.” I wasn’t buying that. By agreeing to do nothing, the District Court would conclude 
I wasn’t serious about suing Cybertech; otherwise, I wouldn’t have relinquished my rights to do 
something immediately to bring Cybertech under the Court’s jurisdiction. A long time ago at a 
deposition in a multi-billion dollar hostile takeover, I learned to never agree to anything the 
opposing counsel requests—it’s always a trick and I didn’t fall into it then. Cybertech’s lawyer 
was also trying to save himself some work, typical. 

“If you have a problem with service, then make a motion to the District Court.” I said. 

“I’m not yet admitted to the District Court.” That was the lamest excuse I ever heard. 

“Then get admitted pro hac vice.” That means for one time only. He ignored my 
suggestion. 

“The Complaint is in the wrong name and was not left at my client’s office, so my client 
is not obliged to do anything.” He then tried to pump me for some information as to who was 
helping me. 

“Those are depositions questions, and I am not at present in a deposition.” He shut up, 
and the conversation ended. 
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By checking with the New York Secretary of State, I found out he was right about my not 
using the registered corporate name, which was Cybertech Internet Solutions. But I did use the 
name under which Cybertech created and managed its pornography and escort services website, 
www.stripclubescorts.com, as well as Flash Dancers’, which was good enough for service since 
Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network and Internet Solutions were in reality one and the same. 
As for his objection that service was improper because made at the wrong address, I knew it 
wouldn’t hold up because it wasn’t the wrong address. Before having the documents served, I 
called up Cybertech’s CEO pretending I wanted to set up a porn site. He said I could stop by his 
office at 50 West 33 rd Street to discuss it. I didn’t, but did check out that his office was inside 
the Paradise lap-dancing club, where guys pay to make out, feel up and do more with the hos in a 
side room, which doesn’t nullify service. 

My three months of purgatory in the law library, five and six days a week, finally came to 
an end when I finished my opposition memorandum on December 18, 2003. Eleven years to the 
day after my mother’s death. No I didn’t see any connection, only wondered why I ever decided 
to become a lawyer? Should have done what I liked, Physics, but we’ve been through that. 
Regardless of what the matrix had made me, I was still going to try for some justice and 
retribution before oblivion because as Bob Dylan said, “In ceremonies of the horsemen, even the 
pawn must hold a grudge.” And I knew against whom I held mine—the Feminazis. Without 
them, the Commie Ho would have been in jail. 

A few days after filing my opposition, I received a tax bill from the State of 
Massachusetts. It seems as though the only activity the bureaucrats in governments and 
businesses undertake is to shakedown citizens for more money to waste on benefits for illegal 
aliens and the corporate rich. Massachusetts was never my residence, except for a couple of 
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years at Boston University decades ago, so why was it sending me a bill? Because I owned a 
piece of the Casablanca Restaurant on Brattle Street in Cambridge and was unfortunate enough 
to receive dividends. The amount was small, and if I was a Massachusetts resident, fully 
deductible, but because I lived out of state, I got nailed with a tax. That Feminazi sycophant 
state, which had just ripped off federal taxpayers across the country for billions of dollars to dig a 
ditch for a leaky tunnel in downtown Boston with huge cost overruns, now wanted more from 
me because I didn’t live there. So what happened to the rallying cry made famous in that state, 
“No taxation without representation?” Modern-day, Orwellian Massachusetts had changed the 
old cry for justice to one of “No taxation with representation.” My vote didn’t count in 
Massachusetts because I couldn’t vote there, so why do I get taxed while those who can vote get 
a deduction? The state got its money. 

Months later, however, Massachusetts sends me the all-too-typical threatening 
bureaucratic letter trying to trick me into paying again by working the scam that the stress 
hormones their scare tactic was meant to activate would fog my memory. Well, I had my 
original records, and wrote back, “You lying, cheating, scam artists, I already paid this bill!” I 
wanted to add but didn’t, “You are of the same mentality as the idiots who let those clowns 
board the planes to take out the World Trade Center, and now you want money from me I 
already paid that you didn’t deserve in the first place. I hope Uncle Usama targets you next.” 
Russia may be a criminal society, but America is a corrupt one filled with cozeners—a 
distinction in degrees only. Both countries are jungles with predators and prey—guess who 
wins? 

Around Christmas my attention focused on Cybertech. Its lawyer was going to sit on his 
ass until the District Court ruled on the dismissal motions. Then, no matter how the Court ruled, 
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he’d argue that I failed to take timely action to respond to his notice that my Complaint was not 
properly served, and ask the Court to dismiss the case against his client. So I filed for an 
“Application for Default” against Cybertech, which assumed the Complaint had been properly 
served. That should force the issue and prevent Cybertech’s lawyer from claiming I sat on my 
rights. 

An Application for Default is just the first step in a long process. If approved, the 
District Court eventually holds a hearing on whether to enter a default judgment against the 
defendant. The Court would deny the application, which it did, because default is a drastic 
measure that says the plaintiff wins as a result of the defendant failing to show up and oppose the 
accusations against him. Courts don’t like to do that, and that wasn’t my purpose. The purpose 
was to get Cybertech to appear in the District Court, a legal technicality by which the Court 
would then have power over Cybertech. The pom lawyer would then have to either accept the 
service as proper or move that it wasn’t. It also showed the Court that I wasn’t sleeping on my 
rights. In order to goad Cybertech’s lawyer into appearing, I sent him a copy of the Application 
for Default even though it wasn’t required. The Application showed the District Court the kind 
of sleaze operation Cybertech ran and exploited the cliche of illiterate goons pimping girls. 

Cybertech ran an on-line prostitution business through its Strip Club Escorts at 
www.stripclubescorts.com. The copies of the web pages that I included as exhibits in the 
Application showed some tame pictures of hos for sale as “Dinner Campanions,” Nightlife 
Campanion,” “Weekend Getaways,” and “Business Trips.” Pretty good advertising for hoods, 
they spelled six words correct out of eight. Cybertech also offered hos for bachelor parties and 
translation services, which isn’t normally part of a call girl operation unless the sluts are foreign, 
as in illegal aliens. Cybertech touted “We offer numerous packages to suit your needs whether it 
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is professional or personal. Call now to find out about custom packages to cater to whatever 
your individual needs might be. No matter what the occasion, our talents will inevitably be the 
primary attraction at your event.” By “talents” they meant whores. 

Predictably, Cybertech’s lawyer sent the District Court a letter opposing my application 
with the proverbial insulting language directed towards me. But with that letter, Cybertech 
appeared in Court, and its lawyer would have to either accept service or make a motion claiming 
it improper. As for the Application for Default issue, the porn lawyer’s letter meant nothing, as 
did my letter in response. But my response letter did give me another opportunity to show the 
District Court some more examples of what Cybertech sold and show up the lawyer as 
unschooled in the law. 

Cybertech’s lawyer claimed my Application “during the holiday season is indicative of 
the underhanded, though clumsy, manner in which Plaintiff has attempted to gain a judgment 
over Cybertech without providing that company with a fair opportunity to respond to allegations 
against it.” To which I pointed out that the lawyer didn’t understand that an Application for 
Default was just the first step towards a judgment for default, and that no matter how quickly the 
Court acted, a judgment would not occur during the Christmas season. “In addition, there is no 
requirement that an Application for Default be served on the defendant. Apparently, Cybertech’s 
attorney does not know this either. But in the spirit of fairness and openness, the application was 
served on Cybertech’s attorney. In any event, since service of the application has had the effect 
of prodding Cybertech’s attorney to finally appear on behalf of his client, I request the Court 
either set a schedule for Cybertech to answer or file a motion to dismiss. The attorney’s reason 
for delaying his response to the Complaint served six months ago because he was not admitted to 
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the Southern District appears disingenuous, since he could have applied to the Court to appear 
pro hac vice—it’s only $25.” 

Cybertech’s attorney also called the RICO action against his client “ill-conceived,” that I 
“had to know that Cybertech Internet Solutions was not incorporated under the name Cybertech 
Internet Strip Club Network” and my “failure to exercise due diligence with respect to the matter 
of properly designating Cybertech in the Complaint is unprofessional and inexcusable.” These 
defense lawyers just couldn’t get away from name-calling or making claims as to what I kn ew. 
The attorney’s reference to Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network , however, gave me an 
opening to include some pages of smut showing that Cybertech operated a pomo and call girl site 
under the name of Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network. Included in my response were pages 
from Cybertech’s “Global Porn Host” site showing one girl mouthing a silver dildo and another 
drenched in a white substance dripping from her naked body. That ought to get the Court’s 
attention and tick off the pom lawyer as well as the Feminazi sycophants in the halls of injustice. 

Cybertech’s attorney further claimed I didn’t use its registered name in order to “create 
the unfair impression that there is a linkage between Cybertech and some of the other 
defendants.” Naturally this less than truthful attorney ignored that Cybertech hosted and 
managed Flash Dancers website, sounded like a “linkage” to me and probably did to the Court as 
well. As a final dig at the attorney, I notified the Court that the New York Secretary of State 
listed Cybertech as an “inactive” corporation, which meant it failed to pay the yearly franchise 
fee charged every corporation, implying it’s a dead beat. The Court decided to include 
Cybertech in the motion schedule. 

On the Road Again 
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In early January 2004, Blackie called to see whether I’d like to go on one last road trip. 
His days were numbered, the cancer was back, but he kept hanging in there. For me, life held 
nothing other than my battle for justice against the Commie Ho, her ne’er-do-well criminal allies 
and the Feminazis—a true axis of evil. But I had time for a short vacation. 

“Where to?” I asked. 

“Texas and Mexico where it’s wann, and I can walk on the beach one last time.” 

“Could be the last time for both of us.” 

Blackie laughed, “Yeah, Roy boy, nothing but blue skies ahead.” 

To which I laughed appreciating the utter absurdity of our lives and remembering a quote 
from A Candle In Hell, “To realize the uselessness, purposelessness, worthlessness and 
hopelessness of our lives is to be truly strong.” Both Blackie and I had finally achieved the 
realization part, knew in our guts the truth of it, but the strength seemed to elude us both. The 
trip held all the promise of a Pirandello play but still sounded good to me. I always liked the 
beach. It brought a peace but never any answers, which didn’t matter anymore, since I now 
knew the answers, although too late to do me any good. One final trip to sun, balmy breezes and 
young girls in bikinis appealed to my foreboding mental state in dreary, gray and cold New York 
City. Besides, the time spent would bring me a little closer to oblivion. 

“When do you want to go?” I asked. 

“Well, I’m thinking of mid January for a week. You can fly into Memphis or New 
Orleans; I’ll meet you there. Memphis would be better for me.” 

“Let’s do Memphis. There’s a lull in my RICO work right now. I’m just waiting for the 
American defendants’ lawyers to reply to my opposition memorandum that I filed in December.” 

“I thought they already put in their motions.” 
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“They did, but still get a chance to reply to my opposition. The way the whole procedure 
works is that the plaintiff first files a complaint. Then the defendants’ attorneys, assuming their 
clients guilty, use a motion to dismiss memorandum to shout and scream about how evil and 
misguided is the plaintiff and how innocent are the defendants. After ranting on with as much 
hostility and ridicule that their command of the English language permits, they throw in a few 
fake legal arguments and then ask the court to bounce the plaintiffs case out into the street. The 
plaintiff, assuming he’s not a goon like the defendants, responds with an opposition 
memorandum in which he tries to expose the defense attorneys’ lies and asks the court to let the 
case proceed. Finally, the defense lawyers get the last written word called a reply in which they 
usually tell even more lies then the first time and more outrageously assail the plaintiffs 
character because he has no more opportunities to write another memorandum countering the 
defense attorneys’ latest falsehoods.” 

“So, you don’t get the final word to show up these other lawyers as liars?” 

“That’s right, but I can request an oral argument, which I did, and hope this District 
Judge grants it.” 

“Don’t you have a right to an oral argument?” 

“No, so you see the more defense lawyers lie in their final memorandum, called the reply, 
the better for them, since no court has the time to check all the lies, assuming they tell a lot of 
them like the guys I’m up against. And even if the Court grants me oral argument, there’s no 
way it’ll give me enough time to expose all their deceptions.” 

“What a system! Just like everything else in America, geared for the crooks. So when do 
they send you their reply? 
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“Dubin, the defense’s lead lawyer, called a few days ago to ask me to agree to an 
extension of time. He said he had been on vacation and didn’t read my 147-page memorandum 
yet. I’m sure he was on vacation, just as I’m sure he was lying about not reading my 
memorandum.” 

“A hundred and forty seven pages you wrote!” 

“That’s how long it took to counter the defense’s lies, prevarications and tricks in their 
66-page memorandum.” 

“So how’d you know the lead lawyer was lying?” 

“Because lawyers always try to create false assumptions in their opponents—the better to 
upset them with surprises, just a form of psychological warfare. This clown even told me that 
his second memorandum, the reply, would be shorter than the first. No it wouldn’t; it’ll be 
longer. That’s why he wants the additional time.” 

“Did you give him more time?” 

“I told him he could have all the time he wanted. Besides, whether I agreed to an 
extension or not, the District Court would probably grant it, since courts figure the more time 
that goes by, the more likely the parties will get fed up with the case and agree to a settlement.” 

“Are you willing to settle?” 

“It depends; I’ll see. But I’ll have to get passed their motion to dismiss. If the District 
Court throws my case out, there will be no settlement offer from them unless I win an appeal—if 
then?” 

“Well at least you’re costing them money and a lot of aggravation.” 

“Yeah, isn’t that a shame. As a lawyer, you don’t always have to win a case, to win a 
case.” We laughed and picked some dates for our road trip. 
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In mid-January I flew into Memphis. 

The weather was a little cool but sunny, and Blackie and I figured it’d warm up on our 
way south. Blackie had changed our destination from Texas and Mexico to Mississippi and the 
Florida panhandle, “I didn’t think Mexico was so far away until I looked at the map,” he said. 

“You mean you were planning this trip based on what you learned in our third grade class 
on geography?” 

“Yeah,” he laughed. 

“Oh brother, I can imagine where this trip is going.” Laughing myself. “I remember that 
class, and we like the rest of the guys spent most of our time trying to look up the hot young 
blonde teacher’s dress.” 

“Yet, I had forgotten about her. No wonder you were always getting into trouble, so you 
could stay after class!” 

Our first stop: Elvis’ house. Rather small, and boy did he have bad taste in decorating, 
but who I am I to criticize the king of rock ‘n’ roll. We then drove into northern Mississippi just 
across the Tennessee border where Blackie had booked a room in a casino-hotel. There were a 
bunch of casino-hotels in this area. Mississippi, always one of the poorest states in the country, 
finally found a booming industry that attracted the geriatric set. Except for one girl selling 
spiked juice drinks, who was married and couldn’t speak understandable English, at least the 
English I spoke, I didn’t spot one good looking young babe in the casinos we went to. Blackie 
didn’t care, since he liked the thrill of gambling or more accurately the chance of easy money 
with no work. Gambling only bored me, I wanted to hit on the showgirls, but there were none— 
not even a show. 
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Next day we headed due south, still cool weather but now no sun. Miles and miles of 
nothing, except for one huge confederate flag flying over what looked like a rebel camp. Blackie 
wasn’t up for dropping in to see what was going on there. 

“Why not?” I said. “After all, who won the war, them or us? We’ll just tell them we’re 
following up on Reconstruction.” 

“Yeah, I’ll let you off, but don’t choke on my dust as I leave you there.” 

At dusk, we found a motel in the Capitol Jackson. At 8 p.m., I left Blackie in the motel 
suffering from some ancillary lung problems to find me some dinner and check out this rebel 
town. Stopped in a trendy spot for the worst hot turkey sandwich of my life, then drove around. 
Nothing moved on the streets other than a car or two. What did these people do for a social life, 
cotillions once a year? I’ll stay in New York City, thank you. I went back to the motel. Blackie 
and I continued to have lots of laughs about our lives that found two middle-aged Yankee men 
taking a road trip through the confederacy. 

The next day, we reached Biloxi on the Gulf Coast. There were no teenage girls in 
bikinis, no sunny skies, no hot sun, no balmy breezes, just the cold down pour of rain soaking a 
deserted beach. 

“So where’s the tropical beach you promised?” I sarcastically asked. “Want to go take a 
walk in the cold rain swept sands? We can pick up some monsoon gear.” 

“Hey, it’s not my fault. Last time I was here, it was sunny, warm and girls all over the 

place?” 

“And when was that—July or August?” 

“No, it was back in the nineties, same time of year, January.” 

“Yeah, probably during El Nino! Didn’t you check the weather forecasts?” 
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“Nah, I didn’t have the energy.” 

“Oh, you’re wheezing lungs again.” I needled him. “I can see you at home with your 
wife, ‘Oh, dear get me this, do that, I’m feeling some palpitations.’ Hey come to New York. I’ll 
get you some Latina ladies to give you real palpitations.” We laughed at the absurdity of our last 
road trip on which the gods, as with our lives, decided to rain. 

Driving along Beach Boulevard, we looked for a place to stay. This part of Biloxi looked 
real nice with large old houses lined up facing the Gulf Coast. What a great place to live before 
the casinos invaded with the traffic jams and the usual riff-raft of which we were two. One 
casino sign advertised Sarah Brightman, so I told Blackie to pull over. I wanted to catch her act. 
Probably the hottest babe in entertainment, Brightman knew how to make men want her and 
ladies want to be like her. She was the complete antithesis of the no make-up, sexless Feminazi 
that deluded itself into thinking it was beautiful. Brightman epitomized what Mother Nature 
intended in creating woman, pure femininity and very dangerous for men. She would have been 
a joy to watch and to daydream about, but we were a week too early. What did I expect for a trip 
organized by my buddy Blackie? We found a nice quiet motel—well, actually the entire state of 
Mississippi rates as quiet. There wasn’t much to do in Biloxi other than hang out at the casinos 
and catch a very tame showgirls act that was probably on the high school circuit. 

Our second day, still rainy, and while driving along Beach Boulevard we started talking 
about our childhoods back in Midland Park, New Jersey. Blackie enjoyed his, except for a 
pontificating hypocrite of an uncle who naturally was friends with my father—Nazis always 
stick together. 

“My days growing up were hell.” I replied. “As bad as things are now, my childhood 
was worse.” 
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“What was so bad? Your father was a jerk, but your mother always seemed nice.” 
Blackie said. 

“Nice like the Queen of the Dammed. She only pretended to be nice for those outside the 
family, but inside, she was the real horror, ranting and raving. She did more harm to my brother 
and me than our father.” 

“I never saw that. Your mother always smiled and acted friendly while your father never 
said a word, just gave me a cold-dead stare like what are you doing here.” Blackie recalled 
mockingly. 

“Acted is right. Sincerity never existed behind that phony smile of a mask or the 
melodious voice she used to trick people. The only honest feelings she ever expressed were 
cold-blooded self-interest, greed and anger. Not unlike the Commie Ho. Actually, I’d like to 
resurrect mother, so I could lock her in a room with the ex-wife. Father was never as dangerous; 
everyone knew he was a miserable jerk. I learned by five to never tell him the truth and avoid 
him as much as possible, which wasn’t hard since he was trying to stay away from mother and 
the house as much as he could. Given the she-devil he married, I can’t blame him.” 

“At least you had your older brother.” 

“Not really. When I was eight, they sent him away to prep school, which left me to face 
the full brunt of the witch’s brew of mother’s failing looks and menopause. It was around then 
that I somehow became convinced mother was trying to poison me. Maybe it was her ranting 
that she wished she never had me, blaming me for the ills of her life and the honnonal lunacy of 
her menopause. Gee, maybe I could have killed her and argued her honnones made me do it? A 
unique defense and ahead of its time.” 

“Yeah, they would have stuck you in an orphanage.” 
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“It would have been better than where I was. If only I had known? Anyway, whenever I 
sat down at the dinner table while my brother was away at school and father at one of his 
political meetings or working overseas, I’d wonder whether it was my last meal, whether she’d 
get me this time. For weeks, I searched my food in dread, ate as little as possible, refused to eat 
anything she didn’t and took the portions myself rather than let her dish them out. I believed she 
was either using chemicals from my father’s laboratory in the basement, where he sometimes did 
experiments on projects from work, or killer worms from one of the sci fi movies she took me to. 
Was it all paranoia I was bom with? I don’t think so, but it came from somewhere.” 

“No, your parents are responsible for that.” Blackie said with certainty. “A little kid 
doesn’t go around thinking his mother is trying to poison him for no reason at all. A whole 
pattern of behavior by both of them over years brought you to that point.” Then Blackie raised 
his voice, “Damn Den Hollander! Your wife ended up doing to you what you feared as a kid 
your mother was doing. What the hell are the odds of that?” 

I sunk back in my seat with the surprise. “Jesus, you’re right! I never put the two 
together. The Commie Ho actually feeding me drugs with the fear of my mother poisoning me. 
Is this the fulfillment of a prophecy or my entire life a revolting imagining?” 

“Hey, I read your ex-wife’s diary and her slipping you drugs was no imagining. You’re 
one unlucky guy Den Hollander,” to which we both laughed at the sheer absurdity. 

“That’s not all,” I continued. “After I thought I beat the poisoning attempts, I figured she 
decided to hire a hit man. She’d come into my bedroom at night and open the window right next 
to my bed for ‘fresh air’. Why didn’t she open the window on the other side of the room like 
before, I’d ask myself? So there I lay awake most the night, week after week, waiting for her hit 
man to put his arm through the opened window and blow my head off.” 
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“That’s why you’ve always been so hostile.” Blackie concluded. “No one could grow up 
in those conditions and not be angry all the time. My aunt always said your parents were sick.” 

“Well, your aunt should have warned me about them and my future wife.” 

Blackie laughed, “Looks like the close of your life is making good on warnings from its 
beginning. Didn’t you say your ex-wife would eventually hire some Russian hit man to take you 
out?” 

“That she will, that she will. I’m sure of it. She’s got the money and the temperament. 
She already took out a contract with one of her mafia associates in Krasnodar to keep me from 
testifying against her before the INS.” 

“Yeah, but the INS isn’t going to go to the bother of calling you to testify. They let six al 
Qaeda terrorists become citizens and didn’t care about the 911 hijackers, so why should they care 
about one Russian mob prostitute.” 

“You’re right. That’s why the Krasnodar contract never bothered me, but when the court 
proceedings end and she eventually becomes a citizen, then she’ll seek revenge for my audacity 
to expose the truth about her. But I have a contingency plan for dealing with that.” 

“What’s the plan?” 

“Nah, that would be telling.” 

After a couple of days in Biloxi, we tried to drive east to Florida, but it rained so heavy 
we went back to Biloxi. Blackie did his gambling while I looked for chicks to flirt with, but the 
best prospect was a high schooler I came across working behind the counter in a stationary store. 
Needing a pen, I took the opportunity to chat her up. When I let drop that I came from New 
York City, girls in the provinces always find that alluring, she smiled, told me about her cousin 
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who was going to attend college there. She got to giggling at an ad-lib joke or two of mine and 
then her mother walks out from behind the curtains. I bought my pen and left. 

On our third day, still raining, we took in a gun show, nothing else was going on in town. 
The gun show included dealers and individuals selling pistols, rifles, shotguns and even AK-47s. 
Many experts consider these Russian assault rifles more reliable and durable than the U.S. M-16. 
The AK-47s sold for $450 each, not bad if I wanted to take out a Me Donald’s, but I didn’t. 

Most people mistakenly think the Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, which 
guarantees the right to keep and bear arms, was passed so that Americans could hunt for food 
and shoot for sport. Not at all, the amendment exists to give ordinary citizens the power to take 
down an unjust administration whenever, as the Declaration of Independence states, “any form 
of government becomes destructive of these ends” by which it means life, liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness. A lot of tin pot dictators throughout history never would have had a chance if their 
citizens owned as many guns as the average non New Yorker. The effete, feminine, white trash, 
antigun elite can’t seem to understand that. Their new god—the therapist—has pumped them up 
with so many drugs, excuses and self-righteous delusions that they will live on their knees before 
any tyranny, all the while believing themselves superior to those willing to pick up the gun to 
fight for their rights. 

Another reason the Founding Fathers wanted Americans to own guns was so they’d have 
a fighting chance when attacked by some lunatic or outlaw. Nothing better deters cowards and 
criminals with a gun than another gun in the hands of their intended victim. The Political 
Correctionalists actually believe the government should eliminate guns from the entire country— 
the entire law abiding country, but what about the hoodlums and illegal aliens? The bleeding 
heart lefties have so twisted government priorities that limited resources are used to crack down 
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on law-abiding, gun-owning Americans who want to protect themselves rather than being used to 
protect those citizens from criminal illegals. 

The following day, still no sunshine, still cold, but less rain, we drove back to the casino- 
hotel in northern Mississippi near Memphis where we first stayed. No rooms because of what 
looked like a nursing home patients’ convention had filled the hotel. Mother of mercy, could this 
be my end, wheeling my drooling self into a casino years from now? There has to be a better 
way. We finally found a motel, and the next day took our separate flights home. What do you 
say when two old friends kn ow they’ll probably never see each other again? Nothing, except the 
usual goodbyes. Blackie turned and walked to his flight and I to mine. On the plane, I 
understood that when you are finished, but before it’s over, you no longer have those hopes, 
illusions and preoccupations that get you to the next moment. Life just hangs there barren and 
empty waiting for the next event to come along, until, finally, there are none left. 

I’m Looking Through You 

When I arrived back in New York, an email message was waiting for me from 
Traviesa—now that surprised me. She had moved out in such a huff just before the 911 attack 
that I figured there goes another person I’ll never hear from again and probably just as well. She 
and her Austro-Hungarian cousin had depleted my net worth by at least $2500 through one favor 
or another. 

Girls are always running an angle to get something for nothing from a man by false 
sweetness and light, pretending to be an object of sympathy and using enticements of sexual 
delights never delivered. Girls figure all us guy for suckers, and don’t give a hang who gets hurt, 
so long as it’s a guy. As with con artists, girls are adept at creating the illusion that a guy can 
trust them, but once he does—he’s sorry. When Traviesa needed a place to stay in April 2001,1 
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thought about making her pay with sex. But there was something about that girl, maybe her 
Cheshire smile, that told me when we first met to stay out of her pants. So, what did she want 
now? 


Dear Roy, 

You are probably surprised that I am writing you (maybe positive or maybe negative 
way). It has been a long time so it is hard for me to find proper words, but it is not so hard to 
write. I want to forget my pride for once because it is childish, even though, it took me such a 
long time. Lately, I have been thinking a lot and I would like to reach out to you and hear from 
you again. It bothers me that we said good bye to each other in such an upset way and that time it 
hurt me because it was not truth, I would never forget what you have done for me and I would be 
there for you as well. 

I am employed in a normal job and I am not little Traviesa anymore... When I think of 
you I feel very closed to you-when I was lost and alone, confused in a big NY, you were there.... 

I want to write so many things, but I do not know how you feel about this. I want to know how is 
everything with you. I want you to know that you were one of my best friends and I think of you 
quite often. I think we got along great. I remember how you used to say: Where is Traviesa, there 
is a trouble... 

If your feelings are similar and you can break the ice, please, write me. If you are not 
interested so at least I have tried to tell you that you are still deep in my heart, there is not many 
people out there like you. 

—Traviesa from Czechoslovakia (That is not in Eastern Europe) 

After reading her email, I wanted to drop everything—to run and hide. Traviesa was 
accomplished at manipulating guys; I’d seen her in action and listened to her stories. Over the 
years, I have noticed a funny thing about girls: if a guy shows no sexual interest in them, they 
start confiding all these lured details of their exploits. The kind of stuff most men believe occurs 
only in porn movies—ha! These girls brag like the guys I went to high school with, only they 
are telling the truth. Having glimpsed the inner workings of Traviesa from her own mouth and 
tasted the trouble that bubbled in the wake of her nubile hips, I went on Red Alert! 
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Most of what she wrote didn’t jive, especially that part of being lost, alone and confused 
in a “big N.Y.” While here, she and her cousin lived the nightlife, staying out to sunrise, 
pursuing this guy or that, usually ones with money. After 911, they both went back to Europe. 

Two years later, she’s contacting me—why? Revenge, maybe, girls are innately 
vindictive, and they never forget a slight. But what was her game plan? She couldn’t possibly 
think me dumb enough to let her stay in my apartment again, assuming she made it back into the 
U.S. Suddenly, I pulled away from those alluring words in the email with the suspicion that 
perhaps this was not Traviesa at all. Maybe the Commie Ho, who knew Traviesa and my 
connection with her, concocted this email of pretending to be Traviesa in order to obtain 
incriminating statements from me for use in the reply memorandum that the defense lawyers 
were preparing. Perhaps that’s why the defense lawyers wanted a time extension: to give this 
latest con room to work. 

Since I’m a party in the RICO case, anything I say, no matter to whom or through 
whatever medium, is admissible in the District Court, so long as it helps the defendants. If it 
helps me, I can’t use it. The reason for this rule of evidence is that while people always lie about 
the great things they do, they rarely he about the bad things. So the courts assume that when a 
person admits something that can be used against him in court, it’s probably true. My experience 
with the defense lawyers told me they would pounce on any statement they could rend into 
showing me as a bad character. 

Writing back in a friendly manner, I asked a couple of questions only Louisa could 
answer and for her telephone numbers in Europe in order to let whomever sent the email know I 
would call to check whether it was Traviesa. She answered the questions and the telephone 
numbers checked out as hers, so this was indeed the Traviesa I knew and feared. But that didn’t 
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obviate the possibility of her scamming me in order to help the Commie Ho and the defendants 
in return for assistance from Mundy’s firm in getting her tight Austro-Hungarian ass back into 
America. If Traviesa wanted anything, it was a rich guy in New York City, so she could spend 
his money and party her firm breasts away. So I played along with whatever her scheme was, 
but always kept in mind that everything I emailed might go right back to the Commie Ho, 

Mundy and the other defendants. 

When Traviesa asked me about Angelina, the Commie Ho, I answered “Angelina who?” 
When she asked what I did for a living, I told her I spent most my time on RICO cases, which 
was true. When she asked about my social life, I told her Mark, who had scored with her cousin, 
and I chased girls at the Latin clubs. Nothing in any of those answers that the defense attorneys 
could twist against me. 

Traviesa then started writing about romance as girls always do in their eternal effort to 
make guys think they are “good girls.” She complained that men only want a good time, but she 
wasn’t “like that.” She needed “feelings first, not just this.” 

How many times have I heard that malarkey from a dame? The truth is that girls do want 
“just this,” just sex. There in lies their power and greatest thrill, more of a thrill and more power 
for them than guys. But they pretend otherwise in order to shake down a guy for as much as 
possible. To “sex him” as they say, meaning metaphorically and literally: shake those boobies, 
but when he comes for the goodies—“Stop! I’m not that kind of girl unless you do this or that for 
me.” Baloney, they’re all that kind of girl. For years, I stupidly believed girls were actually 
capable of trust and loyalty and treated them as such. They aren’t. The only way to deal with 
them is to see them for what they are—play toys, and that’s it. Any other view opens a man to 
their sexually exploitative ways while behind his back they laugh at his foolish belief in their 
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fidelity. A girl wants men—that’s plural—to comprise all the pieces on a chessboard that she 
controls with the centerpiece her prince channing who can afford all the things she wants and is 
dumb enough to believe what she tells him. As Lord Byron wrote, “Man's love is of man’s life a 
thing apart, 'Tis woman's whole existence.” Girls put the same effort and deviousness into 
sexual affairs as men do their careers and war. 

Traviesa’s overly used complaint about men found no commiseration in me. Girls 
always try to make men feel guilty so that dames will benefit from every man’s efforts to make 
amends. Feminazis use the same tactic, but expand it to sucker guys into giving them jobs, status 
and respect they don’t deserve. It’s important to remember that Eve suckered Adam into biting 
the apple—not the other way around. Although unsympathetic with Traviesa, I was courteous 
and advised her to stop blaming men, “You obviously have not read the book you borrowed and 
still have, I assume, The Anatomy of Love. You have to make an effort if you want someone to 
help you raise your children. There are no more old maids, but plenty of middle-aged Feminazis 
incapable of compromise that will cry themselves to sleep every night until they die because they 
don’t have a man.” 

Traviesa’s emails, however, kept playing the sympathy card, “I know I should give in, 
but maybe there is someone still waiting for me. Here is not easy to find someone. It is not like 
N.Y. where you can pick up chicks. People here are more responsible then over there. By the 
time they reach my age, 26, they are either married with at least an apartment or they have a 
serious relationship. At the clubs and bars you can find only teens or some empty losers. I do 
not go out often, almost no clubs....”—more feminine cliches. It must be a law of physics that 
hot-looking babes in clubs rarely go to clubs since that’s what they always tell me. Guess I’m 
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supposed to believe my running into them in a club is an extraordinary bit of luck that beat the 
universe’s odd? I don’t think so. Good-looking girls live in clubs. 

On another sympathy note, Traviesa claimed that before the Communists took over her 
country, her family of royal blood owned woods, lands and, I assume, serfs. Ignoring this fairy 
tale trap, I reverted to the lawyer in me and suggested she look into suing the current government 
to get back her family’s land or for reparations. “You may become a landed princess after all,” I 
wrote with my tongue in my cheek. 

Whatever Traviesa or perhaps the Commie Ho wanted from me with these emails, they 
weren’t getting. Traviesa stopped writing for a couple of months, and I assumed the scheme 
ended, but then one last email arrived just a few weeks before the defendants’ reply 
memorandum was finally due. The email and its timing made some of the hidden intentions 
clearer. She apologized for not replying to my last email sooner and closed with the clincher: 

“In May there is a lottery going on the green card, so maybe I will be lucky. You know I am a 
big spender, so N.Y. is the place for me, where I can improve myself, this job is taking away my 
motivation and ideas.” If only Traviesa was behind the emails, she obviously wanted my help to 
get her into the U.S. in return for dollars or maybe sex. If the Commie Ho stood, as she usually 
does in the shadows, then the two of them were setting me up for violating the immigration law. 

Normally anyone, particularly criminals and terrorists, can violate U.S. law with 
impunity, especially the immigration statute. But for a lawyer who has complained to the INS 
Inspector General about that agency’s failure to enforce the laws, the bureaucrats would make an 
exception to nail me for even the appearance of impropriety. No I’m dumb, but not that dumb. 

So I suggested Traviesa get her hotel employer, which runs a hotel in New York City right across 
the street from Flash Dancers, to send her to America, and ended with, “Face it Traviesa, you’re 
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not going to be happy until you find a rich guy in New York City.” That ended that scheme. 
Traviesa or the Commie Ho standing behind her wasn’t fooling me anymore. No dame was. 
After decades, I finally understood the Janus, spoiled nature of girls. They all suffer from that 
unique feminine illusion that the mere fact of their being female exempts them from civilized 
behavior. 

When a girl speaks words of endearment, paints herself up and dresses in tight revealing 
clothes, she’s advertising sex, not using sex to sell something, but selling sex in return for a 
heavy tax on a man’s life. Like all good advertisers, she intentionally aims to stimulate and 
manipulate the emotions in men with deception. But when the guy fails to do what she wants or 
the guy she wants doesn’t respond, she curses out criticisms as did one girl in my Salsa class 
who used the Feminazi tactic of trying to publicly shame men into obsequiousness. Out of 
nowhere, this girl starts haranguing guys in general for not dancing enough to suit her taste, and 
exasperatedly claimed, “You can’t ask a guy to dance because it will insult their machismo.” So 
I chimed in “Maybe guys want to select, rather than settle. If you walk into a used car 
dealership, and a driverless car pulls up along side of you, pops its door open, I don’t think 
you’re going to get in for ride.” Boy did that tick the broads off. So what, it was the truth. Girls 
will tell any lie, cheat any guy and commit any crime to get what they want, and they want 
everything—name it, they want it. They are the primordial apostles of greed, whether for money 
or power. 

Feminazi or not, if female, she’ll ruthlessly exploit the attraction, protectiveness and 
tolerance Mother Nature bred in men for girls. For example, a friend and I were walking down 
the street when this middle-aged broad, obviously a Feminazi, walking towards us sees my friend 
and breaks into a big friendly come hither smile. Seeing those high beams on him. I’m thinking 
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she’s either a long time friend or some older female who’s got the hots for him. Listening to 
their conversation, it turned out she was a civil court judge trying to move up the ladder to the 
New York State Supreme Court, and wanted my friend’s help. On saying goodbye and again 
asking for his help, she shines the smile again and kisses him on the cheek with half a hug. As 
she walks away, my buddy turns to me to say, “She’s a lesbo.” I laughed, what a phony! Her 
sexual airs were only feigned female flirtations to get what she wanted. Give her a little 
authority, and she’ll cut my friend’s throat merely to confirm her power. My pal thought little of 
her judicial ability, and said he’d oppose her for the Supreme Court. In a meritocracy, she won’t 
have a prayer at any judgeship, but this is Feminarchy America where females are obsessed with 
power and will use sex or any other means to get it. 

The problem with females as judges or politicians is they are constitutionally unable to 
handle the pressures of administering the law and politics. They lack the political tolerance and 
self-restraint that democracy requires. Their passive-aggressive personalities make it impossible 
to rely on their words while their mixture of timidity and hysteria make it both a waste and 
danger to give them power. They are unable to compromise because compromise assumes a 
rough equality, which their innate arrogance will not allow for fear it may unmask their feelings 
of inferiority. For example, Catherine the Great ended up bankrupting Russia and creating the 
problems in Chechnya that still plague her country with slaughter in the subway, on airplanes 
and in schoolhouse bombings. When females move into men’s roles in society, it leads not only 
to less effective social institutions as a result of their incompetence and lack of requisite abilities 
but to a society penneated with corruption and cover-ups as broads abuse their authority the way 
princesses did and hide their ineptitude—after all, nobody lies as good as a dame. 
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Despite females’ inability to handle jobs evolutionarily suited for men, Feminazis 
ceaselessly whine about “equal pay for equal work.” The she-males of America, which is what 
the Feminazis and their advocates are trying to turn us all into, claim females receive around 
77% the pay of men for doing the same job. Sounds like discrimination, but is it? 

According to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics ’ 2007 Time Use Survey, men spend 
144% as many hours working as females do. So for every hour the average guy works, the 
average girl works 42 minutes. If both are paid $1 for a full hour of work, then the guy should 
receive $1 for each hour he is on the job, but the girl, since she only works 42 minutes out of the 
hour as compared to the guy, should receive $.69. An appropriate number for a girl, but less than 
the $.77 she now receives. So girls are actually paid more than guys when measured on a per 
unit of time basis. It’s understandable the Feminazis didn’t figure this out, since math is not a 
girl’s strong point, so they would logically ignore the mathematical way of making comparisons. 

The Feminazis also ignore that the real measure should not be “equal pay for equal work” 
but “equal pay for equal quality of work.” Take professional basketball, why should WNBA 
players receive as much money as the guys in the NBA who play better ball. Now if the WNBA 
went topless—maybe. Holding down a similar job doesn’t mean the performance is equal. If it 
did, then an employer could hire four girls for the price of three men, maintain quality and 
increase his output by one-third, which would enable him to cut prices and drive his competitors 
out of business. 

Putting the truth about salaries aside, how come the Government and media never talk 
about the inequality of inheritance between husbands and wives? Spouses inherit money 
because they put energy, effort and time into a relationship, not unlike building a business 
partnership. Actually, the laws of many states consider marriage an economic partnership. 
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When the partnership ends with the death of one spouse, the other is guaranteed a certain 
percentage, but more often than not ends up with the full value of the partnership. Surviving 
spouses are usually females, but that wasn’t always the case. At the beginning of the 20 th 
Century the average life span for men and females was the same at around 47 years. Over one 
hundred years later, however, as the result of a disproportionate amount of medical research 
spent on female-specific aliments and society channeling a disproportionately high percentage of 
men into the most dangerous jobs in the “tombstone basement,” females live an average of six 
years longer. Since they live longer, females receive more inheritance dollars from men than 
men receive from females. Sounds like discrimination to me. 

In the name of equality, the Feminazi rallying cry, all females receiving an inheritance 
from deceased husbands should be taxed to the extent that allows for balancing out the inequality 
of inheritance. The proceeds from the tax should go to all living married men and widowers in 
order to make inheritance “gender” neutral. Equal inheritance for equal work adheres to 
Feminazi, or more accurately, female logic, but it will never happen because it benefits men. 
Feminazism exists solely to benefit females that can’t attract a man because of their looks, failed 
upkeep or attitude. By neuterizing both sexes, these failed females hope to feel less inferior. 

Every Breath You Take 

While waiting for the next flare up of legal hostilities, I began searching for where the 
Commie Ho currently stripped. The last sighting of her at work dated back to October 2002, 
when my bartender friend Tom caught her stripping at Flash Dancers. But the following summer 
my process server couldn’t find her there, so he ended up handing her the RICO papers at her 
apartment in Astoria, Queens. The bouncers at Flash Dancers told my process server that she no 
longer stripped there, but what about all those bus and taxi posters running around New York 
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City with her mug on them advertising Flash Dancers? False advertising, or one blonde ho was 
as good as another? Who knew, but I sure wasn’t going to believe muscle-heads in a strip club. 
To find out whether the Commie Ho still worked at Flash Dancers or some other ho den I hired 
an investigator. He checked Flash Dancers off and on but no Commie Ho, and concluded she no 
longer shook her tits and ass at Flash Dancers. The Commie Ho would never switch to a 
legitimate day job—not enough money, so she was stripping at some other house of ill repute. 
But which one? 

No matter where the Commie Ho lap danced, she’d lie about stripping to the Court, and I 
would have to prove that as part of my strategy to impeach her credibility. Like all girls, the Ho 
hides behind a mask of virtue that compels her to lie about the tawdry world from which she 
makes so much money, at least 500 to 600 grand tax-free from a little over three and a half years 
in the American dream: July 2000 to February 2004. On her earlier return visits to Krasnodar, 
she used to tell her acquaintances that she worked as a translator in Moscow, but after my visits 
in 2001, no one believed that line anymore, if they ever did. In America, she used modeling as 
her cover. But what Russians or the average American thought about her, I didn’t care. It was 
the Court I wanted to convince of her habit for lying. All I needed to do was catch her in a series 
of lies, and the District Court would stop believing anything she said, no matter how crucial to 
her defense—I hoped. 

The Commie Ho had not only lied to the INS and the Department of State about her 
occupation, but also lied to the New York State Supreme Court and the I.R.S. in claiming to 
work only as a model and bartender. The bartending was false and modeling only partly true, 
but they created the false impression of how she earned her money because they left out lap 
dancing. The Commie Ho still didn’t realize that by omitting an important part of the truth, a 
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federal judge or jury would see it as an intentional lie. She always thought that lying by 
omission was not lying. The moment she lied under oath about not stripping, I would need 
evidence to prove she lied. That evidence would go a long way to impeaching her credibility by 
showing she worked mainly as a stripper who made a lot more money that she never declared. 
Despite the Feminazis’ attempts to make such a profession respectable, most judges and jurors 
consider the girls working in strip clubs as walking frauds and prostitutes. 

My search for the Commie Flo’s place of employment began by obtaining her Equifax 
credit report through one of my investigators. Sometimes these reports contain a person’s 
current employer. Different P.I.s are good at different tasks. This one had access to lots of 
different records while another private eye did excellent surveillance. The Commie Ho’s 
Equifax report, however, didn’t show any employer, but it did list four credit cards for her, three 
from banks—Chase, Citibank and Providian—and one from Macy’s. If, as she had done in the 
past, the Commie Ho used the bankcards for transferring money overseas, it would leave a 
record trail I could subpoena. The credit cards also provided me with another knife into her 
credibility because she’ll lie about having them in order to cover up her money laundering. Both 
uses, however, would have to wait until the case moved to a later stage. 

My private eye tried another method for finding where the Commie Ho worked. Every 
state keeps records on a quarterly basis for the employees in that state who receive W-2 tax 
forms. Hooking doesn’t generate W-2s, but some lap-dancing clubs do hire the girls as 
employees for a small amount, as with waitresses, which requires issuing a W-2. Such clubs 
take a cut of the money the hos make giving lap dances with the hos receiving most of it. Flash 
Dancers didn’t do this, but if the Commie Ho switched to a club that hired her as an employee, 
there would be a record. A check of New Jersey and New York, however, turned up nothing, so 
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I assumed she worked in a club like Flash Dancers where the strippers pay the club a set fee each 
night and work only for “tips” from the customers. Clubs such as Flash Dancers avoid filing a 
W-2 or even the 1099 required for independent contractors because each time a girl strips, the 
club claims the guy who paid her the $20 hired her. That’s the superficial interpretation. The 
I.R.S. is suppose to look at the reality of a transaction, which means the girls really work for the 
club because it provides the facilities, tells them what to do and makes money off of the young 
hos offering their charms to the club’s customers. So why doesn’t the I.R.S. bust these clubs for 
literally billions in unreported income? Because the Feminazis in the government believe any 
means of transferring wealth from men to females is justified and should carry no tax. 

The only alternative left for uncovering the Commie Ho’s place of work meant tailing 
her. But to do that, first required locating her at a point in time and space. As of the service of 
the RICO papers in July 2003, she was living in the apartment in Astoria, Queens to which she 
had moved in December 2000. Checking the outside apartment buzzers for her building at 28-15 
34 th Street, she was still listed in apartment 4H under Chipilina, one of her aliases. To make 
sure, I called her apartment telephone number, but she had changed it and switched to an unlisted 
number. One of my private eyes track down the new number, which also confirmed her address 
as the Astoria building. This told me she still leased the apartment, but whether she lived there 
or with some guy elsewhere, I didn’t know. After making a number of calls to her unlisted 
phone number with no living person answering, I still didn’t know. 

She was living there when my process server had caught up with her, but that was eight 
months ago. Since then, she could have sublet her apartment, and it wouldn’t have shown on the 
telephone records or the apartment building’s outside buzzers. Her apartment’s mailbox inside 
the building’s lobby listed no one, which it had since she first moved in, so I couldn’t tell 
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anything from that. The building didn’t have a doorman, which made getting inside easy but 
information via a bribe impossible. Hiring someone to knock on her door wouldn’t work 
because after she opened it to my process server, she’d never open it again to someone she didn’t 
know. The Commie Ho generally didn’t make the same mistake twice. Despite my uncertainty, 

I needed to start somewhere. Logic pointed to her still living in the same apartment, since 
cohabiting with her main sucker would make it too difficult to hide her true profession. The 
surveillance would first try to pick her up at her subway station, 30 th Avenue, in Astoria and 
follow her to work. 

In order to save money and because I had the time, I decided to do the tailing myself. 

The disguises that Bob, my makeup artist client, gave me back in 2002 should prevent the 
Commie Ho from recognizing me. Hey, if his work was good enough for Saturday Night Live, it 
should serve my purpose. Besides, the Commie Ho couldn’t see that well in the evening light 
because of her laser eye surgery, and that’s when I would try to pick her up. 

Her schedule was probably similar to the one she had at Flash Dancers. My earlier 
surveillances for the INS revealed that she left her apartment at around 6 PM and walked to the 
30 th Avenue Station on the N line, one of the last remaining elevated subways in New York City. 
Usually, she approached the station going west on 30 th Avenue to the Northeast corner subway 
stairs at 31 st Street and took the steps two at a time on her overly long legs up to the turnstiles. 
After paying her fare, she would go up the northwest stairs to the Manhattan bound platfonn for 
the N or W train. On the platform between 6:15 and 6:20 PM, she generally walked directly to 
the northern most bench to sit down. Stripping all night long with her size 11 feet squeezed into 
5-inch heels took its toll, so she sat whenever possible—something all girls do. Sometimes 
before sitting, she would stretch in preparation for work. Her hair was always braided into a 
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single strain, colored a bright whore blonde that stood out against the requisition all-black 
Russian outfit. She rarely wore dresses, except for stripping, and never mini-shirts. Too many 
guys hit on her she said, but her legs weren’t the best. In the winter, she added a black down 
jacket. Flash Dancers usually closed around 4 AM, and she’d hop a cab back to Astoria. 

Around 4:15 AM, her cab would let her off on the southwest corner of 28 th Road and 34 th Street, 
and she’d walked about a hundred feet to her building. 

In mid-February 2004,1 began staking out the 30 th Avenue subway platform in the late 
afternoon and early evening, invisible behind my disguise. The days alternated among Thursday, 
Friday and Saturday, the high-income producing nights for lap dancers and assorted hos. 
Confident she’d show, I first positioned myself on the opposite subway platform, but it proved 
too cold up there, so I moved inside the station to directly behind the token booth. A New York 
Times, folded in the customary subway fashion provided additional cover. New York subways 
get so crowded during rush hours that the only way to read the Times, if one likes fiction, 
required folding the paper length wise and turning the pages in a mind bending way that only 
New Yorkers seem to master. The subway fold provided an excellent mobile cover that could 
expand from nearly seven inches wide to fourteen and twenty eight inches in seconds. The 
Commie Ho, however, never appeared, and she wasn’t the type of girl a guy could miss unless he 
was blind, which I wasn’t—physically that is. 

No longer so sure she still lived in Astoria, or if she did, whether she still worked at a 
strip club, I resorted to calling her unpublished home number again. If she answered, then she 
still lived there, and I’d have to change my surveillance times. She didn’t answer, not once, but 
sometimes the answer machine came on, sometimes a fax tone and sometimes it rang and rang, 
so someone lived in her apartment to change the settings, but whom? On occasion, however, she 
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would answer her mobile phone, which meant she was still on the planet, but that I already knew. 
Where was this slut? I couldn’t tail her to work until I picked her up at some place and time. 

To determine once and for all whether she still lived in the same apartment, I started 
calling her neighbors on the same floor as hers. The public library carries a directory that lists 
the names, telephones and apartments for most of the people living in any building in New York 
City. Here as in Krasnodar everybody knows the local whore, so someone must have seen her 
around assuming she still lived there. No luck until I reached a young girl, maybe ten years old. 
Great, she’s not about to lie and wants to prove her worth by helping. My pretext was that I 
worked for a music video production company. 

“We just interviewed a girl name Angelina Shipilina for a role, but she failed to leave us 
her telephone number. All we have is her street address but no apartment number. We’re calling 
people in her building to try to reach her.” 

“Oh, I know her,” the girl said happy to help. “She lives right next to me. She’s very tall 
and blonde and pretty, but I don’t know her telephone number.” 

“That’s okay. Do you know her apartment number?” 

“Just a minute I’ll ask my mom.” No, no, no, I’m thinking, not your mother. Mom will 
grab the telephone, ask questions, become suspicious and might even report back to the Commie 
Ho. 

But the girl didn’t leave the telephone to get her mother, instead she yelled right in my 
ear, “Mom, what’s the apartment number next to us?” Her mother answered back and the girl 
proudly repeated for me, “It’s 4H.” 

“Is she still living there?” I asked after switching the receiver to my other ear. 

“Yes, I see her all the time.” 
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“When did you last see her?” 

“Just a couple of days ago.” 

Bingo, the Commie Ho still lived there, but when did she leave the building to go to 
work? Could she have actually taken a 9 to 5 job? No way, whores never reform, they just say 
they do. And she wasn’t at Flash Dancers anymore. Strip clubs tend to want fresh meat for their 
customers, and the Commie Ho stripped and prostituted at Flash Dances for over two years. But 
at which club was she hoing now? There were dozens and dozens in the New York metropolitan 
area, which includes not only the five boroughs but also parts of Long Island, Connecticut and 
New Jersey. The evening shifts, when girls make the most money, start anywhere from 3 PM to 
8 PM and end between 12 AM and 4 AM. That’s a wide span of time for the Ho to leave for 
work during which I’d rather not stand on a subway platform in cold. 

An idea from my Columbia University Business School training pops into my head to use 
a statistically valid sample of clubs from which to figure out the most probable times for her 
heading to work given a travel time of 30 minutes to an hour. Once again I staked out the 
subway on Thursdays, Fridays and Saturdays— still nothing, so much for the value of 
Columbia’s statistics’ courses. 

What did the Commie Ho do that left a record of her comings and goings—nothing! But 
I could get to the same point by knowing when she was usually in and not in her apartment. 

Most people, even hookers, have a basic schedule to which they adhere even though on the odd 
day it may vary. Humans are, if anything, creatures of habit. Although I doubted the Commie 
Ho’s humanity, she definitely was a creature. A list of the outgoing telephone calls on her 
unlisted telephone line would indicate a pattern of when she was at home and when she was not. 
But how do I get it? A private eye, of course. Unfortunately, the Ho’s telephone carrier’s 
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priority to maximize profits through cutting expenses derailed this strategy. The company had 
previously listed in each monthly bill the time of day for all the local calls a customer made, but 
a couple of years ago, the carrier replaced reporting the individual calls with the total calls over a 
period of time. This did me little good. The bills, however, still listed the specific times of the 
long distance calls, which indicated she was often at home from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. Monday 
through Friday, but the information was too little to indicate when she left for work. 

The only way to catch her meant staking out the front of her apartment building. Long 
stakeouts require two guys so that one can keep watch while the other hits the local restaurant for 
a restroom or deli for food and drink. One leftwing blogger I knew always needed money. We 
staked out her building from a rented car parked on her street. If she left, I’d drive pass her, turn 
the corner and leave my partner off to pick her up and tail her to work. 

When we started my partner said, “I checked those photos of her on that Russian web 
site, so I’d be able to recognize her. She’s a hot looking babe.” 

“And that’s all. She has no sense of right and wrong; lacks a conscience, integrity and a 
sense of fair play; is amoral, self-centered, selfish, self-righteous, hypocritical, duplicitous, a 
phony, pathological liar, dissembler and prevaricator with no socially redeeming qualities 
whatsoever—a barbarian life force driven by its self-indulgent wants and needs. The nobler 
qualities of human civilization are absent—compassion, empathy, dignity, self-respect and a 
respect for others!” 

“Oookay,” my partner said, “Why don’t we talk politics while we wait?” 

So we did, as we sat and sat, day after day, early morning, afternoon and early evening 
but no Commie Ho. I put the stakeout on hold, thinking she might be slipping out the back door 


251 



or was on vacation in Cyprus or Las Vegas. To determine which, I started snooping around the 
building on my own. 

Dressed in my disguise, I’d wait for a tenant exiting the building, asked for directions to 
the super’s apartment, which they always happily gave while letting me inside, or watched for 
people turning into the entrance way and quickly moved in behind them, fumbling for my non¬ 
existent keys, so they’d hold the door open. Given my appearance, white and anywhere from 40 
to 60, no one questioned me. Inside, I checked the side and back of the building. She could go 
out the back, but to make it to another street required going over a seven-foot wall, not too 
difficult for a guy, but a girl dressed for work, even in slacks, unlikely. Upstairs, I listened at her 
apartment door, no noise, looked under it, but no light. Rang the bell and ducked into the 
stairwell from which I could see the top of her door and whether it opened—it didn’t. After 
doing this a few times on different days with no luck, I switched tactics. 

On the roof of the building next door at night, I could see her apartment windows, which 
weren’t visible from the street because her apartment overlooked an alleyway. The windows 
were always dark. I kept going back looking for the light in the window so that I’d know she 
was not out of town and could restart the stakeout. On one sojourn while walking up the stairs to 
the roof door, I saw a red light that I’d never seen before. My next step brought an ear-piercing 
alarm. The human flight emotion tried to take over, but I said if you run you stand out, so I 
walked slowly back down the stairs, four flights with the alarm wailing its high pitch noise 
throughout the building, and not one person came out of their apartments to check it out. 

Why was I not surprised? This was the same borough where in 1964 Kitty Genovese 
pleaded for help after a man stabbed her. The residents heard the cries but did nothing, so the 
guy came back twice as she lay bleeding on the sidewalk yelling for help, stabbing her each time, 
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sexually assaulting her and finally killing her, and none of her neighbors did a thing. Might 
history repeat itself with a tall Russian blonde whore? I couldn’t be so lucky. The newly 
installed roof alarm cost me an excellent spying spot, but I found an alternative by using an 
alleyway from the next street over to get into the backcourt yard of her building. From there I 
could see the apartment windows, but still no lights at night. 

Where the devil did this ho disappear to? Nearly a month and a half of trying to track her 
down and still no success. Was the Matrix interfering in my life again? No matter, I knew if I 
stuck with it, I’d find her. 

The lefty blogger, who helped me on the failed stakeouts, came up with an idea that 
proved the turning point because of workers unable to follow instructions. He suggested sending 
her by Federal Express a box of chocolates from a fake modeling agency. By paying in cash and 
using a telephone number that’s always busy, there was no way to trace the sender. Eternally 
busy telephone numbers are maintained by Verizon for technical reasons in every exchange. 
When making pretext calls, it often avoids suspicion by leaving one of these numbers as a call 
back because whenever the target tries the number, it’s always busy. That allows one to call the 
target again for information and pretend he couldn’t reach me because of trouble on my line or 
just a lot of calling going on. Either way it doesn’t blow a cover, at least initially. 

Sending chocolates from a model agency was a great idea because the Ho couldn’t resist 
sweets or the delusion that the world saw her as a glamorous model rather than a whore for 
money. When Fed Ex knocked on her door, she would open it, if at home. If not, then by 
requiring delivery only to her, Fed Ex would go back and back until they found her home or 
learned from the superintendent that she no longer lived there. Tom Hanks never gave up when 
he played a Fed Ex delivery manager in Cast Away, so the guys in Queens should do the same. 
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Once Fed Ex made the delivery, it would post the date, time and her signature on its web site. 

I’d recognize that signature anywhere. The Commie Ho always feared someone forging her 
signature, so she perfected an intricate scribbling of her name that no one would ever bother 
trying to forge—not unlike Swiss bankers. 

After a week of trying, Fed Ex finally delivered the package, but not to the Commie Ho, 
instead to someone who signed as “A. Anthony”—so much for the truth of Hollywood movies. I 
called Fed Ex from a local pay phone, using a calling card, pretending to be the CEO of the 
phony modeling agency that sent the package and asked to talk to the deliveryman. Who was 
“A. Anthony” and didn’t Fed Ex deliver the package to the Commie Ho. The Fed Ex customer 
rep said she would have the deliveryman call me back, which did me no good because I wasn’t 
about to give out my real number. So I made up another story by telling her I was attending 
meetings out of town and could give her my hotel number knowing Fed Ex wouldn’t make any 
costly long distance calls. The customer rep in turn arranged a time for me to reach the 
deliveryman at Fed Ex’s office—just what I wanted. 

The deliveryman told me the Commie Ho had not answered her buzzer from the outside 
entranceway on three attempts, so he left the package with the building superintendent’s 10-year- 
old son. Great, the kid probably ate the chocolates himself—I would have, at that age. Fed Ex 
really ticked me off. The deliveryman was supposed to go inside, up the elevator and knock on 
her door. Instead the idiot took the usual American easy way out by not bothering to go to the 
apartment at all. But the deliveryman did give me a telephone number for the superintendent. 

A couple of years earlier, I had talked to the super on the pretext of looking for an 
apartment but really to confirm the Commie Ho’s address for INS. His accent and appearance 
led me to believe he came from southern Russia, which meant I couldn’t believe anything he said 
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about a fellow Russian. But as a result of my recent telephoning of some of the Commie Ho’s 
neighbors, I learned the super came from Croatia, which meant he hated Russians. People who 
lived in any of the countries occupied by the former Soviet Union, despised Russians. The 
super, therefore, could be relied on to provide that most damaging of commodities to a 
Russian—accurate information, so I gave him a call. 

“Hello, may I speak to the super,” I asked. 

A young girl snootily replied, “He’s not here right now! Who’s calling?” Must be the 
pubescent girl I ran into on my visit to the super’s apartment two years earlier. 

“This is Federal Express,” I lied. “We’re trying to track down a package that was given 
to A. Anthony a few days ago on Monday at around 3:40 in the afternoon.” 

“That’s my younger brother.” 

“How old are you? 

“I’m 14.” No wonder she sounded snooty, the boys probably just started chasing her, so 
now she believes herself a femme fatale. Didn’t take long for her to metamorphose into a teen 
queen. But she was still young enough for me to cautiously rely on what she said. Give her a 
few years and the lies will flow like breath from her painted lips. 

“Do you know what happen to the package that was meant for Miss Shipilina?” 

“Anthony brought it to our apartment in the basement, and she came down to pick it up.” 

“Do you know what time that was?” 

“Around 4:30 PM.” Apparently, Anthony notified the Commie Ho somehow, meaning 
she was at home when Fed Ex rang her buzzer from the outside entranceway, but didn’t answer, 
or she arrived shortly after. 

“Is she usually home late in the afternoon in case we have to deliver other packages?” 
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“She’s rarely in her apartment. She’s a model, and I see her go out at 5 o’clock, 8 
o’clock at night. She’s always out.” 

“When will your father be home?” 

“Try back tonight after seven.” 

That evening I reached the super. He repeated his daughter’s story of the package. 

Then I asked, “When is a good time to make deliveries to her?” 

“It’s best to find her before 11 in the morning. She goes to work in the afternoon, maybe 
3 or 4.” Just what I needed, I thanked him and set up another round of surveillance with the 
same guy as before, starting at 11 AM Monday, April 12, 2004. 

We parked across the street at the corner facing south with me in partial disguise. Within 
minutes of settling in for a long wait, the Commie Ho bounds out of the entranceway of her 
building. Wearing black leather pants and a black backpack in her concession to American style, 
her vat-dyed blonde pony tail bobbed from an erect head looking straight ahead as she swung her 
arms loping down the street on those long legs and moving at a speed that for others would be a 
run. Battle stations, battle stations, the cry went off in my head. We buckled ourselves in; I 
started the engine and zoomed passed her taking a quick look to make sure it was she. At the 
light, I turned right and let my “I Spy” partner out, then took off down the block to get out of 
sight. We assumed she’d also go right at the corner to head for the 30 th Avenue subway, but she 
didn’t. Five minutes later my partner calls my cell. The Commie Ho had gone to the New York 
Sports Club on 30 th Avenue at 38 th Street. Driving the car to a parking lot across from the gym, I 
met my partner and we continued the stakeout. 

“That girl is all legs!” My partner exclaimed. “I had to run just to keep up with her. But 
she sure sticks out in crowd. She must be six-three! And that blonde hair is like waving a flag.” 
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“Yeah, she’s easy to spot. Makes our job a lot easier.” I replied. 

“Why does she walk so fast?” 

“Maybe she’s afraid something will catch up with her.” 

We sat in the car waiting for the end of her workout. 

About an hour later, hair now up in a bun, she bolts out of the gym as from a starting gate 
and moving at the same fast pace. My partner jumps out to give chase. As we had agreed, I 
drove the car back to the corner across from her apartment figuring she’d head back home for a 
shower. The Commie Ho has a phobia about using public facilities, even Laundromats. Genns, 

I think, rather bizarre for a prostitute, the type of person that most folk consider synonymous 
with filth. 

Sure enough, she arrived back at her apartment with my partner well behind her breathing 
hard trying to keep up. 

“Damn, she moves fast. I’ve got to get myself in better shape.” 

“Expensive Russian prostitutes definitely keep themselves physically fit. There were a 
lot of them at the gym 1 used in Moscow. They were among the few Russians that could afford 
one.” 

“Physically fit is right.” My partner agreed, “ft’s just the rest that seems lacking.” 

“Exactly.” 

At 1:20 PM she again zooms out, moving south and still fast, but no backpack, hair in a 
ponytail. My partner sets off in pursuit while 1 waited in the car for his cell phone call. Once 
again, she doesn’t go to the 30 th Avenue subway, but walks further south, making a cell phone 
call and stopping in a store. Then she walks west to the elevated subway at Broadway, the next 
stop down the line from the 30 th Avenue station. My partner is right behind her, panting away, 
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but manages to get on the same train to Manhattan. I drive into the City to wait for his next call. 
While parked in Manhattan by the 59 th Street Bridge, I tried to figure where she was heading, but 
soon gave up. 

My cell rang. 

“So where are you?” I asked knowing it was my surveillance partner. 

“Union Square, but I lost her. She got into a SUV outside the Virgin Record store driven 
by a guy in his 20s, white, light brown hair, silver Forerunner Toyota, license AGE 9596.” 

“Okay, I’ll run the license to find out whom it’s registered to.” We agreed to try again a 
week from Tuesday. The SUV belonged to a Joseph Martin, 6 Bradford Avenue, Rye, New 
York. The driver of the SUV was probably one of her prostitution clients or some poor sucker 
with romantic delusions about her. Either way, I knew she benefited materially from the 
rendezvous. But I still didn’t know the place where she stripped. When she worked at Flash 
Dancers, she often took Sunday or Monday off because the money wasn’t good. Maybe she was 
off this Monday, and turned a trick to pick up extra cash. 

Tuesday, April 20, 2004, the Commie Ho whips out of her building at 11:33 in the 
morning, arms churning back and forth, pony tail swinging its way to the same New York Sports 
Club where my partner spots her running on a treadmill. After the gym, trucking at the same fast 
pace, she goes back to her apartment for about an hour then heads off to the 30 th Avenue subway 
wearing a white jacket with black pok-a-dots. She catches the train to Manhattan, gets off at 34 th 
Street, Herald Square, and walks a block to the IRT number One train, which takes her further 
south to Chambers Street. It would have been more convenient for her and have saved a fare, if 
she switched at Times Square. At Chambers Street she walks toward the river to a luxury high 
rise at 22 River Terrace. My spy can’t follow her in to see which apartment she went to because 
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of the doorman. After three hours of waiting, we figure she’s in there for the duration and go 
home. 

The next day, Wednesday, at around 1:20 PM the Commie Ho comes walking up her 
street, carrying shopping bags, wearing the same clothes from the day before and enters her 
building. That’s the last we see of her and end the surveillance at 6 PM. Apparently, she made a 
night of it at River Terrace—fun or business. 

On Friday, we started late at 1 PM certain the Commie Ho would either enter her 
building coming back from the gym or exit heading for the subway and Manhattan. This time 
we parked on the same side of the street as her building, just between it and the corner. Sporting 
a fake mustache with a cap, I sat in the driver’s seat. At 3:30 PM, my peripheral vision catches 
movement on the sidewalk a few feet from my window, as I turn to look, the Commie Ho 
wheezes pass. Rats, did she see me in the car? She was wearing her backpack, dressed in blue 
jeans with studs running down the legs, what kind of fashion is that? She probably came from 
the gym but by a different route that took her right passed us. Well, I knew if she saw me, she’d 
call her clients at the police station just a block away to come hassle us. We waited, but no cops, 
so she didn’t see me. 

At 4:30 PM, she leaves at her usual gallop in her favorite outfit, black slacks and a white 
jacket with black pok-a-dots. At the 30 th Avenue subway, she sits on her favorite bench and, as 
usual, boards the last car of the train. She’s consistent—until 42 nd Street, Times Square. Then 
something new happens, she steps off the train, waits, and suddenly steps on again just as the 
doors are closing. My partner made it back into the car, but only barley and obviously. At 34 th 
Street, she hops off, looking nervously behind her with fear pulling the corners of her eyes tight. 
My partner backs off trying to follow her at a distance, but it’s clear she spotted the tail. After 
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ten minutes of twists, turns, double backs and feints around crowded Herald Square, she 
managed to lose him. 

The surveillance was placed on hold in order to let some time pass for her to fall into a 
false sense of security. But early one afternoon four months later, while rushing for the BMT 
subway at 42 nd Street, I froze in my tracks. The Commie Ho was not ten feet from me, wearing a 
jackal look of discontent and cowardice, staring nervously behind her as though checking for 
someone following. She hadn’t seen me yet, but the moment she turned her head forward again, 
those laser enhanced, blue gray eyes would pass right over me. The only thing to do was use one 
of Mark’s martial arts’ tactics and I thought myself invisible. She turned her head from looking 
over her left shoulder, swept her glaze right over me without seeing and continued down to the 
train. The Commie Ho still suspected a tail, so I put the surveillance on hold indefinitely. 

The information from this chance encounter and the earlier surveillances indicated to me 
that she probably no longer stripped, but just did call girl work, a profession much easier to hide 
from the District Court and the INS. Also at 28, the lap dancing clubs might consider her too 
old, but she could still hook for $200 to $300 an hour and those where Los Angeles rates. The 
best she did stripping was a little over $100 an hour and that required standing on her feet all 
night long. So hooking meant more money, less work and no sore feet—right up the Commie 
Ho’s alley. Another reason for believing the Commie Ho had switched to fulltime hooking was 
that during the on again, off again surveillance from February to April, I obtained the Commie 
Ho’s mobile records for two months running. One month she made 290 out going calls and the 
other 370 in addition to the approximately 150 calls made each month from her apartment 
telephone. The Commie Ho’s activities looked a lot like those described in the grand jury 
transcripts of Los Angeles’ largest prostitution ring run by a Russian mother and her daughter. 
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While I hadn’t found any connection between the L.A. ring and the defendants in my RICO case, 
that didn’t mean the model used in L.A. wasn’t also used in New York City by the Commie Ho 
and her associates. 

The L.A. call girl ring had offered two types of services: “in-call” and “out-call.” With 
in-call, the guy visited an apartment maintained by the ring where he was charged $200 an hour. 
Out-call was where the girl went to the guy’s apartment but charged more, $300 an hour. To 
make an appointment, the guy would call the dispatcher’s number, or go on line and make his 
request for a blonde, redhead or brunette and leave a contact number. The dispatcher rounded up 
a girl and called the guy back to finalize the arrangements. Business for the L.A. ring had 
usually started in the early afternoon and gone to the early morning hours. The Commie Ho’s 
call volume, connection with www.Russianny.com and her history pointed to her concentrating 
her time on Russian mob prostitution in New York where she acted as a dispatcher, semen 
depository or both. 

You’ll Lose a Good Thing 

In order to dig up more information in Russia for my RICO case, I took a lesson from my 
annulment/divorce case and used a website. Boy that should annoy the defense lawyers! They’ll 
shout and scream to the Chief Judge and call me this and that—tough. Nadya, my Krasnodar 
translator, went looking for a Russian website designer who also knew how to advertise. The 
site would be in Russian and aimed at people, mainly in Krasnodar, so I wanted a Russian from 
that area familiar with attracting attention to websites. Similar sites for Mexico and Cyprus were 
planned. 

I sent Nadya a CD with the contents of the site. The introduction page stated: 

United States dollars for information concerning any of the people mentioned in the 
following diary of Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (Chipilina) also known as “Angelina,” a 
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runner up in the Miss Krasnodar Beauty Pageant of 1997. Miss Shipilina lives in 
Krasnodar, Russia and New York City. 

Click on Nude Photographs or Masturbation Video to identify Alina Alexandrovna 
“Angelina” Shipilina, a.k.a. Chipilina. Click on Other Photographs for more pictures of 
Angelina. 

Click on Diary and Newspaper Article to read about the life style of this Russian 
prostitute. 

Please contact rdhhh@yahoo.com with any information or questions. Valuable 
information will be rewarded with dollars. 

Following are the full names or additional information on some of the individuals and 
organizations talked about in Miss Shipilina’s 1999-2000 diary that may help the reader identify 
them. Information on anyone mentioned in the diary, not just those listed below, is being sought 
for a case in the U.S. Federal Court of the Southern District of New York and will be rewarded. 

U.S.A. 

Flash Dancers Topless Club 
Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers 
Tatianna, former stripper at Flash Dancers in 2000 
Nikita, former stripper at Flash Dancers in 2000 
Marc L. Paulsen, California doctor 

Russia, 

Krasnodar 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva 

Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House 

Alexey Smolin 

Dmitri Morosov 

Inessa Alexandrovna Shipilina 

Olga Ponomarenka 

Katya Gerokaris 

Mariya (Masha) Alexandrovna Chebotkevich 

Enya, winner of Miss Charming and Russian Radio in March 2000 Miss Krasnodar 
Beauty pageant. 

Natasha, tall young with black hair who lives at 138 Rashpilevskaya Street. 

Lena, the poor nurse who prostituted herself with Angelina and Olga Ponomarenka. 
Nadya, who went to work in Cyprus with Angelina in December 1999. 

Inessa, a model at Vasilyeva Fashion House. 

Larissa, girl friend of Marios Athanasiou, manager of the Zygos and Tramps brothels in 
Cyprus. 

Volodya, sculptor in his late thirties, married. 
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Andrei, drove a white Mercedes in 2000. 

Mkrtchan, previously taught at the Krasnodar State Academy Physical Training, wife 
Tanya. 

Rey, pimped for Krasnodar models, including Angelina. 

Roma, client of Angelina for whom she wore a black wig in 2000. 

Moscow 

Natasha Gubina from Vidi Vinci Casting. 

Phodes Studio Co. 

Leonid Perlin, President Phodes Studio Co. 

Tanya, Phodes Studio Prostitute 

Other Russian Locations 

Vladimir Gavrilov of St. Petersburg 

Yulya Alyabyev in Kanevskaya 

Alexander Andreevich Rybakov, fonner police official in Grozny in the 1980s and early 
1990s, born July 25, 1952 in Mednogorsk, Russia. 

Aunt Sveta, owns house at 11/1 Skvoznaya, Yablonovskiyi. 

The only way Russians would respond to such a site was by offering U.S. currency. The 
defense attorneys would claim the information tainted because money exchanged hands, but I 
could overcome that with sworn affidavits or a precautionary instruction from the Chief Judge to 
the jury. After all, lawyers always pay private investigators for infonnation and they pay 
sources, as does the Federal Government. Anyway, the infonnation would most likely lead to 
more for which I could use the District Court’s powers to obtain testimony and documents. 

Nadya expressed some concern that the site might break the law. Law, there is no law in 
Russia, at least none that are enforced, not all that different from America. But some Russians 
still fear as they did when living under the Soviets. Under the Commies, such a site would 
violate the law because it told the truth, which was strictly forbidden. But apparently Nadya’s 
concerns went deeper than she originally expressed. She emailed me to say, “Don’t you think 
it’s criminal to write such things about other people?” This was a strange remark coming from 
her since she knew the Commie Ho wrote the diary, sold the photographs and made the video for 
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money. All the site would do is tell the truth. Then I remembered my female Russian instructor 
in Moscow who refused to translate the Commie Ho’s diary when I first copied it. She didn’t 
want to invade the prostitute’s privacy, and Cheryl, the Feminazi, refused to read it for the same 
reason. Two girls, like all girls, who would go out of their way to find incriminating evidence to 
batter a man, didn’t want to see the truth about one of their own. Girls united against men. They 
will hide any secret, no matter how foul, justify any deed, no matter how harmful, so long as it 
puts a man in jeopardy or protects the truth about how girls really operate. The girls I had come 
across always tended to lie to men for each other, but was there really a genetic worldwide 
conspiracy reaching back into time to promote the illusion of females as “sugar and spice and 
everything nice”? 

Nadya’s remark was put out of my mind for she had dug up a lot of useful information in 
Krasnodar over the past three years while collecting a monthly stipend. Assuring her there was 
nothing criminal about the site, she eventually found a “pcman,” who would set the site up and 
advertise it in Russia for $700. A little steep I thought, especially for Russia where it amounted 
to half a year’s income for the average household. But Nadya knew how to operate in Russia, 
and I trusted her. 

A problem arose when the Internet host required blacking out certain parts of the 
Commie Ho’s body, such as the close up of her massaging her snatch in the video clip. That 
struck me as strange because Russians not only allow people to murder and steal at will, well 
almost at will, they never let morality interfere with making a ruble or buck. But I didn’t care, 
just as long as viewers who knew or previously came across the Commie Ho could identify her. 
Clearing that up took a couple of months. 
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Nadya finally emailed me the site’s address, but clicking on it only brought up the 
window “Network Problems.” Nadya assured me she’d get the pcman to fix it. Another month 
goes by. Nadya then tells me that the pcman subcontracted the work out, and she needed to 
complete some paper work, another month, another stipend. She eventually emails me a 
different site address, but again up pops “Network Problems.” Okay, I finally catch on; my 
trusted agent in Krasnodar is either scamming me or has defected to the Commie Ho’s side. 

After all, the Commie Ho can now pay more than me having made by then around 600 grand 
tax-free in four years. Nadya’s monthly stipend ended, so much for pretty young Russian girls in 
their mid-twenties. 

Nadya had first started working for me at twenty-one, and, like other early twenty 
something Russian babes, she always stuck to her work agreements, but by the mid-twenties 
these Russian girls transmute into thieves in the night and turncoats. Guess they figure they are 
running out of time. Nadya ripped me off for $700, but she would have made more in her 
monthly wage by keeping her end of the bargain. Oh well, and I never even hit on her, although 
spent a lot of time gazing at her attributes. Just can’t help looking more at a young girl’s breasts 
than her face when talking to one. However, with older broads my eyes ignore them completely 
while conversing, which is as seldom as possible. 

Trouble In Paradise 

Uncovering more information on the Commie Ho and her mob associates’ web of 
revulsion for my RICO case continued to consume a lot of time, tolerance and appetite for 
boredom. The pursuit of justice carries a heavy dose of the meanness of reality that deters many 
from paying its price. But there’s no way other than to pay that price to keep the fundamental 
problem with people from swamping the planet. No matter when, or where, it’s always the 
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same. People with power, whether individually or as part of an institution, group or government, 
decide they will take what they don’t deserve because they can. Naturally, they always justify in 
their own minds violating the rights of others with such lame excuses as some god or goddess 
told me to, it’s the correct thing to do, we’re superior, we know what’s best and any other lunatic 
rationale humans can invent. 

Look at the Bush Administration, it goes knocking on Iraq’s door saying, “Listen up 
boys, this here’s your lucky day. We’re going to remove Saddam, then make you just like us. 
That’s right, soon your children, 12 and younger, will have the opportunity to buy any addictive 
drug nature or modern chemistry can make; your daughters, sisters and wives can make big 
bucks in the soft-core and hard-core pornography industry—hey, a hundred grand a year is more 
than you’ll see in a lifetime, and thanks to Billy Bob Clinton, the girls can give blowjobs while 
claiming, if their mouths aren’t too full, that it’s not sex; every house will have a TV with shows 
oozing sexual thrills, naked breasts at half-time and dirty innuendos for the kiddies to salivate 
over; however, ninety per cent of you guys will stay condemned to the worst and most dangerous 
jobs, but the females, just look at the Abu Ghraib prison photo album, will now run the show in 
order to make up for centuries of you boys sacrificing to protect and provide for them and their 
children; of course, you’ll still have to die to protect the girls from foreign enemies, but now the 
girls will control your lives according to their whims—isn’t that great; you guys will 
automatically become second and even third class citizens, but it’s the correct thing to do— 
believe us; you’ll even have a stock market and homes to invest in so as to build a nest egg for 
retirement that corporate executives, stockbrokers and financial analysts can steal without the 
government doing much of anything about it, other than give those wealthy crooks larger tax 
breaks and low interest loans that you’ll have to make up by paying more tribute to our, we 
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mean, your government—isn’t the American brand of freedom and democracy wonderful; true 
you wouldn’t be able to believe what the media says because it uses fake documents and makes 
up stories, but that’s no different than under Saddam, so the media’s a wash.” Somehow I don’t 
think the Iraqis or anyone in the Middle East wants our democracy, freedoms and injustices. 

If America came to my door with an offer like that, I’d pick up a gun too. Now that I 
think about it, America actually kicked down my door in the 1960s with a similar ultimatum. 
When I stepped out of high school, the draft said, “Come her boy!” so I went to college instead. 
But when I twice left college, the Selective Service was on me like a fury trying to add black ink 
with my blood to the financial statements of members of the military-industrial complex. Profits 
for the complex that Eisenhower warned against grew geometrically during the war as more and 
more blood of young American men—not girls, but men, washed the jungle floors of Vietnam. 
Corporate America and that butcher Lyndon B. Johnson, for whom more females voted than 
men, weren’t going to vampire my blood for a buck. Anyone who did a little research knew the 
government lied; the real reasons for the war were profits and L.B.J.’s political career. L.B.J. 
didn’t want to appear soft on communism because by his cold war mentality pulling out of 
Vietnam would hurt his chances of re-election in 1968. Boy was he wrong. 

Twice I had to fight and beat the draft: the first time by going underground in California, 
then back to college; the second time a couple of sympathetic doctors, one whose son also 
carried the draft on his back, gave me the notes needed to escape the hamburger grinder for 
good. All an experience today’s Feminazis can’t even begin to imagine unless America’s current 
wars bring back the draft. If that happens, all those broads who think they are as tough as men 
will start bawling and pleading that the draft shouldn’t take them because they’re girls. They’ll 
begin the old whine, “But men start the wars,” to which I always retorted, “Tell that to the guys 
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pushing up daisies in the Falkland Islands, the Seks butchered by Indira Gandhi, the Arabs killed 
in Golda Meir’s 1967 War and those slaughtered during Queen Victoria’s Boer War or because 
of Catherine the Great’s lust for beachfront real estate on the Black Sea. No, when the draft 
comes knocking the next time, none of the traditional feminine wiles will work, not after all the 
changes in the law and culture they’ve wrought over the past forty years. The U.S. Supreme 
Court will reverse its decision allowing the Government to discriminate by drafting only men, 
and the Feminazis will finally know not just the benefits but also some of the real hell of 
manhood. I can’t wait. 

Despite the stupidity and waste of the Vietnam War, sometimes I regret not having gone. 
In the sixties, I didn’t want to die a sucker, which my instinct told me would happen. But 
looking back, what was I saving myself for? Since then, I ended up falling sucker to one female 
scheme after another: taking care of the Nazi Ho in her old age, investing with an incompetent 
and corrupt stockbroker in league with other Wall Street crooks and corporate thieves, marrying 
a narcotics slipping Russian mob prostitute and falling prey to the Feminazis terror responsible 
for denying me good jobs that I wanted and invidiously discriminating against me in America’s 
courts and government agencies. Had I’d gone to Vietnam, I would’ve avoided all the 
subsequent harms caused by those broads. But I didn’t go, so now, as it turns out, I’m a bigger 
sucker than had I gotten my head blown off in the jungles of Southeast Asia. Better a life of 
promise cut short, than a life of promises never fulfilled. 

Lots of Iraqi and Muslim men apparently feel a life cut short rather than years of U.S. 
feminarchy scams and discrimination is a price worth paying. After the end of 30 years of 
tyranny under Saddam Hussein, why should they risk a Feminazi tyranny like the U.S. has had 
for the past 30 years with its institutionalized discrimination, defamation and intimidation of men 
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in order to serve feminine malice? Muslim men aren’t stupid. They understand American 
priorities as illustrated by the Attorney General of the United States boasting at a press 
conference about the successful prosecution of a twenty-year-old guy who posted nude 
photographs of his seventeen-year-old girl friend on the Internet. The girl was clearly a ho; 
otherwise, she wouldn’t have allowed her boyfriend to snap the pictures. She also probably 
encouraged him to post the photographs, since hos always fantasize about strangers seeing them 
engaged in sex, naked or partly unclothed. If they didn’t, they would not wear dresses so easy to 
look up or blouses so easy to look down. 

The Attorney General seized the opportunity to pander to broads. Since the girl wasn’t 
yet 18—why should one year make a difference—the Department of Justice called out its 
Feminazi stonn troopers, expended valuable time and resources to destroy this guy’s life by 
throwing him in jail for child pornography. As if the Justice Department didn’t have better 
things to do, but that’s the American way these days, and Muslim men know it. So they’re not 
about to sit idly by while America creates a similar Middle Eastern Department where the wheels 
of justice run over mostly men for grievances hypocritically touted by broads. Muslim men 
don’t want a democracy where females receive preferential treatment for the most desirable 
positions while they receive preferential treatment for the worst; where the system of justice and 
prosecutorial discretion rides the public relations bandwagon of demonizing men; and where 
lighting for your rights as a man means mockery, ostracism and poverty. No, the men in the 
Middle East and other Muslims are wise to fight and die against the modem American way. 
Better a dead hero than a live coward. 

Muslim men have their own paradigm for organizing society, so who are the American 
and British one percenters and the Feminazis to make them think differently? If guys in the 
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Middle East want civil wars, let them. America had a civil war, so did England, why should 
Middle Eastern countries be any different? But the American and British rich don’t want civil 
wars or ongoing guerrilla rebellions because it threatens their oil revenues and reconstruction 
profits. The Feminazis also want the Western domination of the Middle East so as to spread 
their self-exalting belief system that translates into money, power and status for females with a 
subservient population of men who cater to their whims and think the world of them. American 
men might enjoy living as hermaphrodites ruled by she-males, but the U.S. Feminazis aren’t 
going to turn Muslim guys into girlie-men. 

The guerillas in the Middle East know the consequences of allowing the U.S. collective 
to turn their country into an economic colony, so to prevent it, they’re killing Westerners and 
those who work for the West. The corporate rich, through the Federal Government, media and 
academia, self-righteously denounce the guerillas as brutal, evil, barbarian terrorists. But are 
they? Who invaded whom? 

If during the Cold War, Commies from the Soviet Union came marching down my street 
in suburbia, I’d start shooting too. After all, what right did the Commies have to enter my 
neighborhood? Sure the town’s female Mayor was a Nazi, but after they removed her, they 
should have left. As far as disputes among neighbors on the block, we’d deal with that in out 
own fashion. We wouldn’t need some Commies telling us what to do. Same applies to the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. If while living in New Jersey, I awoke one morning to find a bunch 
of guys with long beards camped in my back yard, dancing around singing like Zero Mostel, I’d 
call the police to kick them off my property. If the cops refused because the police chief had cut 
a deal with the squatters, I’d throw them off myself. I wouldn’t give a damn what some book 
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their ancestors allegedly wrote 2000 years ago said, off they go, with force if necessary. But 
jingoism, even the American kind, always fails to give the view from the other side. 

When people lose their land, have authoritarian governments imposed and their belief 
systems violated by nations with powerful militaries what are they expected to do? Roll over 
like a dog, or fight back with any means they have against any targets available to them. Sure 
the rebels, guerillas and terrorists in the Middle East use personal means to injure and kill others, 
many of whom are noncombatants, but that’s because they don’t have the helicopters, tanks and 
fighter jets that the U.S. and Israel use for killing and injuring their opponents, many of whom 
are also civilians; oh, excuse me, “collateral damage.” If the U.S. gave the Palestinians apache 
helicopters, tanks and fighter jets, the Palestinians won’t use their children as waking bombs or 
blow up Israeli citizens, they’d go after Israeli government officials, the military and the nation’s 
infrastructure—just like the U.S. does in war. What do the Americans and Israelis think? That a 
Palestinian girl with no hope for her future children is going to walk up to an Israeli tank made in 
America and blow herself up. So she dents the tank, and it needs a new paint job, big deal. No, 
she’s going to try to spill as much blood from those on the other side as the latest Apache 
helicopter rocket attack did in her refugee camp. Same thing throughout the Middle East, only 
now America is now wearing Israeli boots. 

Perhaps I am not completely alien from those victimized in the Middle East by the 
American rich and the U.S. Government. Both threatened my liberty, interfered with my pursuit 
of happiness, stood idly by while gangsters threatened me and denied me justice all because an 
accident of nature made me a man bom into a society that turned into a feminarchy. Every day 
slaps me in the face with the realization that I live in a society controlled by a few, the rich, that 
benefit from having many, the Feminazis, discriminate against men like me. In this American 
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society, my rights are repeatedly violated because of who I am. It’s not so much different for 
Muslims fighting against America for their land and way of life, only they generally end up dead. 
But, depending on the point view, there are some things so dear, some things so precious and 
some things so eternally true that they are worth dying for. 

No, I’m not about to convert to some religion that prevents pretty young girls from 
flaunting their delicious curves, but I would provide America’s Islamic opponents, not the 
Chechens however, legal services and be a better mouthpiece then those guys hiding in caves. 
Now that would be an interesting battle in this jingoistic environment. But I am stuck in this 
story of my anti-Feminist crusade, whose end is my reckoning. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 7 

Back On The Chain Gang 

“Hello,” I said answering the telephone. 

“Mr. Den Hollander, this is Bruce Claugus. I’m representing the Bank of Cyprus.” 

“What can I do for you?” I courteously and insincerely replied. 

Pompously Claugus said, “We just received your RICO Complaint last Friday and would 
like you to stop by our offices either today or tomorrow to discuss it.” 

Gee, how nice of this puffed-up attorney to give me a choice of today or Wednesday. 

The really bizarre part, however, was asking me to stop by his office. The case was still in the 
motion to dismiss stage, and none of the defendants were about to consider settlement until at 
least discovery. So there was nothing to discuss. A face-to-face meeting made no sense unless 
he wanted to psychologically maximize the impact of some less than subtle threat. Then again, 
maybe this wasn’t a lawyer at all, but someone wanting to catch me at a particular time and 
place. Whatever the purpose, it surely wouldn’t benefit me. 

So I asked him, “Why?” 

“We conducted an investigation into your allegations and found them groundless.” Next 
to “frivolous” and “baseless,” “groundless” is another most favored word of defense attorneys 
whose clients are guilty. Once again, I hit my record button. 

“Okay, you’ve told me, so why do you want to meet?” Another question went through 
my mind that I didn’t bother asking. If these lawyers received the Complaint on Friday but today 
was Tuesday, March 30, 2004, how could they conduct an investigation in such a short time and 
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over the weekend no less? No, he lied; he was trying to get me into a situation where he and 
another attorney or two would lean on me, and, if I didn’t break, they’d simply lie to the court 
about what I said. Since I was both the plaintiff and my own attorney, anything I said the 
defense lawyers could try to use against me in court as a party opponent admission. And in a 
meeting with two or three other lawyers, the court would believe them as opposed to just me. 

Claugus answered, “Since we were unable to find any evidence of your allegations that 
means you’re barking up the wrong tree.” Oh brother, does this guy really expect me to believe 
that if they found evidence of their client laundering money for the Russian mafia, they would 
tell me? No, they’d tell me just what he’s saying in this lame authoritarian attempt to 
psychologically undercut my resolve. 

Claugus then segued into a phony sympathetic and confidential tone, “It seems to me the 
nub of your complaint. Let me close my door here, hold on.” I liked that touch: just us two 
guys talking. “You know it seems to me the nub of your complaint is that you married badly and 
then had trouble getting rid of this woman. Same thing happened to me. But I didn’t blame my 
ba nk er or her banker.” Was this supposed to make me believe we were brothers in harm? I 
didn’t respond, just let him talk as I learned in the media decades earlier when doing undercover 
stories: let them ramble on, they may put their feet in their mouths and it makes for a clearer 
sound track. 

“We had absolutely nothing to do with this!” Back to sounding authoritative while 
repeating the same tired cliche that defense lawyers always say about their clients, as though 
anyone believes them. “So we’re given the choice of either persuading you to drop us from the 
Complaint or defend the thing. We’re prepared to do either.” Naturally they are, since either 
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serves their interests: impressing the client if I let them go or making money, but why bother 
telling me what I already knew? 

So I responded, “Well then defend it because I’m not going to drop the Bank of Cyprus 
as a defendant in the Complaint. I can tell you that right now.” 

“Alright, we’re going to proceed to defend, to defend vigorously, and we expect to be 
fully exonerated.” Another hackneyed lawyer expression. Claugus then switched to the typical 
lawyer threat for scaring people off of their rights, “and when we do that, we are also going to 
move for sanctions. This is utterly and completely ridiculous. I’ve practice for 28 years, never 
seen a complaint as preposterous as the one that you brought, at least as to my client. I don’t 
know about any of these other things and allegations that you make. But the Bank of Cyprus is 
completely in the clear. And the infonnation we already have indicates that. And if you are not 
prepared to listen to us and respond responsibly, then we’re going to take whatever steps we 
have to in order to get ourselves exonerated and make ourselves whole for whatever it is we have 
to spend to deal with this complaint. Are we clear!!” 

Now that last sentence was a combative remark deserving a two-knuckle punch to the 
bridge of his nose, but I was on the telephone and this pretentious lawyer only bored me. So, I 
matter-of-factly responded, “Are you threatening me?” 

“No I’m not threatening you!” 

“Ohhhh yes you are.” 

“I’m explaining to you.” Lawyers always say that after they’ve threatened someone who 
wouldn’t do what they want. 

Still matter-of-factly I replied, “No, you’re trying to intimidate me, and you’re trying to 
coerce me. Now I told you in the beginning, I am not going to drop the Bank of Cyprus from 
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this Complaint. If you would like some productive information and are interested in what is 
going on currently in this case, I can give you the name for the lead attorney for the defendants, 
which I will do as a courtesy to you. If you are interested?” If John Madison-Pierre and the 
F.B.I. can sarcastically use the word “courtesy,” so can I. 

“What I want to kn ow most, is how it is you specifically think the Bank of Cyprus is 
implicated in anyway?” Claugus knew better than to ask a question like that of an opposing 
attorney. It’s such an obvious sophomoric trick to get the other side to admit something that will 
certainly be twisted out of context. But this guy actually believed I would try to convince him of 
the merits of my allegations against his client. There’s no way that a lawyer collecting high fees 
would ever be convinced that the sun rises in the east, if his client’s case depended on it rising in 
the west. 

“Well, that’s a deposition question, now isn’t it?” I answered. Silence, which I chose to 
break. “I’ve given my answer to your efforts of what I consider are meant to intimidate or 
threaten me.” 

“I’m not trying to intimidate or threaten you. My client based on the investigation that 
we have done had nothing to do with any of this. We’re going to defend.” 

“I expected that.” 

The sparing over, Claugus asked for the name to the lead defense attorney, which he 
should have requested in the beginning and saved us both the unnecessary sand throwing. 

So now there were seven lawyers for the defense with whom to fight: three from small 
law firms, one from the City and three sole practitioners. Seven guys who in the proud tradition 
of the law as it really works, not as portrayed on television, believe winning is everything. 
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Of all the defendants served up to this point; that is, the ones whom I could identify and 
find addresses for in America, Russia and Cyprus; only Flash Dancers, Cybertech Internet Strip 
Club, Mundy, Petrovich, the Commie Ho, Paulsen, Henning and the Bank of Cyprus hired 
attorneys. 

The Mexican defendants had not yet been brought into the case. My Spanish translator 
needed more time than she originally believed to work on the Complaint, so it delayed serving 
the bloated drug-trafficker Alfredo who spent a weekend in Italy with my then wife of two and a 
half months, the assorted white slavers: the Julia Heart Agency, now called Malbros, and its 
former manager Maria Serrato, both of which recruited hos; the strip joint The Men’s Club, 
which hires the hos; Salvador, Leo’ partner for funneling Russian sluts into Mexico; Max Garcia 
Appedole, who bribes Mexican officials to provide the whores work visas. But it didn’t matter 
because in federal courts there’s no deadline for serving foreign defendants. 

By the end of March, the Spanish version of the Complaint was ready to go. The 
Mexican government, which considers America the dumping ground for those citizens it can’t 
take care of due to chronic corruption, actually requires stricter procedures for service than other 
countries, such as those in civilized Europe. Guess Mexican officials need to assuage their 
suspicion that we Americans might lie about legal proceedings in our courts. The south of the 
border pillars of truth and justice required the clerk of the U.S. District Court to sign in pen, not 
with a stamp signature, all the summonses. The signed summonses then went to the United 
States Department of Justice so that the Attorney General could sign a document, in pen, saying 
the signature of the U.S. District Court’s clerk was really the clerk’s. The Department of Justice 
sent the documents back to me, and I forward them onto the United States Department of State 
so that it could confirm the signature of the U.S. Attorney General with a document signed in 
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pen. Finally, the documents were mailed to the Mexican government agency that serves foreign 
court papers on its citizens. 

Mexico really wasn’t concerned with American veracity. It imposed all those medieval 
requirements in order to make it very difficult or impossible to sue members of a corrupt banana 
republic’s criminal elite whose government encourages its poorer citizens, already fleeced, to 
move across the border to violate American law and burden the American infrastructure for 
which the U.S. middle class—as long as it lasts—pays. 

The American Government, allied with the criminal officials in the Mexican government, 
do nothing about the influx of illegal aliens because the Republicans want cheap labor and the 
Democrats cheap votes. Eventually, there will only be the rich and the poor in the United States 
of Mexico. Injustice is the nature of human society. Those that run a society, in America the 
one percenters and in Mexico the crooked govermnent elite, do whatever increases and protects 
their wealth and power. If history has taught anything, those that run a society care nothing for 
its other members—not unlike the feminine perspective. 

April Fools’ Day brought the much-delayed response to the RICO suit from Cybertech 
Internet Strip Club’s attorney. Ten months after Cybertech first received the Complaint by mail, 
eight months after official service and three months after my default motion prodded 
Cybertech’s attorney to make an official appearance on behalf of his client by sending the Court 
a letter, the lawyer finally tells the Court that Cybertech joins with the other American 
defendants in their joint motion to dismiss. Why so much time, especially after dropping his 
false claim that the Complaint was never properly served on Cybertech? The attorney obviously 
didn’t want to do much work, and didn’t, as his second letter to the Court showed by its absence 
of any legal citations, meaning he didn’t even look up the law. Perhaps such sloth resulted from 
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what he told the Court caused his delay: “dealing with other pressing matters.” What could 
those have been? Maybe screening the new talent recruited by Cybertech’s V.I.P. Escorts, 
www.vipescortsinc.com. Still, why did the Court put up with such delays? That’s not what law 
school or Cravath had taught me, but, maybe, times have changed since the 1980s to the 
feminine way of doing business. 

True to fonn for attorneys representing purveyors of porn and escorts, Cybertech’s 
lawyer made a couple of derisive remarks in his letter by declaring that I sued Cybertech “with 
no small degree of absurdity” and engaged in “fanciful conspiracy theories.” He also rolled out 
the deceit maneuver in which he (i red-o l'f a couple of lies that I countered. 

The first falsehood used one of the favorite tactics of the lead defense lawyer, Dubin: 
simply claim I didn’t say something when I did. Cybertech’s attorney declared the only 
allegations of wrongdoing against his client were RICO violations. The RICO statute specifies 
certain crimes as violations of the act, but mafia organizations usually engage in other crimes as 
well, and scholars of the law advise including those crimes when filing a RICO complaint, which 
I did. For Cybertech the non-RICO crimes included promoting prostitution. The evidence for 
which included detailed color copies from Cybertech’s website, www.stripclubescorts.com, 
showing plenty of spread legs and naked breasts of the hos available for rent “worldwide.” Also 
included was a copy of the form for booking a whore. The form asserted V.I.P. sluts come 
“discreetly dressed or as requested in accordance with your chosen venue or function” and 
“many of our ladies like to work duos, so please Click Here ”—I guess that meant top and links. 
Cybertech’s call girl website also provided hookers willing to travel to exotic places anywhere 
on the globe for a sufficient number of Benjamin Franklins. Other non-RICO crimes were 
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Cybertech employing girls not lawfully admitted to work in the U.S., violating federal and state 
tax laws and conspiring to violate federal and state laws. 

The attorney’s second and more blatant lie came in declaring “I would like to stress to 
this Court that Cybertech has no employment relationship with any of the other defendants....” 
To which I responded, “If that were true, then why was Cybertech listed as the host of Flash 
Dancers web site, www.flashdancersnyc.com. Sounds like an ‘employment relationship’ to me.” 
For good measure to show the interconnection of Flash Dancers and Cybertech, I threw in a page 
reached through the Flash Dancers website of Cybertech’s Showgirls fully naked, with spread 
legs and manipulating themselves and each other. That ought to attract the Court’s attention. 

For a while, I even tried searching the Cybertech sites for the Commie Ho, but all those naked 
girls dancing in my head was too much stimulation for me. 

In order to support his lies, Cybertech’s lawyer pompously asked the Court to trust what 
he said. To which I replied, “That is a unique basis for deciding a motion to dismiss: if the 
defendant’s attorney says in a letter that his client did not do the acts alleged, then the complaint 
should be dismissed. Such a rule would have the benefit of quickly clearing a court’s docket, but 
the impact on justice would be pretty dismal.” 

Cybertech’s lawyer never responded to the evidence that showed him a chronic liar. 
Attorneys always try to get away with ignoring that which shows them up as liars and their 
clients as scoundrels. 

All the factual claims by the defense lawyers, including Cybertech’s, that kept popping 
up at this stage of the case never should have because in the beginning of a lawsuit in 2004, 
federal courts were only concerned with whether a complaint painted a picture of harm that the 
law could rectify. In order to determine that, the Court was suppose to assume that what a 
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complaint said was true and decide whether the law reached that situation. Detennining the 
factual truth based on admissible; that is believable evidence, comes later. For instance, I didn’t 
include the Commie Flo’s diary, investigator reports, affidavits or other documents showing 
some of the defendants’ RICO crimes because under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
complaints only make allegations; they do not present evidence that supports the allegations. 
Much of the evidence for proving the allegations is gathered later during discovery, which gives 
both sides special powers to find evidence that a person couldn’t find without those powers. But 
when dealing with bureaucrats interested in expediency, that’s not always the case, so the 
defense lawyers, as did the 911 terrorists, played upon this bureaucratic plague of sloth by 
attempting to have the Court try the case before discovery even began. 

People often forget that there’s nothing special about judges. They’re bureaucrats like all 
the rest of government employees. Many are lazy, incompetent and uncaring, as were those in 
the INS, F.B.I. and C.I.A. who failed to do their duty before 911. They just didn’t give a damn 
how many people ended up dead or harmed, so long as they didn’t have to interrupt their eight 
hour lunch breaks. For many bureaucrats, their convenience comes first, which means even in 
federal courts some judges are driven by expediency rather than justice, reciting not the mantra 
“equal justice under the law” but “how can I make it easier on myself.” Other judges, however, 
still follow the call of trying to deliver justice to all, even those classified as members of one of 
society’s disfavored groups at a particular point in history, such as heterosexual, middle-aged 
men with little money in current-day America. 

The defense attorneys’ strategy relied on the judge falling into the category of just 
another bureaucrat, so they tried to exploit present day societal biases against men in an effort to 
get the Court to dismiss the case. My strategy was to point out what the defense attorneys were 
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doing so that the Chief Judge would be prodded into remembering what he learned in law school 
and make a decision based on the law and not politics. 

You Cheated, You Lied 

By mid-May, the attorneys for defendants Flash Dancers, Cybertech, Mundy, Petrovich, 
the Commie Ho, Paulsen and Henning finally filed their joint reply. The lead attorney for the 
defendants, Dubin, originally had requested in January a “short extension of time” that ended up 
lasting three and a half months. He needed the time to draft the defendants’ 88-page reply 
memorandum of law, or more accurately lies, half-truths and prevarications, which ran 22 pages 
longer than his prior year’s collection of misleading statements in the defense’s initial joint 
memorandum for dismissal. Once again, Dubin included lots of exhibits that didn’t belong in a 
motion to dismiss reply. Back in January, he had claimed the reply memorandum would be 
shorter than the first, but I never believed him, so that lie didn’t count. 

The procedure and different papers in this case can get confusing, so here’s a summary. 
The defendants living in America whom I could identify hired lawyers, except the Vasilyevas. 
The defense lawyers appeared in Court to tell the Chief Judge they were moving to dismiss; that 
is, throw my RICO case out of court. Dubin, the lawyer for Mundy and Petrovich, acted as the 
lead counsel for the defendants in America who had lawyers. Dubin drew up the initial 
memorandum of law to dismiss, 66-pages and plenty of exhibits, in which the other American 
defendants with lawyers joined. That memorandum was filed in September 2003. Detective 
Henning’s attorney, Vikrant Pawar, from the City’s Corporation Counsel Office also filed a short 
memorandum and affidavit in addition to signing onto the joint memorandum for dismissal. The 
Vasilyevas didn’t bother to hire an attorney, nor make a motion to dismiss nor sign onto the joint 
memorandum. In December 2003,1 filed my memorandum to oppose a dismissal, 147-pages 
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with a handful of exhibits, which refuted the joint memorandum and Pawar’s papers. In mid- 
May 2004, Dubin filed the 88-page reply memorandum to which the other American defendants 
with lawyers had joined. The Vasilyevas’ continued to do nothing. 

The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure didn’t pennit me to file a response to the 88-page 
tome, so naturally Dubin lied like there was no tomorrow because there wasn’t. The only way I 
could counter his falsehoods and omissions was in oral argument before the Court, which I had 
requested, but to avoid work, especially in civil RICO cases, the U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of N.Y. usually doesn’t allow oral arguments. So it was a worthwhile gamble 
for Dubin to fib, and fib he did, more so than in the initial joint memorandum supporting a 
motion to dismiss. 

Beginning to suspect Dubin was Russian, I did a little checking. He comes from a family 
of Jews with ancestors in Eastern Europe and Russia—I knew it! But for a Jew, he didn’t seem 
too bright, since he often repeated the same lies and vilifications over and over by rote. Then 
again, repetition often sways those who lack the capacity for critical thinking or are pressed for 
time; that is, government bureaucrats. 

Dubin’s reply rant was a calculated scheme to deceive the District Court and play on its 
institutionalized biases. His reply resorted to just about every lawyerly trick used in today's 
litigation of personal destruction: misrepresentations, mischaracterizations, prevarications, half- 
truths, misleading statements, smears, edited quotes, taking a quote that applies to one topic and 
using it for another, using quotes out of context and the trademark of most lawyers— 
dissembling. Legions of attorneys resort to such methods because it’s easier to just make up the 
facts and the law while demonizing their opponent. Such lawyers figure: let the other side spend 
the time correcting their falsehoods and character assassinations because a court wouldn’t. Such 
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attorneys also understand all too clearly the special difficulty in countering those lies aimed at 
manipulating a judge’s emotions by painting their opponents as psychologically unlit or socially 
unacceptable. The strategy of lies and personal attacks often works against individuals because 
many judges’ carry a disdain for the common man and believe the rights of corporations and law 
firms are more important than the individuals on whom such organizations step. 

The defense’s reply strategy relied on a trinity of falsehoods: what the lead lawyer said I 
said but didn’t, what he said the law says but doesn’t, and what he said are facts but aren’t. All 
the other lawyers for the defendants in America agreed to these tactics as part of their two-prong 
strategy to have my case dismissed. 

The first prong aimed at assassinating my character that even took a concept from the 
Spanish Inquisition by trumping up charges to which they proclaimed me guilty because I did 
not first prove my innocence in my Complaint or memorandum of law. That’s not the function 
of a complaint or the papers in a motion to dismiss, not to mention a judicial proceeding in a 
non-feudal country. Judges aren’t supposed to put up with either side trying to win by calling its 
opponent names or impugning a party’s character, but that didn’t stop the defense lawyers from 
trying. There was no way for me to stop them with a lawsuit because no matter how false their 
harangues, slander and libel are allowed injudicial proceedings. 

Dubin’s personal attacks declared my motivations improper, as if he knew what they 
were, and as if they matter under the law, which they didn’t—something he even admitted. 
Dubin claimed I brought the RICO suit “to re-live the consequences of my marriage and divorce 
to Shipilina.” What? Was he nuts? No man would ever want to relive that experience. He 
maligned that I was “unable to let go.” Oh yeah, who kicked whom out of whose apartment? 
Dubin even ridiculed me for a “fascination” with my “wife’s infidelities”—the correct word was 
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revulsion. He also claimed I wanted to “harass” and “punish” the Commie Ho and her fellow 
defendants: harass maybe, justice definitely, and retribution for the harm caused me by her, her 
mafia associates and collaborators. 

So why did this attorney bother emphasizing my so-called motivations in the beginning 
of the joint reply memorandum if he knew they didn’t matter under the law? To tell the District 
Court that political-correct society, read Feminazis, considers me a modern-day pariah, read 
angry white male, for whom the politically correct will not accept the Court enforcing my rights 
because the active ingredient in the hann caused me was a slut, read woman fully experiencing 
her emotions, so the Court had better find a legal way to deep-six my case. The character 
assassination was simply intended to shut down the legal argument and marginalize me, so the 
lead defense attorney didn’t have to argue, nor the Court consider, the merits. 

The second prong of the attack, which also provided a basis for vilifying me, consisted of 
information that the lawyer claimed as true but was really false or misleading in order to 
convince the Court that my Complaint was a “delusional” tale told by a liar. For instance, the 
attorney wrote concerning his phony facts that “Each and every fact has either been 
acknowledged by the plaintiff or confirmed by documentary evidence.” Under the law, 
“acknowledge” means a person admits, affirms, declares, testifies or avows that something said 
by another is true. I never did that concerning the so-called facts this lawyer used in his 
memorandum. And even if I did, under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure a judge shouldn’t 
engage in resolving disputes over facts or considering evidence until later on in the case after the 
necessary steps are taken to make sure both sides’ statements and documents aren’t fabricated. 
Dubin gamed the procedure; otherwise, he never could have gotten most of his disinfonnation 
before the Chief Judge, which was crucial in carrying out the defendants’ strategy to paint me as 
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a liar and a pariah in order to give the Chief Judge a socially acceptable excuse to throw the case 
out. 

The alleged “documentary evidence” the defense lawyer submitted consisted of 47 
separate documents, which he disguised as 30 exhibits to make the number appear less. The 
lawyer lied that because “the plaintiff had possession and full knowledge of each and every 
document” the Court could consider them in deciding the motion to dismiss. That’s not the law, 
even assuming I did have full knowledge and possession of each document. The only matters a 
Federal court can consider in deciding a motion to dismiss are the allegations in a complaint, 
documents incorporated by reference into a complaint, matters of which judicial notice may be 
taken, and documents relied on by the plaintiff in drafting a complaint. Only eight of the 47 
defense documents were used in drafting my Complaint, none of the others were referred to in 
the Complaint, and none of the 47 could the Court take judicial notice of. In my response, I told 
the Court I had relied on other sources other than the eight included in the 47, such as 
“Shipilina’s diary of over one hundred pages. Gee whiz, the defense lawyers didn’t include the 
diary in their voluminous exhibits. I guess it doesn’t support their so-called facts and false 
inferences.” 

Among the defense’s “documentary evidence,” for which I moved to exclude, were 
letters I sent to the Commie Ho before our marriage. Dubin obviously submitted them, in part, to 
embarrass me, an often tried and often successful tactic to cause a plaintiff so much emotional 
stress that he will abandon his rights. It didn’t work. These days I’m beyond embarrassment but 
not hate. Even though some of my sappy romantic remarks in those letters made me want to 
throw up. The defense lawyer also used the letters to try to impeach my credibility, which was 
again improper for a motion to dismiss, but okay for a deposition or trial, which come later in the 
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process. Dubin claimed the letters showed that the Commie Ho, her Moscow pimp Leo and her 
criminal mother didn’t trick me into bringing the Ho to America because I pursued her and knew 
the Commie Ho’s “profession” before marrying her. He used the word “profession” to create the 
false impression for the Court that I knew she was a prostitute and member of the Russian mob 
and added that knowing such; I tried to find her work. Right, I’m going to drum up Johns for my 
future wife; I don’t think so. But the lawyer’s mind set, meaning he would probably do that for 
his girlfriend, his lie was a natural result of his values. 

The only part of the Commie Ho’s profession I knew about before the marriage was the 
lap dancing, which I learned of in November 1999 after a call about her arrest in Mexico on 
immigration violations, and I did help her find a job at Flash Dancers believing, like an idiot, it 
would be temporary until she saved the nest egg she wanted of 50 grand. So, I’m a dope. The 
defense lawyer knew all that from the Complaint, but that didn’t stop him from twisting the 
letters I had written when I believed she worked only as a model and go-go girl with clothes, 
although not many clothes, in order to mislead the Court into believing I aided her work as a 
prostitute and Russian mafia member. Many lawyers never care about the truth or what anyone 
actually says, so they just make it up assuming the Court will be too busy to straighten out their 
misrepresentations. 

Most of the defense’s documents weren’t even authenticated, which means a statement 
by someone in a position to know whether a document is real or a fabrication as with the 
documents CBS 60 Minutes boss Betsy West used against President Bush concerning his 
National Guard Service. West was the same bimbo who ignored my story about the truth of 
Russian sluts coming to America voluntarily to ho for dollars. 


15 



One of the defense’s phony documents was an alleged contract between the Commie Ho 
and me that was clearly pulled from a book of legal forms. Dubin argued the document proved 
me a fellow traveler in crime by acting as the Ho’s agent, implying pimp, even though it had no 
signatures, no references to prostitution or the Russian mob. Anyone can type up a copy of a 
form without signatures and claim it’s an agreement. Any judge not driven by or scared of the 
political correctionalist agenda would throw such exhibits in the garbage because they lacked 
any indication of genuineness. 

Taking this opportunity to return a few insults in my motion to exclude the documents, I 
told the Court, “the defense attorneys were beginning to behave like pro se defendants, and 
perhaps the special rules accorded non-attomey pro se parties should apply to them. They 
improperly submit extraneous exhibits on a motion to dismiss and don’t even bother to take the 
time and effort to authenticate them. Then after I make an objection, they still don’t do all that is 
required to authenticate these extraneous exhibits. Rather, they invent an excuse for their failure 
by claiming some of the exhibits don’t need authentication because they are provided as a 
‘courtesy to this Court.’ That’s a slick rationale for the whispering of untrustworthy evidence 
into the Court’s ears. By that inquisition-like reasoning, the defendants could fake any 
document, give it to the Court and the court should believe it because lawyers say it’s legit—I 
don’t think so.” 

An even slicker argument for getting the Court to consider these unauthenticated exhibits 
depicted me as the heavy for “seeking] to have this Court ignore admissible information.” By 
“admissible information” the defense lawyer meant “evidence,” but it’s not the Court’s function 
on a motion to dismiss to weigh the evidence that might be presented in a summary judgment 
motion or at trial. Telling this to the Court, “I just don’t understand why the defense attorneys 
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blatantly ignore the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, unless they are trying to slip something by. 
And they are. They want the Court to ignore the due process concerns built into the rules and try 
the case here and now.” 

The exhibits even included what the defense maintained were English translations of 
Russian documents supporting their position, but they didn’t bother to include copies of the 
Russian documents from which the translations were purportedly made. Despite this, they 
argued that because I didn’t say in my motion the documents were inaccurate or not translated 
properly, they were, therefore, correct translations and authentic. To which I responded, “Where 
in the law did the defendants find this Joseph Heller Catch-22? If a party doesn’t claim the 
English translations of foreign records are inaccurate, then they are accurate, even though there 
are no copies of the foreign language records for a party to compare to the alleged English 
translations. Give me a break, except for a handwritten document in Russian, which is unlikely a 
public record unless the Russians have run out of typewriters, there are no copies of the original 
Russian official records from which the English translations purportedly came.” That didn’t stop 
the lead lawyer. Dubin argued that the Russian version, even though absent, serves as the 
evidence, and, therefore, the English translation does not require authentication. Interesting 
argument, lawyers could create any document in English that said whatever they wanted and 
have a court consider it as truthful by simply claiming it accurately represented the translation of 
a foreign document for which the lawyers couldn’t provide a copy of to a court. Clearly an 
Orwellian argument. 

The lead attorney, however, did include the Russian language papers from the Krasnodar 
criminal defamation case against the Commie Ho’s mother but no translation into English. 
Probably slipped his mind, or more likely to cover his lie to the Court that the papers represented 
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a civil suit brought by me in an attempt to harass the Commie Ho’s mother. My motion to 
exclude the exhibits pointed out “The defamation case referred to was not a civil defamation 
case, but a criminal indictment of Inessa Shipilina brought by the city prosecutor of Krasnodar— 
big difference!” But what did the defense lawyers care, since their aim was to discredit me 
before a judge who might not want to deal with a civil RICO case anyway. Some judges just go 
along with one sides lies in order to get rid of a case they don’t like—bureaucrats serving that 
most important of interests: their own. 

Another trick Dubin often used switched around the sequence of events in order to depict 
me as assuming the risk of what happen. For example, he claimed I learned about the Commie 
Ho secretly feeding me drugs and that she was a prostitute before the wedding but went ahead 
and married her anyway. I maybe dumb, but not that dumb. As my Complaint clearly stated, 
that knowledge of the Ho’s actions didn’t come until months after the wedding and after reading 
her diary, which I found in her bags. The lawyer also mixed up the allegations in my Complaint 
so as to rewrite it to the defense’s advantage, which once again is not allowed on a motion to 
dismiss. In one instance, the defense attorney twisted my Complaint as asserting the Commie 
Ho fed me drugs while she was in Mexico and I in Moscow. How did she do that? By emailing 
me meals. She only fed me lies during that time. Dubin also lied that after I learned of the 
Commie Ho’s adultery and went back to New York in June 2000,1 then contacted her “in the 
hope that she would return.” In order to reach that deception, he turned a “goodbye letter,” the 
one I sent from England, into a “come back letter.” This lawyer also had the nerve to criticize 
me for trying to save my marriage by demanding the Commie Ho obey her marriage vows when 
she was in America. Duh, isn’t that the reason for marriage vows? 
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On it went with the defense’s joint memorandum changing dates, mischaracterizing 
the Complaint and simply lying: 

My investigation in Krasnodar to find evidence for the annulment/divorce case 
became a “fascination” with the Commie Ho’s affairs and an “effort to punish her.” Guess as 
a man, I not only had no right to make accusations against my wife in an annulment/divorce 
case, but no right to dig up evidence to prove those accusations. 

The Commie Ho declining to press charges when she went to the police in December 
2000 to report attempted extortion by me turned into “merely,” another favorite word of 
attorneys, creating a record because I had abused the legal system by filing a lot of suits. At 
that time, I had filed no lawsuits. 

By not denying the accusations in Dubin’s initial motion to dismiss memorandum 
meant I had admitted them, which included harassing the defendants. Baloney, the law 
doesn’t require a plaintiff to deny a defendant’s accusations until the defendant serves an 
answer with counterclaims, which the defense lawyers had not done, and the use of the legal 
system to sue others for violating a person’s rights is not harassment—it’s the very reason the 
judicial system exists. 

Dubin even claimed I never received any threatening telephone calls when his client 
Mundy had tapes of two of them, thanks to the state court motion to reform the divorce 
settlement, and declared that I never accused Mundy and Petrovich of instigating them when I 
had. Dubin argued that because the F.B.I. didn’t arrest the guy making the threatening calls, 
they never happened. Well, the F.B.I. didn’t arrest in time the 20 th 911 hijacker taking flight 
lessons in the Midwest either. Maybe the F.B.I. will make an arrest of John Pierre-Madison 
when I end up dead, although I doubt it. 
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Dubin naturally ridiculed me as mentally unstable for seeking help from a psychiatrist 
to deal with the hell the Commie Ho, Mundy and the New York State courts had put me 
through. The New York State Bar Association encourages lawyers to seek medical assistance 
during troubled times, but if they do, it’s a certainty that other lawyers and judges will use it 
against them. No more shrinks for me. 

The defense lawyer intentionally mixed up Silpe’s July 2001 sell out of me in the 
annulment/divorce case with the November 2001 settlement by saying the sell-out was no 
such thing because it came in November after a long period of time and an extensive written 
agreement that I approved. 

Dubin also resorted to the sarcasm used by a few of the other attorneys in the case who 
depicted me as claiming the RICO action spanned the globe. Not true, I said the Russian 
mafia spanned the globe, and this suit involved only a part of that organization’s activities in 
five countries on two continents. 

Dubin also lied that the Complaint’s only references to Mundy and Petrovich were for 
representing the Commie Ho in the annulment/divorce action and immigration matters when 
paragraph after paragraph cites them for coercion, bribery, intimidation, obtaining visas for 
Russian prostitutes, suborning perjury, mail and wire fraud and money laundering. 

Dubin didn’t confuse the Complaint’s allegations; he intentionally misrepresented them 
and repeated his lies more than once betting that the Chief Judge would not spend the time 
necessary to see through his falsehoods, omissions, switching the chronology of events and the 
false impressions the joint memorandum created. That’s why he filed so many documents, to 
scare the Chief Judge off from making the effort to understand the allegations against the 
defendants and the chain of events. 
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One lie by the lead counsel, however, made me smile. He declared it was I who was the 
mafioso. If the people with whom I used to work in the news media could hear that, they’d have 
a good laugh. Whatever reputation my time in the newsroom created, it wasn’t that of a mafia 
sycophant. 

In the seventies and early eighties when I worked in the media, New York City’s 
mobsters consisted mainly of Italians, Irish and Jews operating as “families” with “made 
members” and those not officially on the inside, but close, called “good friends.” Not too many 
folks were “made members,” and I only met one in my news career, a cousin of Joey Gallo. But 
lots of politicians, public officials, union officers, slumlords, nursing home operators, law firms, 
newsmen, contractors, methadone and medical clinic managers and businessmen did and 
received favors from the made mobsters and were accorded the title “good friends.” The 
mobsters and their good friends made up a shadow government of influence peddling that 
favored certain business operators and politicians. Corruption weaved throughout the City and at 
the heart were the mob bosses’ power over unions, certain industries and violence that they 
brokered through guys like Roy Cohn and Bill Shea, as in the former Queens stadium. Power 
brokers such as Cohn and Shea cut the deals that enriched those on the inside with the money 
from those on the out, the average taxpayer. I hated these guys, didn’t know why, just did and 
still do. 

On one undercover story, I ended up sitting in Roy Cohn’s town house on the Eastside 
with him and two other guys working out the details of a Studio 54 fundraising event for the 
newly elected Surrogate judge, a “good friend” of Cohn’s, the Gambino and Mangano families. 

In New York City, the Surrogate judge detennines which lawyers received the millions of 
dollars each year the judge parcels out in lawyer fees. When a person in the City dies, the 
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individual’s estate goes before the Surrogate judge, who, depending on the situation, can appoint 
the judge’s lawyer friends to protect the interests of one or more heirs to the estate. The 
appointed lawyers, however, generally protect no one’s interest but their own by padding their 
fees and sometimes just looting the estate, which the Surrogate usually approved. 

The fundraiser we were planning, which was Cohn and the judge’s idea, gave lawyers the 
opportunity to buy a piece of the action from the Surrogate Court by effectively bribing the judge 
with ticket purchases. The money raised by the fundraiser, after paying off campaign debts, 
would go right into the judge’s pockets. Even some of the campaign debt payments would go 
into the judge’s pockets because they were falsely listed as coming from fronts set up by other 
“good friends.” These fronts never lent the campaign any money or provided services, so by 
paying them off with the fundraising proceeds simply channeled money to the judge. 

Cohn originally wanted Bill Shea to help him push the tickets, but Shea thought it a little 
too obvious a bribe scheme. Shea preferred secret bank accounts and exchanges of envelopes 
with cash. After talking on the telephone with Shea, Cohn remarked, “I just can’t deal with all 
this negativity. Bill will buy a couple of tables but won’t help sell the tickets. We’ll have to do 
that ourselves.” 

Since joining the judge’s campaign as assistant manager, I had kept Joe Conason, a 
reporter at the Village Voice, informed on the various shenanigans of the campaign. After 
telling him about the bribery-fundraiser scheme on which he did an article, the New York State 
Commission on Judicial Conduct started an investigation. The fundraising efforts immediately 
stalled, the judge, who directed me to keep an index file of the lawyers who contributed and how 
much, deep-sixed the file, but not until I made a copy. The fundraiser went off, but the judge 
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didn’t show along with many others and very little was actually reported, since the preferred 
ticket sale was in cash. 

After the stink over the fundraiser, the judge took bribes the old fashion way, through a 
combination lawyer and bagman, whose brother had lost lots of money with his partner Meyer 
Lansky in a Havana casino after Castro took over. The bagman eventually ended up in jail for 
five years. 

The reform wing of the New York City Democratic Party that controlled the Commission 
on Judicial Conduct cut a deal with the regular wing of the party to whom the judge was aligned 
and who was represented by a lawyer for John Gotti. The agreement kept the judge on the bench 
provided she gave patronage, millions of dollars in lawyers’ fees, to both factions of the 
Democratic Party, which included lawyers friendly with the Commission, Cohn, the Gambino 
and Mangano families and the judge. 

There were other mafia news stories I worked on, but rarely did the real culprits: judges, 
lawyers or businessmen ever pay the price. Then in the 1990s, a new corruptor came to town, 
the Russian mafia, and I, like an idiot, helped bring in one of its assets. So, I couldn’t help but 
laugh at the irony of unwittingly having aided the new mob and being accused as one of its 
associates. 

Dubin also included in the joint reply memorandum a type of bootstrap logic. He 
claimed my allegations false because the Federal Government, according to him, had never 
investigated two of the key defendants, Mundy and Petrovich, for their Russian mafia connected 
activities. He didn’t know that, or maybe he just lied, but even if true, the 911 Commission’s 
Report showed the Federal Government renown for not investigating comrades in crime. 

Besides, as the U.S. Supreme Court held, the purpose of the civil RICO statute was to allow 
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private citizens to take down criminals and their abettors that government prosecutors couldn’t 
because of limited resources. The really outlandish part of the defense attorney’s claim, 
however, was that he completely ignored that my papers stated the F.B.I. had confirmed its 
Russian Organized Crime Unit had started an investigation based on my Complaint. True, the 
F.B.I. didn’t mention Mundy and Petrovich specifically, but neither did it rule them out. Dubin 
conveniently ignored that because he figured the Court would miss it among all the pages of 
documents in the case. 

Hypocritically, Dubin even rebuked me for trying to find out the truth as though I, the 
target, had no right to investigate the defendants concerning the harm they caused me. What a 
system of justice America has evolved into where lawyers can actually use against an injured 
party that party’s efforts to uncover facts for a court. Guess the new rule of procedure is that 
evildoers can’t be investigated because they are evildoers. Depicting me as a social outcast, and 
his clients as pillars of the community, he declared I had telephoned strangers to ask “appalling 
questions.” Not true, but if I had, so what, that’s a plaintiffs or defendant’s right, at least it used 
to be under American jurisprudence. The defense lawyer had conveniently juxtaposed questions 
I had asked the Commie Ho to my asking them of strangers, and the questions directed to the 
Commie Ho were based on her “appalling” diary. But that’s the way such lawyers work, tell a 
lie and then use that lie to sully an opponent. 

Often when I pointed out an obvious fabrication by Dubin, he’d simply ignored it. Many 
lawyers and judges do the same—no sense drawing attention to the pathology of lawyerly lying. 
But there were some lies so blatant that this lawyer needed a smoke screen to shift attention 
away from his blatant falsehood. My opposition memorandum slammed the defense attorney for 
his intentional deception that Mundy’s filing of a disciplinary complaint against me was not 


24 



aimed at scaring me off the RICO case. The attorney claimed Mundy didn’t know about the 
RICO case when Mundy filed the disciplinary complaint; therefore, Mundy couldn’t have been 
using the complaint to intimidate me. But Mundy did know, and after I showed that to the Court 
in my memorandum, the defense lawyer tried to distract the Court from his original lie by calling 
me hysterical for exposing it. What a jerk, my mother was hysterical, not me. Anyway, 
according to his reasoning, telling falsehoods didn’t matter if they caused an emotional reaction 
in an opponent because such reaction was a sign of guilt. Sounded similar to the rationale of a 
prosecutor at a witch trial where putting on a strong defense to false claims meant toasting at the 
stake. 

Dubin claimed the Internet website on which Mundy’s law firm advertised with agencies 
selling Russian bribes and hos was created by me. What a beckon of darkness was this guy. On 
receiving my memorandum, he actually called me to say he couldn’t find the site, so I told him 
how to search it. He replied, “Hold on, I’m going to try on my computer right now. Okay, I 
found it, thanks.” He himself confirmed its existence, but in his reply memorandum and after 
Mundy’s advertisement was removed, he calls it “suspect” and goes on to accuse me of setting it 
up in order to explain the copies of the site included in my exhibits. First, I’m accused of 
fabricating the Ho’s diary and then Mundy’s website aimed at providing hos bound for American 
immigration services. Where do these people come from—Russia! 

The defense’s reply memorandum also made some trivial objections that my complaint 
and opposition memorandum were too long. The Complaint was only so long as to give the 
defendants fair notice of the claims against them. As I told the Court, if they had violated fewer 
laws, it would have been shorter. The opposition memorandum was only so long as to expose 
the falsehoods of the lead defense lawyer in his dismissal memorandum. If he had lied less, it 
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would have been shorter. And, if I had the opportunity to respond to the reply memorandum, my 
response would have been even longer than my first memorandum since the defense attorney 
told more lies in his reply memorandum. Putting aside all that, under the Court’s rules and the 
individual rules of the Chief Judge, the lengths of both my Complaint and opposition 
memorandum were within the rules. Besides, the American defendants up to mid-May 2004 had 
submitted 353 pages of documents to my 273. So why was the lead attorney complaining? Once 
again, he knew the Court would not bother counting the pages each side filed, so he tried to 
create the false impression that I was to blame for loading up the Court with paper. 

The length of my opposition memorandum also ticked off Dubin because it countered 
most of the lies he told in his first memorandum. He called my relentless exposure of his 
falsehoods “nit-picking,” and the omissions he had made as “trivial.” Then he accused me of 
diverting the Court’s attention by spending “countless pages” disproving his misrepresentations, 
half-truths and false impressions, and even accused me for doing what he did by “referencing 
inadmissible evidence and harping on mundane details.” The guilty, especially lawyers and 
girls, don’t like others showing them up as liars, and will always criticize their opponents for 
doing what they do, whether or not true, so as to distract from their own mendacity. 

Like whores, many attorneys will never admit the truth while criticizing everyone else. 
Dubin denounced me for using “buzz words” to appeal to the Court’s emotion, such as white 
slavery, narcotics trafficking, bribery, money laundering, extortion, threats, murder for hire and 
fraud—all of which are legal terms specifying crimes committed by the defendants. What terms 
would he have me use? If I euphemized them to “inappropriate social conduct,” he’d then 
complain about vagueness. Dubin also criticized me for using public statements by the F.B.I. 
and C.I.A. about the Russian mob’s activities in the U.S., which he called “delusion,” 
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“outlandish,” “incredible” and “far-fetched.” He went so far as to rebuke me for paranoia by 
trying “to lull the Court into believing that the Russian mafia presently exists.” Well if it 
doesn’t, then who washed billions of dollars through the Bank of New York, runs lucrative 
gasoline tax fraud and insurance scams in the New York City area and operated Los Angeles’ 
largest prostitution ring. He reminded me of some people in the 1940s and 1950s, like J. Edgar 
Hoover, who always claimed La Cosa Nostra a myth—until Appalachia. 

Dubin even found fault with me referencing my education and employment history after 
he went to such lengths to tear down my reputation and paint me as a pariah. How else can 
someone counter such smear tactics? This guy would use Moses’ Ten Commandments against 
him. And no, I’m not implying any comparison. 

Many lawyers and all Feminists follow the Old Russian adage, “the law is like a wagon 
axle, it goes in any direction you want to pull it,” and apply the motto, “don’t let the facts get in 
the way of a good story.” For example, the lead defense attorney claimed I “blatantly admitted 
that this action was a fishing expedition.” “Blatant” is another favorite word of exaggeration for 
lawyers. But in this case, not only did I not “blatantly” admit, I never admitted to a “fishing 
expedition” at all. Fishing is not one of my past times, other than for girls, which is more like a 
hunt. In another instance, Dubin misrepresented my Complaint and memorandum as saying that 
my ex-wife “holds together” the defendants. The Commie Ho was a mafia prostitute, recruiter of 
other prostitutes and money laundered, not a capo. Although one day, who knows? She had 
dealings with the defendants, just as anyone belonging to a large organization and its affiliates 
would end up working with any number of different persons in different sections and locations. 

Paulsen’s attorney filed a short reply in addition to signing onto the joint reply in which 
he flat out lied that my Complaint only accused his client of crimes occurring in October 1998. 
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That would mean the four-year period in which to bring a RICO suit against Paulsen had run 
before I filed the Complaint. I’m not that stupid. The Complaint alleges, present tense, Paulsen 
imports and sells pornography from Russia into southern California. Paulsen’s mentally 
challenged attorney also puffed himself up to self-righteously declare my Complaint a 
“vindictive assault” and “act of vengeance” that the Court should not countenance in order to 
“maintain the integrity of the judicial process,” which is lawyer lingo appealing to the desires of 
many judges for expediency over justice. Paulsen’s attorney even threw in the comical 
overstatement that his client “vehemently denies all the allegations of the Complaint.” Just 
“deny” would have sufficed. 

Flash Dancers’ attorneys also included a short reply in which they couldn’t even 
distinguish between my papers and those of the defense’s joint reply when they complained to 
the Court about me submitting a “book of exhibits.” The number of my exhibits were five, 
which added up to 35 pages; the defense submitted 47 separate documents of over 200 pages. 

Flash Dancers’ reply tried to correct its lawyers’ earlier mistake of ignoring many of the 
Complaint’s allegations against it by calling them immaterial and redundant. They weren’t, but 
these lawyers needed to gloss over their sloppiness somehow. They also called my pointing out 
their failure as “nit-picking.” “Nit-picking” when they get caught, but an “egregious fraud on the 
Court” or “admission of wrong doing” if I had done it. Flash Dancers’ attorneys, as with Mundy 
and Petrovich’s, also mischaracterized some of the allegations against their clients in order to 
leave out important sections to which they had no defense. When I caught them, they told the 
Court, it was an error of no consequence. Nice tactic, if a lawyer gets away with it, a court may 
rule in his favor, if he gets caught for lying, it was inadvertent and unimportant—a no lose 
situation. In another trick, the lawyers misled the Court about one important case by claiming 
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the case addressed a different issue than it actually did. Obviously they were betting the Court 
would never check. Regardless of their subterfuges, at least Flash Dancers’ lawyers didn’t 
engage in personally insults. 

Detective Henning’s attorney, Vikrant Pawar, didn’t put in a reply; he just went along 
with the lead defense attorney in the joint reply as did the Commie Ho’s lawyer, Jack Sachs. 
Sachs was an old guy, and I couldn’t help thinking with a smile about the line from the movie 
Raging Bull, “Did you fuck my wife?” Sure she was no longer related to me, thank goodness, 
but he, like hundreds of other guys probably did. Only in this instance, she was paying him 
rather than he her. 

To sum up, during this early stage of the case, the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
required that the District Court ignore all the claimed facts presented in the defense lawyers’ 
memoranda of law and exhibits because the Court is supposed to focus only on the allegations in 
my Complaint in order to determine whether the law can provide a solution. Dubin and the other 
defense lawyers, however, ignored the rules to argue the merits of the case during a motion to 
dismiss in order to finesse the Court into using their false and one-sided depictions of the facts to 
determine the defendants were innocent angels persecuted by me the devil; therefore, the case 
should be dismissed. Had the defense lawyers played by the rules, fat chance, and waited for the 
proper time to submit their so-called facts against me, I would have had the opportunity to shoot 
down their claims for lack of evidentiary foundations or use cross-examinations to show they 
lied. But by throwing in their accusations during a motion to dismiss, no such opportunities 
existed. Very tricky, this Star Chamber tactic that eviscerated my due process rights on which 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure are based. So I did the only thing I could, cited the law that 
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showed such a tactic improper and moved the Court to exclude from its decision the smears, 
extraneous exhibits and alleged facts the defendants submitted. 

Party Lights 

After reviewing the defense lawyers’ joint reply and the short individual replies from a 
couple of the defendants, I decided not to work six days a week preparing for an oral argument, 
even though it represented my last chance to convince the Chief Judge that the defense attorneys 
were lying and violating the rules. The chances of the District Court granting me oral argument 
were slim to none because of its animosity for civil RICO cases and the popular perception that 
men no longer deserved the protection of the institutions they had created. Instead, I used my 
time to continue investigating the defendants, writing this magnum opus 1 and waiting for the 
Bank of Cyprus to file its separate motion to dismiss. 

Out of all the foreign defendants in Russia and Cyprus that I had tracked down and 
served, and there were nearly twenty, only the Bank of Cyprus bothered responding. The papers 
for the Mexican defendants were still bouncing around Mexico’s Direccion General de Asuntos 
Juridicos, which under Hague Convention was delegated to serve the papers. The Russian and 
Cypriot defendants ignored the action brought against them in a U.S. Federal Court, as would the 
few Mexican defendants that were finally served eight months later by a Writ of Notification. 
Everything takes longer south of the border. 

Except for the Bank of Cyprus, which had an office New York City, the U.S. 

Government couldn’t touch these other mob associates. The District Court couldn’t enforce any 
decision against any of them unless their respective governments abided by the promises 
officials made in international treaties. An unlikely occurrence since governments riddled with 

1 A magnum opus is an overly long text written to justify the author’s existence. The problem is that such works are 
so long that no one reads them, so the author’s effort to justify his existence fails. 
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corruption, such as Russia, Cyprus and Mexico, don’t live up to their agreements unless it 
benefits their citizens at the expense of Americans. Besides, the foreign officials responsible for 
executing an American court judgment will simply take bribes from the foreign defendants to do 
nothing. In those countries, the line between government and organized crime blur to indistinct 
ion. Enforcing a U.S. court decision even in a civilized country like England often ends with the 
same result but for the different reason that the cost in time and money is too high unless multi¬ 
millions of dollars are involved. 

So much for the long arm of the law unless you’re rich or a corporation, which was why 
my case against the American defendants was crucial. If the District Court dismissed my case 
against them and not the others and neither the Second Circuit Court of Appeals nor the U.S. 
Supreme Court overturned the District Court, then, technically, I could still go ahead with the 
case against the Vasilyevas, who wouldn’t bother defending, and the foreign defendants who 
were served but never appeared. The problem, however, was enforcing it. The Vasilyevas, like 
all Russian criminals, keep their assets well hidden and outside America, and enforcing a 
judgment in Russia, Cyprus or Mexico didn’t promise much, if any, success. But there was 
another problem as well. If the case against the American defendants, except the Vasilyevas, 
was thrown out of Court, the Chief Judge might not even allow me to obtain a default judgment 
against the foreign defendants. There might still exist a shot at one against the Vasilyevas, but as 
for the overseas mobsters, the District Court would probably rule that requiring them to show up 
in New York City would be so “oppressive and inconvenient” for the foreigners that the case 
should be brought in a foreign court. 

The Court could also dismiss the case against the Vasilyevas even though they didn’t put 
in a formal motion for such, which would assure the Court getting rid of my case against the 
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foreign gangsters. It’s called dismissing a case for forum non conveniens, and the reason courts 
do so is supposedly to increase the chance of a fair trial. But when civil RICO cases are 
involved, the courts use it to get rid of the lawsuit, even when it leaves the plaintiff with no 
alternative but to go into an overseas court. Talk about inconvenience and oppression: the 
expenses and problems in dealing with the even more corrupt court systems of many foreign 
countries simply make the plaintiff drop the case. But many American judges don’t care, so long 
as the case is out of their courts—once again expediency rules. 

My investigations during June 2004 came up with one interesting piece of infonnation. 
One of the two brothels in Limassol, Cyprus, which mobsters in Krasnodar owned and the 
Athanasiou family operated, advertised on the Internet. The Tramps website, 
www.cytramps.com, touted international entertainment, showed partially naked hos and 
advertised exclusive lap dances, which meant intercourse, blow jobs and the like in a private 
“Lap Dance Lounge.” 

While I was looking over the site, Mark called to see whether I could meet him at a local 
club later that night. After telling him about the website I found, he suggested looking up who 
ran the site for which he gave me the name of an Internet service that kept such information. 
Christakis Charalambous created and operated the Tramps’ site. This guy had the same last 
name as the defendant who was a chief in the Cypriot Migration Office. My Complaint accused 
Andreas Charalambous of receiving bribes for providing Russian prostitutes with Cypriot visas 
in order to keep the Athanasiou brothels stocked with hos, and using his contacts with American 
immigration officials to expedite travel visas to America for some of the Russian sluts. Two 
guys with the same last name didn’t mean anything. For all I knew, Charalambous might be as 
common in Cyprus as “Jones” in America. To make a connection between the two would 
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require the private detective my Moscow lawyer Xenia used to investigate the other Athanasiou 
brothel Zygos, where the Commie Ho once sold sexual favors. In order to save money, that task 
went on my hold list until the Court ruled on the dismissal motion. 

It was the weekend, so I headed down to Houston Street and the club Carnaval that Mark 
currently promoted. In New York City, nightclubs, big and small, hire guys, called promoters, to 
drum up business. The promoters often get a percentage of the money spent at the bar based on 
how many customers from the promoters list show up. Promoters also try to get people to hold 
private parties at a club for which they also receive a cut. Mark introduced me to one of the 
owners, the female bartender and the bouncer at the front door: all friendly, cool people. These 
weren’t the dishonest slime populating the courts and halls of power in America. 

The Carnaval folk were a mixed group: the owner I met was Dominican, the bouncer 
black and some of the bartenders and waitresses white chicks. It was also an easy place for 
meeting pretty young babes—too easy and too many of them white, but who am I to complain. 
Usually when I go up to a pretty young white broad in a club she freezes, sometimes even backs 
away—too many demon tales from her Feminazi mother about older men. But when Carnaval’s 
owner or Mark introduced me as their lawyer to the white chicks hanging out at the club, the 
girls started pumping pheromones in my direction. If I got too close, I could actually feel them 
seeping into my body along with the heat that young girls naturally radiate. By the time they 
turn into Feminists, however, they’re absorbing rather than emanating it. Enjoying the company, 
I lived in the fantasy that these tomatoes were interested in me when in reality my connection 
with Mark, the owner and the bouncer gave me what they really wanted: the currency to get 
them in the club without standing in line or that most important of kn own commodities to young 
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babes—the free drink. Okay, I played along, kind of, got free drinks for myself but never a girl. 
So I exploited their perception. Why not, dames tricked me plenty of times. 

One night, Mark and I were standing in front of Carnaval making like big shots talking to a 
couple of babes Mark knew, one from Italy and the other Croatia. New York City is full of girls 
in their late teens and early twenties from overseas, especially in the spring and summertime. 
They come here to ho their firm bodies, find suckers to spend money on them and to tell their 
friends back in the old world about their sexcapades in Manhattan. Anyway, we were all 
laughing, smiling, flirting, they’re smoking and I’m telling a few absurdities about my Russian 
experiences when up pulls a taxi with the Flash Dancers’ advertisement on its roof with the 
Commie Ho’s picture gazing at us. “Oh no,’’ I said and every one looked. 

“Mark said, “That’s his ex-wife from Russia.” 

The girls remarked, “She’s beautiful.” 

“Yeah, but you should see what’s inside,” and before Mark could stop me, I was on a rant. 
“Now let me tell you a thing or two about gorgeous girls. Nuts, dangerous, psychotic, truly 
demented cuckoos and as cute and cuddly as a flight of tracer bullets. They can have lovers the 
way other people eat cherries, but if you take another girl, even to the luncheon or drive-in, then 
wham-o! They lie to me and to you and to their husbands, to their lover, to their analysts and the 
cashier in the supermarket. Oh, I know, I’ve been accused of treating girls badly, and I have, but 
only in self defense.” 

Looking a little taken aback, the two girls asked in unison “What happened to you?” 

“Noooo, don’t tell the story!” Mark cautioned trying to save my prospects with one of 
these two, assuming both hadn’t already started searching for an escape from me. He always 
warned against my telling the ho story, shaking his finger “no” and then laughing because he 
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knew I would anyway with the inevitable result of once again sinking my chances with a babe. 
Control was beyond my grasp, so as usual I blabbed on evoking the usual shock, laughter and 
pretenses of commiseration. Maybe I told the story to be the center of attention, but more likely 
I enjoyed rubbing the faces of pretty young babes into the reality of the evil they cause men. The 
two girls excused themselves and scurried to the safety of their other girl friends in the club. 

Mark asked, “That stuff about gorgeous girls was new. Did you just make it up?’ 

“No, I memorized it from a movie.” 

“Well that alone sure alienated those two.” 

“Yeah, but there’s plenty more where they came from. Let’s go back inside.” Mark went 
over to another female friend of his, and I hit on some babe at the bar. 

All girls want men who are dumb to their metahomorph ways, so they can wheedle 
something they want from a guy. Whenever a broad hears my story of the Commie Ho, she 
knows this guy understands her tricks, so better for her to attend to someone less enlightened. 

But as deep as my understanding may go, some metahomorphs still succeed in scamming me. 

For instance, my Salsa teacher Isabella set off all the warning bells not to become romantically 
involved with her—so I didn’t. But I did trust her to teach me Salsa. During our private lessons 
in 2003,1 was making progress, even Mark said so on the few occasions some girl asked me to 
dance Salsa or Mark nudge her to ask me. When the private lessons ended, Isabella told me to 
take her group class on Friday nights to keep from losing what I had learned—made sense to me. 
Eight months later, my dancing had worsened, and I felt more confused then ever out on the 
floor. At first, I assumed middle age made it next to impossible to learn any new physical 
activity, but I pressed forward suckling on the feel of the nubile young bodies in my arms during 
class. 
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One day a couple of other students asked me if I knew the difference between Salsa on 1 
and on 2. Never heard there were different ways to dance Salsa, so we asked our teacher 
Isabella. She said it didn’t matter, that at some point we’d be able to do both. Well, I just 
wanted to do one of them but couldn’t. So, I did some research. Turns out the music for Salsa 
on 1 and on 2 differ by which beats the music emphasizes and that signals the dancer what to do 
when. Most of the Latin music played in New York is written for Salsa on 2 dancing while in 
Cuba it’s for Salsa on 1. Since I had no intention of immigrating to Cuba despite the plethora of 
cars from the 1950s, Salsa on 2 was for me, and that’s what Isabella had taught me in the private 
lessons, but her group lesson danced Salsa on 1. She tricked me! Conned me into taking her 
group class by covering up the distinction between Salsa on 1 and on 2 with that fib about 
starting differently in order to get into the turns more quickly. The dance routine in her group 
class started differently because it was a fundamentally different version of Salsa dancing than 
what she taught me in the private lessons. Thanks to her, I now had two conflicting ways of 
moving to Salsa music battling me into a wallflower. What is with these girls? My own teacher, 
instead of helping me, exploited my reliance on her knowledge to make a lousy few hundred 
bucks extra. That’s called fraud, and I could sue her in small claims court, but I had other things 
to do. From here on I vowed to mistrust broads completely about everything, and have nothing 
to do with them on any level except partying. 

Look at what happened to Bill O’Reilly. He thought chicks deserved a fair chance, so he 
hired some to do research and production on his show. Jobs traditionally held by men because 
men are best suited for such positions. One of the females, probably at the instigation of some 
Feminazi attack group or the girl’s weekly consciousness lowering coffee klatch, sued O’Reilly 
for millions, injuring his reputation and credibility, but making lots of money for herself out of a 
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settlement or, more accurately, “sex-mail.” Interesting that blackmail is a crime but sex-mail is 
not. So in the end, O’Reilly knew how Justice Clarence Thomas felt. 

Guys have got to leam that the days of chivalry are dead. Broads are the enemy—wise up, 
that’s the way they see men. Dames will do any harm to any guy to make money or to vent 
vengeance over some illusionary slight to their princess egos. They are on a crusade to let loose 
every evil desire against men that enters their chemically unbalance brains using the rationale 
that men deserve such for shielding girls from much of the horrors of life all these millennia or 
that men are the ones responsible for causing females to harm men. Don’t look at me, it’s 
feminine logic, and you or some guy you know is probably next. 

Girls always twist a way to blame men for something bad that happens while stealing 
credit for the good. Take the view of a white college coed I flirted with one Saturday night at 
Carnaval. While I watched her tits as we chit chatted, she said, “I’m lucky I have such great 
parents. Most of my college girl friends were abandoned by their fathers.” 

Red alert! Red alert! Feminazi propaganda on the attack, I put the alcoholic buzz from my 
vodka gimlet—Absolut and Roses Lime—on hold and stepped on the gas speeding my brain to 
find a dagger of reality to stab into her bigoted brain. 

“What do you mean their fathers abandoned them?” I asked in a civil manner trying to set 
her up. 

“Lots of my friends’ parents got divorced.” 

“So the divorce caused the abandonment?” I feigned naivety, waiting for her belief in 
feminine superiority to box her in. 

“Of course it did! Otherwise the fathers would have stayed at home.” Now I had this ditz. 
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“But why do your girl friends blame their fathers for abandoning them when 80% of 
divorces are initiated by the wife?” I mildly stated this statistic, one of many the Feminazis 
conveniently ignore in their bible of hate against men. 

“Eighty percent! I don’t believe that!” 

I didn’t expect her to, so I pushed my knife of truth a little deeper. “It’s an old figure from 
when I was in law school, probably higher now with the increase in female liberation.” I added a 
slightly mocking tone to the last two words. 

“Well, I’m sure the husbands probably caused the wives to file for a divorce.” 

“Unfortunately, there’s no statistics on that, since most states are no-fault divorce. But 
despite who was at fault, what usually happens when a couple with children gets divorced?” I 
wasn’t finished with this acolyte of American feminine ignorance. 

“What do you mean?” 

“Who ends up with the kids?” 

“The mother.” At least this bane-in-waiting got that right. 

“And even when the husband wants the kids, the courts usually give them to the mother. 
Sounds like discrimination to me. So who’s causing the father to abandon the kids then?” 

“I don’t think the father wants the kids very often.” 

“Alright, so in the typical divorce the husband pays the mother money to take care of the 
children.” 

“Not all the time, some fathers don’t pay.” 

“But most fathers do. Don’t forget that there is only one type of person in America that 
can be put in jail for not paying a debt, and that’s a father who doesn’t pay child support. Funny, 
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I thought one of the reasons the founding fathers broke with England was over debtors’ prisons. 

I guess they were only thinking of girls at the time.” 

“The fathers should be made to pay for the children, since they’re making most the 
money.” 

“Are they? If you work out the the amount of money earned on a per hour basis, girls 
actually make more than guys, and an analysis of a university study shows that girls control over 
a majority of the wealth in America.” My reliance on what for her was higher math went right 
by her, so I said, “Despite the money lots of girls have, I don’t see any girls paying for any dates 
or to get into clubs?” Perhaps I should have said drink; maybe she would have bought me one. 
“But assuming you’re right about who’s wealthier, a father that doesn’t pay goes to jail. So what 
happens to a mother who moves out of state with the children away from the father’s work 
place?” 

“Why should anything happen to the mother? She can go wherever she wants.” 

“In our typical divorce settlement, the court orders the father to pay some or all of the 
support for the kids and tells the mother to make the kids available for the father to visit, usually 
on the weekend.” 

“Right, so?” 

“But if the mother moves the kids out of town, maybe to keep them away from the father, 
what can the father do?” 

“Go back to court.” 

“But the court can’t make the mother move back to where the family lived before the 
divorce. That’s against the U.S. Constitution. It’s also against the Constitution to put people in 
jail for failing to pay a debt, but the courts over look that legal nicety. So in the end, the father 
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has to pay money or go to jail, but the mother can keep the kids away from the father by moving 
out of town. Who then is responsible for the abandonment?” 

“That doesn’t happen that often.” Just the type of dismissive remarked I’d expect from a 
budding Feminazi. 

“Maybe yes, maybe no; maybe rain, maybe snow.” A saying I adopted from a Young 
Communist Pioneer of the former Soviet Union. The flirtation dead and my instruction in reality 
over, I excused myself for another drink. 

The other evil perpetrated by a mother to alienate the father from his kids, I left out of my 
argument. It’s an all too common scenario where the mother drums into the children’s dear little 
ears that their father didn’t care enough to send money for them when the wife actually used that 
money for jewelry or some other vanity. Whether wife, mother, ho or stockbroker, broads have 
an uncanny aversion to honesty that somehow enables them to escape paying for the harm they 
cause. No reason to waste anymore of my time disabusing this girl of her biased illusions. 
Females always ignore the truth when it knocks them off their self-created pedestals. 

Hustling girls at Carnaval made me miss the challenge of approaching babes no one knew, 
preferably of a darker complexion, and pitching an ad-lib line from which to spin off other 
verbiage in my quest for telephone numbers. So, I started hanging out at the China Club in 
Times Square. My new Salsa instructor, whose group class I began taking after the annoying 
experience with Isabella, promoted the China Club’s Friday night Salsa with free admission for 
both girls and guys before 11 PM. Most clubs in town let the hos in for free before a certain 
hour, usually midnight, but not the guys. In the old days when guys had money and girls didn’t, 
it made sense, but today, with broads relentlessly stealing guys’ jobs, it discriminated against 
men. The clubs should respond to the times by cutting in half the price for men while making 
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the girls pay the same as guys. It’s only fair, and the clubs will make just as much because girls 
want to dance more than guys. But no, fairness doesn’t apply to men in America. 

The China Club attracted Latina ghetto girls, tourists and white thirty-somethings. Since 
Mark spent his evenings promoting Carnaval, I began chasing girls with a guy from the former 
Soviet Union. When hunting at a club, I always preferred having a partner. Maybe it’s a 
precaution reaching out of the genetic mists of prehistory when guys hunted dangerous animals. 
After all, what more dangerous animal is there today than a broad letting loose the viciousness 
within her? Then again, maybe the company alleviates my insecurity. The Soviet Union guy, 
also middle age, went for the older white broads. He was relatively new to this country but 
would soon catch onto which girls were most desirable. For me, the young ghetto babes looked 
just delicious, but I found it difficult to pull them into a conversation. Maybe their English 
wasn’t too good; still they did dance with me. My Salsa dancing never approached those girls’ 
abilities, but they possessed the civility to smile, laugh at my jokes and touch my arm with a 
thank you. The arrogant, eastern, quasi-intellectual, white-trash Feminazi elite could learn a lot 
about manners from these women. 

As summer approached, Mark found a better deal promoting a club across the street called 
the Flat. The Flat didn’t start moving until after mid-night, so I’d go to the China Club until 
around 1 PM, when the Soviet Union guy went home, and then head over to the Flat for free 
drinks. At first, I didn’t think much of the place until one night I wandered into the back rooms. 
Whoa! A little bit of heaven right here on earth. Lots of beautiful black babes, all made up, 
dancing with each other or waiting impatiently for some guy to ask them. The young girls, late 
teens to mid-twenties, outnumbered the young guys, always good news for me considering my 
middle-agedness. Most of the young black guys in their knee length shirts and bell-bottom pants 
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with the bell part beginning at the waist just stood around moving their bodies in place to the 
music. I didn’t get it. Okay, it wasn’t the culture I grew up in, but when young babes are clearly 
anxious to dance, the guys should pounce. Don’t let that prey get away. Well, they did, except 
for one or two guys. Find with me, since it gave me more candies to pick from, but being the 
only cue ball in the room, I knew I needed some credibility. I went downstairs and asked Mark 
to help me out. Something I did for him at times when he was eyeing some white babe. He 
came upstairs with the white chick he was hustling. Mark and I talked a little so that the black 
girls saw I was cool and with my credibility established, I started flirting and dancing, yummy. 
The Flat quickly became my favorite club in New York City. 

Walk Like A Man 

On the Summer Solstice of 2004, the District Court notified me of a change in judges. 
The Chief Judge unloaded my RICO case on a recent appointee to the bench, Peter Kevin Castel. 
At least the new judge was also a man, although after decades of intense Feminazi anti-men 
indoctrination, it might not save me from the feminine Federal Government’s pervasive bias 
against my sex. 

Judge Castel graduated St. John’s Law School in New York City, considered an adequate 
school but nothing special—third tier. He did, however, reach the partnership ranks for Cahill 
Gordon & Reindel, a prestigious New York City law firm that made lots of money during the 
corporate takeover days of the eighties. Near the top of his profession and making lots of 
money, he accepted, at age 54, President Bush’s nomination, and a significant salary cut, to 
become a judge in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York. A Republican 
appointed judge might show some objectivity, but these days, even the heirs of Eisenhower and 
Reagan fawned over the Feminists, only not in as servile a manner as Democratic 
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hermaphrodites. President Bush’s National Security Adviser, after all, was a female and 
instrumental in bringing us the stupidity of the 2003 Iraqi war, America’s second defeat. The 
only hope with Judge Castel was that as a former partner in a hotshot law firm he might have a 
brain. 

Judge Castel required both sides to produce a joint status report that outlined the nature 
of the case, scheduling deadlines, motions made, motions undecided and other procedural 
matters. The lead defense counsel Dubin telephoned me to say he had run into a lot of difficulty 
getting the other defense attorneys to agree on even a tentative status report and thought it would 
take too much time for him to also broker in changes that I would surely want. He asked me to 
agree that each side does its own report, which I did. 

The defense lawyers did their usual sniping in their version of the status report: the 
plaintiff is “pro se,” which implied I didn’t know what I was doing; “suing sixty three 
defendants,” actually it was nearer to seventy; “spanning the globe,” which implied 
conspiratorial delusions; fded “a 91 page, 915 separately numbered paragraphed, complaint,” 
which told the new Judge this case would take a lot of time and energy; and “this action, as well 
as the plaintiffs abusive litigation preceding this action, are nothing more than an attempt by the 
plaintiff to use this forum to re-live the consequences of his marriage to and divorce from the 
defendant Alina Shipilina while at the same time attempting to punish Ms. Shipilina and anyone 
who has ever come into contact with her or assisted her in preventing him from harassing her,” 
which painted me as the cliche Dirty John tying innocent Nell to the train tracks, or buzz saw, 
while Dudley Do-Right, in the form of Mundy and other defendants, rush to Nell’s aid. 

In modern times, however, toadying lawyers and the Feminazis use different terminology 
for demonizing a man as Dirty John. Today the catchwords include “abuse,” “harassment” and 
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“white male rage,” which the defense lawyers implied, in order to peg me as the modern-day 
leper against whom any action, no matter how violating of my rights, is justified. Any man in 
21 st century America who dares to use the law in fighting for his rights against a scheming, lying 
female who breaks U.S. laws will end up smeared and even put on domestic court pink lists. 

Just another tactic for coercing men into subjugation before the Feminazis’ bloody throne. 

In responding to the lawyers’ status report, I reverted to my old TV news writing style: 

“Pimps, prostitutes, pushers, pornographers and assorted criminals from the former 
Soviet Union have joined with underworld characters in Western markets over the past decade to 
create a global web of smuggling, protection, extortion, counterfeiting, tampering with witnesses, 
revenge, evasion of taxes and other illegal activities. The R.I.C.O. complaint alleges a Russian- 
New York enterprise [enterprise is the legal word for a R.I.C.O. group] that violates R.I.C.O. and 
numerous other laws. The enterprise brings prostitutes to New York and other states in the 
U.S.A., passes drugs and huge sums of money back and forth between the countries, creates and 
traffics in pornography, and threatens physical violence to anyone who might get in its way. A 
central associate and site of the enterprise’s illegal actions is the establishment called “Flash 
Dancers Topless Club,” located on Broadway and 52d Street in New York City. In addition, the 
enterprise often acts in other countries where there is a link of some kind, such as a connection to 
brothels in Cyprus and Mexico City that some defendants run, or to specific participants in the 
enterprise traveling in other places. 

“The plaintiff, a business consultant and attorney representing himself pro se and former 
writer and political producer for WNEW and WABC TV News in New York, instituted the 
R.I.C.O. suit to recover damages for loss of profits to his business, loss of business opportunities, 
hann to his business reputation and other injuries, which resulted from the plaintiff unwittingly 
falling victim to one of the enterprise’s schemes: duping and secretly feeding narcotics to 
American men so that they will marry Russian mafia members, usually prostitutes, in order for 
these mafia molls to obtain legal entry into the U.S.A. to carry out and expand the enterprise’s 
activities.” 

“This case grew out of discoveries by the plaintiff that began while managing Kroll 
Associates in Moscow. A number of the plaintiffs witnesses in Krasnodar, Russia have been 
threatened, and the plaintiff has received threats. The F.B.I. has identified the threatening caller, 
but is afraid that by interviewing him it would provoke him to harm the plaintiff. As such, the 
F.B.I. has told the plaintiff not to open his door to anyone he does not know and to be careful 
when out in public.” 

“This is a civil R.I.C.O. action under 18 U.S.C. 1961-68 against the Russian Mafia, the 
Chechen Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime clan and a relatively small number of alleged 
members and associates of those organized crime groups.” 
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Judge Castel set a conference for July 13, 2004 in order to map out a schedule for any 
remaining motions. The Commie Ho’s attorney, Jack Sachs, asked the Judge to excuse him from 
the conference since he had already booked a cruise. Fine with me, but Sachs used his request to 
repeat some of the lead lawyers’ swipes by harping on the number of defendants and the 
“unusually voluminous papers considering the action was brought by a single individual.” If I 
had been a single corporation, I guess volume wouldn’t matter to him. Sachs was out of line 
with his querulous complaining in a letter requesting excusal, so I sent a response to the Judge: 

“I don’t see what bearing it has on Mr. Sachs’ request to be excused by saying he 
represents ‘one of the sixty-five defendants, in various parts of the world....’ 

Sachs and the lead attorney, Dubin, apparently used different systems of counting for 
determining the number of defendants. 

“Mr. Sachs is clearly trying to bolster the defendants’ position as presented in their 
memoranda of law, which criticizes the number of defendants and their locations. 

“I also believe it improper for Mr. Sachs to unilaterally respond to your Honor’s request 
for a joint status report, and under the guise of doing so, imply there is something amiss with an 
individual filing papers of many pages, which again is another argument presented in the 
defendants’ memoranda of law. 

“There is a proper place and time for presenting arguments, and I do not believe it is fair 
to use ministerial letters for reiterating one sides’ position.” 

After Judge Castel’s status conference notice and the tiff with Sachs, the Bank of Cyprus 
submitted its separate motion to dismiss with a memorandum in support, and I began working on 
my opposition memorandum to it. 

On July 4 th , five years to the date of my arrival in Hell to work for Kroll Associates, I 
tuned in a movie on TV after doing some work on my opposition memo to the Bank of Cyprus’ 
motion. The first time I saw the movie Tombstone, starring Kurt Russell, was eleven years 
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earlier in Moscow. Back then, I was in town writing a couple of articles for a Moscow business 
weekly and visiting my Russian girlfriend of the moment. 

One day, she calls me up sobbing, “Roy, my father came home drunk and attacked me.” 

Even then, I wasn’t so dumb as to believe this completely. “What happened?” 

“He came into the kitchen and demanded I cook him some soup.” Isn’t that what 
daughters are supposed to do I thought but didn’t say. 

“And..., anything else?” 

“I told him, ‘Do it yourself’ and he attacked me!” More sobs. 

“Relax, did he hurt you?” 

“No, I’m all right, but I want you to come over and beat him up!” 

“Now? Can’t this wait?” 

“No! You must come right away while he’s still here. You’ll come if you love me.” I 
didn’t love her but did enjoy her 20-year-old body. 

“Okay, I’ll hop the Metro.” 

Walking from the Metro stop to her apartment, I kept wondering what am I doing in the 
middle of this in Russia of all places? 

At her apartment, my girlfriend takes me into a room where her father, Vladimir, is lying 
on the couch with a rag over his face and her mother is standing a yard or so away from him 
looking like the Queen of Hearts who misplaced her axe. 

Okay, so I start acting tough, “Come on Vladimir, get up, let’s duke it out.” All the time 
hoping he doesn’t accept since he’s bigger and younger than me. His wife and daughter are 
constantly railing at him in Russian. 
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Vladimir sits up dejectedly and says, “I don’t want to fight,” as the rag falls from his face 
exposing a huge black eye. Immediately, his wife rushes in and whacks him hard with her hand 
across the injured eye. Oh brother, get me out of here, I’m thinking. 

“What happen to your father’s eye?” I asked my girl friend. 

“When he asked me to make him some soup, I threw the tin of Campbell’s at his head, 
telling him to do it himself.” 

“You bounced a can of Campbell’s soup off your father’s head?” 

“He deserved it. He should treat me with more respect.” 

Wanting to escape as quickly as possible, I let it ride and decided to dump this broad at 
the first opportunity. 

Later, I talked to my girlfriend’s best friend who told me the truth that Vladimir never 
attacked her over the soup incident and never abused her at any time. My girlfriend blew up at 
her father for who knows what reason and got away with nearly blindly him in one eye. If 
anyone was in need of a battering, it was she, but this was Russia emulating America. The father 
did nothing, not a thing, just took these broads’ punishment because the combination of Czars 
and Commies had emasculated most men of Russia, including him. Exactly what the Feminazis 
were doing to modern-day American men. 

Anyway, back to the movie. In the lead up advertising campaign to the opening of 
Tombstone in Moscow, the producers used the slogan: “Just Is Coming.” In 1993, if ever a 
place needed justice, it was Russia. Russell did a great job playing Wyatt Earp, as did Val 
Kilmer portraying Doc Holiday. The movie embellished the true story, but the character 
portrayals most likely depicted what these men were really like. No bowing and scraping to evil 
for them. Justice and honor meant more than living as someone’s dog, even a broad’s dog. 
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In real life, Wyatt Earp showed up in Tombstone, Arizona with his brothers to make 
money, which led to them running a gambling saloon. Tombstone’s power elite, the Clanton 
Gang, interfered with Earp’s business, so a feud ensued that led to the gunfight at the O.K. 

Corral where three of the Clanton Gang ended up dead. The Clanton Gang used its political 
clout to put Wyatt Earp, his brothers and Holiday on trial for murder even though they acted in 
self-defense. The jury acquitted them, so the Clanton Gang murdered one of Earp’s brothers, 
shooting him in the back, and crippled another brother in an ambush. Since the Clanton Gang 
controlled the town, any appeal to the law was useless. Wyatt Earp, his injured brother, the Earp 
wives and Holiday left Tombstone, probably to the jeers of the power elite, the Clanton Gang. 
Wyatt Earp and Holiday regrouped with a few friends and went back looking for the four 
members of the Clanton Gang that killed Earp’s younger brother and crippled the other. One by 
one they tracked them down and shot them dead. 

Was it vengeance or justice? Webster’s Dictionary defines “vengeance” as “the inflicting 
of punishment in return for an injury or offense,” and defines “justice” as “the assignment of 
merited punishment”—not much of a difference, if any. Perhaps people with guts call Earp’s 
actions justice while cowards denounce it as vengeance. In the movie, Doc Holiday said that 
Wyatt Earp was not on a quest for vengeance but for a reckoning. Okay, but either way those 
four dead perverters of power got what they deserved. 

The corrupt government in Tombstone, Arizona, which stood by while the Clanton 
organized crime group murdered Wyatt Earp’s brother, issued warrants to arrest Earp, Holiday 
and their friends for murder in killing the four Clanton members. Why is that not surprising? 

But back then, as long as Earp and friends stayed out of Arizona, no other state would bother 
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them. So by taking the law into their own hands, Wyatt Earp and Doc Holiday won one for 
justice. 

What ever happened to those olden days when American society praised heroes rather 
than cowards pumped up with psychotropics who stand idly by as their rights are violated in 
order to preserve their pathetic little lives and creature comforts in a genderless hell? The 21 st 
century American version of justice has replaced the finality of bullets with a Feminist corrupted 
federal government that reaches into every state where arrogantly mouth words of coercion, 
falsehoods and chicanery carry no consequences. For example, lawyers can now say pretty 
much anything they want, no matter how out-of-line, and get away with it. 

In my RICO case, just before the status conference began in Judge Castel’s courtroom, 
attorney Vikrant Pawar approached me in the hallway. As an attorney for the City’s Corporation 
Counsel Office, he represented Detective Henning, the cop who threatened me with arrest in 
order to intimidate me into not cooperating with the INS. 

With no one else in the hall, just the two of us, Pawar said, “Off the record, can I say 
something?” 

This surprised me, what could he possibly have to say. Reverting to my old news days, I 
said, “How do you define off-the-record? Infonnation that I can use but can’t attribute it’s 
coming from you, or information I can’t use?” 

He ignored my question and said with a smirk, “I hope you survive this motion to 
dismiss!” 

What the devil did that mean, my mind raced for an answer? He couldn’t be so stupid as 
to threaten me in the courthouse, maybe he wanted to psyche me out before the conference or 
just try to bully me. Pawar looks and sounds like he’s from India or Pakistan, so I toyed with 
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saying, “Haven’t they out sourced you yet?” But played it conservatively and in lawyer jargon 
responded, “That’s an inappropriate remark that I’ll raise with the Court.” 

Grinning, Pawar said, “I’ll just deny it,” and walked into the courtroom. If this country 
still allowed dueling, Pawar never would have dared made such a remark because of the possible 
consequences. 

The courtroom was empty except for the seven defense attorneys on my case. Claugus 
avoided the routine hand shaking, maybe he carried a grudge, so I purposely went over and said 
hello to him. A group of law school summer interns entered to sit in the jury book as observers, 
and then all rose for Judge Castel’s entrance. Judge Castel referred almost exclusively to the 
defense attorneys’ status report; I wondered why? As he asked us questions, he seemed a little 
slow on the uptake and unfamiliar with the case. When going over the motions made so far, he 
missed completely my pending request to throw out most of the defense’s exhibits and references 
to them in the defendants’ memoranda that tried to improperly interject at that stage of the 
proceeding their factual allegations against me. After reminding the Judge and describing the 
gist of the motion, he set a schedule for the defense’s opposition memorandum and my reply. 

On the Bank of Cyprus’ motion to dismiss, Castel shortened the schedule set by the 
original judge for the Bank to file its reply. Claugus pleaded for more time until September 3 ld 
by invoking the same old whine used by Dubin that my papers, but not the defendants’, had been 
“voluminous to say the least.” Castel denied his request, “You put an awful lot of pressure on 
the court because I want to get this motion done quickly, and that I will view as coming out of 
my time.” His time, what’s he taking about? His time is the public’s time. He no longer serves 
the pecuniary interests of himself and his fonner law firm, but the public’s. Guess he was 
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planning a couple of weeks in the Hamptons at summer’s end, and didn’t want this case 
interfering. Did that bode good or ill for me? 

After Castel set the schedule for all the remaining papers, I requested the Court’s help in 
serving the Complaint on some of the foreign defendants for whom I couldn’t find addresses. 

“There are a number of defendants whom I have not been able to serve process on, and I 
am requesting the court's assistance under Federal Rule 4(f)(3), which allows service by other 
means as directed by the court. If you will just bear with me, I have three separate groups here. 

“First, there are three defendants, Khachaturyan Asypyan, the Albatross Club, and Rey, a 
well known procurer. What I am requesting of the court is a letter to the Chief of the Department 
for Fighting Gangsterism and Corruption in Krasnodar, Russia. His name is Vladimir Naidenko. 
I believe a letter to him from the Court requesting his department to provide the Court with the 
addresses for these three persons will enable me, under the Hague Convention, to serve those 
defendants. I can provide the specifics as far as Mr. Naidenko's address, and if you want, to draft 
a letter, whatever is required, I can provide all that information to the court. 

“Second, the Baraev Terror and Crime Clan in Chechnya. I have no way of finding out 
the address of its current boss. However, the G.R.U., which are the initials for military 
intelligence in Russia, has a southern operation, and a letter from the court to that office may 
result in an address for the current boss. The G.R.U. knows who is the current Islamic Terror 
and Mafia don for that clan and may have an address to which I can send the Complaint and 
Summons in accordance with the Hague Convention. 

“Third, I have been unable to find the addresses for four other defendants, although one 
of the defendants, Ms. Shipilina, has knowledge of the addresses for those people, but I don’t 
think she would be willing to provide them unless the court was to order so. They are Tanya- 
Phodes Studio prostitute, Stephanos, Juginta Raszyukevichina and Salvador-Phodes Studio 
partner.” 


Castel ignored ruling on the letters to the Krasnodar Department for Fighting 
Gangsterism and Corruption and to the G.R.U. Either he forgot or didn’t want to bother doing 
the work at that time, so I would have to remind him down the road. He did, to my surprise, 
order the Commie Ho to provide me with the addresses of the last four defendants, if she had 
them. She did, but I also knew she’d he by saying she didn’t. 

Sure enough when Jack Sachs, her attorney, returned from his summer cruise to Alaska, 
the Commie Ho perjured herself by claiming she didn’t know any of the addresses. What did she 
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care; American laws couldn’t touch her. However, not only did she lie under oath about not 
having the addresses, Sachs allowed her to lie about the nature and extent of her relationships 
with these four. Castel didn’t order her to recount those relationships, just whether she knew 
their current addresses. There was no way I could prove she had their current addresses, but I 
could prove by using her diary that she lied about the kind of relationships she had with them. 

So what did that matter? Except for impeaching a party’s credibility, courts don’t care about 
false statements unless they impact an important issue in a case, and that’s what the Commie Ho 
did by lying about her relationships with those four defendants because the relationships among 
the defendants are a material issue in any R.I.C.O. case. Lying about those relationships was 
perjury, another Federal felony—but, again, who’s counting? 

Two Faces Have I 

The Bank of Cyprus’ motion to dismiss papers adopted the personal attack strategy of the 
other defense attorneys, but the Bank’s lawyer, Claugus, added a new wrinkle—self-righteous 
disdain. Claugus arrogantly assumed a lawyerly perch of all-knowing superiority to pompously 
hurl personal invectives with no bearing on the issues and to foist advice and criticism he had no 
right to make. He haughtily advised me, the plaintiff, “to look else where for the cause of his 
misfortune, including to himself.” He sarcastically remarked, “The marriage seems not to have 
been made in heaven” and presumptuously declared, “the plaintiffs beliefs are unbelievable,” 
pure “imaginings,” an artful way for calling me paranoid. My opposition memorandum 
emphasized the cheapness of his tactics: “Such subjective and snide remarks are meant to taint 
the plaintiff. It’s a subtle form of litigation by personal destruction, but just as malicious in its 
attempt to mock a party and distract the Court.” I requested the Court to reprimand Claugus and 
the other defense attorneys for the same shared strategy of personal attacks. 
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Claugus’ effort to tear me down personally required twisting, spindling and mutilating 
the Complaint to such an extent that it led him to some lame falsehoods, but what else could he 
do? Claugus claimed I had accused the more than sixty defendants of “combing to cause the 
Plaintiffs marriage to Alina Shipilina and their subsequent divorce.” The Complaint didn’t 
allege that, and Claugus knew it. But he also knew the Court might buy his lie, which would 
help sidetrack the Court from the merits by painting me as delusional. The defendants who 
combined to sucker me into marrying and bringing the Ho to America were her, her mother 
Inessa, her Moscow pimp Leo and drugs. These three humans made up one tiny part of the 
Russian mob’s empire building activities, the drugs one of its businesses. 

After the Ho landed in America, I became suspicious that something was wrong and 
started looking for the truth, which led to a cascade of events, twists, turns and hann that four 
years later resulted in the RICO suit against the collaborators of the Commie Ho of whom I was 
aware. These confederates, now defendants, violated various laws under RICO in order to make 
sure the Ho, a Russian mafia prostitute and mid-level manager, remained in the U.S. making 
profits and laundering money for the mob. 

Claugus’ falsehood had copycatted the lawyers for the American defendants who 
previously misrepresented the Complaint as saying that the defendants had banded together, 
looked up my name while I worked in Moscow and said, “Let’s get this sucker.” The Complaint 
never stated or implied anything like that, but it didn’t stop Claugus and the other defense 
lawyers from saying it did to make me appear delusional. 

Claugus’ effort to paint me as delusional exposed his ignorance of the RICO statute. 
Under RICO, not every defendant needed to have met with all the others in some darken 
alleyway to plan the Commie Ho’s ascension to the U.S. market or keep her there at my expense. 


53 



The defendants only had to participate in some activities connected with the Russian mafia to the 
extent of having some discretionary authority for carrying out parts of these activities. 
Confederates and members who didn’t even know the Commie Ho existed could still be held 
liable for the harm down to me because, as the U.S. Supreme Court ruled, people who actively 
and knowingly work for a criminal organization that engages in criminal activity are liable for 
the criminal acts of other members and abettors. Scales v. U.S., 367 U.S. 203, 226-27, 6 L.Ed.2d 
782, 81 S.Ct. 1469, 1485 (1960). Under RICO, even though people involved with a criminal 
organization did not directly cause someone harm, if they played a consequential role in the 
organization, they were still liable for the harm others inflicted. 

In my case, all the defendants actually knew and interacted with the Ho, that’s how I 
found out about them. They all were involved in some form or another by supplying assets and 
marketing products and services to hard currency markets, keeping Russia mafia personnel in 
those markets, providing legal and financial services and making lots of money for themselves 
by doing so. Some of them used prostitutes mixed with narcotics to create fraudulent marriages; 
some engaged in immigration fraud, white slavery, importing pornography, bribery; some 
trafficked in drugs; some used coercion, intimidation, murder-for-hire, perjury and official 
misconduct to protect mafia allies; and others maximized profits with tax evasion and money 
laundering. Claugus patronizingly dismissed all those criminal activities as merely “colorful” or 
“unfortunate affairs,” implying them a product of my delusions. Skipping over his implications, 

I assumed a Claugusian air of pomposity for my attack: “Perhaps the Bank of Cyprus does not 
consider the Russian mafia or organized criminals in general as a threat to civilized societies, but 
Congress does. The impact of organized crime is to ‘weaken the stability of the Nation’s 
economic system, threaten the domestic security, and undennine the general welfare of the 
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Nation and its citizens.’” Beckv. Prupis, 529 U.S. 494,496, 146 L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 1608 
(2000)(quoting Pub.L. 91-254, 84 Stat. 922). 

The paranoid portrait Claugus tried to draw of me included “Plaintiff has come to believe 
global organized crime” caused his “loss” and made him a “pawn in their activities.” At least he 
didn’t deny the existence of worldwide crime syndicates, which the lawyers for the American 
defendants had done. To fend off this sortie, I told the Court that the RICO suit, rather than 
being a paranoid nightmare, simply depicts the business acumen of modern day Russian 
organized crime and how far and deep it reaches into many aspects of American life. In this age 
of a global economy, Russian gangsters have also gone global in order to prey on victims any 
way they can. 

Claugus even tried to recast the Complaint’s allegations of money laundering by the 
Bank of Cyprus for the Russian mafia as domestic relations. That’s a bit of a stretch, but one 
Claugus intentionally used to remind his Honor about the perils in modern-day America of using 
the Court’s powers to enforce the rights of a middle-age man tricked by a pretty young lady, 
even if she is a front for the Russian mafia. In my response to this common lawyerly ploy of 
exploiting trendy societal biases, I wrote: 

“The Complaint does not allege the Bank culpable for errant matchmaking as the Bank’s 
memorandum infers with: ‘Defendants did not marry Ms. Shipilina. Plaintiff did. Defendants 
did not divorce her. Plaintiff did. The Bank played no role in this sorry affair.’ True, it would 
have been better them than me, but that’s not what the Bank is accused of doing. The Complaint 
alleges the Bank furthers the Russian mafia’s Scheme of infiltrating and expanding the mob’s 
activities in America by laundering the illegal funds made by mafia prostitutes, pimps, 
pomographers and pushers. The Bank’s marriage to the underworld of the former Soviet Union 
clearly produces heavenly benefits in the fonn of lucrative profits. A divorce between these 
powerful entities seems unlikely unless the purpose of RICO as stated by the U.S. Supreme 
Court is fulfilled in eradicating organized crime, which is a ‘highly sophisticated, diversified, 
and widespread activity that annually drains billions of dollars from America’s economy by 
unlawful conduct.’ Such a parting of the ways would be fortunate, not just for the plaintiff, but 
others victimized by the Russian mafia.” 
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Consistent with his self-enthroned grandiosity, Claugus condescended with “His is a 
personal misfortune common to half the population and, like others, he must seek a personal 
recovery. The Court should facilitate this recovery by dismissing the Complaint.” Obviously, 
he referred to America’s 50% divorce rate, but I responded by bending his meaning as he and the 
other defense lawyers so often did mine: 

“I would not put the number anywhere that high, but the statement does indicate the Bank 
possesses information concerning other victims of the Russian mafia. Regardless of the Bank’s 
effort at denigration, the Complaint alleges harm to the plaintiffs business and financial 
interests, which does pertain to a particular individual, the definition for ‘personal’ in the 
American Heritage Dictionary. The Bank, however, might be using ‘personal’ in the sense of 
‘personal injury.’ The Complaint does not request recovery for personal injuries. Still, the Bank 
seems compelled to provide legal advice to the plaintiff on just that issue when it states, ‘he must 
seek a personal recovery.’ The Bank then goes on to provide legal advise to the Court by stating 
it ‘should facilitate this recovery by dismissing the within Complaint.’ I am unaware of such a 
legal standard that calls for the dismissal of a RICO suit because it will in some mysterious 
fashion aid in the recovery for personal injury, especially when the Complaint clearly states the 
hann to the plaintiff from the Russian mafia’s Scheme was to his business and financial interests. 
Perhaps the Bank’s real intent was to personally belittle the plaintiff for seeking from the Court 
redress of the hann caused by the Russian mafia whose money it allegedly launders.” 

Following in line with the other defense attorneys, Claugus attempted to push the Court 
into trying the case on a motion to dismiss in violation of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 
This was not the time in the process for the Judge to act like a kindergarten schoolteacher 
listening to disputed versions of what happened; that would come later. But Claugus ignored the 
rules in order to corrupt the process by submitting affidavits from a few Bank of Cyprus 
employees and asking the Court to accept as true their untested say-so. Had Claugus waited until 
the proper time, either on a Summary Judgment motion or at trial, many of the so-called facts in 
his affidavits would have been shown as false and misleading. 

One affidavit portrayed the Bank of Cyprus as a small, parochial savings and loan 
operation that knew all its customers personally. The Bank provides Internet and telephone 
banking services around the globe—can’t get more impersonal than that. With a little sarcasm, I 
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told the Court, “Such an electronic global reach must make it difficult for the Bank to personally 
know its clients.” It does, however, make it easy to launder money since a click of the mouse or 
a telephone call could discretely send money whizzing into virtually any financial institution on 
the planet by way of the Bank’s 2300 correspondent relationships. This lawyer-proclaimed small 
bank was actually the leading financial institution on the banking and tax haven of Cyprus 
where, according to the U.S. International Crime Threat Assessment, banking and corporate 
secrecy, little or no taxes, and simplified incorporation procedures make it easy for terrorist 
groups and organized crime groups to launder funds. Gee whiz, did the most successful bank on 
the island do such things? Claugus’ affidavits also failed to mention that the Bank used special 
procedures to keep secret the real owners of the businesses that used its services, maintained a 
branch in the offshore center of the Channel Islands, ran a “busy” office in Moscow and, through 
a wholly owned subsidiary called CISCO, ran an international brokerage firm and managed 
investment funds. 

Another Claugusian method of misleading the District Court with the affidavits involved 
switching an allegation against the Commie Ho to one against the Bank so that by using a little 
slide-of-hand, he could claim to prove the newly transferred accusation wrong. Yes, a motion to 
dismiss isn’t suppose to resolve fact disputes, and Claugus’ tactic is all part of the defendants 
claiming they’re the good guys so the Court will throw the case out. My Complaint accused the 
Ho of keeping a small portion of her RICO profits in the Bank’s Global Equity Fund. My 
private detective in Canada, Elaine, dug up the information from her sources in Cyprus, along 
with the account number. Claugus’ affidavits claimed a search of “all relevant Bank records” 
had found no account in the Commie Ho’s real name. The slide-of-hand Claugus used was that 
the word “Bank” in his affidavits referred only to the Bank of Cyprus, Ltd., which is just part of 
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the overall conglomerate called the Bank of Cyprus Group. The conglomerate also contains 
Bank of Cyprus Mutual Funds, Ltd., CISCO and other legal entities. But the search of records 
didn’t include those other subsidiaries, which was strange, since the Complaint specifically 
stated the Commie Ho kept an equity fund account, not a checking or savings account, which are 
the only accounts the Bank of Cyprus, Ltd. maintains. If they wanted to confirm the equity 
account, they should have searched the other subsidiaries. Perhaps they didn’t want to find it. 
Turning my verbal blade a little in Claugus’ ego, I remarked in my opposition memorandum to 
the Court: 

“The Bank’s chivalrous act of spending time, money and effort to aid Shipilina with two 
affidavits must be greatly appreciated by her, but raises the question as to why the Bank would 
try to help a person it considers is just one of many ‘disparate’ defendants. Actually, it looks 
more like a family associate helping out one to whom it is joined at the pocketbook. The Bank’s 
affidavits that refute the allegations against Shipilina in the Complaint raise more questions than 
they answer, which can only be resolved in discovery. But after magnanimously assisting a 
fellow ‘disparate’ defendant, the Bank states, ‘Nor has the Bank ever done business in New York 
with the plaintiff or any defendant. ’ The plaintiff never alleged he did any business with the 
Bank. But the real purpose behind the Bank’s statement is to improperly interject this so-called 
fact into a motion to dismiss. A motion to dismiss raises only an issue of law, not of facts. Other 
lawyers do the same thing as though they were in state court trying to argue the factual 
righteousness of their cause whenever they open their mouths rather than following the proper 
procedure. There’s a time and place for everything. Trying to three-card Monte so-called facts 
before the Court on a motion to dismiss is procedurally incorrect. The facts will be determined 
through discovery. 

Throughout his memorandum, Claugus just couldn’t let go of his simulated all-knowing 
air, “The dispute, if there is one, is between Plaintiff and his ex-wife. Organized Crime did not 
cause Plaintiffs misfortune.” In my response, I wrote, “How is it that the Bank of Cyprus’ 
attorney knows the Russian mafia did not cause the plaintiffs claimed harm? Is the Bank 
omnipresent or perhaps, more tellingly, on intimate terms with the Russian mafia.” Without 
coming up for any humility, Claugus’ memorandum condescendingly continued on “The Court, 
the Bank, and Plaintiff all have more productive uses for their resources.” Where did this guy 
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get off speaking for me or even the Court? I’m surprised his ego could fit through the 
Courthouse entrance. My response, “Perhaps the Bank’s attorney is referring to the lucrative 
business the Bank conducts with confederates of the Russian mafia. The plaintiff, however, can 
think of no more productive use of government resources than, as the U.S. Supreme Court stated, 
‘bringing to bear the pressure of private citizen attorneys on a serious national problem for which 
public prosecutorial resources are deemed inadequate.’” Agency Holding Corp. v. Malley-Duff 
& Associates, 483 U.S. 143, 151; 97 L.Ed.2d 121; 107 S.Ct. 2759, 2764 (1987). As with all 
defense lawyers, Claugus presented his client as the victim and demanded a “measure of justice” 
by throwing my case out, to which I responded, “By allowing the case to proceed, the Court can 
prevent more than a measure of injustice to the plaintiff.” But did anyone care? 

Laugh, Laugh 

My opposition memorandum to the Bank of Cyprus’ motion to dismiss and its 
vituperative memorandum had included a footnote recounting the comment by Detective 
Henning’s’ attorney outside Judge Castel’s courtroom before the July status conference. Pawar’s 
behavior was used as an example of the proclivity for the defense lawyers to avoid the truth: 

“The willingness of defense counsels to hide the truth was demonstrated just before the 
July 13, 2004 conference before your Honor. Vikrant Pawar, attorney for defendant Henning, 
approached the pro se plaintiff in the hallway outside the courtroom and said with a grin, “I hope 
you survive this motion to dismiss.” The plaintiff responded, “That’s an inappropriate remark, 
which I will raise with the Court.” Pawar smilingly retorted, “I’ll just deny it.” 

Pawar didn’t like that footnote, bullies always turn to cowards when their prey fights 
back. When he received his copy of my opposition memorandum, Pawar telephoned me. 

“I received your papers and I’m upset. I’m a bit surprised although honored”—if 
honored, why was he upset? No, the honored part was him trying to appear untouchable, a 
common attorney ruse. “Honored that you would include me in your papers and mention our 
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conversation that you placed entirely out of context. So I’m not going to respond to it in 
writing,”—gee, thanks, as if I cared—“but I am surprised that you would resort to the same 
tactics you accuse others of doing...” 

I cut him off. He wasn’t going to get away with accusing me of anything nor play his 
game of covering up his own stupidity. “Look Mr. Pawar, if you have an objection, I suggest 
you bring it before the Judge as I have done. As I told you at the time you made the comment, it 
was out of place, and just looking at it on the face, it almost sounds like a threat.” Then with 
sarcasm dripping from my voice, “But I don’t think you’re that stupid. So if you have a problem 
with what I wrote, send a letter off to the Judge. You said it and that’s it.” 

“I’m not going to trouble the Court with this trivial matter...” 

I interrupted him again, this time bristling with anger, “Trivial, huh, okay fine, if you 
think it’s trivial than good.” 

Pawar then tried to pass the buck of his boorish conduct to me. Lawyers, as with broads, 
always try to scapegoat others for the wrongs they have done. “You should know that if you’re 
going to mention a conversation taking place between two parties, the least you could do for the 
Court is to mention the entire context of the conversation not just pick what you think would be 
appropriate to color the Court’s judgment.” The only part of the conversation I left out of my 
footnote was Pawar asking me whether he could say something off the record and my asking 
what he meant, but he never answered, so there was no off the record agreement. 

“Look,” I said, “there’s no way that conversation could ever be construed as settlement 
talks, and if it was a settlement talk, then the conversation could not be mentioned to the Court. 
The conversation was pretty obvious. It was basically a threat, but I’m not even going to bring 
that up.” Why bother, it wouldn’t do any good anyway in America. “If you’ve got a problem, I 
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suggest you bring it to the Court. You’ve registered your objection with me. In fact you did it 
right at the end of the conversation when you said you would deny what you had just said.” 

“If you perceived it as a threat, I’m sorry you felt that way.” He was sorry for nothing, 
except that I complained about his statements to the Judge. “It was a comment between two 
attorneys who were conversing about stuff...” 

“The only conversing was you making that comment. That was the sum total of the 
conversation. You didn’t come up to me to say you wanted to talk settlement or negotiate, which 
would have been off the record and can’t go before the Judge.” 

In response, this refugee from the Indian subcontinent tried to move up a caste while 
belittling me. “In my court experience and my dealings with many Federal judges, I’ve come 
across many pro se attorneys”—that’s considered an insult among lawyers—“but for you to take 
my comments out of context, well I’m just going to let my objection stand. I have been discreet, 
and I’m sad to see that you included the conversation in your papers.” About as discreet as an 8 th 
Avenue hooker, I said to myself. 

“You have the ability, and you have the recourse, and there’s a procedure for you to put 
your comment in context, as you call it. So it’s all up to you.” 

“I know what I have, and it’s not a big deal to respond to something like that.” No, it was 
a big deal because he got caught acting like some schoolyard tough and couldn’t come up with a 
reasonable explanation. All he could do was hope the Court missed the footnote. He wasn’t 
about to bring any more attention to his foot-in-mouth disease by sending the Judge a letter 
complaining. 

“Okay then you shouldn’t’ have even bothered calling me,” I disdainfully replied. 

“I called to let you know how I felt about it.” 
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To which my breath exhaled in exasperation. Who cared what this guy felt, he didn’t 
give a dam about anybody else. “Well I’m sure you know how I felt about it, so now we’re 
even. I know how you feel about it, and you know how I feel about it.” Pawar finally hung up— 
good riddance! 

Switching back to my battle with the Rank of Cyprus, I contacted my Moscow lawyer 
Xenia to see whether her investigator in Cyprus had any useful infonnation on the Bank. After 
Claugus replied to my memorandum, my only opportunity to expose the lies he would most 
assuredly include in his reply would come in an oral argument, assuming the Court—slim 
chance—granted one. But if it did, I wanted more infonnation for beating Claugus over the head 
with even though at this stage of the case the Court should focus on what’s in the Complaint and 
the law. Xenia agreed to ask him, then said in a nice way, “Roy you spend many years for 
struggle, but Alina lives in N.Y., and everything seems to be OK with her. You work on this 
case 4 years, and you still think that she will be deported? Maybe you just forget about her 
experience, and start to live for yourself. Sorry—it is not my business at all, but I think that she 
will stay in the U.S. anyway.” 

“I understand your point of view and appreciate the input. My friends here say the same. 
But for me, nothing is more important than justice. You have no liberty, no freedom, no pursuit 
of happiness without justice, so I push on. I’m sure some more interesting things will happen.” 

At the end of August, I received Claugus’ reply to my opposition memorandum. It 
wasn’t nearly as nasty as the first one and less pompous, probably because another attorney was 
involved in the writing. The reply, however, continued harping on the “voluminous output” of 
my papers. What was with these lawyers? Didn’t they ever take an Evelyn Woods speed¬ 
reading course—J.F.K. did. The papers I filed under the first judge followed his rules, and my 
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opposition memorandum to the Bank submitted under the second judge, Castel, kept within his 
page length requirements. The defense lawyers sounded like broads reaching for any 
ammunition to get back at someone who exposed their duplicity. The Bank’s lawyer even 
criticized me for daring to oppose the motions to dismiss. What was I suppose to do, say they’re 
right, never mind and go home—truly a delusional expectation. 

Putting such lame rebukes aside, the Bank’s reply continued one of the defendants’ key 
connivances of trying the case on a motion to dismiss. The Bank stated I failed to “establish” 
links among the defendants, failed to “establish” the Bank played a role in Russian mafia 
operations and failed to “establish” the Commie Ho’s ha nk account—they skipped over the fact 
that it was an equity account in a separate subsidiary of the Bank of Cyprus Group. Under the 
law, “establish” means “to prove,” but, once again, the function of a federal complaint in 2004 
was to give notice to defendants of the accusations against them. The proof comes later after 
discovery. The Bank of Cyprus’ attorneys and the District Court know all this, but still the 
defense attorneys argued as though all the evidence had already been produced and introduced in 
a summary judgment motion or at a trial. So why did the Bank’s attorneys circumvent the proper 
procedure? To get the Judge and his clerks, to do the same thing. Lots of judges and their clerks 
don’t want to do a lot of work, are sloppy thinkers and make decisions based on their personal 
emotions rather than the law. The Bank’s attorneys, along with the other defense lawyers, tried 
to color the Judge’s perception of the case so as to influence him into making the type of knee 
jerk decision that the rules prohibit: determining what occurred based on the Judge’s personal 
proclivities rather than evidence, then covering it up with a fabricate legal argument. It happens 
all the time. 
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The Bank’s attorneys presumptuously claimed that a dismissal “will spare all parties— 
including Plaintiff—any further disruption, turmoil, or expenses.” These two-faced lawyers 
were trying to appear magnanimous before the Court in their concern for my well being. They 
could have saved the keystrokes that composed their hypocritical compassion and inflated self- 
importance as to dare to speak for me. I was in this war until the end of days. 

When arrogance didn’t serve the ends of the Bank’s attorneys, they, true to form, 
continued to lie about my Complaint and even distorted the meaning of an affidavit from their 
fellow defendant the Commie Ho. The Bank’s attorneys claimed, “The only specific 
associations alleged by Plaintiff between the Bank and any of the defendants is [sic] that between 
Ms. Shipilina and a ‘Stephanos’ and an account she purportedly maintained with the Bank.” Not 
so, the Complaint accuses the Bank of laundering money, the Ho’s account is an equity fund in a 
subsidiary of the Bank of Cyprus Group and not necessarily connected with Stephanos, one of 
the Ho’s frequent customers at the brothel Zygos in Cyprus, who may be an employee of the 
Bank or some other financial institution in Cyprus. 

The Commie Ho had sworn in a prior affidavit: “I knew a man named Stephanos, who 
worked in a bank there. I never knew his last name, nor do I remember in which bank he 
worked. I never had any reason to know his address, not can I tell if this is the same person to 
whom plaintiff refers.” The Bank’s attorneys distorted the Commie Ho’s affidavit to conclude 
that the Bank “has never done business with Ms. Shipilina.” Even the former Soviet Union’s 
version of the New York Times, Pravada, would find such an inference hard to buy. The 
Commie Ho’s affidavit never mentioned the Bank of Cyprus and never denied her keeping an 
equity account with it. It talked about a guy named Stephanos working in some bank in Cyprus. 
But that didn’t mean the Commie Ho never did business with the Bank of Cyprus. The Bank’s 
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lawyers used the simple trick of setting up a false premise from which to spin off equally false 
inferences. 

The attorneys never checked the records of the Bank of Cyprus’ subsidiaries that held 
mutual fund accounts, or if they had, they didn’t tell the Court whether they found the Commie 
Ho’s equity fund or not. Instead, they argued no such account existed because I didn’t provide 
the Court with a copy of her equity fund statement. It’s a nice Catch-22 tactic. Putting aside the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure that do not require a complaint to present evidence, the only 
way to legally obtain a statement copy was for the Court to issue a subpoena, but the Court 
would not do that until the case moved into discovery. Sure, I could have acquired a copy from 
my private eye, but the moment I submitted it to the Court, the defense attorneys would let loose 
a cacophony demanding the prosecution of me for privacy invasion. So in the Orwellian logic of 
many lawyers and some courts, because I didn’t have a copy of the Ho’s bank statement, the 
attorneys declared no connection between the Russian mafia and the Bank, which meant the 
Court should throw the case out; that is, throw it out before I got a chance to obtain a statement 
copy through discovery. 

The Banks’ attorneys, dancing through their lies and intentional muddying of the 
Complaint, again twisted, ignored and rewrote the law to fit their misrepresentations of my 
Complaint. Repeating the same trick they used in their first memorandum, only this time 
referring to a different case, the Bank’s lawyers omitted the same crucial part of the law for 
determining whether to dismiss a case: “On a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6), the court 
must accept as true the factual allegations in the complaint.” Harris v. City of New York, 186 
F.3d. 243, 247 (2 nd Cir. 1999). They also, not surprisingly, left out that case’s warning that “any 
party moving for dismissal faces a difficult (though not insurmountable) hurdle.” 
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As for the law of RICO, the Bank’s attorneys declared that a person is liable for violating 
RICO only if he “conducts or directs” the entire organization. That’s wrong under U.S. Supreme 
Court decisions, wrong in the Second Circuit and wrong in the First Circuit Court of Appeals. A 
defendant need not be an executive so long as he participates in the operation or management of 
the organization. Another trick out of their bag of deception used rulings from cases that didn’t 
apply, such as a fraud case even though no accusations of fraud were made against the Bank. 

But for the Court to discover that those cases used by the Bank’s attorneys weren’t relevant 
required the Judge or his clerks to read them. Would they take the time? Not likely. 

The Bank’s attorneys also came up with some new names to call my allegations after I 
debunked their former labels of “insufficient,” “conclusory” and “bare.” All of the defense 
attorneys prior to the Bank filing its reply had used that trinity of adjectives but never defined the 
words’ meanings, so I used Federal cases that did. The cases made clear that such descriptors 
didn’t apply to my Complaint. The Bank’s attorneys must have agreed since in their reply 
memorandum they started using “wild speculations” and “lacking even the most tenuous 
support” to replace the former adjectives. The cases still showed my allegations weren’t either 
of the new descriptions, but I’d have to wait to tell the District Court that at oral argument, 
assuming the Court allowed one. 

Other subterfuges used by the Bank’s lawyers included switching allegations from one 
section of the Complaint that satisfied a particular requirement of RICO over to another section 
dealing with a different part of the law. How did attorneys so full of themselves miss the 
boldfaced underlined headings of my Complain on their way to rearranging its allegations? They 
didn’t, but hoped the Court would. In addition, they regularly ignored paragraphs in the 
Complaint when convenient for their arguments, used the type of lingo that comes from 
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watching too many Perry Mason shows and gave the wrong citations to cases to hide their 
misstatements of the law. 

The Bank’s lawyers concluded their reply with possibly prophetic words: “The 
unfortunate problem that exists in this case cannot be solved in a court of law. Plaintiff must 
look elsewhere and the Court should facilitate this effort, to the extent it can, by dismissing 
Plaintiffs complaint.” The problem with looking elsewhere is that no elsewhere existed. It 
made no sense to look to the U.S. Government for protection because it’s not about to open a 
wide assault on the Russian mafia, its collaborators and those who profit from its operations. 
High-ranking Washington officials want the government of Russia to support the War on Terror 
and contain Russian nuclear stockpiles. Since many mobsters in Russia are either members of 
the Russian Government or exert influence on it, this means letting the Russian mob and its 
confederates profit in America. And why not, the Red Menace wouldn’t hurt the rich, only the 
average powerless American who will have to take to the courts for justice. But if the 
bureaucrats stop him there, where else can he go—public with civil disobedience? 

You Talk Too Much 

At the end of August 2004,1 waited in hope for the Southern District Court to allow oral 
argument on both the American defendants and the Bank of Cyprus’ motions to dismiss and to 
help me serve some Russian gangsters in Krasnodar and the Baraev Islamic Mafia Clan in 
Chechnya. The first request for the Court’s assistance to serve those defendants was in July, but 
civil servants tend to forget because remembering doesn’t increase their job security. So I 
reminded Judge Castel with a letter asking the Court to contact the Krasnodar Department on 
Fighting Gangsterism and Corruption for assistance in serving the Russian mobsters and to 
contact Russian Military Intelligence for Southern Russia for assistance in serving the Baraev 
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Terror and Crime Clan. As the letter stated about the Chechen clan, “Since the death of Movsar 
Baraev, I do not know who is heading this Clan now, and although the Clan controls an area just 
south of Grozny, Chechnya, I’m not about to visit the area to inquire as to the new head and his 
address.” 

While waiting on the Court, I also drafted a Supplemental Complaint and requested a 
pre-motion conference for approval to make a motion to file it. Each Federal judge creates his 
own rules for certain procedures in his court, such as the length of papers, which motions require 
a pre-motion conference and how to contact the Judge’s chambers. Judge Castel, unlike the 
Chief Judge who previously handled my case, required that before making most motions, a party 
must first request a pre-motion conference. It’s probably part of the U.S. Government paper 
work reduction act or bureaucratic desire to read as little as possible. At a pre-motion 
conference, a judge tries to get both sides to resolve the procedural issue without having to file 
motion papers. 

The Supplemental Complaint would update my original Complaint with events that 
occurred after April 2003, when the Complaint was filed. A basic policy of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure requires that a party be given every opportunity to join all of his grievances 
against other parties regardless of when they arose, and supplemental complaints were the means 
for adding additional claims and defendants after a suit had already begun. 

My Supplemental Complaint included the F.B.I.’s interference in my efforts to checkout 
the information in the Vasilyevas’ letter to the District Court. Special Agent Babler was not 
added as a defendant because that never looks good to a court, but I did recount his key role in 
trying to run me out of town. The new defendant from that episode was my favorite tailor shop 
manager Cynthia Zahnow. The Supplemental Complaint asserted that Babler, Zahnow and 
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Anastasia agreed on a course of action at Babler’s suggestion to intentionally thwart my 
investigation by having Zahnow make false harassment accusations against me to the local 
police. Their aim was to scare me off my investigation and back to New York. The 
Supplemental Complaint included as an exhibit the letter from David Larson, Acting Chief for 
the F.B.I. Investigative Law Unit that confirmed Babler gave advice to Zahnow or Anastasia or 
both to contact the local police concerning me. The conduct of these three amounted to 
tampering with a witness, victim or informant, but I only accused Zahnow and Anastasia of that 
crime. 

The next set of allegations in the Supplemental Complaint accused Mundy of committing 
mail fraud by using the U.S. Postal Service to file his Disciplinary Committee complaint against 
me and tampering with a witness, victim or informant by trying to use the Committee’s power 
over attorneys to scare me into withdrawing my RICO suit. Since the purpose of his 
Disciplinary Complaint was to prevent the RICO case from exposing the illegal efforts to keep 
the Commie Ho in America, it amounted to an attempt to further those efforts by keeping them 
secret from the District Court. It didn’t matter whether anything Mundy said in his complaint 
was true or not, only that he sent it through the U.S. mail, which meant mail fraud. 

Finally, as to my favorite defendant, the Commie Ho perjured herself and committed a 
couple of additional RICO crimes when answering the Court’s order to provide last names and 
current addresses for a number of the foreign defendants. Her lawyer allowed the Ho to swear to 
a paragraph in which she lied about her dealings and relationships with each of the four 
defendants by claiming only minimal contacts. As with all pathological liars in fear of getting 
caught, she spent her effort trying to create a plausible cover to trick the Court into believing she 
only fleetingly knew these people: “In 1999, in Moscow, I was introduced to a woman named 
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Tanya, who I believe at the time was seeing one Leo Perlin, another co-defendant, who I believe 
was a principal in Phodes Studio Co., yet another defendant in this matter. From the start we did 
not get along, and the few times we were together were very unpleasant. I did not socialize with 
her, nor did I have any reason to kn ow her last name, or address.” About defendant Salvador, 
the Ho lied on with “I met a man named Salvador during my brief stay in Mexico, in 1999. I 
was never informed as to the nature of his business connection, if any, with Phodes Studio. I 
never knew his last name, and although I was at his house once or twice, I went with other 
people, and was unaware of his specific address. I have had no contact with him whatsoever 
since I left Mexico in 1999.” 

The Ho’s diary paints a different picture. In August 1999, she, Tanya and Leo flew to 
Mexico City together. Salvador, Leo’s partner, met all three at the airport and took them to their 
hotel. Salvador showed the Commie Ho around Mexico City, took her to restaurants, a beauty 
salon and even carried a nude picture of her he got off the Internet from Leo’s website. The 
Commie Ho, Leo and Tanya traveled to Acapulco together where Salvador joined them. 

Salvador paid the Ho’s expenses and for her. Leo had brought the Ho to Mexico, in part, for 
Salvador, and most of the time when at Salvador’s house, she was alone and usually naked. 
Tanya and the Commie Ho both ended up working as strippers and whores at The Men’s Club 
and even roomed together for much of their three month stay until Mexican immigration arrested 
the two and bounced them out of the country on the same flight back to Moscow. After her 
deportation from Mexico, Salvador blamed the Commie Ho for the problems his prostitution and 
pornography business subsequently ran into with Mexican authorities. She probably spilled her 
guts to the immigration authorities. 
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Although, Leo wasn’t one of the four defendants in the Court Order, lying about her 
relationship with him still amount to perjury because she made her statement under oath. The 
Commie Ho’s diary clearly shows she knew Leo very well as the sole owner of Phodes Studio 
and her Moscow procurer for years. The diary even admits she entered into a business deal to 
recruit prostitutes for Leo to send overseas. In addition, Leo took the all-nude photographs of 
her that she sold to “grandpa” in Cyprus as evinced by her diary and handwritten letters to Leo. 
According to Leo, he also used the nude photos to advertise her sexual services and arranged for 
her to star in the masturbation video that defendant Paulsen shot in one of Perlin’s apartments in 
the same complex where I had once lived. 

The Commie Ho’s sworn affidavit about her relationship with Azul admitted a few facts, 
but committed perjury by what she left out. The Ho always believed that telling the truth did not 
mean the whole truth, or lying did not include leaving out facts that would change the entire 
meaning of what she said—a Feminist by any other name. “I first met Azul during my brief stay 
in Mexico in 1999. After I left Mexico, I had only one contact with her, a telephone call to me in 
New York in the year 2000. I believe she said she was calling from the Netherlands at the time. 
During the time I knew her I became aware that she traveled a great deal, and in the short time I 
knew her she never gave me any address, let alone one at which she could be reached years 
later.” Azul did travel a lot, especially in Mexico when she and the Commie Ho went together 
on prostituting junkets with their clients from The Men’s Club to Cancun, Puerta Vallarta and 
Acapulco. The two were best friends, and after the Commie Ho left Mexico by way of the 
immigration boot, they stayed in touch. The old address I had for Azul came from the Commie 
Ho’s papers, but after Azul’s husband learned of her whoring, he kicked her out, and she went to 
live with one of her customers in the Netherlands. The Commie Ho, when she still lived with 
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me—what a revolting development that was, called Azul every so often in the Netherlands. 
That’s how I got the number for Azul and even talked with his latest sucker a couple of times to 
pump some information until the Ho told him to shut up. 

The fourth defendant, Stephanos, was the Commie Ho’s favorite customer when she hoed 
at Zygos. Although not very well endowed, she liked his “smell,” and in September 2000 she 
visited him in Cyprus at the ha nk where he worked—all according to her diary. 

By making such false, misleading and incomplete statements in order to protect the 
Russian mafia and its confederate’s efforts to keep her in America, cover up the mob’s illegal 
activities and with the foresight that the document would be mailed to the Court and other parties 
in the case, the Commie Ho committed mail fraud, a RICO crime. In misleading the Court with 
her misrepresentations, prevarications and half-truths, she corruptly influenced and impeded the 
administration of justice—a Martha Stewart crime, also covered under RICO. She also 
committed perjury, but American courts don’t care if girls lie—it’s expected. 

Two of the defense lawyers opposed my request for a pre-motion conference concerning 
the Supplemental Complaint by responding as though the motion had already been made rather 
than just arguing for or against the conference. They knew better, but some lawyers always use 
any communication with a court to mislead it and carp against their opponent—it’s a 
requirement of litigation by personal destruction. Once again, I counterattacked, first against 
Dubin’s deceits: 

“The defendants’ lead lawyer falsely claims that the proposed Supplemental Complaint, as 
it concerns Mundy, is ‘merely repetitive of the allegations and predicate acts already set forth in 
the plaintiffs initial complaint.’ Unless he ascribes to a Doctor Who view of time, his statement 
as to the factual allegations makes no sense. The Supplemental Complaint alleges events that 
occurred only after the filing of the original complaint; therefore, the events in the original 
complaint and Supplemental Complaint cannot be ‘repetitive’, since the events in the 
Supplemental Complaint had not yet occurred on filing of the original complaint. 
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“In addition, the defendants’ lawyer claims, ‘all other allegations set forth by the plaintiff 
in his proposed Supplemental Complaint have been addressed,’ by the motions to dismiss. There 
are no references in any of the memoranda of law to the events that transpired in August 2003 or 
to Shipilina’s delusive declaration to this Court.” 

My response to Jack Sachs, the Commie Ho’s attorney, made for a more interesting knife 
throwing contest. The Ho must have flipped when Sachs told her the Supplemental Complaint 
had used her sworn affidavit to charge her with more felonies. Not that she worried about 
committing crimes, she didn’t, but the Supplemental Complaint meant more money to pay for 
Sachs’ time in responding. In order to calm her down over the additional outlay of assets, Sachs 
wrote a particularly emotional and virulent letter, probably with the Ho’s input, objecting to the 
pre-motion conference. The knife I used for this duel aimed at personally aggravating Sachs as 
much as possible, since that’s what he tried to do to me. 

“Jack Sachs’ August 30, 2004 letter to the Court opposes the plaintiffs request for a pre¬ 
motion conference but then rambles on to argue as though he were responding to a motion 
already made using the type of vitriolic invective that overly protective boyfriends do: 

‘Plaintiffs wrath, as befits a scorned lover, manifests itself in the supplemental complaint.’ Who 
is Mr. Sachs trying to impress with this sophomoric name-calling? His client is not accused with 
breaking hearts but breaking the law. 

“Mr. Sachs complains that some of the allegations in the proposed Supplemental 
Complaint ‘libel’ his client. All the attorneys know, including him, that no matter what names 
he and the others call the plaintiff in this proceeding there is no recourse to a libel claim, so why 
even raise that non-issue.” 

No, that last sentence is not a writing error. I intentionally switched the phrase that logically 
followed—“that no matter what names I called the defendant”—to the one written in order to 
throw the Judge off, make him stop, question what he just read, so he’d go back and re-read with 
more care than just breezing through my letter for its gist. 


2 Under VAWA, the Department of Justice Office on Violence Against Women pays an alien’s legal fees and 
expenses once she has accused her U.S. citizen husband of abuse. The Office pays for immigration proceedings and 
any domestic relations cases, such as for a divorce. The office, however, will not pay an alien’s legal fees and 
expenses when an alien is accused of criminal conduct. Since the basis of even a civil RICO action is criminal 
conduct, an alien defendant has to foot the bill for her defense whether she wins or loses. 
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“Me doth think Mr. Sachs protests too much, especially when the proposed Supplemental 
Complaint paragraphs he claims as libeling his client, don’t deal with his client unless he now 
represents Inessa Shipilina and two notorious organized crime figures in Krasnodar: Magomet 
Ali Kurban and Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko.” 

Overly wrought by the Commie Ho’s anger, Sachs had contused some paragraphs in the 
Supplemental Complaint as dealing with the Ho when they didn’t. His fervently induced 
sloppiness caused me to laugh. 

Continuing on: 

“Mr. Sachs emotionally objects to alleged ‘pejorative adjectives,’ but doesn’t specify 
them. Further, he doesn’t claim they are false because much of the Supplemental Complaint’s 
section on Shipilina is based on his client’s own diary. Mr. Sachs also calls the allegations in 
that section ‘unsubstantiated conclusory statements’—a little redundant on those modifiers. But, 
a complaint that complies with the federal rules of civil procedure cannot be dismissed on the 
ground that it is conclusory or fails to allege facts. The federal rules require (with irrelevant 
exceptions) only that the Complaint state a claim, not that it plead all the facts if true would 
establish that the claim was valid. 

“In a somewhat whiney manner, Mr. Sachs complains that the original complaint is too 
long and the proposed Supplemental Complaint ‘is duplicative’ of much already pled. As 
concerns his known client, Alina A. Shipilina, the original complaint does not deal with 
Shipilina’s false declaration to the Court. That event occurred after the original complaint was 
filed, so the Supplemental Complaint cannot be duplicative. 

“The pre-motion conference request is for pennission to move for a Supplemental 
Complaint, not to supplement evidence. We are not at that stage although that hasn’t stopped 
Mr. Sachs from demanding proof. Mr. Sachs absurdly believes the Supplemental Complaint 
must prove to Mr. Sachs’ satisfaction its allegations. A supplemental complaint stands with the 
original and is a mere addition to, or continuation of, the original. U.S. v Russell, 241 F.2d 879, 
882 (1 st Cir. 1957). And the function of a complaint is to give notice, not prove. NOW, Inc v. 
Scheidler, 510 U.S. 249, 256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994). 

“To compound his sophistic arguments, Mr. Sachs claims that certain accusations are 
‘fabrications’ or ‘rampant speculation’ largely because the plaintiff used the tenn ‘on 
information and belief.’ Mr. Sachs may not like it, but the courts permit plaintiffs ‘to assert facts 
that they believe to be true, but that lack evidentiary support at the time of pleading,’ especially 
when the evidence is within the defendants’ knowledge or control. Moore’s Fed. Prac., 3 rd Ed., 

§ 8.04[4]. Besides, complaints do not provide evidence. Hickman v. Taylor, 329 U.S. 495, 500- 
01, 91 L.Ed. 451, 67 S.Ct. 385 (1947); Geisler v. Petrocelli, 616 F.2d 636, 639-40 (2d Cir. 

1980). Of course, these types of arguments should wait for the formal motion, if the Court 
allows such.” 
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Sachs harping on my lack of proof included his assertion “it appears that few, if any, of 
the events cited in the Supplement Complaint ever really happened, as the rule requires.” He 
knew that wasn’t what the rule required; he just wanted to add to the chorus calling my 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint a fiction. Sachs, like the other lawyers during this 
initial stage of the case, intentionally misread the law as requiring that my Complaint include 
admissible proof of the accusations against their clients when they knew very well that couldn’t 
happen until after the discovery phase—again a Catch-22. The defense lawyers used this tactic 
because it allowed them to call me a liar, delusional, paranoid and other opprobrium in order to 
bias the Court against me. That’s just the way mentally challenged attorneys fight legal disputes. 

One final dig at Sachs: 

“In closing, it appears that Mr. Sachs’ unnecessarily nasty letter, which makes arguments 
more appropriate of an opposition to a motion rather than a request for a pre-motion conference, 
is largely the result of the inartful drafting of his client’s affidavit that gave rise to supplemental 
allegations against her, and, therefore, Mr. Sachs’ strident effort to prevent a pre-motion 
conference.” 

Sachs obviously felt like a buffoon in front of the Commie Ho for doing such a bad job in 
preparing her sworn affidavit, so, under the stress of redeeming himself, his letter went a little 
too ballistic. 

Tired Of Waiting For You 

My efforts to interest the news media in my RICO case, so far a failure, continued with 
sending Lou Dobbs a letter. His show seemed a logical choice because it did plenty of stories 
exposing the U.S. Government’s failure to stem the wave of illegal aliens into this country. 
Although the Commie Ho didn’t slink her way across the Rio Grande, she and other Russian 
mob prostitutes illegally sleazed their way into America and remained here thanks to mobsters, 
crooked lawyers and do-nothing bureaucrats. Dobbs’ show never sent me a reply, so next I tired 
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the columnist Michelle Malkin. Sure, she’s a career female, but I didn’t think her a Feminazi 
because of her redeeming features of Asian heritage and having written an excellent book, 
Invasion, on the horrors caused by the incompetent and corrupt INS, such as illegals senselessly 
slaughtering some Americans and increasing taxes for the rest of us. Again no reply, maybe all 
girls, regardless of ethnicity and politics, are the same. Next on my media list was an attempt at 
cashing in on my one semester at Columbia University’s School of International and Public 
Affairs, which I attended before switching over to the Business School. A Graduate Fellow at 
the School of International Affairs, Stephen Handehnan, wrote the book Comrade Criminal, 
which I had read to help prepare for the job with Kroll Associates in Moscow. The book detailed 
the dual personality of the Russian government as both state institutions and organized crime 
groups. Handehnan also worked as a columnist and commentator on Russian crime, so he might 
have some interest in my case, but once again, I never heard back from another member of the 
anti-masses media. 

My last shot with the media was Joe Conason, or Conoclone as I used to good-naturedly 
call him. He was working as the national correspondent for the New York Observer and 
previously wrote the column “Running Scared” for the Village Voice. Joe was the reporter at the 
Voice to whom I started slipping information on the mafia judge backed by Roy Cohn and the 
Gambino and Mangano crime families. Eventually, I went on the record with what I knew about 
that small segment of corrupt politics in New York City, but that was over twenty years ago, 
would he remember me, would he care? Over the years, he appeared on television a number of 
times arguing with other political pundits. He seemed to have turned into a rather self-righteous 
ideologue of political correctionalism, always interrupting his opponents as though freedom of 
speech meant only the freedom to agree with PC. He, like so many other Jewish intellectuals, 
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had fallen for Feminazi propaganda, probably something to do with domineering mothers, but I 
assumed his hatred of injustice stronger, so I sent him a letter with the summary of the RICO 
case. Guess I was wrong; he too never bothered to respond. 

The news media had always been corrupt to one extent or another. Not so much by 
money but by chasing social status, currying access to the powerful and foisting its members 
personal values on society at large. Reporters are observers, not players, and they resent that. 
After all, the point in life is to make the news not report it, so media members try to excerpt 
influence by coloring or creating a story that will exalt their beliefs, portray as evil their 
philosophical opponents, gain them admittance to an exclusive night club or invited to a fat cat’s 
private party. 

For example, back in the 1970s, when I wrote part of the weekend news show at WNEW 
TV, Senator Church’s Committee was investigating the C.I.A. One of the Committee’s 
revelations was that the C.I.A. used reporters to spy for it when they traveled overseas. The 
Saturday anchor for WNEW’s news show had done just that. When the news of reporters spying 
for the C.I.A. became public on a Saturday, my producer assigned me to write the C.I.A. story. 
The anchor, however, came over to me to say he’d write the story, which he did and in such a 
way as to make an alliance of spooks and the free press look natural for a democracy. 

Today, the key corruption in the news media—whether left, right or middle—is the 
insinuation of Feminazi tenets into stories as a result of so many broads now working in the 
media. Any girl in a position of power will exploit it not for justice but herself and her special 
interest group. As a result, they always belittle and blame men while aggrandizing and excusing 
females. As for the alleged men in the news media, their childhood fear of mother and teacher 
cause them to grovel for female approval, not unlike a lap dog. 
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Even more gutless than news reporters are politicians. They generally bow lower and 
scrape harder before Feminazi deceit. An article from the Daily News that my pal Alan sent me 
reported on the New Jersey Attorney General going after some Russian guy for allegedly tricking 
Russian broads into coming to America to work as musicians only to take away their passports 
on arrival and “force” them to work in strip clubs. The Attorney General pontificated, “The 
fearful plight of these women, who were forced to dance nude and perform other abhorrent acts, 
cannot be measured in a 12-count indictment. Their plight can only be measured in human 
tragedy.” This Feminazi-sycophant politician made me boil to the point of sending him a letter 
to verbally slap some reality into his delusional view of broads, but I doubted it would have such 
an effect. 

“With all due respect, you don’t know a damn about the Russian mafia’s underground 
pipeline for bringing Russian prostitutes and strippers to America. These ladies come of their 
own free will to make big money. The average monthly salary in Russia is $150. They can 
make many times that in one night at a lap-dancing club and even more as prostitutes. 

Prostitution was always the former Soviet Union’s key capitalistic enterprise with the pimps 
being both men and women. Now it’s Russia’s key earner of hard currency because the fall of 
the Iron Curtain unleashed tens of thousands of prostitutes and assorted criminals into the world. 

“The Russian sex industry works quite simply: model agencies throughout Russia, some 
run by men, some by females, are swamped with pretty young girls wanting to sell their assets in 
hard currency markets. The agencies, often via bribes, obtain the girls travel visas so they can 
work overseas in lap-dancing clubs and brothels. Some agencies send the ladies to work at clubs 
in Mexico City, such as The Men’s Club, and then smuggle them into the U.S. The girls know 
before they leave what they are going to work at, how else could they hope to make so much 
money. They sell their bodies willingly because that’s how they become millionaires by Russian 
standards. 

“The standard agency fee is around 20% for making the travel and visa arrangements and 
paying the airfare. The strip club or brothel takes around another 15%. That leaves the 
prostitutes and strippers 60 to 65% beside the private prostitution deals they cut with their 
customers and whatever they can cheat from the money they owe their agencies. It’s rather 
difficult for a model agency in Russia to keep track of how many times a girl gives a lap dance or 
performs sexual acts in America. These Russian model agencies also function as matchmakers, 
suckering American men into bringing these prostitutes to America, and pornography producers 
for the American market. 
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“I suggest you talk to the Deputy District Attorney for Los Angeles County, Marcia 
Daniel, who recently prosecuted the largest prostitution ring in Los Angeles’ history, run by a 42 
year old Ukrainian woman and her 22 year old daughter. Ms. Daniel will tell you how the 
underground railway funneling Russian prostitutes into America works. But you are probably 
not interested since you are obviously pandering to the female vote. Oh, and by the way, when a 
Russian has her passport stolen or “confiscated,” all she needs to do is contact the nearest 
Russian Consulate to obtain a replacement. 

“You may feel like a white knight, but the folks in Russia and those here that understand 
the twisted nature of that country are laughing at your gullibility. You should take a lesson from 
former President Harry Truman, ‘Those Russians, they lie.’ And Russian women are the best at 
it in large part because they can cry at will.” 

New Jersey’s protector of Russian prostitute chastity never responded to my letter. 

The Daily News article, surprisingly, did get a couple of facts straight: the Russian mob 
operated the pipeline funneling hos from the former Soviet Union to America and ran some of 
the strip joints, or brothels, in which they worked. If the District Court for the Southern District 
of N.Y. only knew as much as the Daily News did about the Russian mafia, my RICO case 
chances would improve. 

Fed up with reporters, politicians and bureaucrats who childishly believe snow white 
didn’t pay for her room and board with sex, I vowed never again to waste my time on trying to 
enlighten brainwashed girliemen. 

As for the class action lawsuit against Salomon Smith Barney that I had joined two years 
earlier, progress consisted of one lateral pass after another going nowhere. The moldering case 
kept switching me from one law firm to another with each firm uncannily lacking the ability to 
obtain my records from the prior firm. The fourth firm had recently requested from me the same 
documents all the others had and warned that if I didn’t provide them, the firm could not proceed 
on my behalf. Proceed to do what, pass the case off to another firm? I sent the records for what 
good it would do. 
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Diamonds Are A Girl’s Best Friend 


Over the Labor Day weekend, Mark and I caught a new club on 10 th Avenue and 17 th 
Street called The Park. Mark had been telling me about the place for a few weeks as great for 
chicks. One of Mark’s previous martial arts students, Vincent, a black belt, ran security at the 
club. Vincent helped us look like big shots at the club, always useful with chicks since to them 
appearance counts more than substance. When Mark and I arrived, we walked to the head of the 
line passed the little princesses watching and wondering who were those two guys? In their 
eyes, we looked professional, but did we have pull? The bouncer at the door knew Mark and 
called on his walkie-talkie for Vincent to come to the door. 

Vincent and the two of us stood outside in the summer weather talking while the girls 
waiting to enter the club scrutinized three guys, two black and in their thirties, one with dread 
locks, one with a shaved head and a middle-aged white guy with gray hair cut in a butch from the 
mid-twentieth century. 

This was the first time I met Vincent, an intelligent guy and clearly one for watching your 
back in any type of altercation. Besides his job, he was doing what I regretted not doing my 
entire life—studying physics. Once he got his doctorate, Vincent planned to work in Puerto 
Rico, another dream of mine never fulfilled: warm tropical weather and hot brown-skin girls. 
What a great life style he was working towards, but more than a comfortable life drove Vincent. 
When he mentioned the philosophy and Tarot courses he also took, I knew this guy, like I once 
did, wanted to understand how the universe worked and why things happened. I envied him his 
future, but for me, I had already lived mine. All that remained was my reckoning with evil. 

After looking like V.I.P.s talking with Vincent outside, he escorted us into the club with 
the door bouncer parting our way passed those in line. The girls eyeing Mark and me now knew 
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we had the pull to treat them in accordance with their self-professed birthright as princesses by 
getting them into the club without waiting in line. Vincent showed us around the club for my 
benefit, since it was my first time there. The club’s building previously functioned as a parking 
garage, hence the name. The place was large with a couple of bars and a restaurant on the first 
floor and a combination lounge dance area upstairs that flowed out onto a large balcony with a 
hot tub. Checking out the tub, no girls yet. Downstairs, Vincent offered us free drinks from the 
bar, always a bounty that we readily accepted, and a good marketing tool, since we’d recommend 
the club to others who would pay for their drinks. 

Vincent went over to the bar while we waited standing in a walkway from the restaurant 
area into the bar. Not looking at anything in particular with Mark talking on my right. In 
another plane of existence, Andy Devine says, “Plunk your magic twanger Froggy!” poof, not 
Froggy, but a gorgeous, drop-dead blonde in her early twenties stands in front of me. She’s tall 
and I’m looking up caught in the trance of her eyes streaming promises of bliss, hope and 
happiness. Struggling out of those pools of blue, my eyes move down to a luscious smile, big 
balloons and the long legs of this six-foot-three tomato, but like a magnet, my eyes jump back to 
dreaming inside her gaze. Already on the ropes, she takes my hand with a warm squeeze and 
purrs close to my face, “Will you show me where the ladies room is?” 

I almost gushed I’ll show you anywhere, but I didn’t know where anywhere was so 
instead said, “I don’t know where it is, but let’s find out,” as I involuntarily volunteer. 

“I drank too much,” this smiling bacchanal bubbled. 

Holding her hand, I wasn’t about to let go, we went off to find the big girls room for this 
seemingly child-mannered object of desire. We could have gone searching for the Minotaur’s 
lair or the Susquehanna Hat Company for all I cared. Leading the way, as men always do when 
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helping a fair damsel who exuded unspoken delights, I asked a bouncer. He directed us down 
stairs. Down we went, my hand in hers, talking about nothing I can now remember, although I 
did detect an accent. At the bottom, we stopped before the ladies room; she turned to face me. 

I asked, “So where are you from?” 

“I come from Brazil.” I’m thinking a Brazilian blonde, loves sex, she’s any man’s prime 

desire. 

“That’s a great country. I always wanted to go there. Are you visiting New York?” 
Maybe she’ll invite me to her hacienda. 

“No I live in Newark.” Wonder what she’s doing in Newark? 

Before I could ask, she said, “My name’s Andrea.” 

“Nice name,” I usually say that when a girl tells me her name; they like it. 

“Mine’s Roy. Here, let me give you my business card.” 

“What do you do?” she asked, swaying a little under her cups of wine. 

“I’m a lawyer.” She got closer, put her right arm on my shoulders around my neck, 
smiled down at me, laser beaming her pheromones and planted wet kisses on my cheeks, 
caressing the corners of my mouth. 

“Thank you,” she smiled and went into the ladies room. 

Next move was to wait for her, but something uneasy in my unconscious tilted me to go 
back upstairs. 

Still in a revelry, I went over to Mark and Vincent and said with a grin, “That was easy.” 
Mark asked, “Did you get her telephone number?” 

My revelry crashed, but I couldn’t decide whether it mattered, “No.” 
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“Oh no, not again,” he laughed. “You always do that. Girls are too scared to call a guy 
like you. You’ve got to get their numbers.” 

Mark was right. Unless someone reminded me to get a girl’s phone number, I usually 
forgot, not always but more often than I should—probably an unconscious shield against the 
horror of another unrepentant psychopath. Maybe that kept me from waiting for this Brazilian 
who reached as high into the sky as the Ho, smiled just as sweetly and initially approached me 
out of nowhere. 

“Let’s go find her, and this time get her number.” Mark said as we set off on a quest 
necessitated by my hidden fears or fate. Mark had an uncanny knack for finding people in a 
crowded New York City nightclub, so I followed him through the caverns of The Park with a 
growing sense that our expedition would end badly. Rounding one corner into the restaurant, 
Mark asked, “Is that her?” 

“Sure is,” I answered, looking at her standing by a table getting ready to leave with a 
short Latin guy in his fifties with dyed black hair standing on his tip toes trying to smother her 
lips in kisses. Andrea was giving him the same treatment she gave me, only now I recognized it 
as a forced professional smile that looks warm as fire when on the receiving end, but from the 
side lines, really isn’t anything at all. 

Mark and I looked at each other using the same Ludacris lyric, “She’s a ho.” 

“Figures,” I said. “The only girls attracted to me are hos, and seems like the only ones 
I’m attracted to are hos. It must come from my mother.” Mark laughed, and we went upstairs to 
checkout the talent. 

Stumbling home that night from the Hudson to the East River, no buses, so I walked, I 
asked myself how could some girls wheel so much power over guys. With all my past 


83 



experiences and the understanding gained from looking inside the Commie Ho’s head by way of 
her diary, this ho from Brazil wrapped me around her wishes in seconds. How did girls like her 
do it? What they promised but never fulfilled just wasn’t that important to make up for the harm 
they caused by suckering a guy into believing he was something special or the only true one for 
them. Whether professional or amateur hos, which together covered most girls, the only socially 
redeeming value of hos were repeated episodes of sensual gratification, but, as with temporary 
bouts of consciousness altering through alcohol or drugs, that doesn’t provide a guy sufficient 
reason for living. Life for a man required more, a purpose. No matter how these hos plied their 
tricks, they were dangerous, at least the blonde ones. Many fears plague me, but the only one 
that scares me is not being able to do what is necessary to meet my reckoning, which is now my 
purpose. My resolve told me to stay away from tall blondes, real and bottled—maybe. 

Time Has Come Today 

What’s interesting about the ending days of a person’s life is that nothing good happens, 
so it becomes important to revel in the bad—to see it as good. 

On returning home from the law library, my mail for September 29 included the District 
Court’s decision on the motions to dismiss. I flipped to the last page where judges always sum 
up their conclusion: “Plaintiffs Complaint and Supplemental Complaint are dismissed with 
prejudice.” He threw my case out and from the tenor of his concluding section slammed the 
District Court doors shut behind it as though warning me, “And don’t come back here again!” 

Oh yeah! No bureaucrat tries to intimidate me; back I would come. 

Judge Castel dismissed over the issue of “proximate cause.” Proximate cause is a 
nebulous area of the law, especially concerning RICO actions, which allows judges to use a 
number of different tests or even make one up in order to decide whether the acts of defendants 
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are closely enough related to the hann suffered by a plaintiff. The law is so imprecise on this 
issue that it allows judges to dump a case they don’t want, and that’s how Judge Castel used it. 
What I didn’t expect was for him to deny me at least one chance to amend my Complaint to meet 
his objections—to allow me one more bite at the apple. But Castel doomed that possibility by 
using the words “with prejudice.” Very unusual, since Federal courts almost always allow a 
plaintiff one more shot at drafting his complaint. Maybe the politically correct news media 
didn’t touch my story because it knew more about how the court system really worked than I did. 
Fine, next stop the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, which takes appeals 
from the U.S. district courts in New York, Vermont and Connecticut. 

It took me until the end of the week to finally sit down and thoroughly read Judge 
Castel’s decision. When I did, I seethed with indignation at this alleged “Honor of the Bench” 
who most likely only skimmed my memorandum of law, if that. He claimed, however, to have 
“carefully and thoroughly considered” my memorandum but said, “Plaintiff made no request to 
file an amended Complaint in the event the motions to dismiss were granted.” My memorandum 
stated at page 41, “If this Court dismisses the Complaint or part of it under Rule 12(b)(6), then 
the plaintiff requests leave to amend.” The memorandum made four more similar requests 
concerning specific issues throughout the memorandum—five times in all, but somehow Castel, 
and his clerk, either a broad or girlieman—read Feminazi or Feminazi sycophant, missed them. 
So much for “carefully and thoroughly considered.” 

More evidence that these bureaucrats, probably trained in Russia, gave short shrift to my 
papers was their false accusation that I had violated Castel’s individual practice rules. Any 
schoolchild looking at the record would have seen that. Castel and his clerk simply rewrote the 
procedural history in favor of their convenience. Sounded to me like the same tactic 60 Minutes 
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used against President Bush over his National Guard Service: they decided the result they 
wanted, then made up the facts to fit it. It was now clear that Castel wanted to quickly dismiss 
my case and pressure me into not appealing, so he and his clerk lambasted me with the falsehood 
of violating his rules in order to give them an excuse not to fully consider my papers and 
discredit me before the Court of Appeals. The District Court’s rush to trample my rights in the 
name of political correctionalism and expediency didn’t end there. The Judge and his clerk also 
tried to scare me off an appeal with insults, sarcasm and misleading statements. They probably 
liked the way the lawyers for the defense handled themselves, since instead of reprimanding the 
defense for its personal attacks, the Court joined in the character assassination. 

Castel and his clerk were subtler in their litigation of personal destruction while relying 
on many of the phony conclusions the defense improperly interjected into their motions to 
dismiss. Copycatting the defense attorneys’ ridicule of me and their misrepresentations of my 
Complaint showed that Castel and his clerk carefully read the defense motion papers but not 
mine. Castel and his clerk simply concocted a legal argument based on their claiming my 
Complaint didn’t say what it said but said what they said it said in order to dismiss it for lack of 
proximate cause. 

The two even ridiculed my efforts to seek protection from the courts and report the 
defendants’ crimes to law enforcement agencies by sarcastically describing me as “one who is 
having a difficult time being heard.” They’d never, never dare say that if I was a broad and the 
Commie Ho a male Russian mob pimp! 

These bureaucrats, who pushed the law in any direction they personally wanted, probably 
feared the Feminazi criticism that would result from allowing a middle-aged man to fight for his 
rights against a prostitute, a respectable profession under Feminazi thinking, and those that aided 
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and abetted the Ho to enter and stay in America. Also playing into the dismissal with prejudice 
was the hostility toward civil RICO cases demonstrated by nearly all the lower federal courts in 
the U.S. All civil RICO actions are brought by individual citizens. In the early nineties, 77% of 
such RICO cases were thrown out of court in the beginning stage, as was mine, while other types 
of cases were rarely dismissed. 

Congress had intended civil RICO to encourage an army of private citizens to take on 
complex racketeering actions, but federal judges, except for the Supreme Court, have imposed 
their own restraints on the statute by writing in requirements that aren’t there. Congress feared 
such might happen, so it wrote into the statute that “The provisions of this Title shall be liberally 
construed to effectuate its remedial purposes.” But that didn’t stop the lower federal courts from 
impeding the statute’s operation, so the Supreme Court has repeatedly told federal judges to 
knock it off. Once the Supreme Court rebuked a lower court with “The short answer is that 
Congress did not write the statute that way.” Russello v. U.S., 464 U.S. 16, 23, 104 S.Ct. 296, 
300, 78 L.Ed.2d 17 (1983). The lower federal courts, however, continue to systematically 
dismantle civil RICO by creating numerous obstacles to keep plaintiffs from reaching the trial 
stage. 

When the Russian mafia showed up on the District Court’s steps in the form of my RICO 
action, Castel and his clerk naturally believed they had the PC right to impose whatever 
restrictive judicial limitations necessary to dismiss. Lawmakers call this “negative judicial 
activism” in which appointed judges change the very meaning of and reason for a statute passed 
by elected representatives. In my case, Congress had passed civil RICO because previous laws 
had offered too little protection for the victims of organized crime. 
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Castel and his clerk didn’t care about any male rights. They were too steeped in toting 
the Feminazi line of modem day America as evidenced by the creepy euphemistic language they 
used. For example, the decision calls brothels and strip joints “exotic dancing clubs.” Nobody, 
other than hos, pimps and Feminazis, call dens of flesh peddling “exotic.” Exotic means 
mysterious, romantic, picturesque, glamorous and out of the ordinary. Brothels and lap-dancing 
clubs don’t fall within any of those definitions. There are over 2000 lap-dancing joints alone in 
America, and who knows how many double as whorehouses. Both thrive on crass commercial 
exchanges, just like stock markets and cattle yards but only the activities in strip clubs and 
brothels are driven by greed and lust rather than greed alone—nothing exotic about either desire. 
The decision also sanitized “call girl operations” to “escort services.” The Court used Orwellian 
Newspeak in order to disguise the sorted-criminal reality depicted in the Complaint. 

Feminazis and totalitarian lefties use Newspeak all the time in describing theirs and their 
supporters’ nefarious acts. They picked it up from OrwelFs 1984 or the Japanese three monkeys: 
hear no evil, see no evil and speak no evil unless it serves Feminazi interests. By controlling the 
words used in discourse, vested interests can manipulate reality to appear as it does not exist. 
Control a person’s view of reality, and you control that person. 

Castel and his clerk’s politically correct, elitist efforts to twist my Complaint and the law 
brought home to my gut what I intellectually suspected all along: there was no redress for my 
grievances within the American judicial system. In 21 st century America, the nobler sentiments 
of men are left for the movies made in the first half of the last century. If I won on appeal, 
unlikely given the like-mindedness in the Second Circuit Court of Appeals, the case would end 
up back with Castel who would then finesse another reason to dismiss it. Even if everything 
went my way, it would be back and forth like a ping-pong ball between the District and Appeals 
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Courts, and that’s what Castel wanted me to take away from his opinion. The message was 
clear: the Judge was not going to allow my case to ever reach discovery. If I persisted, and luck 
kept bringing me victories in the Court of Appeals, I would have to pay a prohibitive toll in 
costs, time and stress. But if lady luck failed me even once in the Court of Appeals with a ruling 
in CasteTs favor, then the only legal option left would be the U. S. Supreme Court, which only 
hears about one-percent of the eight to nine thousand cases that apply for review every year. So 
the chance of the U.S. Supreme Court ever hearing my case was nil. CasteTs decision made it 
eminently clear that the only justice in America for a man without fortune or fame was injustice. 
All those law school cases, TV shows, Hollywood movies and comic books where truth and 
justice lived synonymous with the American way meant nothing for American men in the 21 st 
Century. 

Despite CasteTs warning between the lines to stay out of the judicial system, I wasn’t 
going down without a fight. At the law library, I researched whether I could do anything legally 
right away, rather than waiting months for the appeal. Sure enough, I could make a motion for 
Castel to disqualify himself from the case, and, if successful, ask the new judge to reconsider the 
motions to dismiss. Maybe a new judge would at least read my papers through, follow the law 
and not rewrite my Complaint. The chances, however, were small of Castel bouncing himself 
off the case, but his response might provide some ammunition for attacking his decision in the 
Court of Appeals. The motion would also get on the public record in the District Court the 
tawdry tactics Castel used to discredit me. And, since the record of the motions would also end 
up in the Appeals Court in the form of the “joint appendix” when my case reached there, I 
wouldn’t have to use some of the limited space in my appeal brief explaining CasteTs falsehoods 
and ridicule. 
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To make my motion, Judge CasteTs individual practice rules required sending him and 
the defense lawyers a letter that requested a pre-motion conference to discuss the issues. The 
letter gave me the chance to criticize him the way he did me: 

“My years of living in this society have made me relatively tolerant of backhanded 
sniping, even when it impugns my honor by subtly calling me a liar who spins tales or makes 
fanciful allegations. 

CasteTs decision started smearing me as a delusional liar on the very first page by 
claiming the Complaint “spins a tale,” and, in the very first sentence of that page, he repeated a 
sarcasm used by the defense lawyers throughout their papers to ridicule my case and me. My 
Complaint states the Russian mafia is an organization that “spans the globe.” The defense 
lawyers had picked up on that phrase, twisted it to apply to only the defendants, rather than the 
Russian mafia, and only to a domestic relations’ case, rather than a RICO suit. According to the 
defense’s distortion, my case concerned a worldwide, domestic relations conspiracy—I don’t 
think so. Still, they used the phrase throughout their papers as a moniker for calling the 
Complaint farfetched and characterizing me as delusional. Lawyers can ridicule all they want, 
but when a judge repeats their derision in a written decision, it becomes a different matter 
entirely. 

Castel included another attack on my veracity in his opinion by selectively editing an 
accusation by Jack Sachs, the Commie Ho’s attorney, so that it sounded even worse than the one 
Sachs made. When Sachs opposed my request for a pre-motion conference to file my 
Supplemental Complaint, he wrote, “it appears that few, if any, of the events cited in the 
Supplemental Complaint ever really happened.” Castel decided to go one better when quoting 
Sachs’ accusation by writing, “few, if any, of the events set forth in the Supplemental Complaint 
ever really happened.” Castel didn’t bother to include Sachs’ qualifier of “it appears.” Then to 
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make this slap across the face appear acceptable while returning a back swing to my other cheek, 
Castel wrote, “It is not the Court’s role at this stage of the litigation to assess the truth or validity 
of plaintiffs allegations, no matter how fanciful they appear or how difficult they may be to 
prove.” Every law student knows on a motion to dismiss that a judge doesn’t decide fact 
questions, so why bother including Sachs’ edited quote at all? The only possible reason was to 
brand me a liar and add a backhanded slap to make sure the Second Circuit Court of Appeals, the 
defense and I knew that the Judge didn’t believe the Complaint’s allegations and that he thought 
they couldn’t be proved. Where did he get off violating the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by 
making such conclusions before any discovery? He’s a judge appointed for life, so he can do 
pretty much what he wants. 

My letter requesting a pre-motion conference continued: 

“But I do find particularly trying when manifest partiality or personal prejudice singles 
out me, the pro se plaintiff, for criticism, especially when such censure is based on a false 
premise used to justify a chain of events that led to dismissal with prejudice of the Complaint.” 

Castel had falsely accused me of violating his individual rules. He said in his decision, 
“plaintiff, without prior consent of the Court and in contravention of my Individual Practices, 
filed a 147-page memorandum of law, along with an affidavit and exhibits.” To which I wrote: 

“Yes, I filed a 147-page law memorandum with five exhibits in opposition to the 
defendants’ joint motion to dismiss while their two key memoranda totaled 148 pages with 47 
separate documents attached, but you saw fit to rebuke only me, and that rebuke was 
unfounded. 

“You claim my 147-page memorandum of law contravenes your Individual Practice 
Rules, but it did not contravene Chief Judge Mukasey’s rules who was the sitting Judge when it 
was filed. You were not on the case at that time—Chief Judge Mukasey was and my 
memorandum complied with his rules. Had I known then that you would end up with the case, 

I would have requested “prior consent,” but I’m not that prescient. Your rules for which you 
wrongly accused me of violating in a written order did not apply because the case had not yet 
been transferred to you and there was no notice to me at the time that it would be. 
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“More important, however, is that the above incidents of partiality or personal prejudice 
and error in applying your Individual Rules contributed to overlooking controlling decisions 
cited in my memorandum, not fully considering the legal arguments I advanced and 
fundamentally misconstruing and overlooking allegations in the Complaint, which was 
reinforced by your failure to fully consider my memorandum of law. Other indications in your 
opinion also infer an ignoring of my memorandum but not the defendants’. And no, the motion 
I made to strike some of the defendants’ extraneous exhibits did not request striking my 
memorandum of law. 

“After having been burnt once and not wanting to be falsely accused of violating any 
more rules, I am requesting a pre-motion conference in order to move for your disqualification 
from this case because of partiality or personal prejudice so that an impartial judge may hear 
any request for reconsideration of your decision to dismiss the case.” 

As hindsight now made clear, Castel likely had decided soon after his assignment to my 
case to dismiss it, which explains his comment at the July conference when he didn’t want to 
give the Bank of Cyprus any extra time to reply because it would come out of his time. It also 
explains him admonishing me in his opinion for filing the Supplemental Complaint while the 
motions to dismiss were pending. The Supplemental Complaint required Castel and his clerk to 
put in extra time and effort to fashion an additional legal argument for dismissing it along with 
the original Complaint. That must have annoyed them, and in their rush to throw my case out, 
they created their own rules of procedure. It didn’t matter to them that the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure not only allow but also encourage a plaintiff to file a supplemental complaint 
whenever new events occur in a case. Castel and his clerk wanted rid of my case, so they 
ignored the rules by treating my Supplement Complaint as an Amended Complaint—two 
distinctly different court papers, but it gave them an argument for dismissing my case “with 
prejudice.” 

Dubin, the lead defense lawyer, responded to my request for a pre-motion conference 
with a letter that took every opportunity to ingratiate himself with Castel, “I regret having to 
burden this Court with any further correspondence on this matter.” Right, this pathologically 


92 



fibbing lawyer knew as I did that Castel screwed up by accusing me of violating his rules 
because if I had violated them, then so had Dubin, but neither of us did because the Chief Judge 
had the case at the time. Dubin naturally failed to mention that. Instead, he gave Castel a couple 
of arguments, actually lies, for getting around what the Judge had written. Dubin twisted 
Castel’s admonishment of my rule violation into merely a statement made “in the context of 
providing nothing more than procedural history.” Baloney, the statement was false and rebuked 
only me but not Dubin when by Castel’s faulty reasoning Dubin had also violated the Judge’s 
rules. Dubin also suggested what Castel would probably do: deny the common sense meaning 
of the Court’s opinion by simply declaring that nothing Castel or his clerk wrote indicated a 
failure to fully consider my memorandum—false, but impossible for me to prove. 

Other chicanery used by Dubin in opposing my request to make a motion to disqualify 
omitted the full truth. And why not—a half-truth is often more effective than a full one. Dubin 
claimed anymore time spent on the case, so far 18 months, would “greatly prejudice the 
defendants.” But he conveniently left out that five of those months of delay resulted from his 
requests for extensions of time to file papers. Dubin also declared with lawyerly pomposity that 
Castel should not disqualify himself, which would open the way for another judge to review the 
case, because two federal judges had already “considered” the RICO action. Technically true, 
but the amount of time put in by the first judge, the Chief Judge, was miniscule, consisting of 
one short conference in which he set the schedule for submitting the motions to dismiss. That’s 
hardly enough to satisfy the definition of “considered.” Dubin even argued that another judge 
“should not be burdened with having to address all these papers.” But most of the papers he had 
submitted for that very reason: to so burden Castel that the Judge would dismiss the case on any 
grounds just to avoid dealing with so many documents. 
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Dubin finally argued that I had the opportunity to submit lengthy papers that showed I 
had a fair and reasonable chance to argue against the motions to dismiss. Is he kidding, what’s 
fair and reasonable about submitting papers the Judge barely looked at? That’s no opportunity, 
unless you live in George Orwell’s 1984. 

Castel allowed me to make my Motion to Disqualify but refused to grant a pre-motion 
conference. Rats! I wanted the confrontation; watch him try to explain why he singled me out 
for criticism. 

My motion accused Castel of acting in a manner that raised questions about his 
impartiality. That’s all I needed: show there existed some doubt about his fairness. Too bad I 
couldn’t also make a motion to bounce him off the case for re-writing the civil RICO statute, but 
the rules don’t allow for that. The Motion to Disqualify criticized Castel’s falsehoods and snide 
remarks: 

“Such comments by Judge Castel are unnecessary, inappropriate and do not bolster the 
legal basis for the Decision, but they do discredit the plaintiff for when he appears before the 
Second Circuit to argue his appeal. As such, the only conclusion is that these remarks manifest 
Judge Castel’s partiality above and beyond that already held by Second Circuit courts against 
civil RICO actions.” 

Dubin’s papers, as usual, attacked me personally and declared I fabricated a claim of 
partiality against Castel and misread as sarcasm the Judge’s objective words. The lead defense 
lawyer also claimed, “Plaintiff is desperate and figures he now has nothing to lose.” For once 
Dubin got something right, but he didn’t realize it. He just threw it out as a personal attack. 

Castel denied my Motion to Disqualify but at least corrected his opinion that my 147- 
page memorandum didn’t violate his rules because when it was filed the Chief Judge had the 
case. Still, he failed to mention why he had initially singled me out for criticism but not Dubin 
for filing two memoranda totaling 148 pages. Oh well, sloppiness generally results when a judge 
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follows his visceral reaction to dismiss a case and then has to play catch up to maintain the 
visage of exhaustive judicial deliberation. 

Castel did use Dubin’s suggestion about not ignoring my memorandum by saying he had 
given all papers “careful and thorough” consideration. As for the personal ridicule Castel had 
thrown my way, the Judge claimed he didn’t say what he had said, or what he said didn’t mean 
what it meant. Actually, he should have declared he didn’t write what had been written, since 
the dramatic difference in writing styles between Castel’s ruling on my motion and the opinion 
to dismiss indicates he likely didn’t write the dismissal decision. My criticism of the Judge in 
the Motion to Disqualify must have caused him to deal with it personally. But as for the 
defendants’ motions to dismiss, he most likely had told one of his clerks to dismiss the case with 
prejudice and let her, or an androgyny, come up with the reasoning and write the opinion. Castel 
must have relied on her to get it right, but she didn’t. As a judge, he should have paid closer 
attention, but even so it would have ended with the same result. Castel wanted rid of my case, so 
any illogical reasoning would do. 

Even in Castel’s denial of my motion for his disqualification, shades of 1984 appeared. 
Castel claimed the statement in his dismissal opinion about me filing a Supplemental Complaint 
“with the defendants’ motions to dismiss in hand” was not a personal criticism. Rather it meant 
that when I filed the Supplemental Complaint, I should have used that opportunity to also change 
my original complaint to meet the objections in the defense lawyers’ memoranda that I then had 
in my hands. Wait a minute! The defense attorneys aren’t the Judge in this case or any case, and 
a plaintiff doesn’t have to accept their arguments and change his complaint accordingly. If a 
plaintiff has to rely on the defense lawyers interpretation of the law, which is that the plaintiff 
has no legal recourse, there would never be any lawsuits, and judges like Castel would be out of 
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a job. The reason we have judges is to interpret and apply the law impartially. We don’t use 
defense lawyers for that, especially four-flushing ones. 

Even more absurd was CasteTs reasoning that would require plaintiffs, maybe only male 
civil RICO plaintiffs, to read the future. Normally, after a judge makes his decision to dismiss a 
case, a plaintiff is granted the right to amend the complaint to correct the problems raised in the 
judge’s decision. Obviously, a plaintiff can’t amend his complaint to cure mistakes pointed out 
by a judge, if the plaintiff has to do so before the judge issues a decision. The law doesn’t 
require plaintiffs to foretell the future because most courts realize humans can’t do that, so they 
usually allow a plaintiff to amend his complaint at least once after a judge issues a decision to 
dismiss. But according to Castel, I should have filed an Amended Complaint correcting the 
errors his decision would list before that decision was issued. It’s a neat way to Catch-22 my 
Complaint out of court without the opportunity to amend. Next time, I use a fortuneteller. 

The process of appealing to the Second Circuit Court of Appeals began, but my take on 
future judicial results had changed. Even though Castel had written such an abortion of a 
decision, I no longer expected further defeat at the hands of the bureaucratic judiciary—I was 
assured of it. As the lead defense lawyer said when he made that comment about desperation, 
CasteTs decision to dismiss my case did just enough to nudge me over the line into the realm of 
nothing to lose. When a man loses everything, and there is no justice to be found, he becomes a 
ghost on the road to Elysian. The courts are useless, unless you are a broad, celebrity, rich or a 
large corporation, then they’ll give you what you want—whether justice for you or injustice for 
your opponent. Time would come for other action. No point in possessing power if it is not 
used. I still pursued my legal recourse in the Court of Appeals but more for the chance of 
making a stab for the Supreme Court rather than any hope of success. 
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Smooth Talking Criminal 


The time I spent preparing the papers for getting into the Court of Appeals and dodging 
the hidden traps that slam shut the Court’s doors took a few weeks in October during which I 
missed some Salsa lessons and working out at the gym. Throughout that period, the simmering 
reaction of fury and hate in my gut kept boiling up. One Saturday night, I almost got into a fight 
with a twenty-something Asian guy and his friends. Mark had to step in as peacemaker. On 
another weekend, I made a few unnecessarily nasty remarks to some broads and refused to move 
out of the middle of the tiny dance floor at Gonzales y Gonzales when some guy asked me so 
that he could dance with his girl. Good grief, I was acting like I did back in my college days 
when destination Vietnam hung seemingly forever before me. I didn’t need this. It became clear 
very quickly that Salsa, working out and chasing girls of a darker complexion served a more 
important purpose than staying in shape or entertainment: they kept me from exploding or doing 
something really dumb like falling for another blonde. 

The weekend before Halloween, Mark suggested we try a place on Fifth Avenue and 13 th 
Street called Luan. Free admission and Salsa, how could we lose? We arrived early around 11 
PM, the place was nearly empty and no talent except for a few girls barricaded behind tables. 
Some broads always enthrone themselves in back of a table. What are they protecting—their 
imaginary virginity? Are they waiting for some prince to scale those ramparts? Too much work 
and too visibly embarrassing if the guy doesn’t come back with the damsel. 

On our way to the bar was this tall, tall blonde, blonde cocktail waitress standing directly 
ahead. My persona immediately changed from Dumb to Dumber. My eyes saw clearly, the club 
wasn’t too dark and she was in range of my less than 20-20 contacts vision; still I walked up to 
her, to the edge of the psychologically fog-enshrouded cliff. Looked up into the face of a six- 
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foot, three-inch girl in her early twenties who looked the twin of the Commie Ho and began the 
pickup. What was I doing? Had Mother Nature programmed me for destruction at the hands of 
blondes whether real or dyed? 

Cocktail waitresses are always easy to talk with—too easy—because they want those 
tips, as did this one, but getting their telephone numbers while they work is usually difficult. We 
flirted, or I flirted, while she acted throughout the evening. Mark and I bought our drinks 
through her, as she requested, instead of at the bar. She and I even danced a little, touching 
bodies, feeling, holding each other with kisses dangerously near the mouth: clearly a death wish 
on my part. 

“Lucky,” as she called herself, also worked as a model—why was I not surprised. 
Beautiful, whose barefoot height reached six-foot-one and under contract to Welhehnina, a 
hotshot model agency in the City that paid for her 85 th Street and West End Avenue apartment, 
an affluent residential neighborhood. Lucky came from a small town in Mississippi, which gave 
us something more to talk about given my recent trip there. But that minor coincidence didn’t 
matter since Lucky knew how to carryon a conversation with any man, especially one that 
looked like money. She even asked flat out, “Do you have money? To which I honestly 
answered, “No.” 

Before Lucky moved to New York City, a few months earlier, she traveled around the 
country appearing in beauty pageants for Hawaiian Tropic tanning lotion. That sounded 
familiar, although Lucky apparently had more success than the Commie Ho with Hawaiian 
Tropic. I kept dancing on the cliffs edge, laughing at the abyss below when I should have been 
fleeing as hard and fast as possible from my own stupidity. Lucky wheedled me into going 
outside to the comer store to buy her a handful of her favorite chocolates, each the size of a golf 
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ball wrapped in red or blue foil. She particularly preferred the red ones that night. Rather than 
turning the handful over to her at once, I doled them out one at a time over hours, which 
reminded me of teasing my cat when a kid. But who was teasing whom? When Mark and I left, 
Lucky gave me her telephone number. 

My dance on the edge now turned into a fall powerless for me to stop. The moment we 
left Luan, Lucky started living in my mind, playing my emotions. Trying to reduce her sway, I 
presumptuously encapsulated her value to me. 

“So what do you want from her?” Mark asked. 

“Sex,” I answered. But was that really all? Too bad girls can’t be separated from their 

bodies. 

“You may also want to keep your options open by being her friend,” Mark continued. 
“Not the big brother type who solves her problems and listens to her complain about her boy 
friends. Guys always fall into that trap because nature made us problem solvers and caretakers. 
Girls know that, and they know how to use us for it because they can’t solve problems or take 
care of themselves. It’s happened to me lots of times, and I’m not doing it anymore.” 

‘That’s what happened to me with Traviesa.” I replied. She was always bending my ear 
about this guy or that guy and using me to fix the idiocy she caused. Who needs listening to 
their moaning and groaning about the problems they get themselves into? What a bore.” 

“Right. So, after you call her up once or twice, she’ll make clear whether she’s interested 
in sex or a big brother or doesn’t ever want to see you again. If it’s big brother, just don’t fall 
into that role. Go out some place fun with her and flirt. If she starts talking sob stories, be firm 
and tell her, ‘Listen I came out to have a good time,’ and she’ll knock it off. Keep flirting with 
her, and she’ll realize you’re not going to play big brother, so she’ll flirt back. Girls always want 
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guys to flirt with them even if she’s not thinking sex—it justifies their existence. And by being a 
friend, you’ll get to meet the other models she hangs around with, and so will I. You can even 
throw a party at The Park for her and her friends. Vincent will help in making it seem special, 
and it doesn’t cost anything, you’re just bringing some people to a club.” 

“Yeah,” I said, sounding like Eddie Haskel, “Vincent will make us look like big shots, 
always impressive to models.” 

“Exactly.” 

Mark’s advice, as always on these matters, was excellent. But should I even pursue this 
physical clone of my ex-wife? The primal archetype emotions stirring in me threatened so much 
danger, but I couldn’t help myself, guess the season of the witch never ends for men. On my 
first call to Lucky, I got her voicemail, so I left a message. A few days later, I called again, same 
voice mail, different message: “I thought I’d call for a little Southern sunshine, but you’re not 
around. Maybe I need to take another trip to Mississippi although it rained most of the time I 
was in Biloxi last. By the way, I have some Red and Blue chocolates you might be interested in. 
Give me a call, maybe we can work out a deal or just chat or have a drink.” She never called 
back; I was saved, so long as I kept away from the club where she worked. 

Lucky’s failure to return my calls initially caused me to blame it on my age, but then I 
remembered my younger days at Cravath and in television news. Girls immediately became 
more interested when I told them where I worked. Twenty years ago, they saw me as a potential 
money marker whom they could sucker into providing them the Life of Riley while they spent 
their time cheating with whoever was in reach. So age didn’t really matter. If young, the guy’s 
potential finances mattered; if older, his bank account, but it still all came down to money, and as 
for the girls, fidelity on their part belonged in another dimension. Lucky, as with all pretty girls, 
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looked for big spenders with high net-worth or the promise of such, to justify using their most 
valuable commodity on a guy—time. Like tomatoes, these hos don’t stay plump and ripe for 
long. So a ho is not about to waste time on a guy without promise or cash. Lucky for me, I told 
her I didn’t have money. 

The rationale girls use to justify gold digging is obvious: they believe themselves 
princesses, so men should give them the keys to the vault, no questions asked. Not dissimilar 
from the Feminazis demanding preferential treatment for whatever they happen to want from 
society. But what delusion do girls use to justify their pathological faithlessness until finally the 
laments of the young girls who were once friends coalesced in my head. They always criticized 
their boyfriends for not lasting long enough inside of them so that they could enjoy the multiple 
orgasms that Mother Nature had designed them for. A bizarre complaint, probably just more 
carping against men since Mother Nature isn’t stupid. Evolution made a lot of changes over 
millions of years in order for guys and girls to copulate frequently to assure the species’ survival. 
After all that effort, Mother Nature wasn’t about to miss her goal because of sexual 
dissatisfaction that left girls hungry for more orgasms and guys condemned to just one. It would 
make no sense. Mother Nature, therefore, gave both men and girls the ability to have multiple 
orgasms. The problem for puritanical America is that most of its girls, and lots of the guys, 
haven’t gotten the message. They believe ejaculation as the only form of orgasm a guy can 
experience—it’s not. When nearing ejaculation while inside a girl, the guy only needs to relax, 
stop pumping away and tensing all his muscles in a futile effort to save himself. By relaxing, 
letting his body go limp, which wouldn’t affect the part inside the girl, he can, with some 
practice, ride the sensations into an orgasm without ejaculating, which produces an experience 
not unlike the type girls feel running through their bodies. The guy can do this over and over, 
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never exiting the girl, until she becomes too sore to continue, usually after an hour. For well- 
worn sluts, it’s longer. The orgasms will start off as small and minor, but with practice and over 
time, they’ll increase in strength, and when the man finally ejaculates, it’ll be more satisfying. 

The guy, however, needs a girl to follow his lead in this, just like with Salsa. The girl 
must respond to the guy for both to enjoy the potential that Mother Nature gave them. If the girl 
is a Feminazi, it wouldn’t work because she believes it is her birthright to take charge and end up 
on top. Following her Feminazi beliefs will simply drive the guy to a quick ejaculation because 
Feminazi propaganda, like all special interest groups, rarefy reflects reality. Her ignorance and 
arrogant disinterest in how guys function will leave her unsatisfied for which she will naturally 
blame the guy. So Feminazis and girls like Lucky use their ignorance about the ability of one 
man to run them through their multiple orgasms to justify their whoring around and any other 
underhanded conduct that harms a man. 

Girls of the Lucky ilk threaten more prosaic harms as well. The week of her haunting my 
being nearly distracted me into missing a District Court deadline that would have ended my 
RICO case for eternity. The deadline to file the required Notice of Appeal fell on Halloween, 
which was during the weekend when the District Court was closed so that gave me until 
Monday. Had it not been for that coincidence, which gave me extra time, I would have missed 
the deadline—whew, that was close. 

To celebrate this gift of the fates over feminine evil, I went to Gonzales’ All Hallow’s 
Eve costume party. Long ago I gave up the delusion of the Great Pumpkin and instead went 
looking for tomatoes on Halloween or any other weekend night. One twenty-something girl at 
Gonzales’ was dressed as a little schoolgirl in knee-high white socks, short-short blue plaid skirt 
with suspenders and a virginal white-buttoned blouse. Couldn’t tell whether she was Jewish or 
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Latina, a failing of mine that sometimes causes me to hit on Jewish babes, which I classify as 
white for lunatic asylum. No matter, I wasn’t going to allow my line to go unused. Walking up 
to her, I leaned over so she could hear me and asked, “Would you like some candy little girl?” 
Good line, huh? I even had the candy in my pocket that I bought with a tip to the attendant in 
the men’s room. Well, she freaked, her eyes widened, she drew back and her voice quaked as 
she stumbled over words trying to find a response. Her reaction surprised me. Maybe she had 
gone too deep into the character of her costume; however, a real little girl likely would have 
handled it much better. Then I realized the broad was white, probably with a Feminazi mother 
and girlieman father. The mother, seeing a potential rival in her daughter not just for the 
husband but other older men, probably did what all Feminazi momsters do, brainwashed the 
daughter into believing older guys evil so the daughter would avoid the pool of men the over- 
the-hill mother wanted. Even girls have to be taught to hate and fear since a little girl that 
escaped such programming would figure out a way to get the candy for nothing. 

The Cheater 

My Second Circuit Court of Appeals strategy focused on Castel’s failure to pay, as he 
claimed, “careful and thorough” attention to my Complaint and law memorandum. The aim was 
to expose his ignoring what my Complaint said and then rewriting it to fit his legal argument for 
dismissing my case—the same tactic the defense lawyers used. Some judges, especially in civil 
RICO cases, do this all the time. They often make a knee jerk decision to throw out a case, 
usually one they personally don’t like with a powerless plaintiff, choose a legal reason from the 
list of those most commonly used to dismiss a lawsuit and then distort what the plaintiffs 
complaint states to fit that reason. 
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Castel based the crucial part of his legal opinion on the claim that in August 2000 I 
discovered the Russian mafia had tricked me into bringing the Commie Ho to America. That 
was clearly false, but it didn’t stop Castel. It wasn’t until I talked with Jeff in the summer of 
2002—two years later—that I realized the Russian mob’s involvement. Perhaps Castel has 
trouble with mathematics, some people do, but I doubt it, since his reasoning for dismissal 
depended on that falsehood. August 2000 was when I started investigating whether the Commie 
Ho was providing prostitution services to her Flash Dancers’ customers, not investigating the 
possibility of a RICO lawsuit and the Russian mafia’s interference in my life. Even had my 
Complaint stated that I knew in August 2000 about the Russian mafia standing in the shadows 
behind the Ho, scheming to get her assets into America, Castel’s legal reasoning for dismissal 
still wouldn’t wash with U.S. Supreme Court decisions, but it might with the Second Circuit. 
Anyway, my Complaint didn’t state such because I didn’t know it at the time. 

Despite Castel’s declaration of “careful and thorough” consideration of my papers, he 
missed when I first suspected Russian mafia involvement. But that miss was necessary for the 
Judge and his clerk to conclude that all the harm caused me after August 2000 was my fault 
because that’s when, according to their fabrication, I learned about the Russian mafia’s scheme 
and started investigations and court proceedings to fight against it. They claimed it was my 
fighting that caused me harm, rather than the criminal acts of the defendants I fought against. 
The temporary order of protection taken out against me, the costs to defend against it, the threats 
by mafia goons, the time lost from my business in seeking protection from a government that 
didn’t care, the damage to my business reputation, the foregone business opportunities and lost 
profits, the cost of investigating to find out what the hell was going on so that I could put a stop 
to it and the expenses for fighting these clowns in court to protect my rights were all my fault 
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rather than those of the defendants trying to protect and further the Russian mob’s profits 
concerning the Ho and others. That’s the reasoning that Castel’s simple editing of the date 
allowed him to use to dismiss my Complaint, and it meant that gangsters who caused harm by 
protecting or concealing their earlier crimes cannot be held liable under civil RICO. Purely 
Orwellian, but in the Southern District Court of New York, if the plaintiff learns of RICO acts 
committed against him, the criminals are then allowed to use more RICO violations to prevent or 
interfere with the plaintiffs access to law enforcement authorities or the courts. 

Castel’s rewriting of my complaint actually contradicted the Supreme Court in NOW v. 
Scheidler, 510 U.S. 249, 256, 114 S.Ct. 798, 127 L.Ed.2d 99 (1994), which I used in my appeal. 
In NOW, that organization alleged that the RICO conspiracy “had injured the [plaintiffs’] 
business and/or property interests ...” and that a defendant had threatened reprisals. The 
Supreme Court concluded that “nothing more is needed to confer standing on [the plaintiff] at 
the pleading stage,” which was the stage of my case. I liked the irony of relying on a case 
brought by the enemies of all men: the National Organization of Witches. 

As for those members and comrades of the Russian mob, Leo, the Commie Ho and 
Inessa, who also violated RICO before August 2000 in their efforts to transplant the Ho’s 
profitable ass to America, Castel argued they could not have reasonably foreseen the harm their 
acts would cause me after August 2000, so he dismissed those claims. Get real, these three 
plotters couldn’t foresee the harm to my business, which they knew full well about, the time 
away from it and the expenses they would cost me by feeding me drugs and tricking me into 
bring the Ho to America; they couldn’t foresee the use of goons if problems arose and the 
litigation and time costs to me for dealing with such hoodlums; they couldn’t foresee bribing 
public officials, a common practice among Russians, to keep me from reversing the harm of their 
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scheme and recovering the costs it would cause me; and they couldn’t foresee using perjury, an 
even more common Russian practice, as part of judicial proceedings to sledge hammer me into 
silence while depleting my financial resources. When people, especially Russians, intentionally 
engage in fraudulent conduct, all of that and more are reasonably foreseeable harms caused the 
target. But the Court ignored that intending an end is meaningless unless the means are also 
intended. 

In effect, Castel drew a Maginot line at August 2000. Any harm caused me after August 
2000 as the result of RICO violations by the defendants didn’t matter because either the harm 
was not foreseeable by the culprits, such as the Ho, Inessa and Leo, or my fault rather than that 
of the defendants. Castel’s Maginot line, however, prevented him from using it for dismissing 
the harm caused me before August 2000. He couldn’t argue that my fight against the mob, 
which he claimed began in August 2000, caused me harm before that date. Even the Court of 
Appeals would laugh that lunacy out of the courtroom—I think? So what did Castel do? He just 
ignored parts of my Complaint by declaring the whole Complaint did not allege any harm before 
August 2000. Simply amazing, given the Complaint specifically stated I put my business on 
hold in the spring of 2000, which cost me money and consulting opportunities, while waiting for 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow to process the Commie Ho’s immigration papers. There were also 
travel costs, filing fees and time lost in bringing this Russian mob slut to America. But that 
didn’t matter to the Judge or his clerk. 

By fabricating the August 2000 date in order to rule all injury after that time as my fault 
or not foreseeable and ignoring my allegations of harm before that date, Castel violated the U.S. 
Supreme Court’s requirement at the time that on a motion to dismiss, a judge must accept all the 
complaint’s allegations as true and draw all inferences in favor of the plaintiff. California Motor 
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Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited, 404 U.S. 508, 515, 30 L. Ed. 2d 642, 92 S.Ct. 609 (1972). 
Instead, Castel drew his inferences in favor of the defendants. 

Castel also goofed by not using the U.S. Supreme Court and other Circuit Courts’ test for 
determining whether an injury from a RICO act is reasonably foreseeable to the defendants when 
they embark on their criminal venture. Rather, he reached into the grab bag of ad hoc rules that 
courts in the Second Circuit often use for throwing out civil RICO cases, and pulled out the 
“specifically intended injury” one. It states that mobsters must intend the exact injury a plaintiff 
subsequently suffers. For example, when the Commie Ho and Leo decided to trick me into 
bringing the Ho to America, which involved immigration fraud, they would have had to plan 
precisely how I would bring her. Had they planned on me buying a ticket for the Ho from 
Krasnodar to New York, they wouldn’t be liable because I ended up buying a Moscow to New 
York ticket. For me to recover the cost of the Moscow to New York ticket, Leo and the Ho 
would have had to plan that I would take her to America by that route. Nuts, and it’s not the law 
nor even remotely realistic. The plans of criminals usually lurk in their minds, so it’s next to 
impossible to allege or prove all the specifics, assuming that criminals even go into such 
exacting details. And that’s just the way many of the judges in the courts want it, so they can 
throw out civil RICO cases. 

For a case to escape dismissal under the “specifically intended injury” test, the 
defendants would need to use a crystal ball to foresee the exact hann or expense that actually 
befell the sucker and then intend to cause it to him. The plaintiff would then need a mind reader 
to tell the court that this is what the defendants specifically intended. An absurd reading of the 
law, since the RICO statute requires that the mobsters only create a risk of harm to a plaintiff. 
They don’t have to intend the exact manner in which the plaintiff is injured, just create the risk 
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of it occurring. So when Leo and the Ho schemed to trick me into bringing her to America, they 
created the risk that transporting her for-hire ass would cost me money, which it did. 

Castle, and his clerk, also took the facts in my case and spindled, bent, folded and 
shoehorned them into a group of civil RICO cases called “employee termination,” 
“whistleblower” and “shareholder and creditor derivative” actions. 

The “employee termination” and “whistleblower” cases involve situations where an 
employee refuses to go along with his employer’s RICO activities or blows the whistle on them, 
so the employer fires the worker or retaliates against him in some manner. The reasoning in the 
employee cases hold that the injury to the worker came from a management decision to fire or 
punish the employee not from the employer’s RICO crimes. True, if it had not been for the 
company’s illegal criminal activities and the employee’s whistle blowing or refusal to help, 
management wouldn’t have decided to fire or punish him. So logically, there is a string of 
causes and effects, but firing or punishing an employee is not a RICO crime, and the company’s 
RICO activities were not aimed at the employee but someone else. The obvious distinction 
between the employee cases and my case is that I was never an employee of the Russian mob, 
nor terminated by it, at least not yet. 

In the “shareholder and creditor derivative” cases, management commits some RICO 
crimes to destroy the competition, win a contract, escape a debt or some other way to increase 
profits. Management gets caught, the public leams about the criminal activities and the 
company’s value sinks. The shareholders or creditors then sue the company and management 
for the money they lost. The shareholders and creditors can’t win such a case because the RICO 
activities were meant to benefit the company and, therefore, them. In my case, the Russian 
mafia could be considered the “company” that used RICO crimes to benefit itself, but I was 
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never a “shareholder” or “creditor” or, more accurately, a member or associate who benefited 
from those crimes. Rather, I was a customer, although an unwitting one, but that doesn’t count 
as a shareholder, creditor, member or associate of the Russian mob. 

The Supreme Court simplifies matters by classifying “employee termination,” 
“whistleblower” and “shareholder and creditor derivative” actions as “pass along” cases. That 
means the RICO crimes injure someone and because of that person’s injury the plaintiff ends up 
hanned. In such cases the plaintiff cannot recover. For example, a publishing house uses RICO 
crimes to cheat its customers, the customers find out, stop doing business and the publisher’s 
salesmen lose sales. One salesman sues the publisher under RICO but can’t recover because the 
hann passed through the customers to him. The customers could sue under RICO because the 
publisher’s RICO crimes cost them money, but not the salesman because his loses were the 
immediate result of the customers deciding not to buy. Sure, the customers decided not to buy 
because of the RICO crimes but that doesn’t matter under the law because the hann passed 
through the customers to the salesman. 

Another example of a “pass along” harm case in which RICO did not apply occurred in 
the 1980s when American Express conducted a clandestine campaign to defame a rival financier, 
Edmond J. Safra. Safira mounted a global investigation to find out who was attacking his 
reputation, which was injuring his banking business, and brought lawsuits to fight the 
defamations popping up in the foreign media. When he discovered America Express executives 
behind the campaign, he forced the CEO to admit the company’s misdoings and pay $8 million 
to charities, the cost of Safira’ investigations and legal fees. American Express stock tanked, and 
shareholders sued the company and top management under RICO. The shareholders lost 
because the RICO crimes harmed Safra and only as a result of the hann to him, which was made 
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public, did the stock decline in value. Safra was a person in the middle between the executives 
committing the crimes and the shareholders; therefore, the shareholders couldn’t recover. 

Legal commentators and even the Second Circuit admit that had Safra brought a RICO 
suit himself against American Express, such a case would not have been thrown out of court. 

The reason is not because defamation is a RICO crime, it’s not, but the means by which 
American Express carried out its plan to ruin Safra’s reputation were RICO violations. Congress 
passed RICO in order to reach a variety of complex criminal problems, so it doesn’t matter what 
the conspirators’ aims are, whether to defame Safra, gain the Commie Ho permanent residency 
or cheat on a contract. If the conspirators engage in certain acts in pursuing their ends, they 
violate RICO. 

All of this means that people harmed by the spillover effect of injury to the intended 
victim can’t recover. The RICO crimes have to be directed at the person suing, which in my 
case was me. There was no middleman between me and the defendants’ RICO violations. Of 
course, Castel and his clerk found differently by saying that my “alleged injuries arise not as a 
result of any conspiracy directed at [me], but rather as a result of [my] discovery and 
investigation of that conspiracy.” District Court Order, p. 11. If Safra would not have been 
bounced into the street for suing under RICO to recover his investigation and legal expenses, 
then why was I? Because I’m not rich. 

Castel and his clerk made lots of other goofs in dismissing my case—over 50 in all, but 
my appeal focused only on the following: 

• Den Hollander discovered the RICO Scheme involving defendant 

Shipilina in August 2000—false; 
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• the Complaint alleges harm from RICO violations after August 2000 as 
mostly resulting from Den Hollander’s discovery of the Scheme—false; 

• allegations of other injuries after August 2000 were general and 
conclusory—contradicts Supreme Court rulings; 

• the Complaint didn’t allege RICO injuries prior to August 2000—false; 

• employee termination and shareholder RICO actions apply to this case for 
determining proximate cause—wrong, I was not an employee of the Russian mob and 
didn’t own its stock; 

• the injuries to Den Hollander were not to his business or property— 

wrong; 

• the Scheme involving defendant Shipilina only aimed at entry into the 
U.S.—false; 

• the Complaint did not allege Den Hollander was an intended victim or 
target—false; and 

• Den Hollander did not request leave to amend the Complaint—intentional 
falsehood; that is, a blatant lie. 

Keep On Dancing 

The Friday before Thanksgiving 2004, Mark and I planned on checking out the Cherry 
Lounge uptown at 138 th Street, which advertised a Salsa party—free admission. But Mark’s 
younger brother said some female trainers from Bally’s health club on East 106 th Street planned 
to show up at Luan. Firm young female bodies are always an attraction, but Luan was where 
Lucky worked, and although her schedule didn’t include Friday, I wasn’t confident about not 
running into her. So I punted, left the decision to Mark whose only ambivalence was the price of 


ill 



admission, usually $20. He decided on Luan, so I printed out a couple of free passes for 
Saturday night, crossed out Saturday, penned in Friday and put them in my pocket with a grin. 

At the club’s door, the promoters asked whether we were on a guest list, which would get us in 
for $ 10 each instead of $20. We weren’t, so I pulled out the altered free passes, the promoters 
laughed and let us in for $ 10. 

Not too many folks were inside, and no Lucky, whew! More people soon started 
arriving, and one tall, black chick caught my eye or I caught hers. She walked over to the bar 
near us looking in my direction. It was obvious what she wanted, but against my religion to buy 
females a drink. Then she came over to stand next to us by the D.J.’s stage waiting for me to say 
something, so I did—that’s not against my religion. 

“Why isn’t anyone dancing?” I asked. The place reminded me of the Flat, hot looking 
black babes standing around waiting for the young guys to dance with them. Only these guys 
sported really big gold or gold plated medallions hanging on gold or gold plated chains around 
their necks to go with their extra large jerseys and pants. 

“I don’t know,” she said. “It’s always like this. All a guy has to do is hold out his hand 
and say ‘May I have this dance’ or ‘Would you like to dance?”’ Boy, I made sure to remember 
that line. Obviously, she wanted to dance, but for some reason I didn’t go along, and she left to 
flirt with one of the bouncers. Mark leaned over to say, “She’s not interested in dancing but 
sleeping with you.” No matter, the role of quarry didn’t suit me. 

A co-worker of Mark’s younger brother showed up, cute girl but where were the rest of 
the female trainers from Bally’s? There were too many guys in the part of the club we were 
standing, so I went hunting in a different valley. If I had known the girl from Bally’s was only 
nineteen, I would have stayed put. On my reconnaissance, I talked to a few girls, but none were 
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very friendly, not interested or too nervous to flirt. I threw a few lines at another tall, black chick 
who answered only in monosyllables. She was real pretty, so her verbal capacity irrelevant. But 
while waiting for more inspiration from the muses, her girlfriend returned from the ladies room 
and they left. So I returned to home base next to the small stage on which the D.J. booth sat. A 
group of five black chicks, short and one very wide stood by or sat on the stage. Making my 
move, I started talking and they laughed at some of my jokes. 

“Does the D.J. ever play any Rolling Stones?” I asked. 

“No! This is Hip-Hop!” Said the cute one with a sexy smile while sitting on the stage 
with her legs apart between which I happily moved nudged along by the crowd. 

“May I have this dance?” I asked holding out my hand. 

“No.” 

Okay I remembered, still holding out my hand, “Would you like to dance?” 

“No.” 

Something was wrong, or that girl earlier in the evening lied to me. I kept flirting with 
these girls, but as the place filled up I noticed other guys asking girls to dance and getting the 
same glass of cold water in the face. So I asked Mark what was going on? 

“Black girls always do this. They have a combination princess and inferiority complex. 
The princess in them demands supplication, assurances you want her for a steady girlfriend or 
wife. The inferiority makes them afraid of being used or made a fool of. Lots of young black 
girls walk around at home with a white towel over their heads wishing they were a blonde, so 
some of the inferiority comes from color. The whole thing is an attitude I don’t want to deal 
with.” 
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So, as is usually the case in America, guys weren’t the fault but girls. The reason for the 
small amount of dancing going on was the chicks, who as masters of the art of deception covered 
it up by dancing with each other. These black female temptresses couldn’t live up to the 
advertising of their tight fitting jeans. Well, those babes may not like their skin color but I do 
and started talking again with the five by the D.J. booth. 

Once again, I asked the cute one to dance to which she repeated her third no, but this 
time she also questioned my ability to dance hip-hop. Maybe she had a point. Somewhere along 
the line, I started dancing with one of the other five whose back was to the D.J. booth. 
Apparently, my Rock ‘n’ Roll moves from decades earlier weren’t going down well, so the D.J. 
stepped outside his booth, and from the stage started showing me what to do. The girl I was 
dancing with couldn’t see him standing behind and above her or that I was just copying his 
moves. All of a sudden, I had a lot more room to dance when some of the home boys and home 
girls moved back to enjoy the mini-show the D.J., the girl and I were putting on. I still threw in 
a few moves from the 1960s, such as squatting down with my face in front of the girl’s snatch 
and moving in closer while holding her hips until like an embarrassed virgin she turned away 
burying her face in her hands. The D.J. and my friends laughed hard, the crowd got a kick and I 
enjoyed myself. What a great place and great people. 

Walking home that night, I mused, as I often did after a particularly fun night at a club 
and with the remnants of a few vodka gimlets with Absolut and Rose’s lime in me, that my life 
could have really been enjoyable, interesting and worthwhile had the Matrix allowed me to 
pursue my first best destiny—Physics. 

The following weekend, Mark, three of his female friends and I hit a bizarre club, bizarre 
as to one-third of it anyway. On the lower Westside near 10 th Avenue, Spirit, a large club 
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fashioned out of an old warehouse, played different music in different sections of the building. 
Upstairs, a room for Salsa and one for Hip-Hop while downstairs Trance, whatever that meant? 
When the club finally got moving, I decided to do a little exploring downstairs in the Trance 
room. Before reaching bottom, I not only heard but also felt the dull mind-numbing thumping of 
the music. On the dance floor, with little if any discernible variation, the music unpleasantly 
vibrated to the inner core of my body. There was no hiding from this sound. Lots of fog swirled 
about creating a clammy Sherlock Holmes London night with illumination too tired to light, 
except for the periodic bright shafts of a strobe beam that for an instant made a piece of existence 
perceivable. Through the fog and dark, I made out shadows of young people moving like 
automatons to the monotonous music. This must be the utopian vision of today’s psychiatrists, 
Feminazis and lefties—Zombieland, a psychotropic hell with no human emotions anywhere. 
Armageddon aside, I couldn’t figure out why they kept it so dark. The near absence of the 
visible electromagnetic spectrum made it impossible to check out a babe, the very reason for 
clubs. Girls display themselves, guys make an offer and the girls accept, decline or play games. 

Roaming around, I squinted through the haze until I saw a couple of girls standing at the 
top of some stairs in a doorway of light apparently coming from another room. I headed up the 
stairs toward them. They were wearing shades, guess the other room’s light was too bright for 
them, but at least I’d be able to see. They were also smoking, weird because New York City law 
forbids lighting up in a club. At the top, I could see the two were nice looking, so I threw my 
line gesturing to the doorway of light, “So, what room is this?” “The street,” the blonde said in a 
voice as lacking in variation as the music. Looking out, I replied, “Ahhhh, reality!” Turned and 
went back to the floor for another try at flirtation with some girl. In my search through the 
darkness for a pretty face, I finally caught on to following the fleeting illumination of the hectic 
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fire of the strobe light beams. It briefly lit the lovely face of a black chick dancing with another 
girl right in front of me, but the next flash of luminosity answered my bewilderment as to why 
the paucity of light in this lower depth of the club. They kept the room so dark in order to hide 
the cold dead eyes involuntarily staring straight ahead into nothingness through the slits of 
swollen eyelids of these apparent humanoid chicks. Dead or not, this girl with large balloons 
was good looking. I waited. Her dancing partner moved away toward someone else, but the 
black chick just kept dancing as though she still had a partner. Seeing my opportunity, I 
approached her from the side, “How long can you dance to this?” Not bothering to even look at 
me but still fixed on some abyss in front of her, she insipidly said, “Forever.” Oooookay, that 
was enough for me and headed back upstairs to the Hip-Hop room, thinking the disco scene in 
Blade looked like a nuns’ convention compared to this Trance room. Next time in Zombieland, I 
bring a cross—that should cause a commotion. 

On December 4, 2004,1 finally finished the first draft of this still unfinished story, four 
years to the day I bounced the Commie Ho out of my apartment. And no, I didn’t plan that 
irony. 

Tired of Waiting For You 

The appeals process aims at resolving a case within six months but often takes longer. 
After I filed my Notice of Appeal, I waited for the Second Circuit’s Civil Appeals Management 
Office to schedule a Pre-Argument Conference. At such conferences, lawyers for the Second 
Circuit explore the possibility of a settlement between the parties or try to simplify the issues 
before the case goes to a three-judge panel for a hearing and decision. The defendants weren’t 
about to settle, why should they, the odds favored them because I belonged to the class of 
America’s modern day scapegoats and outkasts. 
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The Second Circuit channels appeals from the district courts along one of two tracks: 
“Counseled” in which the party appealing has a lawyer and “Pro Se" in which the party is 
representing himself. Although I represented myself, I’m a lawyer, so the Second Circuit’s rules 
required handling my case as a “Counseled” appeal. Fine with me, since “Pro Se" cases usually 
receive the bums’ rush out the courthouse doors. The “august” Second Circuit Court of Appeals 
didn’t want average citizens traipsing through its halls, wasting the Court’s time searching for 
justice. 

When the Clerk’s Office for the Second Circuit received my case, they naturally put it on 
the wrong track: Pro Se. It took me three times to enlightened the Clerk’s Office before that 
bungling bureaucracy got it right. The Clerk’s Office also lost my Pre-Argument Statement 
papers along the way. Good thing I had a date-stamped copy from when I originally filed them; 
otherwise, the Court could claim I didn’t submit the papers on time and kick my case out, which 
would have ended my RICO lawsuit for good. Was it incompetence on the part of the Clerk’s 
Office for the second most prestigious court in the land or had someone been paid off to 
liquidate my papers. I’d never find out for sure, although a buddy who works in the Court told 
me it was probably just laziness in filing the papers. The Clerk’s Office even lost one of the 
procedural rulings the Court made in my case. Maybe the clerks only use circular files, but that 
Office is renowned for sloth among the employees of the Second Circuit who don’t work for the 
Clerk. Something told me that had the Clerk been a man rather than a female, then whatever 
happened to my original papers or the ruling would not have. 

The delays from the Clerk’s screw-ups, however, fitted into my plans, and definitely 
didn’t interfere with my weekend clubbing. From January into May 2005,1 worked on the 
second draft of this story, which I finished on May 19, 2005. Five years earlier to the day, the 
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Commie Ho headed to Italy for her prostitution fling with the fat Mexican Alfredo. Time for 
these ironic coincidences to end. 

Goin Uptown 

With Memorial Day approaching, I remembered something I had forgotten to do. A few 
years earlier, Svetlana, my Krasnodar dyed-blonde lawyer, had obtained sworn affidavits from 
three people in Krasnodar who described the Commie Ho’s local prostitution business. My 
intention was to send them to the INS at the Moscow Embassy, but my short-term memory 
wasn’t too good this millennium—neither was my luck, either in this or the prior millennium. I 
contacted the Embassy directly and even used a backdoor channel to see whether the INS was 
interested—they weren’t. 

The ex-wife was still hoing around New York pretending to be a model, which was easy 
to tell by simply searching “Angelina Shipilina” on the Internet. In one search, up popped the 
slut’s latest scam. At www.brideus.com, she claimed she was 23 and a bride to be, which 
allowed her to compete for a $10,000 prize. A real life Gretchen right out of Goethe’s Faust, 
“It’s gold that counts, money that matters.” 

Her age was a lie, since she was 28, but what about marrying again? Her marriage to me 
was simply to get a permanent green card so she could ho in the most lucrative market on the 
planet for hoing—America. Under the VAWA waiver, she was pretty much assured a green card 
by claiming I abused the” innocent” slut, since the INS VAWA Unit in Vermont, which makes 
those decisions, was run and trained by Feminazis and the law written by the Feminazis 
prevented the Unit from relying solely on information provided by me. 

So why the marriage? It couldn’t be for love, she loved only herself, so it had to be for 
money, but was it because the groom was rich or she wanted to make sure she would stay in 
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America hoing? There was no way for me to find out who the groom was, since marriage 
records are kept confidential in New York. And, there was no way to find out what the VAWA 
Unit was doing or not doing because I was the former husband and the one accused of “battery,” 
“extreme cruelty” or an “overall pattern of violence.” 

During the Memorial Day weekend, Mark called and said he and Ron, one of the black 
belts who trained with Mark and who cracked my ribs now and then in class, were going to a 
cookout uptown. 

“Free food! I’m in. What should I bring?” 

“Just something to drink,” Mark said. 

“So how do I get there?” 

Ron gave me subway instructions and the street address that was between Eight and 
Seventh Avenue. Hopping an IND train going north, I exited by Morningside Park and walked 
east. Found a bodega, bought some Smirnoff Ice and continued walking east looking for Eighth 
Avenue. My memory told me Eighth Ave was closer to the park, but it had been decades since I 
last spent any time uptown. 

Back in those days, I was working undercover on a couple of stories for WNEW TV 
News. One was about how Percy Sutton, then the Manhattan Borough President, and his 
buddies were using their political clout to land State contracts for the development of the State 
Office Building on 125 th Street along with renovating some properties they discreetly owned. 
Naturally, none of these guys had any construction or urban development experience, and their 
front company that applied for the State contracts was nothing but a shell. The story delayed for 
a few years their scheme, but they eventually got what they wanted. 
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The other story had me driving around uptown and the south Bronx carrying a wire and 
posing as a salesman for a medical laboratory. Medicaid and methadone clinic managers were 
extorting cash kickbacks from medical laboratories, which did the testing required under State 
law on the clinics’ customers. The laboratories then passed the increased cost of doing business, 
the bribes, along to the State—read taxpayers. We caught a couple of clinic managers on 
audiotape demanding kickbacks and some ineffective reforms were made. All in all, this do- 
gooder stuff is just a waste of time—it never lasts, knocks off a couple of crooks but has little 
systemic effect. 

My search for the cookout continued east looking for Eight Avenue, where was Davy 
Crockett when I needed him. It must be around her somewhere, I kept thinking. One street sign 
read, “Frederick Douglas Blvd.” Okay, I knew who he was but didn’t remember any avenue 
named after him. Next block was “Adam Clayton Powell Blvd.” Which one, I asked myself: 
Junior or the III. The III had helped with the story on Sutton thanks to an introduction by State 
Senator Sidney von Luther for whom I had once worked and who had come up with the tips on 
both the State Office Building and Medicaid stories. Junior of course was the former 
Congressman who spent much of his time on the island of Bimini. It was a nice day, so I kept 
walking east looking at the large brownstones and enjoying the quiet, very peaceful up here. A 
man sitting on a stoop could see I was lost and asked me where I was going. 

“Between Eighth and Seventh avenues,” I answered. 

“They’re not called that anymore. They changed the names years back.” 

“Good grief! So what are they now?” 

“Seventh is that one you just crossed, and Eighth the next one toward the park.” 
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“Thanks,” and I headed in that direction. Just then Ron called me on my mobile to tell 
me he was standing outside the address. I spotted him right away. 

The cookout was in the backyard of a spacious, nicely decorated brownstone. I hadn’t 
seen such a classy interior since I crashed a party at Senator Kennedy’s suburban Washington, 
D.C. home marking the end of his 1980 run for the Presidency. Okay, it wasn’t exactly a crash. 
One of Kennedy’s campaign press aids invited me, but they still got upset about having a guy 
working for the media in their mist—too bad, I wasn’t leaving. Instead, I headed over to the 
only hot looking chick in the place with the obvious line given the cast on her leg. “So what 
happened?” Her reply didn’t register as I gazed at the bare part of her thigh just above the cast— 
yummy. Can’t recall whether I signed the leg or not but tend to think I did just to get a closer 
view of that young thigh. In later years, she became the divorced wife of a governor of 
California. Something about him playing around with a maid. 

The cookout had two tables, and Ron introduced me to everybody. At one table were his 
long-time buddies going back fifteen or more years to high school and Mark, and at the other 
were the parents of one of Ron’s friends, they owned the brownstone, and two others from my 
generation but all beyond my age of emotional maturity. Most of the time, I sat with Ron and 
his buddies and proceeded to laugh for the next two to three hours straight. These guys worked 
like multiple tag teams of comedy while lounging around one of those patio tables with the big 
umbrella, with coolers of beer, mainly Corona, and now some Smirnoff Ice, strategically planted, 
so no one had to move unless they wanted food off the grill. They told stories about their passed 
adventures, ad-libbed and played jokes on each other. I laughed and laughed and once in a while 
contributed some humor. The best summer holiday of any I ever had. These guys would be 
great to get into trouble with and the adults from my era to get us out. 
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Hot Fun in the Summertime 


The Second Circuit’s Civil Appeals Management Office scheduled a Pre-Argument 
Conference for the summer solstice, June 21, 2005. When I arrived, I was surprised to see most 
of the opposing attorneys, who always showed at the last minute, already present and engaged in 
conversation that suddenly ceased as soon as I entered the room. Probably planning some 
deviousness. 

We met with a staff counsel for the Court, an arrogant androgyny. What do you expect 
for a federal bureaucracy? They aren’t allowed to higher men. 

“Is everyone here?” the staff counsel asked. 

“Counsel for the Bank of Cyprus is missing,” answered one of the defense attorneys. 

That surprised me because next to Mundy’s lawyers, Claugus was the most vitriolic and 
dissembling of all the defense attorneys, as though he took the litigation personal. 

The staff counsel remarked, “We’re not going to wait, so one of you apprise him of what 
went on.” The staff counsel then started with a question that had been bothering me for a while. 
When Castel made his decision, there were over 50 defendants in the case but only 13, including 
the two Vasilyevas, had made any type of request to throw my case out. All the others just 
ignored it. 

“There’s a possible ambiguity in the District Court’s decision,” he said. “The decision 
doesn’t say whether the case is dismissed in its entirety with respect to all the defendants or just 
those who moved for dismissal. That’s probably because Judge Castel just came on the bench. 
What can we expect from new judges?” 

That and worst I wanted to say, but instead chimed in that the decision apparently left 
open whether Castel did dismiss the case against all the defendants. 
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“ I’d like the plaintiff to send a letter to Judge Castel seeking clarification as to whether 
he meant to dismiss the case for all the defendants or not. And copy the letter and Judge Castel’s 
response to me and all the attorneys in this case.” 

“Okay,” I replied, and made a request about the Joint Appendix. 

The Second Circuit requires that only one appendix, called the Joint Appendix, 
accompany the briefs for both sides, and it should contain only relevant documents needed for 
the panel of three judges to reach a decision. On the appeal of a district court dismissal, as in my 
case, the Joint Appendix would include the Complaint, Supplemental Complaint, any opinions or 
orders issued by the District Court, a few procedural papers and other documents agreed to by 
both sides. The Court’s rules prohibited including memoranda of law filed in the District Court 
unless staff counsel and the parties agree. 

The Second Circuit receives all the documents filed in the district court but doesn’t want 
its judges wasting their time thumbing through the entire record to understand the case. If a 
judge wants a document not in the Joint Appendix, he can pull it from the entire file. The 
plaintiff has to pay for the Joint Appendix, but when the defendants try to balloon its cost by 
stuffing the appendix with irrelevant documents, such as the hundreds of pages of exhibits the 
defendants filed in my case, the plaintiff, unless ordered by the Court, can refuse to pay. The 
defendants then have to pick up the added cost of including unnecessary documents in the Joint 
Appendix. This keeps the opponents of the person appealing from making the appeal so 
expensive that the appealer gives up. 

My request was to reproduce a handful of paragraphs from my law memorandum to show 
the Second Circuit that I had actually made certain statements and requests to the District Court. 
The staff counsel and the opposing attorneys agreed given the small amount of material 
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involved. Then it was the defense attorneys turn to bring up their requests for inclusions in the 
Joint Appendix that they had sent me just a week before the conference. Nothing, only silence, 
and my sensors went to red alert. Their silence made no sense. They had requested to include 
over 190 pages of extraneous documents, including 54 pages that had been thrown out by the 
District Court as irrelevant. Something was up. 

“Have there been any settlement discussions?” the staff counsel asked. 

“No,” I replied and motioned to my opponents. One of them said no, and the staff 
counsel quickly realized there would be none. He then said, “Over turning a district court 
dismissal is a difficult task.” 

What’s that suppose to mean, I thought. Should I give up right now—never! 

We touched on the issues I intended to raise and worked out the briefing schedule with 
my brief due August 11 th and the defendants’ papers in September unless they wanted an extra 
month, which they ultimately did. 

Later that day, I sent the requested letter to Judge Castel: 

“Dear Judge Castel: 

An issue has arisen in the Second Circuit concerning your dismissal with prejudice of this 
case. Your Memorandum and Order of September 28, 2004 does not make clear whether the 
action was dismissed for only the defendants who moved under Rule 12(b)(6) or was also 
dismissed for the defendants who did not make a 12(b)(6) motion or did not appear. 

Would you please clarify the extent of your dismissal now that the issue of finality has 
been raised in the Second Circuit and the case is currently scheduled for briefing?” 

The letter also reminded the Judge of my request from the previous year for 
reimbursement from the defendants for the costs of paying a process server to formally serve the 
Complaint by hand because they had refused to accept it by mail. Castel responded somewhat 
indignantly and unhelpfully, “Page 2 of the Memorandum and Order of September 28, 2004 
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makes plain that ‘... plaintiffs Complaint is dismissed with prejudice.’” Dismissed with 
prejudice means I don’t get a chance to amend my Complaint and try again. It has nothing to do 
with whether the case is dismissed with respect to all the defendants, including those who did not 
move for dismissal. The staff counsel was right about the problems with new judges. While the 
words told me nothing, the level of his indignation said get lost and don’t bother me about this 
anymore. As for my request for costs in using a process server, it was put off until after the 
Second Circuit made its decision because of a legal technicality. 

Most of the summer, I spent in the law library working on my brief that repeated most of 
my criticisms of Castel’s decision. One new argument about proximate cause was added, which 
came from an opinion by Justice Clarence Thomas. The Second Circuit would never understand 
it, but the Supreme Court would, if I got there. Also included was an estimate of the Commie 
Ho’s tax-free earnings since coming to America, over $750 grand in six years, to bring home the 
motivation behind the Russian mob’s RICO violations for scheming to transplant Russian sluts 
to the U.S., and I called Judge Castel a liar one and a half times: 

“The District Court lied when it stated, “Plaintiff made no request to file an amended 
Complaint in the event the motions to dismiss were granted,” Order 16-2. Plaintiffs 
Memorandum in Opposition p.41-2, states, “If this Court dismisses the Complaint or part of it 
under Rule 12(b)(6), then the plaintiff requests leave to amend.” Plaintiff also made similar 
requests with respect to specific issues throughout his Memorandum in Opposition pp. 49-1, 70- 
2,76-2,119-3.” 

That’s one time. 

“The District Court claims RICO violations occurring before August 2000 “are not 
alleged to have caused plaintiff injury,” Order at 11-2, 12-1, but the Court lies (perhaps 
unknowingly).” 

That’s one-half time. 

Malicious no, accurate yes, but why do it, since the defense attorneys will jump all over 
me for it. They’ll self-righteously rant how dare I call a member of the justice system a liar, and 
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then go about doing their mercenary best to pervert that system and prevent justice with their 
own falsehoods. The reason was to see whether the Second Circuit bothered reading my brief 
with the diligence that most Americans believe judges use. If the judges read those statements 
with any amount of awareness, it will cause them to lambaste me during oral argument. If they 
don’t, they wouldn’t. 

My entire brief boiled down to this: “Where defendants fraudulently induce a plaintiff to 
take actions and make expenditures, the financial injury is compensable under civil RICO. 
Standardbred Owners Ass ’n v. Roosevelt Raceway, 985 F.2d 102, 104-05 (2 nd Cir. 1993).” 

Before filing my brief in August, a problem came up with the Clerk’s Office—naturally. 
Back in February, when the case was still in the “Pro Se” section, the Clerk had made some 
mistakes in listing all the plaintiffs and defendants, so I submitted the corrections as required by 
the Court’s rules. The list of all the plaintiffs and defendants, known as the “full caption,” is 
required on the cover of certain documents, such as the briefs, or the Court wouldn’t accept 
them. A week before filing my brief, the Clerk’ Office had still not made the corrections, so I 
needed to get the Clerk’s Office to do its job. 

My case was now in the “Counseled” cases section after its transfer from “Pro Se. ” The 
employee assigned as gatekeeper and who entered papers on the Court’s docket in my case was 
Shatisa Gibbs, young, cute, and I might have pursued her had I met her at a club. 

In a telephone call, I told Gibbs that the full caption had not been corrected. 

“It’s not our section’s responsibility to correct the caption. Pro Se should have done that 
before they transferred the case.” 

The old bureaucratic buck-passing routine, but I was cool. 

“So does it go back to Pro Se for them to do now what they should have but never did?” 
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“No, I’ll correct it.” 

“Thanks,” I said and dropped off the revised caption. She was good to her word for 
which I sent her a “Thank You” card after filing my brief. 

A couple of weeks later, Mark had a birthday party at the Amsterdam Cafe across from 
Columbia University. At the party, I met this bond trader, an arrogant thirty-something Asian 
guy straight out of The Bonfire of the Vanities. Such yuppies don’t bother me, since I was one 
once, working at the law firm mentioned in Thomas Wolfe’s critique on the presumptuousness of 
greed in the 1980s. Such hubris still strutted the avenues and bars of Manhattan twenty-years 
later. After drinking a few rounds of shots, the bond trader suggested hitting a bar in the meat 
packing district—the then and still current trendy scene for feeling superior to others where 
inflated egos prowl for recognition in a part of town known for death, stench and now, the flies 
of Argos. We jumped into a cab and exited on 14 th Street by the docks in front of the Gaslight 
Bar. The place was packed with yuppies, conceit and hos, but would we find Ingrid Bergman 
inside? No, although I spotted a couple of black chicks at the bar, good looking and tall, at least 
compared to the bond trader. 

Going up to the black chick standing, the other was sitting on a barstool, I said something 
inconsequential—can never remember my opening lines, and added, “My buddy’s a rich bond 
trader.” So I’m obnoxious, so what, and I was grinning because I knew what her reaction would 
be. 

“Is he buying drinks?” she asked shifting her body closer to me with intense attention. 

“Always!” I replied. 

She pushed in right next to him at the crowded bar and turned on her brights. He was a 
goner. My attention shifted to the other chick sitting on the stool, but she was too drunk to 
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articulate a complete sentence. Instead, she started the physical pawing interspersed with feeble 
female slaps to my chest, bemoaning in broken phrases the misery of her existence for which, as 
do all broads, she blamed the nearest man, which was me at that point in time. I’d seen this 
feminine self-pity all too often before and wasn’t buying. It was her life, not mine. To get rid of 
her, I suggested she take a cab home to which she surprisingly agreed. Usually, they refuse and 
want to argue. Maybe she thought I was paying her fare home—fat chance! I helped her 
outside. The Boy Scout is tough to die, but soon there will be no more of them thanks to the 
Feminazis. At the curb, she decided to take a seat. No, I wasn’t joining her. The last time I sat 
on a curb listening to some stupid broad so that I could get into her pants was back in my hippie 
days. Since then, I had grown up, and there were plenty of girls back in the bar that I wanted to 
hustle. Finally, she got up, with a little help from the Boy Scout left in me. I hailed a cab, 
opened the door, she poured herself in, told me where she lived, I told the cabbie and closed the 
door—goodbye problem. 

Back inside, I hit on some white chick or maybe Latina, but she wasn’t so drunk she 
couldn’t talk, got her email, and then the bond trader came up to me all excited about the chick 
he’d been buying drinks for. 

“Roy, she keeps grabbing me, she keeps grabbing me! Where do you know her from?” 
He mistakenly thought the black chick was a longtime acquaintance of mine whom I sent over to 
show him a good time. Sure I did send her over, but had never seen her before I walked into that 
bar. 

Laughing to myself, I said, “Good, she must like you (meaning his money) get her 
number.” 


128 



He went back, played around with her for a while and then we left. All this yuppie bond 
trader could talk about as we crossed the street for a bite to eat was how this chick kept fondling 
him. For him and most other egotistical yuppies, such occurrences are big-time, which only 
illustrates the phoniness of their conceit. 

He then says to me, “I run with a fast crowd, if you want to hang out call me,” and gives 
me his business card. Stifling a laugh, I thought if his crowd is as fast as him, I don’t think I 
could walk that slowly. Never saw him again after that night. 

After Labor Day, Mark and I met one Friday night at the bar Cancun. A name that once 
elicited visions of the Commie Ho sexually entertaining her customers in the resort town of 
Mexico, but now only reminded me of the dizzy blonde, Kelsey, whom I had met in the 
Cincinnati airport in 2003 when returning home from my encounter with the Midwestern G-Men. 
Today, the “G” means “Girlie,” since these government agents not only take sensitivity training 
sessions so as to act more like girls than men but also carry out the biding of Feminazis to violate 
the rights of men. No wonder the F.B.I. can’t stop terrorists when they know they’re coming, 
however, these G-Men always get their paid vacations, early retirements with inflated pensions 
and parking spaces. 

My pal Alan ran into a G-Man, or more accurately G-Shemale, who kept parking her car 
in a “No Standing At Anytime” zone on his street in the Upper Westside of Manhattan. The 
reason for the “No Standing” zone was so that fire engines could turn the corner on the narrow 
street to get to a possible fire in time. Did this Federal Bimbo of Indolence care—no. Alan told 
her one day that she shouldn’t park there. She just flashed her badge, which in her twisted 
thinking gave her the right to endanger citizens because the “No Standing” zone provided her a 
convenient parking place. Broads have always thought they were princesses, better than 
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everyone else and not subject to the rules of law or civilized behavior, but now that the 
Feminazis have stolen positions of authority, females are creating dangers for those they are 
suppose to serve, which is an oxymoron, since broads only serve themselves. 

Walking into Cancun, I looked around on the odd chance that I might spot Kelsey. She 
had said she often hung out there, but all the times I was there, she wasn’t. By now she was 
probably married and intensely unhappy. 

“So who are these babes we’re meeting hear?” I asked Mark. 

“One is a girl I’ve know since school days and the other is her friend—both Latina and 
both married.” 

We laughed. 

I said, “Likely told their husbands they were just going out with one of their girl friends.” 

“Don’t girls always?” 

“Absolutely, and then rationalize their cheating. Demons of self-justification made of 
snakes, tales and everything fake.” 

“Easy, we’re here to have fun.” 

“I know, just trying out a new attack line that’s a take off on sugar and spice.” 

Both of the girls were in their early thirties, a little old for me, but every time I turned 
around another drink appeared. Couldn’t figure out where the drinks were coming from because 
I had not brought that much money and neither had Mark. We left Cancun, bounced in and 
quickly out of a typical boring yuppie New York City bar, and landed at Iguana, a restaurant 
with a dance floor in the basement. Downstairs, I couldn’t see a thing. Didn’t this club pay its 
electric bills? They could have at least provided infrared goggles for spotting the warm bodies. 
No matter, we had two hot Latinas with us and an evening of fun. Dancing, drinking and 
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fondling a girl’s body in the dark are second nature for a man. His first is individual liberty; for 
without it, he serves others rather than his destiny. 

Just One Look 

On October 13 th , I received the defendants’ opposition briefs. It wasn’t a Friday, but did 
the number bode ill for me? By this stage of the Furies curse on my life, I didn’t care. 
Schopenhauer philosophized that every man could see a theme running through his life when 
looking back from near its end, I finally saw mine: I try to fight everyone who violates my 
rights; I don’t often win, in fact I usually lose, but I still fight, and wasn’t about to change now, 
no matter what the Matrix was telling me. November 9 th was the deadline to file my reply. 

One quick read of the defendants’ briefs showed that the defense lawyers—Dubin for 
Mundy, Rudofsky for Flash Dancers and Sachs for the Ho—were up to their same old trick of 
character assassination, or what the legal profession, the second oldest, refers to as ad hominems. 

Blacks ’ Law Dictionary defines ad hominem as “appealing to personal prejudices rather 
than to reason; attacking an opponent’s character rather than his assertions.” Sounded familiar; 
it’s the crux of virtually all attacks by the Feminazis, their sycophants and mercenary lawyers. 
Dubin and Rudofsky also added a few new cheats that along with the ad hominems violated the 
Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, the Second Circuit’s Local Rules or both. Detective 
Henning’s lawyers from the City avoided the name-calling but joined in the other procedural 
breaches. So I made a motion to require these four lawyers to redo their briefs without the parts 
that violated the rules. 

Dubin, true to form, resorted to personal attacks the most. If this were the age of Aaron 
Burr, he wouldn’t have lived this long. The Second Circuit’s Local Rule § 28 requires that briefs 
must be free from scandalous matter, which includes personal attacks on opponents. Dubin’s 
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brief of ad hominems called me delusional, an extortionist, a harasser of the Ho and Mundy, a 
liar, an intimidator, unethical, lacking in common decency, abusive and vexatious. 

Dubin packed most of his name-calling into the “Statement of the Case” section of his 
brief. Under the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, which governs all the U.S. Courts of 
Appeals, a brief is required to contain certain sections that do specific things. The “Statement of 
the Case” part is supposed to tell the Appeals Court the type of case, the result in the District 
Court and any procedural history, such as motions that were made. Dubin, however, used that 
section to replay his strategy of character assassination by personally maligning me with lies and 
false innuendos in an attempt to shut down the argument and marginalize me so as to avoid a 
decision on the merits. In doing that he violated Fed. R. App. P. § 28(a)(6). Dubin defended his 
conduct with the rationale that if the “Statement of the Case” contained the elements required by 
the rules, it could also be packed with vitriolic vituperative assaults on the opposing party. 

Under Dubin’s Russian type logic, because the rule commands, “thou shall” rather than “thou 
shall not,” he could include anything he wanted. Even former President Clinton would likely 
construe the rule that way. 

Flash Dancers’ Rudofsky basically characterized me as delusion while the Commie Ho’s 
lawyer Sachs submitted a two page brief with only one derogatory clause: “the flights of fancy in 
Hollander’s pleadings, the florid and offensive language in his brief, and the continuous 
vilification of Shipilina.” Clearly the Ho didn’t want to pay him any more money or sexual 
favors to spend the time drawing up a longer brief with a lengthier litany of opprobrious 
remarks. 

Dubin also brewed into another section of his brief under the misnomer “Facts” the same 
false or half-truth counterclaims and allegations he made in the District Court that were 
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irrelevant there as they are on appeal. The Second Circuit and the District Court during the first 
stage of any case are required to consider only the plaintiffs pleadings, my Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint, as true, not the defendants’ opinions nor their self-serving protestations 
or duplicitous counterclaims and allegations. Dubin included lots of irrelevant material for two 
reasons: one, the chance that it would sway the Second Circuit to uphold Castel’s decision— 
after all, it worked in obtaining a dismissal in the District Court, and two, to trick me into using 
up the limited space in my reply brief to counter his disinfonnation, which would distract the 
judges from the legal issues as did Dubin’s opposition brief. 

Flash Dancers’ brief also threw in lots of irrelevant and disingenuous material to spin 
reality. For example, their attorney Rudofsky actually referred to stripping as “performing” or 
“dancing” and claimed Flash Dancers, that highly profitable bazaar of naked bodies, a law- 
abiding and squeaky-clean operation. Filth was more like it. Not that I have anything against 
dirty girls, such sluts can be fun, but don’t try to convince me that they and they’re pimps are 
doing heaven’s work. 

Rudofsky used audacity to defend his violation of the rules: He criticized me for making 
the motion to delete parts of his brief, even though that’s one of the purposes motions serve in 
the Second Circuit. Rudofsky argued the issues raised by my motion should have been 
addressed in my reply brief, which only confirmed the defense’s strategy to trick me into loading 
up my reply brief with the distractions of their procedural violations. 

Dubin and Rudofsky even resorted to a real sophomoric tactic in their briefs by citing to a 
total of 17 cases without including the specific page in the case to pinpoint the support for the 
position they claimed. This didn’t violate any court rules, but it did breach the system of 
referring to cases that lawyers everywhere in every court in the U.S. use. Why’d they do it? To 
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get away with lying about what the law says. They knew the Second Circuit was not going to 
track down the exact page, so the clerk reading their briefs filled with ad hominems might think, 
gee whiz these defense attorneys must be right about the law because this plaintiff isn’t 
politically correct. 

But of all the tactics that Dubin, Rudofsky and the City’s attorneys for Detective Henning 
used to exploit bureaucratic sloth, the most glaring violation of the rules, and the one that my 
intuition sent me to red alert during the Pre-Argument Conference, was their citing to documents 
not in the Joint Appendix. Fed. R. App. P. § 30(a) & (b), Local Rule § 11(e) and the Second 
Circuit’s on-line instructions for appeals require all parties to reproduce in a joint appendix 
documents to which they wish to direct the Court’s attention. That means if a party cites to a 
document as supporting a statement made in his brief, the party must include the document in the 
joint appendix. Dubin, Rudofsky and the City didn’t do that because they wanted the Second 
Circuit to believe their lies, which was more likely if they made it time consuming and 
inconvenient for the judges and clerks to dig up the documents from the record because then the 
judges and clerks probably wouldn’t bother. The three attorneys even failed to include the 
specific page in a document that they claimed supported their statements in order to make it even 
more unlikely that the Court would check their veracity. My motion called them on their 
violations of the rules to which they responded in truly Orwellian fashion. 

Every joint appendix must contain a copy of the district court’s docket sheet, which is 
just a list of all the legal filings. Dubin actually argued that because the docket sheet in the Joint 
Appendix listed the legal filings that contained the documents he cited in his brief, those 
documents were really in the Joint Appendix. That’s the same as saying all the people listed in 
the Manhattan telephone book are really in that book. Would the Second Circuit Court of 
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Appeals actually buy that? Dubin ended up referring 25 times, usually without giving a specific 
page, to 35 documents, totaling over 380 pages not in the Joint Appendix. Some of the 
documents had even been originally thrown out of the case by the District Court. Dubin also 
tried to justify his end-run around the Joint Appendix by accusing me of a “frivolous attempt to 
shield this Court from reviewing the full record.” Lawyers, like scoundrels and broads, always 
attack those who expose their underhanded conduct. 

Rudofsky took the Russian approach to justify his using documents outside the Joint 
Appendix—he lied. Rudofsky claimed that I “wrongly declined” to include in the Joint 
Appendix “26 documents” that he and Mundy’s lawyers’ had requested. To support this lie, he 
used as an exhibit only the first of four letters detailing the negotiations over the Joint Appendix, 
which was sent before the Pre-Argument Conference in June. That letter from Mundy’s 
attorneys and Rudofsky actually requested 54 separate documents—not 26 as Rudofsky claimed. 

At the Pre-Argument Conference, when the defense lawyers kept unusually silent about 
the documents they wanted in the appendix, I realized I would have to create a record to keep 
them from pulling a fast one. After the Conference, I sent a letter asking whether they had 
finalized the documents they wanted, but they never answered that question, hoping I’d let it ride 
so that later they could claim I never denied their request for so many documents. To head them 
off at the pass, I sent another letter telling them I wasn’t going to include the unnecessary 
documents they wanted. Under Fed. R. App. P. § 30(b)(2), they could still have those documents 
included in the Joint Appendix, but they would have to pay for them. They didn’t and once 
again failed to respond, but it didn’t matter, since I now had a record of my refusing their 
request. 
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Rudofsky also excused the defense’s use of documents not in the Joint Appendix by 
saying Fed. R. App. P. §30(a)(2) states: “Parts of the record may be relied on by the court or the 
parties even though not included in the appendix.” True, but the purpose of that rule is to allow 
the Court leeway to check the full record if it thinks it’s necessary. The rule does not give Dubin 
and Rudofsky an excuse to ignore their obligations under the Court’s procedures or to load up 
the Court with hundreds of pages of irrelevant documents in order to prevent it from taking the 
time to expose their lies and prevarications. 

The defense attorneys disinformation that they falsely claimed was supported by 
hundreds of pages of extraneous documents to which they made no specific page cites, their 
failure to cite to the exact page of some legal cases and the character assassination all played 
together to exploit bureaucratic sloth. Think about how these guys would have operated in The 
Third Reich or the Soviet Union. First they’d label me as an enemy of “right-thinking” people in 
those particular societies—Nazis or Commies. Then they’d throw in a mass of documents and 
cases to which they fail to give specific page cites knowing that the bureaucrats are too lazy to go 
through all the material to confirm or contradict their statements. The bureaucrats in those 
societies, ever obedient to their prime directive to avoid work, would consciously or 
subconsciously rationalize that since I didn’t conform to Nazi or Commie conventions and 
ideology, the defense attorneys were right about what all the documents and cases said. The 
bureaucrats rule in the defendants’ favor and off I go to a concentration camp. In feminarchy 
America, it’s off I go to the poorhouse and social ostracism—no gulag, yet. 

Dubin, Rudofsky, the City and Sachs tried to game the system by picking which rules they 
would follow and which ones they would ignore, it not only wasted everybody’s time, but if 
successful, would make suspect the system of justice in the Second Circuit. 
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The return date of my motion was set at November 8 th , which meant that by the following 
Monday, the 14 th , the Court should make its decision on whether to require those attorneys to 
delete the material that violated the rules. 

During the back and forth of papers on my motion, the defendants even tried to finesse 
the Second Circuit into denying me oral argument. Dubin’s boss sent a letter to the Court that 
“In light of the extensive record before this Court, the number of parties that would have to 
appear and the amount of time having been devoted to defend the plaintiffs claims, it is 
respectfully submitted that a further appearance before this Court is unnecessary.” That I didn’t 
expect and couldn’t figure out why they were bothering. If the defendants didn’t want their 
attorneys to put in the time necessary to prepare for an oral argument, they could simply waive it 
and save the lawyers’ fees. But to try to have the Court deny oral argument for me wouldn’t 
happen. The rules allow any three-judge panel to dispense with all oral arguments in certain 
specific situations, none of which applied here. Also, the Second Circuit generally follows the 
principle of allowing oral argument for any party that wants it. So why bother with the request 
to keep me from making an oral argument? Perhaps they just wanted to increase the pressure by 
eating up my time in opposing their request, since during this period, in addition to making the 
motion to delete parts of their briefs, I was also working on my reply brief. 

As busy as I was in October and early November 2005,1 still went clubbing at least one 
night on the weekend to keep my sanity in this insane society of political correctionalism. One 
of the guys in my salsa class, a member of the Freemasons, started managing Club Havana in the 
Bronx. He and his wife, also a salsa student, invited the class to the Club for a fundraiser to help 
the victims of Hurricane Katrina and its accomplices the Three Stooges: Larry - Governor 
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Blanco; Moe - President Bush; and Curly - Mayor Nagin. Sounded fine to me, not because of 
the do-gooder purpose, but because there would be lots of south of the border chicks. 

My new salsa instructor called me Saturday night to say he and some of his students were 
driving to Club Havana from the upper Westside of Manhattan. Since I lived on the eastside 
further down, it made sense for me to meet them at the Club, and for some reason, I was looking 
forward to a lonely, solitary ride on the Number 6 train to the northern reaches of the Bronx. 

The subway took about an hour, nice and peaceful with few passengers. At my stop, while 
walking down the stairs from the elevated station to the street, the place became vaguely 
familiar. Stopping to look around for a clue as to why, the memory from my unconsciousness 
nagged my waking mind until the answer surfaced. 

Over three decades earlier when I worked in the libraries at Columbia University, I dated 
a co-worker who prior to our playing around used to spit in anger every time she passed a white 
guy, which made me think she must have run out of saliva frequently. She was also about to join 
Farrakhan’s Nation of Islam, which sounded cool to me. I always liked watching Farrakhan’s 
speeches on cable television. This guy had guts and honor, unlike so many others of various 
hues in America who were nothing more than pimps and sellouts. Maybe she would become one 
of those hot chicks dressed in white that guarded Farrakhan during his speeches, but for the time 
being, this good-looking babe in her Afro was with me. My hair was relatively long then, so I 
often freaked her out by running her hand through it, which had an alien texture to her. When 
we started going out together, even riding the bus in Manhattan—not Mississippi in the 1870s, 
but New York City in the 1970s—it put us through an evil eye gauntlet from all the bigots. It 
didn’t matter the neighborhood, both ends of the color spectrum and everyone in the middle 
dissed us. So we spent time by ourselves at her place in the Bronx. 
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During our short romance, I helped instigate and lead a workers’ strike against Columbia 
University. During contract negotiations, our union, Local 1199, had cut a secret deal with 
Columbia in which the union bosses agreed to keep wages low and prevent a strike in return for 
Columbia investing in the union’s pension fund. When we learned about the conspiracy, we 
struck, took over a building in the tradition of 1968, and won, a little bit. Columbia’s President 
“Dollar” Bill McGill seethed with anger over our temerity and the hit to his budget while the 
union maneuvered with my boss in the library to terminate my employment. So what, I thought 
the strike a small victory for justice and felt good about my part in it, but my co-worker 
girlfriend said I acted like a fool by making speeches and leading demonstrations against 
Columbia. So much for the male illusion of impressing girls with victories over injustice and 
arrogance. 

My co-worker was first and foremost a female, and all females want a man to serve them, 
to sacrifice doing what is important for him in order to provide an environment in which he 
abides by their lunatic rules that change with the erratic bubbling of those runaway chemical 
reactions in their bodies. Money is the key, which is why girls are so cheap unless a guy is 
paying. For guys, money is great too, but sometimes a guy gets pretty sore and money doesn’t 
matter anymore. Back then, I was sore at Columbia and the union for violating people’s rights, 
as I was at the RICO defendants in this new millennium when I walked out of that subway 
station. Now, however, I was wiser, knew girls had nothing of value to say to me other than 
“yes” or “no,” and that since 1750, when the world’s population reached one billion, the only 
value girls had was partying. 

Today, the Feminazi media and female pandering politicians always shout about 
pollution, global warming, depletion of resources, illegal immigration, war and the violation of 
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civil rights—but these are just symptoms. The root-cause is overpopulation—too many broads 
having too many babies. Females should choose to exercise some control over their bodies for 
the good of future populations, but that will never happen because most broads only care about 
themselves, which means having children, not creating a valuable life, but to acquire another 
asset. To most girls, kids are just capital that can be cashed in when the mothers are running low 
on the funds they bamboozled, or more accurately bam-boob-zled, from men, or when these 
sanctimonious moms need another sucker because the members of the “fairer sex” finally put 
their husbands in the grave. Men don’t live as long as females because over the passed hundred 
years medical resources have concentrated on extending the lives of broads, so when a girl’s 
main sucker is dead, there’s no better economic substitute than children, who are often easier to 
manipulate. 

Some guys do want children, but usually it’s the girl talking the guy into it. He goes 
along for her sake not realizing the burden of providing and protecting will fall the hardest on 
him. Sure, the Feminazis will argue that’s why they want men’s jobs: to help support the 
family. If that were true, then why do these ardent Feminazis, once they’re married to a 
successful guy, want to leave work in order to raise the children? The key reason Feminazis 
want a man’s job is to increase their chances of meeting a guy with money. Why do you think 
all these hos go to business, law and medical schools—to find an up and coming prospect, or 
when in the work force, one that’s already made it. They use Feminazi propaganda and 
intimidation to gain admission to professional schools or land a job with a high paying company, 
where they can find a sucker, get knocked-up and leave the work force. Their scheme not only 
wastes the resources used to train them but also steals those resources from some man who 
would have used the acquired skills in a long and productive career. It’s the same old story of 
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broads bam-boob-zling men out of money, which in feminarchy America also means jobs, and 
irresponsibly pushing to have children. 

Even the evils caused by overpopulation are more exacerbated by girls than guys. For 
example, most of the stores on Fifth Avenue and lower Broadway cater to females because the 
average girl consumes more fashion goods than the average guy. For broads, fashion changes 
yearly with each season, so to dress themselves as fashionable sex objects requires girls to buy 
the latest in cloths, shoes, handbags and whatever. But next year, the latest is dated, so out it 
goes. The same repeats every year to which is added the tons of makeup washed down the drain 
at the end of every day. Girls end up causing not only more pollution but also a greater depletion 
of resources in order to keep themselves looking fashionable. Since a chief cause of war is when 
one country tries to steal another country’s resources, females are major contributors in that 
deadliest of events for men. Fooks like broads play a bigger role in the evils plaguing the earth 
then they let on. 

Finished with my reminiscing, I turned north towards Club Havana. Eleven at night and 
the streets up here were full of small groups of people hanging out. Didn’t they have some place 
to go? Club Havana was in the basement of a building and fairly large. Inside, I headed to the 
bar but was intercepted. 

“Would you like a drink?” asked this delicious, young Fatina babe holding a tray of 

shots. 

“How much?” 

“It’s free! They’re made of Absolut Vodka,” she said with a Spanish accent. 

Hmmm, my favorite kind of vodka and kind of girl. “Are you sure it’s free?” I asked, 
never believing a girl gave away anything for nothing. 
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“Yes, it’s my job to give away these drinks.” 

“Really?” 

“Yes, believe me.” 

I’ve heard that before, but said, “Okay.” I took a shot, rather good. She started to leave, 
not so fast I thought. “Here’s a tip.” 

“You don’t have to do that.” 

“Quid pro quo.” I always try to let these pretty young things know I’m a lawyer. To 
them it means Benjamin Franklin, as in currency. I added, “You have to make a living don’t 
you?” 

“Yes, thank you.” 

She left to ply her wares elsewhere. Looking around for members from my salsa class, I 
couldn’t find them, so I entertained myself by hitting on a couple of babes and then the Absolut 
girl was back with another drink. I imbibed and tipped some more. 

“So where are you from? 

“I come from Columbia and here for six months with a relative.” 

And off we embarked on a conversation. She was 22, lived in Queens and worked 
promoting Absolut Vodka in clubs, usually Wednesday through Saturday. What else she did for 
money, she didn’t say. I asked her to dance, but she said she couldn’t while working, and off she 
went on her rounds. 

Trying to estimate how many offers she received each night of work and to annualize it, I 
gave up having left my calculator home. My mobile didn’t have one, at least I thought it didn’t, 
maybe it did, but I’d never know. The plethora of services from modern-day electronics short- 
circuits my memory. As long as my mobile rings, which it did just then, that’s all I need. Aki, a 
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Japanese girl from my salsa class, called to say she and the others wouldn’t make it to Club 
Havana because they decided to go to a Dominican club on 167 th Street and Amsterdam Avenue 
that had strippers. 

“I didn’t know you liked female strippers Aki?” 

“I don’t,” she emphatically said, “but they play great salsa there. The guys want to go, so 
I don’t mind. I’ll just dance.” 

As I hung up, the Absolut girl came back to offer me an Absolut t-shirt and a dance. I 
accepted both. Guess the tipping and lawyering worked. 

Dancing salsa is not my strong point, and sometimes I end up with a girl who can dance 
but emphasizes different beats than what I’m familiar with. The Absolut girl could dance, but 
she moved on different beats, so the dance started badly. Then I remembered a trick my salsa 
instructor told me: whenever he had difficulty with a girl’s style and liked her body, he just held 
her close—years ago it was called the grind. So I held her close barely feeling the thin dress 
between us and ground against her stomach and firm young thighs that wielded a truly dangerous 
power. Once again, I was on the ropes. Her face looked young and innocent, but her body told a 
different story. She knew how to use sex to get what she wanted. So do the Feminazis, but they 
use it as an accusation rather than a lure. But whether with the normal girl or Feminazis, for 
females, it’s always about sex. 

Two allegories will demonstrate the point: 

A girl rips open her blouse, juts out her bare balloons and says to a guy, “You don’t get to 
touch these unless you give me a car!” 
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Another girl rips open her blouse to show her naked breasts and says, “Talk dirty to me, 
touch me!” So the typical guy does, and then the girl says, “Give me a car or I’ll sue you for 
sexual harassment and offensive remarks.” 

In the first case its solicitation, in the second extortion, but either way the broad gets the 
car because of T & A power. 

After my dance with the Absolut girl, she handed me some words that were nice to listen 
to and gave me her telephone number. Watching her walk back to work, I thought that all the 
academic hubbub over the purpose of females wasn’t nuclear physics. Just look at what a girl’s 
body is built for. No sense using a car to sail the seas, a plane to drive the highways, a boat to fly 
the skies or a girl for anything but partying. 

Later on, we flirted some more, and I caught the Number 6 local back to Manhattan at 
three in the morning. Early in the week, I called her, left a message, she called back and we set a 
date for the Copa. She ended up canceling, saying a job came up in a club in Westchester 
County. Maybe yes, maybe no, maybe rain, maybe snow. Perhaps, I should have tried one more 
time, but her work schedule just didn’t jive with mine. She wouldn’t be lonely, and a month 
later, I saw her at LQ with some Latin guy. Good for her, if he was rich. 

I like You (A Lot) 

In my Reply Brief to the defense attorneys’ opposition briefs, I mainly countered their 
legal arguments and interpretations rather than bogging down my Reply refuting their false 
allegations of fact for which they referred to the extraneous documents never included in the 
Joint Appendix. Their factual lies and deceptions didn’t go unchallenged; rather I relegated my 
exposure of their mendacity to a footnote at the end. Sure the facts weren’t relevant on a Rule 
12(b)(6) motion to dismiss, but in case the Court wanted the truth, it was there in the footnote. 
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The defense attorneys again tried to rewrite my Complaint to support their legal 
arguments. They claimed my Complaint did not state that I had suffered injury to my business or 
financial interests but only personal harm, such as emotional distress. Under civil RICO, a 
plaintiff cannot recover for personal injuries including stress, broken legs or even death. The 
defense attorneys knew, but tried to hide, that the personal injuries stated in my Complaint 
resulted from the non-RICO causes of action that were also brought against the defendants. The 
defense was trying to deceive the Court by calling all the injuries personal, which they weren’t 
and the Complaint didn’t say they were. The defense lawyers also tried to use cases that didn’t 
apply to my situation to argue the harm caused me was speculative. But their cases all concerned 
damages that might occur in the future. The harm to my business and financial interests had 
already happened. 

On the proximate cause issue, the defense said I was not the specific target of any of the 
RICO acts nor did the defendants specifically intend any of the harm that befell me. Civil RICO 
does not require specifically intended targets or harm. If it did, there could be the absurd result 
that one could be liable under RICO for destroying a shop only if one aimed a bomb at it, but not 
if one aimed at the shop’s key executives, missed and hit the shop by accident destroying it, or if 
one aimed at the key executives who happened to be in the shop at the time. 

Besides, if I wasn’t a target of the defendants’ intended harm then who’d they trick into 
sponsoring and paying for the Commie Ho’s fraudulently obtained immigration visa, who did 
they con into paying for her flight to America, who were they attempting to coerce into lying to 
the INS that included bringing a fraudulent restraining order against, whose witnesses did they 
intimidate into not providing information to the New York State court, who’d they cost 
thousands of dollars to defend against a false arrest and for whom did they increase the expenses 
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of the RICO action by attempting to obstruct it? All that was aimed at me and intended to make 
justice too costly to pursue and thereby protect the defendants. 

The defense attorneys even tried to cover up some of the dumber errors of the District 
Court. For example, Dubin claimed the District Court’s Maginot Line irrelevant and even 
argued that my actions on and after August 2000 caused the injuries I suffered before that date. 
Guess he had been reading too much Lewis Carroll where cause and effect are reversed. 

The defense attorneys also raised a few issues not addressed by the District Court and 
misstated the law, as usual, even when the Second Circuit and Supreme Court had explicitly 
rejected what they were contending. Dubin claimed RICO only applied to criminal associations 
that would continue to exist if all their criminal activities stopped. That’s not the law in the 
Second Circuit, but even if it was, the Russian mafia controls legitimate businesses, so if it 
ceased all criminal activities, it would still exist. Rudofsky argued that all RICO allegations 
must include greater detail than normally required in a complaint even though the Supreme Court 
ruled that’s true for only certain RICO crimes, such as mail and wire fraud. 

What a way for attorneys to practice, ignore the cases and just make up whatever serves 
their interests of the moment. My Reply ended with “The modus operandi of the defense 
attorneys is clear: misrepresent the law and the allegations, add a good measure of demeaning, 
denigrating, defaming, demonizing and dissing the plaintiff, and presto, their opponent has no 
rights left that the government will recognize. It’s worked so far.” 

The week after filing my Reply, I hit a club called Temple on 52 nd Street between 
Broadway and Eighth Avenue. My salsa instructor was promoting the club, so I showed early 
enough to get in for free—a rare occurrence for a guy in New York City. Most clubs let girls in 
for free up to midnight—the witching hour—or 1 AM, but guys almost always have to pay. 
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Clearly a violation of the civil rights of men, and if I had the time and money, I’d bring a class 
action suit against the clubs that do it. 

Girls naturally love the preferential treatment. They steal a guy’s job, get into a club for 
free and then expect him to buy them drinks. Chicks make up over 50% of the labor force, and 
control well over 50% of the nation’s wealth that they earned the hard way—they married it. In 
virtually every urban center in America, girls in their twenties, the only ones worth partying 
with, make more than guys in the same age group. So who’s oppressed? Females claim they 
are, so affirmative action should apply to them. Not unless they were raised in a trailer park, and 
most of them weren’t, although most of them act like they were. 

Temple was near empty, 10:30 PM and only a few people, not uncommon for City clubs. 
A buddy from my salsa class and I hung around the bar hitting on the bannaid. Then my sensors 
turned me around to spy two young, hot looking, tall brunettes standing patiently together 
waiting for the party to begin. Coming up with a line, I moved in their direction. When I got 
within the range of my contact lens, I saw they were twins—all right! They responded, a little 
shy at first, but as we talked, I began to feel as the quarry rather than the hunter. Each of them 
took up a position at a 45 degree angle to my right and left, a “V’ pattern, with me almost 
cornered. Okay, they can devour me; they were pretty and tall in their high heels. Both went to 
Columbia College, majored in chemistry, which reminded me of cooking, had turned twenty-one 
in September, the same month as my birthday, although I hadn’t seen 21 for decades, and came 
from a town in the Catskills in upstate New York. A town I used to pass every summer as a kid 
and later as a teenager when heading to the family cabin in the mountains. 

These two were a trip. They turned their high beams on in a coordinated assault on my 
senses. One picked up the conversation as the other left off, sometimes in mid-sentence, and 
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they giggled like little girls simultaneously as though on cue. Was it possible that somehow their 
two minds were metaphysically one? A couple of my childhood buddies were twins, but they 
didn’t have the synchronicity of these two. Did they read each other’s mind or somehow live 
each other’s life. I liked them immediately—a lot. Tried for their telephone numbers, but they 
weren’t giving, so reluctantly they provided me their emails. Part of my hustle included talking 
up my salsa class about which they expressed interest when I mentioned there were usually more 
guys than girls. It was then I realized I knew these girls or, more accurately, girls like them. 

They were the girls I had chased all those summers in the Catskills. Girls who grew up in that 
part of New York had an openness about boys. I still remember this one ten year old girl from 
upstate answering when asked what she liked to do: “Chase boys!” Unlike Feminazis, the girls 
up there liked boys and refrained from blaming guys for all the vagaries of life. 

We talked on and off during the evening, even danced once until they turned and walked 
away at exactly the same moment. Oh, well, I had gotten their email addresses, and had agreed 
to send them the information on my instructor’s salsa class. Don’t remember too much more of 
that evening, but a buddy from salsa mentioned I was making out with some tall black chick. To 
which I asked, “Was she good looking?” He said yes, and I believed him but couldn’t find any 
number or email other than the Twins. My short term memory only recalled a black chick 
calling me her nemesis, but was she the one? At least it wasn’t the blonde I danced with whose 
pheromones invited men to run their hands all over her. She was with two guys who looked like 
paying customers. 

The Twins responded to my email about the salsa class and gave me one of their mobile 
numbers. They were in the middle of finals, so couldn’t start the class until after the Christmas 
break, but finals didn’t keep them from going clubbing on the weekends. One Saturday Mark, 
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his younger brother, Chanan, and I met them at Deep after running into a familiar problem at the 
door of City nightclubs that girls don’t. On the Internet, clubs sometimes advertise free or 
reduced admission for guys before some early hour such as 11 PM. The ads tell a guy to sign up 
for a “Guest List” or printout a pass from the club’s website to take advantage of the bargain. 

The three of us showed at Deep at 10:45 PM, nearly the first in line, presented our passes for free 
admission before 11 PM and “Sorry, these are no longer good,” the bouncer says. 

Chanan wasn’t buying this, “What do you mean? We just printed them off your website 
not an hour ago. Your policies changed since then?” 

“Management has instructed me that these pass are no longer good. You’ll have to pay 

$15.” 

“That’s not fair,” Chanan continued. How can you advertise one thing, and then switch it 
when people show up because of your advertisement.” 

The lawyer in me chimed in, “It’s called bait and switch.” 

“Yeah,” Chanan replied. “They trick you into coming all the way down here to their club 
and then change the deal. That’s not right.” 

The bouncers were apologetic, since they were just following the manager’s orders, but 
to go inside would cost us $15 each. We paid, because, I had arranged to meet the Twins inside, 
who, being girls, were able to enter through the back door for free. This bait and switch directed 
only at guys was a common tactic among the clubs. The China Club had pulled the same stunt 
on us earlier in the year. This wasn’t going to happen again. When I go to a club now, I bring 
along a copy of the City’s Consumer Affairs Department rules prohibiting false advertising. The 
Department licenses all these joints, and violation of the rules can result in suspension of their 
licenses. 
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Deep had two floors, lots of space and, as the night wore on, plenty of friendly chicks. 

We ran into the Twins and Mark and I started dancing with them. Chanan, a professional Hip- 
Hop dancer, started doing his thing by himself. He didn’t need to ask girls to dance because 
when they saw him hip-hoping, a few always gathered around to watch, and one or two would 
start dancing, or rubbing their bodies against him, usually their derrieres against his crotch. 

Some of these club chicks sure liked dancing doggy-style. Time for me to leam that dance as 
delusions of being a babe magnet danced in my head. The Twins nicknamed Chanan “Dancer 
Man.” 

A couple of weeks later, Mark called. “I’ve been looking at your resume and thinking for 
the passed few days about a way for you to make some money out of the hell you’ve been going 
through for the last, what is it, six years?” 

“Yeah, it’s pretty close to six years. What’s the idea?” 

“Go public with a website. What you’re always saying about the feminists and how 
they’ve twisted the system against men is what most men are thinking, but wouldn’t say publicly 
for fear of losing their jobs or being sued. You can take what’s happened to you and become a 
lightning rod for men against the feminists. With your resume, you have the credibility to do 
that.” 

The moment I heard Mark’s idea, I knew I was going to do it. As Supreme Court Justice 
Brandeis observed, “sunlight is the most powerful of all disinfectants.” The gears of the universe 
clicked together. By pulling open the curtains, I could expose the sophistry of Feminazism, 
which had enabled sluts like my ex-wife to commit crimes with impunity, and the Feminazis real 
desire to create a tyranny over men. 
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“So how would this work?” I asked, feeling the excitement of another battle on the 
horizon. 

“You set up a website. Write articles for it and publish on the site the story about the Ho 
that you’ve been writing. You can even serialize the story to keep people coming back to see 
what happens next. Visitors to the site can make comments or start their own discussions about 
the articles or the story. It’s called an interactive website. You might even expand into 
providing legal advice to men on how to defend themselves against the feminists. And the way 
you make money, is to ask for donations. On the site would be a “Donate” button a viewer could 
click that would take him to PayPal for making a contribution.” 

“This sounds good. I’m running out of money, and my attempts to find a book publisher 
went nowhere.” 

“So publish it yourself. Go directly to the men on your side. There are guys all over the 
country who feel the way you do. You can be their voice and they’ll support you. Guys will be 
able to register for the website anonymously, if they want, say what they want and contribute.” 

“Right, the men in America, especially the white guys, are too intimidated by the 
Feminazis to take back their rights. I can be their point man.” 

“Exactly, but you’ll take a lot of heat for it.” 

“Wouldn’t be any worse than what I’ve been going through, screw those Feminazis. If 
broads can’t love you, they might as well hate you.” 

Over the next month, Mark and another of his brothers helped me refine the concept of 
the site and how viewers could participate. It took me another few months to set the site up, in 
part, because creating web pages weren’t up my alley. My old class action RICO site was 
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replaced with the new anti-Feminazi assault but kept the same Internet address: www.been- 
scammed.com. 

Girls! Girls! Girls! 

In early December 2005, a guy in my salsa class told me about a Hip-Hop class he was 
taking at Broadway Dance Center. Never heard of the place, but here was my chance to try to 
learn Hip-Hop. The moment I walked into the Beginner’s Hip-Hop class, I felt like a kid in a 
candy store. The room was packed with around 45 pretty young babes displaying various bare 
sections of their breasts, legs, stomachs and lower abdomens. Most of their pants or shorts were 
skin-tight around the ass through which showed the straps of their thongs for the ones who wore 
any undies. Of the five or six guys in the class, all were gay, except for my buddy and me, no 
competition here, and I was the only gray-haired Benjamin Franklin in the place. This was too 
good to be true as a grin swept over my face, but it got better. 

The class lasted ninety minutes and was as tough a workout as martial arts only no 
cracked ribs. During the first half, our instructor Bev B, a hot looking black chick with a great 
smile, ran us through warm-up drills. One had us doing a body roll leaning back with arms 
stretched in front and then bending forward at the waist, arms behind with our faces looking 
straight ahead. I found myself gazing into the rear end of a young babe in tight pants that 
outlined the source of every young girl’s power inches from my face. If I ever have a heart 
attack, I hope it happens in class during that exercise, so I can fall face first into some young 
babe’s booty. Once in the middle of that drill, the voluptuous Latina in front of me stood up in 
surprise with her hand on one cheek as though someone had grabbed her rear—must have been 
my astral body. 


152 



After the warm-up, Bev taught us a routine by repeating the steps a few times and then 
moving on to new ones. As she built the routine, the class became hotter and hotter, the girls 
sweated more and more, parts of breasts and abdomens glistened, adrenalin and endorphins 
pumped through brains while the pheromones of these overheated pretty young things filled the 
air. These cold and distant candy bonbons began melting on their shelves. Hitting on one during 
a break, she smiled and replied with sweet sounding words. How could she not with all those 
drugs pumping in her brain and me one of only two heterosexual guys in the class. This was too 
easy for meeting chicks, although physically, I barely made it through the class. I thanked Bev, 
clearly one of those few teachers who cared about her students, and left the room to hit on some 
other hot-sweaty girl watching another class. 

The classrooms at Broadway Dance Centre all had big windows on the inside that 
allowed other students outside the classrooms to watch a class. Students stood two and three 
deep around these windows or sat in chairs arranged for viewing. The reason for this escaped 
me, since most the guys there weren’t hunting chicks. Maybe it was just the thing to do. Fine 
with me, since it made my hunt easier by congregating game in a small place—not unlike a 
watering hole on the African savannah. It also gave me lots of opening lines: “Oh, what class is 
this?” “Would you tell me what room number this is, I’m wearing my contacts and can’t read 
the number although I can see the girls?” That usually got a laugh. A variation on that theme, 
“Would you help me? I’m trying to find a number on my pre-millennium mobile but can’t read 
the names because I have my contacts in.” “So how do you tell what dance style this is? I 
haven’t been able to distinguish dances since law school.” That made them think I had money 
and often got a laugh. “Are you a professional dancer? No. You could have fooled me.” That 
one worked really well on the teenagers, since a lot of professional dancers went to Broadway 
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Dance and every teenybopper girl dreams of being discovered. Sometimes, however, I couldn’t 
distinguish the teenyboppers from the twenty-somethings—a confusion that didn’t bother me a 
bit. Anyway, the lines, like girls, were overflowing. As Elvis Presley once sang: “Girls, big and 
brassy, girls, small and sassy, just give me one of each kind, I’m just a red blooded boy.” 

Nearly every Friday, I went to Hip-Hop, fairly often got a number, and after a while, girls 
whom I hadn’t hit on would walk into class and give me a knowing smile that said they knew 
why I was there. Some months later, I learned that my instructor Bev B was famous in the dance 
world. She had danced with and choreographed Kool & The Gang, Janet Jackson and Salt & 
Pepa—very impressive. She also carried the title Reverend, which explained that tough Gospel 
Church like compassion she had for others. Maybe I should have met her twenty years ago. The 
human heart often yearns for salvation, but I’ve learned since never to trust the heart again. My 
approach to heaven and hell is purely that of a lawyer or businessman—I hedge my bets. 

Since my philosophies don’t cover everything in the universe and what they do may not 
be right, I’ve accounted for the possibility of a heaven and a hell. The management structure of 
hell will logically have the worst at the top, the angel who rebelled, with a chain of command 
descending through those of lesser evil down to folk who arguably shouldn’t be there at all. Just 
as in America or a banana republic, those who commit greater crimes lord over those who 
perpetrated minor ones. Unlike Dante’s vision that inverted the structure of hell to serve the plot 
of his story in castigating his worldly enemies, a top down management structure makes the only 
sense for hell or any organization devoted to destruction, like the military. Those better at 
carrying out an organization’s purpose will logically occupy positions of more authority. The 
commander-in-chief in hell is not about to be told what to do by a second lieutenant sitting on a 
higher ledge. So the more evil the person, the higher up the management ladder he’s placed. My 


154 



task then is to insert myself in the management structure at just the right level where I’ll have 
direct authority over those whom I want to torment for eternity: Feminazis, the rich, my parents 
and the Ho. Not an easy chore considering the depravity of my enemies, but possible. However, 
if there is no hell, then it doesn’t matter. 

The Saturday after my first Hip-Hop class, surprisingly, I could still move, so Mark and I 
went to a party in Williamsburg given by a girl to whom I had introduced him. Not much of an 
introduction, I saw this tall blonde with a hot body in a crowded bar and started talking to her 
about something I can’t remember. She was friendly, but not my type, so I moved on. Later, 
when she walked by me on her way out for a smoke, I introduced her to Mark. Turned out she 
was stripper. 

She and her three female roommates were throwing a party. Oh boy, I fantasized; they’ll 
probably invite lots of hokettes. But I should have listened to the Twins who said that when girls 
host parties, they make sure there are always a lot more guys than girls. The Twins were right. 
What a waste that party. Half the night was spent hustling two plain looking girls who at the end 
of my efforts turned out to be lesbians, the other half arguing with a Feminazi and the third-half 
fondling a French tart trying to convince me that “love” was not a scam invented by females to 
manipulate guys. 

“Someone must have hurt you,” she said. How many times have I heard that, which 
meant you just met the wrong girl, the rest of us are really decent human beings, like me. 
Baloney, most girls are created in the image of Mary Magdalene—a prostitute. 

“You’re right,” I answered. “Let’s start with the Nazi Ho, my mother, and work our way 
through all the girls I went out with down to the Commie Ho, my ex-wife.” I thought but didn’t 
say, “It’s hos all the way down on my journey to hell.” Instead I told this French hokette, “To 
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girls, ‘love’ means a scheme to get what they want from men. For them, it’s very real and of the 
utmost importance, as are frauds to criminals. When a girl says, ‘I love you,’ she’s really saying 
‘I’m tricking you.’” 

She did a quick 180 and returned to a back room to resume making out with the same guy 
she had left earlier to flirt with me. Guess the flirtation helped her ego or was it genetic. All 
humans are promiscuous; otherwise, we wouldn’t have survived, and the more promiscuous the 
person, the more likely their gene for playing around was passed on to future generations. But 
only girls are hos. Hos use sex and its accoutrements to get something, usually consumer goods 
but also status or an underserved advantage. For them, sex is a weapon to shakedown guys; it’s a 
means to an end. For guys sex is fun, a recreational end, but not a means. The French tart 
realized she wouldn’t be sexploiting me any time soon, so she returned to her first sucker. 

There once was a time in America when hos were kept in their place: brothels, strip 
clubs and backdoor rendezvous. But, now, with the Feminazis either running the media or 
intimidating it into toting their propaganda, all these low-lying, four-flushing sluts are considered 
victimized saints. Take that whore who married Prince Charles. She hos this guy, she hos that 
guy, and her life style finally lands her dead in a car crash. She’s a slut, but the media blames 
Prince Charles and turns her into a saint while some sappy song about her out sells the classic 
Christmas tune “White Christmas.” 

It’s always men who are at fault in the Western media and girls the Pollyanna victim. 

No one ever dares mention that the real fault rests with the lies the Feminazis feed girls growing 
up today. They teach girls to put themselves on a pedestal, not of femininity, but one of 
superiority to men in strength, courage, independence and toughness, which, when coupled with 
the Feminazi belief that girls have a universal right, almost an obligation, to give free reign to 
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their whims and desires, puts these girls in dangerous situations that an evolutionarily correct girl 
would avoid. The Feminazis have socialized young girls into believing they are Super Girls, 
gave them capes, but when the girls try to fly in the real world, they can’t. It’s the she-male 
princess syndrome: all the sex appeal of Aphrodite but stronger than Hercules, an illusion that 
works only in Hollywood. 

Please Mr. Postman 

The Second Circuit scheduled oral argument on my appeal for the following month of 
January 2006. The defense attorney’s had failed to weasel the Court into denying me 10 minutes 
to argue my case and answer the judges questions. Not much time, but that’s generally all the 
time allotted each side. The Court’s decision on my motion to throw out parts of the defendants’ 
briefs for violating the procedural rules still hadn’t come down, which presented a problem. 
Preparation for oral argument always depends on the content of the papers before the Court. If 
sections of some of the defense briefs were going to be deleted, it would help to know that 
before oral argument; otherwise, both sides would have to spend extra time preparing to deal 
with those sections before the three judges who would hear the argument. Logic dictated that the 
panel of judges should make a decision on my motion beforehand. But, then again, I was 
dealing with the Second Circuit. 

Contacting the administrative lawyer in the Civil Appeals Management Office of the 
Court, I asked what was going on with my motion. He told me the panel could make a decision 
on my motion anytime they wanted, whether before or after oral argument. This sounded too 
arbitrary, so I checked the rules but couldn’t find any requiring the Court to decide motions 
promptly, although according to th q Appeals to the Second Circuit, p. 50 (8 th ed, 1997) published 
by the Committee on Federal Courts of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York, most 
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motions are decided within a week of the return date, which for my motion had long since come 
and gone. Something didn’t fit. The motion papers weren’t that long and the defense attorneys’ 
violations clear—no complex issues involving grey areas of the law, so why not make a decision 
now? As with so much else in this story, I knew the workings of the universe would eventually 
reveal the answer. 

New Year’s Eve and Mark and I decided to go hunting at the Copa, even though I had a 
nagging premonition that something unpleasant would happen. Before we entered the club, I 
told Mark about my foreboding to which he said, “Stay alert.” The Copa was packed, lots of 
single chicks hoping guys would hit on them so that they wouldn’t feel like losers being alone on 
New Year’s Eve. Fine, we were happy to help them out. We walked around, hit on some 
chicks, danced with them, went looking for some more, split up and I went to the bar for another 
drink. While standing behind a short stocky guy and his very hot Latina date, the guy seemed 
somewhat edgy. Maybe she was ragging on him. Waiting for the bannaid, I checked this guy’s 
date out—she was nice, but I wasn’t about to hit on her. Unlike some guys, I didn’t believe in 
interfering with another guy’s hustle. Just then, the short guy pushes back into me. Okay it was 
crowded, and I let it go, one of the usual minor run-ins in New York clubs. Then he does it a 
second time, which seemed intentional. What’s with this guy, I didn’t say a word to his girl. 

Was he reading my mind? 

On the metaphysical side of my life, I can often sense something bad coming my way, 
possess the ability to divine water with a forked-stick and, at times, can apparently project my 
thoughts. Was the overflow of my paranonnaling lust for this guy’s girl splashing into his mind? 
Who knew, who cared, but I told the guy not to push me again. Naturally, with his girl there he 
had to and did. I moved to my left, he turned to face me, and I gave him an open hand martial 
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arts strike to the throat. He retreated about five feet holding his neck, trying to breathe normally. 
Suddenly the area around me wasn’t crowded anymore. His hot chica then tries a right forward 
kick with her high heel to my groin. Broads always go for the most vulnerable spots, but they 
should stick with assaults of emotional distress and duplicity in which they use their tongues as 
guns. They’re too lame when trying to physically hurt a man. Barely paying attention to her, I 
easily dodged her kick. My focused on the guy, waiting for him to recoup and charge into the 
front thrust kick I had planned. Just then Mark appears out of nowhere and pulls me away from 
the scene in the blink of an eye. Good he had my back for the bouncers were probably on their 
way. We continued our carousing and I finally left the Copa around three in the morning and 
Mark at five. All around, an enjoyable New Year’s Eve. 

During January, while preparing for oral argument, all the defense attorneys waived their 
right to oral argument—they weren’t going to show, including the Bank of Cyprus that never 
even submitted a brief. Attorneys never do this. Although oral argument is short, it often 
clarifies the case forjudges and sometimes even changes their minds. Fonner Supreme Court 
Justice William Brennan once said: 

“Oral argument is the absolutely indispensable ingredient of appellate advocacy. Often 
my whole notion of what a case is about crystallizes at oral argument. This happens even though 
I read all the briefs before oral argument. Often my idea of how a case shapes up is changed by 
oral argument. Oral argument with us is a Socratic dialogue between Justice and Counsel.” 

Socratic dialogue means the judges ask the lawyers questions about the case and the law to 

which the answers help the judges reach a decision. 

So why were the defense attorneys foregoing oral argument? What did they know that I 
didn’t? Was the fix in? Had someone slipped crucial information to the defense lawyers? Had 
the appeal already been decided in favor of the defendants, which was why the Court ignored my 
motion to delete parts of their briefs? Whatever it was—something had happened. This was not 
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how appeals in the federal courts were suppose to proceed, maybe in state courts in the rural 
south, but definitely not the Court of Learned Hand and Henry Friendly, two great judges who 
had sat on the Second Circuit Court of Appeals. Decisions aren’t made until after the oral 
argument, which is why lawyers don’t skip oral argument. Was the Court just going through the 
motions of allowing me an oral argument that was meaningless because the decision had already 
been made? If so, that wasn’t only unfair, but a violation of my due process rights under the 
Constitution of America. Then again, this was no longer America, for men that is. 

In the Second Circuit, every panel of judges has a presiding judge who usually writes the 
opinions for the cases a panel hears. Normally, the Second Circuit keeps secret until a few 
weeks before oral argument all the judges hearing a case so as to prevent any undue influence or 
attorneys slanting their arguments towards a particular judge or judges. In my case, however, 
because of my motion to delete parts of the defendants’ brief, I learned, and so did the Russian 
mafia defendants, on November 3, 2005 that the presiding judge on the panel deciding my case 
was Sonia Sotomayor. At the time, I didn’t care who she was, and wasn’t going to tailor my 
argument for any Second Circuit judge. Why bother? The Second Circuit, contrary to the intent 
of Congress and Supreme Court decisions, exhibits a distinct animosity toward civil RICO cases. 
It made no sense to cater to that Court, since my only legal hope, as it had been from the 
beginning, was the Supreme Court. But because of the recent bizarre events of the Court 
ignoring my motion and the defendants’ waiver of oral argument, I decided to do a little research 
on Sotomayor. 

Back then, before our first female president, Barack Obama, made Sotomayor a Supreme 
Court Justice in accordance with the Peter Principle, Sotomayor was 52 years old, prime age for 
a Feminazi, born in a housing project in the South Bronx with Puerto Rican ancestry. She 
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graduated Yale Law School, but so did Billy-Bob Clinton, and neither made it through with 
honors. She worked as an Assistant District Attorney in Manhattan, not very prestigious for a 
graduate of Yale or any law school. In 1984, she joined the nondescript law firm of Pavia & 
Harcourt, which recruited lawyers fluent in Spanish, Italian, French and Portuguese, and 
eventually became a partner. In 1992, President Bush Sr. made her a district court judge, and in 
1998 she landed on the Second Circuit Court of Appeals, thanks to Hillary Clinton who pretty 
much determined President Clinton’s judicial appointments. 

Sotomayor, as with all federal judges, was appointed—not elected—for life. The Wall 
Street Journal and a number of Senators opposed her elevation to the Second Circuit because 
she’s a judicial activist. Sotomayor believes judges have the right to change the law in 
accordance with their own personal views regardless of what Congress or the electorate says. 

It’s a “Judges Know Best” philosophy and contrary to the U.S. Constitution’s separation of 
powers where Congress makes the laws, not the courts. The founding fathers knew from looking 
at European monarchies that when the different functions of state power are concentrated, the 
wielders usually abuse it. In order to avoid America becoming another country ruled by princes 
and princesses, the U.S. Constitution adopted the principle of the Massachusetts Constitution 
written by John Adams: 

“In the government ... the legislative department shall never exercise the executive and judicial 
powers, or either of them; the executive shall never exercise the legislative and judicial powers, 
or either of them; the judicial shall never exercise the legislative and executive powers, or either 
of them: to the end it may be a government of laws not of men. 

Sotomayor apparently believes that last word “men” doesn’t apply to females or princesses. 

Activist judges, such as Sotomayor, probably consider themselves in the vanguard of a 
class struggle where the separation of powers interferes with their vision of society, so usurping 
the power of the legislature is justified. Whenever government officials succeed in grabbing 
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more than their allotted share of state power, they become less accountable for their actions 
because citizens begin to fear stopping them. As bureaucrats continue to exercise power they 
shouldn’t, they may reach the point where there’s no one left in society with the courage to call 
them to account, and then, they can do pretty much what they please. For these activist 
bureaucrats like Sotomayor, every grab for power is facially justified with some lame rationale, 
such as the Feminazis claiming passed oppression at the hands of men. Why do you think 
Sotomayor ruled against those Connecticut firemen—a ruling that the Supreme Court eventually 
over turned? They were all men. Then again, maybe she was just angry that nobody had invited 
her to her high school senior prom. 

Once any group corners the market on state power, than the government and its 
bureaucrats become something to fear as in Nazi Germany, the Soviet Union and, today, in 
feminarchy America. The key to liberty, as Montesquieu said decades before the American and 
French revolutions, is that “government should be set up so that no man need be afraid of 
another” or of a female during the wrong time of the month or on menopause, but such is no 
longer the case for men in the U.S. 

Sotomayor’s seizing of legislative power earned her the “Court Jester Award” from the 
Family Research Counsel when she ruled in 1998 that a female, who had failed the New York bar 
exam several times, could take it again and have additional time to complete the exam because 
she was a slow reader. Sotomayor rewrote the Americans with Disabilities Act to reach the 
absurd result of applying the statute to a girl who had previously earned a Ph.D., J.D. and passed 
other exams, such as the LSAT and GRE, without being given any special treatment. Thanks to 
judicial legislating, preferential treatment for females and in the spirit of unfairness to others, the 
girl took the bar exam again, was given extra time and promptly flu nk ed it again. 
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Despite Sotomayor’s less than stellar record as a jurist, her sex and Latin heritage has 
caused political correctionalist politicians, pandering for female and immigrant votes, to win her 
a spot on the U.S. Supreme Court. Another example of the propaganda of soma induced 
delusions replacing reality in America. Had Gore or Kerry been elected, she might have made it 
there by the time of my appeal—good for me, bad for the country. As a Supreme Court Justice 
she sees herself as speaking “in a female ... voice” and admits “our experiences as women ... 
affect our decisions.” So much for justice being blind. 

When I arrived at the Court for oral argument in the morning on Thursday, January 26, 
2006,1 was surprised to see the lead defense lawyer Dubin there but the presiding judge 
Sotomayor not, although she would likely write the opinion. Perhaps the onset of menopause 
was making it tough for her to concentrate, so she took the day off, or perhaps the case, as I now 
felt, had already been decided, and she didn’t want to waste her time. 

To Dubin, I asked, “What are you doing here? I thought you had waived argument.” 

“We did,” he answered. “I just wanted to watch.” 

Mumbling to myself, “Watch, watch what? There’s nothing to watch.” Another move 
by the defense that made no sense, since Dubin’s clients, Mundy, Petrovich and their law firm, 
were not going to pay him to watch me talk, unless he was here to make sure the Court stayed 
fixed. 

The clerk called my case before the two judges who at least were men. 

Normally in oral argument, a lawyer starts with a prepared statement of the arguments as 
to why the Court should rule in his favor, and after a couple of sentences, the judges interrupt to 
ask the questions that occurred to them while reading the appeal briefs. Since my intuition told 
me this was probably just a show hearing, I chose a different tack, and started by arguing my 
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motion to delete parts of the defendants’ briefs. That would allow me to accuse the Second 
Circuit of discriminating against me by not deciding the motion before oral argument. 

“Good morning your honors. I’m Roy Den Hollander the pro se plaintiff versus certain 
Russian mafiosos, members, cohorts and confederates of the Russian mafia. In November, I put 
in a motion to strike certain sections of the briefs of the Russian mafia defendants for violating 
the Federal Rules of Procedure and the Local Rules of this Court for including irrelevancies, ad 
hominems and failing to cite to specific pages. Another reason for the motion was to avoid using 
the limited space in my reply brief to deal with the defendants continuing litigation of personal 
destruction and disinformation and to counter their citing to 380 pages in their briefs that are not 
in the Joint Appendix. They had an opportunity to include those documents in the Appendix but 
they declined to. The defendants used those documents to castigate me and to avoid arguing on 
the merits and to overburden this Court. I put in this motion to strike their references to those 
documents, some of which were excluded by the District Court, but nothing has happened. My 
view is that I have been treated unfairly because this motion has not been decided even now.” 

To which one judge said in his deep voice, “It’s a very common thing for motions of that 
nature not to be decided prior argument because the panel very frequently feels it will be in a 
better position to understand what’s pertinent to the case at the time of argument. It’s often quite 
difficult to deal with a motion like that well in advance, and it’s not uncommon at all that such a 
motion is simply put aside to be dealt with as part of the case in its entirety and that happened 
here.” 

No way, I thought to myself. The motion was for the defendants violating the rules of 
procedure in the Second Circuit; it didn’t deal with the pertinent legal issues of the appeal of the 
District Court’s decision. The defendants cited to documents not in the Joint Appendix, engaged 
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in character assassination and failed to give specific page cites. It was all there in black and 
white in their briefs. What’s there to understand about pertinence to the case? There is none, 
that’s why parts of the defendants’ briefs violate the rules. 

I responded, “Ooookay, my view then is that the defendants violated my rights and they 
got away with it.” 

The same judge rationalized, “There’s a lot of gamesmanship that goes on in litigation. 

To some extent litigation is about gamesmanship, there are strategies that lawyers use and 
sometimes they succeed in taking advantage of an adverse party by doing it. But in any case we 
are here to hear your appeal and would be interested in hearing you on that.” 

Unbelievable, this Second Circuit judge was condoning the violation of the rules of this 
Court and every other Court of Appeals in the country, but I euphemized my response. 

“I agree with that your honor, attorneys try for advantages over their opponents, but when 
the rules of procedure say what you are doing violate those rules and my due process rights, I 
believe the Court should be more timely on ruling on a motion such as that.” 

Then I switched gears, “Now as far as the substance of my appeal are there any 
questions?” That caught them flat-footed. Judges always have questions for oral argument but 
not these and not for me. 

So I started through the list of the District Court’s legal errors and accused it of re-writing 
my Complaint. Even raised the issue from my brief where I called Castel a liar when he claimed 
I never requested to amend my Complaint if it was dismissed. 

“I asked FIVE TIMES that if the District Court ruled against me and threw me out that I 
would have an opportunity to amend.” To emphasize my point, I stepped aside from the podium 
and raised my open hand with five fingers out stretched. “Five times I asked that. The judge 
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said I never asked for it.” Then I paused for the judges to slam me for calling Castel a liar in my 
brief, but nothing happened, so I moved on to other points until my 10 minutes ran out. 

Leaving the Second Circuit, it was clear the two judges hadn’t read my motion papers or 
my brief or my reply. No Court of Appeals’ judge would knowingly claim that the violation of 
the procedural rules for assuring fair and just consideration of a case was “gamesmanship” or 
allow a lawyer to get away with calling a District Court judge a liar in a brief. It just didn’t 
happen, so the oral argument must have meant nothing to the two judges either because the panel 
had already decided against me or Sotomayor told them she’d handle the opinion, which she had 
already decided or maybe even written. 

One week later, the Second Circuit issued its decision—that was too quick. They really 
wanted rid of me. The case was back in the street again with the U.S. Supreme Court my last 
chance. The Summary Order gave the defendants everything they wanted by upholding the 
District Court decision in total—not even allowing me one chance to amend my Complaint. The 
Order also denied my motion. Guess violating the appellate rules of procedure pays. 

The Second Circuit, or more likely Sotomayor, ruled that the RICO statute, my 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint didn’t say what they said, but said what she said they 
said. Sounded like deja voodoo to me of all those arguments with girls who simply put words in 
my mouth in order to win. Perhaps Sotomayor’s experience as a female not only affected her 
decisions but also her methods in reaching those decisions. Sotomayor made the decision a 
“Summary Order,” which meant it wouldn’t be published in the volumes that carry Second 
Circuit cases and couldn’t be used as authority for anything in another case. It’s a neat trick for 
disposing of cases without bringing publicity to them and assuring that a court’s errors about the 
law can’t come back to haunt it. In effect, it allows the Court to make a decision based on who 
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you are rather than what happened to you—think feudal Europe. If the judges consider you an 
inappropriate person, they can make up any rule they want to make sure you lose, and that rule 
can’t be used in the future against persons the judges like because that rule only applies to you. 
Think of it as your own personal gulag or jurisprudence. The laws that apply to the rest of 
society, or at least those considered acceptable by the current ideology, don’t apply to you 
because you’re a modem-day nonconformist—separate and unequal. 

Next legal stop, the U.S. Supreme Court, but that Court hears only about one percent of 
the cases that apply for review. The Supreme Court’s purpose is not to correct the mistakes a 
Court of Appeals makes, intentionally or not, in reading a complaint or even in misunderstanding 
the law. The Supreme Court focuses on correcting injustices of a national importance in which 
other Courts of Appeals or the Supreme Court say something different about the law or haven’t 
said anything at all. One consequence of the Supreme Court’s selectively is that Judges on the 
Courts of Appeals have near absolute power in disposing of cases brought by those without 
money and influence, the politically incorrect and society’s other outcasts, which was why the 
defendants used so much character assassination to paint me as a modem-day pariah—it works. 
So much for the democratic sentiment that to promote social stability, our society encourages 
resort to the courts rather than resort to force and violence. Deck v. Engineered Laminates, 349 
F.3d 1253, 1258 (10 th Cir. 2003). 

Let Me In (Wee-Oop) 

My banging on the U.S. Supreme Court’s door for admittance began with drafting a 
“Petition for Writ of Certiorari.” A petition basically says, “Hey guys, one of the Courts of 
Appeals goofed at interpreting the law to conclude something different than what other Courts of 
Appeals say, so here’s your chance to make the law uniform throughout the land,” or, “the Court 
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of Appeals thumbed its nose at one of your decisions, and here’s your chance to straighten that 
Court out.” 

The defendants could, if they wanted, fde briefs in response to my petition to argue why 
the Supreme Court should not review the Second Circuit’s decision, and I could then fde a short 
reply to address any new issues raised in the defendants’ briefs. The Supreme Court Justices 
either read the filed papers or assigned a clerk to summarize them and recommend granting or 
denying review. If any Justice believes a case should be reviewed, he adds it to the list of cases 
that will be discussed at a weekly conference of all nine Justices. A vote in favor of review by 
four Justices is required for the Court to hear a case. If the Justices decide to hear a case, they 
don’t rerun all the issues, just those they believe are important to keeping America a nation ruled 
by law. The Court, therefore, could hear just one issue in my case and even if it ruled my way 
on that issue, the Second Circuit or District Court might still be able to uphold the dismissal. It 
happens all the time, but I’d have to chance that. If the rule of law existed anywhere in America 
for me, it was the Supreme Court. The likely outcome, however, would be the Court denying to 
even hear my case—then my legal road against injustice would end. 

The Second Circuit’s revisionism of the factual allegations in my Complaint made it 
difficult to write a petition that the Supreme Court would grant. At the heart of the Second 
Circuit’s decision was the conclusion, also made by the District Court, that my lawsuit looked 
just like the civil RICO cas q American Express Co. Shareholder Litigation, 39 F.3d 395 (2d Cir. 
1994), which the Second Circuit had also dismissed. In the law, when the fact situation of one 
case is identical to that of another, then the results should be the same. But in my case, the 
Second Circuit falsely claimed I was in a similar position as the American Express shareholders 
when my position actually resembled that of Safira. The Russian mafia defendants’ crimes were 
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directed at me and intended to cause me harm, not some third party who stood between that crime 
syndicate and me. Although my case didn’t look anything like American Express, the Second 
Circuit ruled it did, not only to dismiss it, but for another very important reason: to minimize the 
chance that the Supreme Court would review it. 

The Supreme Court was not about to hear a case in which a Court of Appeals had twisted 
factual allegations to make them fit another case in order to engineer a dismissal. Even when 
such conduct involved the Second Circuit, which the Supreme Court had reversed a number of 
times before in RICO cases and actually criticized for trying to eliminate civil RICO actions, the 
Supreme Court usually stayed away from disputes over factual allegations and facts. My task, 
therefore, was to convince the Supreme Court that the Second Circuit’s decision was not merely a 
deceptive editing of my factual allegations, but a symptom of it exceeding its constitutional 
authority by disregarding Supreme Court rulings and the plain meaning of the civil RICO statute 
with the end result of the Russian mafia and other organized crime syndicates escaping liability 
in the Second Circuit, unless the Supreme Court put a stop to it. 

To bring home to the Supreme Court the Pandora’s Box that the Second Circuit was 
opening by continuing to emasculate civil RICO, my petition’s “Facts” section ran a little long so 
as to give the Justices a taste of how some in the Russian mafia operated and the dangers they 
posed. 


Facts 

The defendants in this case comprise a relatively few members or associates operating in 
different sections of the Russian mafia, which, according to former Central Intelligence Agency 
Director John Deutsch, reaches across international borders. Emergency Net News Service , May 
3, 1996, Vol. 2-124. Echoing the C.I.A.’s assessment, former F.B.I. Director Louis Freeh said, 
“Evidence that organized crime activity from [Russia] is expanding and will continue to expand 
to the United States is well-documented.” Id. Russian criminal operations in America, such as 
money laundering, illegal money transactions, prostitution, narcotics trafficking, extortion and 
fraud are often carried out in cooperation with La Cosa Nostra. Report on Russian Organized 
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Crime , 1997, Task Force headed by William H. Webster, Center for Strategic and International 
Studies. 

The Russian mafia, once a hierarchical structure under the Soviet Union, diffused with 
the end of Communist Party power into a confederation of crime groups using modern-day 
management principles and which includes Chechen, American, Cypriot, Mexican and other 
nationalities. It now resembles a diversified worldwide conglomerate, or enterprise, with all the 
attendant business relationships. (Complaint ]f]j 10, 11, 14, 874). The smarter members of the 
Russian mafia, no longer confined to scheming for rubles, are chasing hard currency by 
expanding their criminal operations to the wealthy West. (Complaint 2, 13). 

Bringing Russian crime to Western shores requires an ongoing transfer of money-making 
assets to foreign markets where the successful utilization of assets employs a strategy of (a) 
using money from criminal activities to set up and expand Russian mafia businesses, such as 
prostitution, pornography, strip clubs, drug smuggling and money laundering; (b) protecting 
those businesses through criminal activities, such as tampering with infonnants and witnesses, 
obstructing justice, bribery and intimidation; and (c) running the businesses by using crimes such 
as white slavery, immigration fraud, importing pornography and drug trafficking. The Russian 
mafia uses a complex, intertwined web of racketeering acts to maintain and continue expanding 
its activities in a drive for new targets and more money that causes widespread and varied hann. 
(Complaint TIT) 879-85). 

The Russian mafia’s expansion into the West has created a vertically integrated business 
of supply, service, protection, profit maximization and reinvestment with a huge appetite for 
human capital. Each Russian mafia prostitution asset in the U.S. makes a relatively small 
amount of $100,000 to $150,000 tax-free a year, but considering the large number of them in the 
U.S., the syndicate is making substantial sums. 

At the tactical level, the success of the Russian mafia’s objective for one of its human- 
capital assets involves the following: 

Step One : Transplanting a willing member or associate from Russia to the U.S. where 
she starts working in one or more syndicate businesses—prostitution, stripping, pornography or 
procuring. This involves the predicate acts of white slavery, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2421 & 2422, 
importing an alien for immoral purposes, 8 U.S.C. § 1328, fraud and the misuse of visas, 18 
U.S.C. § 1546, and eventually procurement of nationality unlawfully, 18 U.S.C. § 1425. To keep 
the customers coming back for more from the new asset often also means drugs, 21 U.S.C. §§ 

841 & 952. 

Step Two : Protecting the mafia’s human capital from deportation, arrest or 
imprisonment, which would ruin their money-making potential, often requires tampering with a 
witness, victim or informant, 18 U.S.C. 1512; threats made by mail or wire, 18 U.S.C. 1341 & 
1343; use of interstate and foreign facilities in aid of the racketeering operation, 18 U.S.C. 1952; 
bribery, 18 U.S.C. 201; and even conspiracy to commit murder-for-hire 18 U.S.C. 1958, as in 
this case. 

Step Three : Assuring that the mob’s profits from its asset escape the taxman involves 
money laundering, 18 U.S.C. 1956, and failing to file reports on exporting amounts over 
$10,000, as required by 31 U.S.C. 5316. 

This RICO case concerns just one asset, one string of events and injuries arising out of 
the Russian mafia’s operations of transplanting prostitutes to New York and other states, passing 
drugs and large sums of money back and forth between countries, and threatening as well as 
executing reprisals against any person or business that might get in the syndicate’s way. 
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Petitioner-plaintiff and attorney Roy Den Hollander owns and operates a one-man, 
unincorporated business that provides legal services and business consulting. The defendant 
Russian mafia members and associates include Flash Dancers Topless Club and Cybertech 
Internet Solutions that together sell call-girls and pornography over the internet at 
www.flashdancersnyc.com,www.stripclubnetwork.com, and www.exoticavip.com; the Baraev 
Chechen Special Islamic Regiment (responsible for the 2002 Moscow Theater hostage taking) 
used by certain defendants to threaten reprisals against Hollander and various of his informants 
and witnesses living in Krasnodar, Russia; assorted Russian Mafiosi, including the crime boss 
for southern European Russia; corrupt Russian government officials; gangsters in America; a 
corrupt New York City policeman; Alina Shipilina, a Russian mafia prostitute, money launderer 
and drug smuggler; the prostitute’s Russian mother who is affiliated, as is her daughter, with the 
Baraev crime group and Russian criminals; Leonid Perlin the president of Phodes Studio in 
Moscow, www.phodes.net, a syndicate call-girl operation fronting as a model agency for which 
Alina Shipilina worked; lawyers Nicholas Mundy and Peter Petrovich 3 who manage and 
facilitate immigration matters in New York for the Russian syndicate; Marc Paulsen who 
produces and imports Russian pornography into southern California; and the Vasilyeva crime 
family that runs the premier model agency in Krasnodar which doubles as a call-girl operation 
sending prostitutes overseas to places such as Cyprus and America, where two of the family 
members now reside. 

These and other defendants work hard and ingeniously to enrich themselves in furthering 
a key objective of the Russian mafia: to infiltrate and expand its illegal and ancillary legal 
activities into hard currency markets, especially the U.S. Each defendant plays a role in 
importing assets or keeping the assets here and makes lots of money doing so. Some use 
narcotics and prostitutes to create fraudulent marriages; some engage in immigration fraud, white 
slavery, bribery and importing pornography; some traffic in drugs; some use coercion, 
intimidation, murder-for-hire, perjury and official misconduct to protect the mafia’s assets; and 
others maximize profits with tax evasion and money laundering while others engage in various 
combinations of such criminal acts. But they are all fellow travelers seeking fortune and for 
some glory by furthering the Russian syndicate’s expansion to the West. 

One method of supplying the syndicate’s sex business in America is tricking American 
men into sponsoring and financing Russian mafia prostitutes and procurers for U.S. residency 
and citizenship through, unbeknownst to the American, a fraudulent marriage. Because the trail 
of harm originates with a sham marriage rather than a fraudulent business transaction, the injury 
to property interests is no less serious. 4 A scheme to defraud is measured against a standard of 
“moral uprightness, of fundamental honesty, fair play and right dealing in the general and 
business life of members of society.” Gregory v. U.S. , 253 F.2d 104, 109 (5 th Cir. 1958). When 
criminal instrumentalities exploit human emotions of the heart rather than the pocketbook, a man 
does not lose his rights under U.S. law. 

The fraudulent marriage for citizenship contrivance coupled with surreptitiously feeding 
petitioner Hollander narcotics is what ensnared him. Defendants Shipilina and Leonid Perlin 
decided in July 1999 to target Hollander as part of the Russian mafia’s ongoing operations to 
infiltrate and expand its operations in the U.S. (Complaint ^[135-40, 153-54, 164). At the time, 
Hollander was working in Russia as a consultant-manager for Kroll Associates. After Hollander 


3 Nicholas Mundy is admitted to practice in New York State and Peter Petrovich is admitted to practice in Russia. 

4 “Congress sought a broadly based statute capable of addressing a variety of complex criminal problems.” Michael 
Goldsmith, Judicial Immunitv-The Ironic Demise of Civil RICO , 30 Harv. J. on Legis. 1, 27 (1993). 
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completed his contract with Kroll, the conspiracy to transplant defendant Shipilina to America 
succeeded in marrying her to Hollander in March 2000 in Krasnodar by, in part, secretly feeding 
him narcotics just before the wedding to assure he would go through with it. (Complaint 173- 
183). 

The first predicate act that injured Hollander was defendant Shipilina’s subsequent 
perjury on her visa petition form filed in March 2000 with the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service (“INS”) at the Moscow Embassy. (Complaint 190-91). Had Shipilina told the truth 
about her past prostitution, money laundering and narcotics trafficking activities, Hollander 
would not have paid the filing fees, nor put his business on hold, nor supported his wife nor 
incurred expenses living in Moscow while the forms were processed. (Complaint 187, 188). 
He would have returned immediately to New York City to resume his business there. 

The second predicate act in Russia that caused Hollander to pay more filing fees, 
continue to keep his business on hold and continue living in Moscow and supporting his wife 
was Shipilina’s perjury on her visa application to the State Department at the Moscow Embassy 
in May 2000, which repeated her earlier perjury of not working as a prostitute, money launderer 
or narcotics trafficker. (Complaint 192, 193). Had defendant Shipilina told the truth, 
Hollander would have left Moscow then and not have incurred those expenses. 

Damages from the business interruption due to Shipilina’s predicate acts in fraudulently 
obtaining a visa are included in the loss of profits, interruption expenses and loss of business 
opportunities alleged in the Complaint at]J 907(a)-(c). 

From the beginning, the Russian mafia’s agent or front was defendant Shipilina. Initially, 
defendant Perlin and other organized crime members in Russia stood immediately behind her. 

But once she entered America on her fraudulently obtained visa, other comrades in crime came 
out from standing in the shadows to help directly and indirectly with the syndicate’s plan of 
keeping her in America making money. On entering the U.S. in July 2000, defendant Shipilina 
became a conditional permanent resident, but she was not as secure from deportation as a 
pennanent resident or naturalized citizen. (Complaint 205-212). 

After a few months in New York City, Hollander realized that Shipilina was working as a 
prostitute and had married him just for a green card, but he was still unaware of the Russian 
mafia’s involvement. (Complaint ]{220). Hollander demanded a divorce which would threaten 
Shipilina’s chances of obtaining permanent residency, so Russian mafia members Mundy and 
Petrovich intervened. Defendants Mundy and Petrovich are attorneys who operate an 
immigration mill for fraudulently obtaining Russian mafia assets visas, green cards and 
naturalizations, in addition to managing numerous immigration matters for the Russian syndicate 
in New York. (Complaint 27-34, 221, 222). 

In October 2000, defendants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina tried to connive Hollander 
into participating in a fraud on the INS so as to assure that defendant Shipilina became a 
pennanent resident and eventually a naturalized citizen—Hollander refused. (Complaint 223- 
226). Defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and others then resorted to further racketeering 
activities to prevent the discovery and exposure of the Russian syndicate’s plan as it pertained to 
Shipilina in order to assure its success and keep hidden the Russian mafia’s operations for 
transplanting more human capital to America. 

The defendants: (1) attempted to intimidate Hollander into committing perjury before the 
INS. That amounted to tampering with an infonnant, witness or victim and mail fraud, which 
hanned Hollander’s business reputation and incurred costs and time to defend against a 
fraudulently obtained order of protection and a false charge of extortion (Complaint 228-30, 
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234-41, 901, 906, 907 (e)); (2) used coercion communicated by interstate wire to avoid an 
annulment/divorce trial with the result of increasing Hollander’s legal costs and injuring his 
business reputation (Complaint 243-45, 273, 901, 906, 907(e)); (3) interfered with pre¬ 
discovery investigations and silenced witnesses in Krasnodar to prevent Hollander from 
obtaining information for the annulment/divorce proceeding and the INS. Defendants engaged 
in tampering with witnesses, wire fraud, aiding a racketeering enterprise and money laundering 
that increased the cost and time of Hollander’s investigation and necessitated a second 
investigatory trip to Krasnodar. (Complaint ]fl] 256-60, 265-72, 903, 906, 907(d)); (4) threatened 
Hollander over interstate wire into not making a motion for a trial, which harmed Hollander’s 
cause of action and amounted to tampering because the state court trial evidence would have 
been provided to the INS, which had initiated deportation proceedings against defendant 
Shipilina. (Complaint 280-84, 901, 906); (5) attempted to intimidate Hollander into silence 
before the INS, which was conducting an investigation of defendant Shipilina, and the Krasnodar 
prosecutor, who had indicted another defendant, all of which amounted to tampering and wire 
fraud that cost Hollander time away from his business and money to investigate and protect 
against the threats. (Complaint 285-90, 316-18, 906, 907(c) & (d)); (6) intimidated witnesses 
into recanting their testimony before the Krasnodar prosecutor by engaging in wire fraud, aiding 
a racketeering enterprise and money laundering that resulted in harming Hollander’s business 
reputation. (Complaint ]fl[ 293-97, 903, 906, 907(e)); (7) bribed Krasnodar officials to close the 
case against one defendant, which required money laundering and aiding a racketeering 
enterprise that resulted in harming Hollander’s business reputation and costing him money to 
reopen the case so as to clear his name. (Complaint fflf 298-304, 902, 906, 907(e)); (8) 
attempted to have Hollander arrested twice on bogus charges that amounted to tampering and 
involved wire fraud with a cost to Hollander of over $3,500 in attorney fees, time away from his 
business to defend himself and injury to his business reputation. (Complaint 306-15, 901, 

906, 907(c) & (e); Supp. Complaint 22-24, 34-38, 43); (9) attempted to intimidate Hollander 
into staying out of Krasnodar and not prosecuting this RICO action, which consisted of 
tampering, aiding a racketeering enterprise and wire fraud that cost Hollander time and money in 
responding to the threat and injured his RICO cause of action (Supp. Complaint 2, 9-10, 12, 
13; Complaint 906, 907(c)); (10) started disciplinary proceedings against Hollander to 
prevent him from proceeding with this RICO case, which involved tampering and mail fraud that 
hanned Hollander’s business reputation and cost him time and money to defend against. (Supp. 
Complaint ]f]J 49, 50, 52, 53, 55; Complaint ]fl[ 901, 907(e)); (11) obstructed justice by fding 
false and misleading documents in this case with the District Court that injured Hollander’s 
RICO cause of action. (Supp. Complaint 59, 61-63, 70; Complaint ]fl[ 901). All of these 
racketeering activities by the defendants were intended to make justice too costly to pursue and 
thereby protect the syndicate’s operations. 

Whether discovery and exposure of the Russian mafia’s operations was to come by way 
of testimony in the INS’s removal proceedings against defendant Shipilina, a state court trial or 
Russian criminal case, it was on its way to federal law enforcement officials until the defendants’ 
racketeering activities effectively shut down the legal process. By covering up the Russian 
syndicate’s operations as pertaining to defendant Shipilina, the defendants also protected the 
activities of other Russian mafia members and associates (Complaint ][ 882), which was why it 
was so important to “prevent Hollander from investigating [the conspirators],” Cir. Order p. 3 f 4 
(court’s emphasis). In the end, the policy of promoting social stability and justice by 
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encouraging resort to the courts rather than to force or threats of force proved to be no more than 
nice sounding words. 

My “Legal Argument” section focused on the Second Circuit exceeding its authority in 
rewriting the civil RICO statute as interpreted by other Courts of Appeals and the Supreme Court. 

The first three arguments criticized the Second Circuit’s holdings on proximate causation. 
The Second Circuit has ruled nearly every which way on proximate causation rather than create a 
coherent standard that would assure justice is actually achievable in civil RICO cases. There’s no 
consistent standard because the Court wants to preserve its ability to exercise power in an 
arbitrary way, which allows it to dismiss a case it doesn’t like or keep one it does. By acting 
Orwellian in its logic and inverted in its reasoning, the Court can, and has, pulled out of the hat 
proximate cause arguments never intended by Congress. The Supreme Court even criticized the 
Second Circuit, “We do not believe ... it is a form of statutory amendment appropriately 
undertaken by the courts.” Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co., Inc., 473 U.S. 479, 500, 105 S.Ct. 

3275, 3287, 87 L.Ed.2d 346 (1985). Re-writing legislation is not what courts are suppose to do 
under the “rule of law” principle, which Aristotle first postulated and the Anglo-American legal 
tradition considers a guard against the despotic use of arbitrary rulings in individual cases to 
crush the human rights of government critics or nonconformists. 

1. The Second Circuit’s decision in my case created a loophole in the statute that allows 
members and associates of a criminal syndicate to use RICO crimes to prevent the exposure or 
discovery of earlier RICO violations. After gangsters conspire and commit RICO crimes, they 
are now free to commit additional RICO violations to conceal their previous felonies and 
conspiracies. In effect, it’s amnesty for RICO crimes used to cover up prior offenses and 
contrary to decisions in other Courts of Appeals. The Court’s argument is so bizarre that were it 
applied to the Nixon Administration’s crimes of covering up illegal campaign activities that 
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occurred before the Watergate break-in, the cover-up offenses wouldn’t matter because they were 
used to conceal the White House’s earlier felonies and prevent investigations by the Washington 
Post, F.B.I. and Congress. 

The Second Circuit cut the heart out of the very purpose of the civil RICO statute as 
stated by the Supreme Court, “The object of civil RICO is ... not merely to compensate victims 
but to turn them into prosecutors, private attorneys general, dedicated to eliminating racketeering 
activity,” Rotella v. Wood, 528 U.S. 549, 557, 120 S.Ct. 1075, 1082, 145 L.Ed.2d 1047 (2000), 
to encourage victims to go after gangsters that government prosecutors don’t, Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. 
Imrex Co., Inc., 473 U.S. 479, 493, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3283, 87 L.Ed.2d 346 (1985). Now, in the 
Second Circuit, victims are discouraged from fighting against gangsters harming their business 
or property because any additional injury caused by the mobsters trying to shutdown or hinder a 
private citizen’s investigation or legal action will not be the fault of the criminals but of the 
citizen. 

It’s an interesting Catch-22: if a plaintiff allows his attorney to do what every lawyer 
initially does concerning a new case, start an investigation and legal proceeding, that 
investigation and proceeding can be hampered or shutdown by RICO crimes without such crimes 
violating civil RICO. But if a plaintiff prevents his attorney from starting an investigation and 
lawsuit, how is the plaintiff to discover what is going on and to prevent further harm or rectify 
pass injury through the judicial process? He can’t, at least in the Second Circuit, because with its 
decision that court shifted fault to the victim who takes legal steps to put an end to the harm 
affecting his business or property. It’s fight, you lose; don’t fight, you still lose. 

2. The Second Circuit rewrote the Supreme Court’s rule requiring a “direct” injury to the 
plaintiff. Under the Supreme Court’s “direct” injury test, the hann from RICO crimes cannot 
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pass through someone standing between the plaintiff and the illegal acts of the defendants. “A 
plaintiff who complained of harm flowing merely from the misfortunes visited upon a third 
person by the defendant’s acts was generally ... at too remote a distance to recover.” Holmes v. 
Sec. Investor Prot. Copr., 503 U.S. 258, 268, 112 S.Ct. 1311, 1318, 117 L.Ed.2d 532 (1992). 

The Supreme Court requires this unimpeded flow of harm for practical reasons. To understand 
why, consider a chain reaction of car collusions: 

The driver in the first car, a man from the 1950s, sees an amply endowed young broad 
standing alongside the road by her broken down car waving a handkerchief. She’s carrying a 
trendy-store bag, filled with cocaine for distribution in the next state, but the man doesn’t know 
that. As his car nears her, he starts slowing down, but she jumps in front of it to make sure he 
stops to give her a ride. Not being one to flatten a couple of large knockers, he steps on the 
breaks. The car behind him, driven by the typical pushy Feminazi is tailgating. She screams, 
lets go of the wheel, some how stomps on the break, but it’s too late and she slams into the guy’s 
car. The third car has a bimbo driver talking on her cell phone, switching the radio channels and 
stuffing her oral cavity with chocolates while she’s suppose to be hitting the brakes. She careens 
into the Feminazi. The drug smuggling broad then hops a ride with some other guy who comes 
along after the pile-up. 

Imagine the problems in trying to determine the amount of damages the drug smuggling 
broad’s action caused the Feminazi’s car as opposed to the Feminazi tailgating or the amount of 
hann the broad caused the bimbo’s car as opposed to the bimbo’s extra-curricular activities while 
driving, or the amount of damages the Feminazi’s tailgating caused the bimbo’ car. It just 
becomes too complicated, but all the harm to the guy’s car flowed from the broad jumping in 
front of it in her effort to get the drugs to the next state, so he was directly injured. 
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In my case, the Second Circuit changed the law by using the legal reasons for preventing 
recovery by third parties, the drivers in the second and third cars, to avoid recovery by a 
plaintiff—the driver in the first car, me—who was on the frontline of harm emanating from the 
defendants’ illegal acts. 

3. The Second Circuit wrongly ruled that when the exact harm a victim suffered was not 
planned beforehand; the defendants weren’t liable. This requirement of a “specifically-intended 
consequence” or precisely contemplated injury by the criminals when planning their conspiracy 
makes it near impossible to win a civil RICO case because of the unlikelihood of showing what 
the mobsters really thought. It also violates the Supreme Court's admonition that strict proximate 
cause requirements not be erected as obstacles to private RICO litigants, see Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. 
Imrex Co., Inc., 473 U.S. 479, 497-98, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3285-86, 87 L.Ed.2d 346 (1985). 

The Supreme Court and other Courts of Appeals only require that a reasonable man in the 
position of the defendants would foresee the consequences of their RICO crimes. They don’t 
have to plan the details of the harm they actually cause because their conduct creates a 
substantial risk of such an injury occurring. When a mother locks her young children in an 
unventilated car parked in the summer sun, she doesn’t contemplate their death—then again 
maybe she planned it so as to have more freedom to ho the paper boy, however lets assume she 
didn’t—but she sure created the risk of it occurring, and any guy would have foreseen the 
likelihood of death as a result. 

Members of the Russian mafia aren’t blind. They understand that when they initiate a 
scheme for making money illegally that contingencies will likely arise making it necessary to use 
additional crimes to lull a target, to prevent the mark from discovering and exposing their 
scheme, to conceal their operations and more. The harm caused by such criminals dealing with 
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contingencies may not be specifically intended in the beginning of their conspiracy, but in order 
to reach their goal, they willingly created a substantial risk of such harm occurring to the victim. 
That harm is foreseeable because it is inextricably intertwined with the success of the 
conspirator’s plan, and whether an injury is reasonably foreseeable or anticipated as a natural— 
not specifically intended—consequence of racketeering acts is the rule under civil RICO. See 
Holmes, 503 U.S. 258, 267-70, 112 S.Ct. 1311, 1317-18, 117 L.Ed.2d 532 (1992); Kaufman v. 
BDO Seidman, 984 F.2d 182, 185 (6 th Cir. 1993). 

The RICO defendants in my case may not have specifically intended me “to cease work 
and thereby lose profits.. Cir. Order p. 4 ]j 1, but they created a substantial risk of that 
occurring by using a fraudulent scheme to make sure the Commie Ho entered America and 
stayed there generating money for as long as possible. Actually, the defendants couldn’t help but 
anticipate that I, a lawyer and manager of a private detective agency in Russia, would become 
suspicious and start an investigation that might uncover their scheme, which would require them 
to engage in more RICO crimes that would cause out-of-pocket expenses, legal fees, distraction 
from my business and loss of reputation and goodwill in order to pressure me into giving up by 
making the price to my livelihood too great. 

The Second Circuit’s “specifically-intended consequence” rule has the result of allowing 
gangsters to use racketeering acts on an ad hoc basis to protect criminal operations as they move 
toward their goals because the harms from such acts were not part of their thinking when they 
embarked on their money-making scheme. That’s not the law, but another manifestation of the 
Court’s willingness to act in an imperial manner to further its bureaucratic interests in 
expediency and Feminism over justice. 
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The other arguments in my petition didn’t deal with proximate causation but did attack 
the Second Circuit for more transgressions of the law as determined by the Supreme Court and 
other Courts of Appeals. Two of them were the Second Circuit’s revision of the definition for 
injury under civil RICO and its use of two archaic procedural rules to help bounce my case out of 
court. 

1. The Second Circuit goofed by ruling the defendants’ interference with my 
annulment/divorce action, my defense to the fraudulent restraining order and my RICO case 
didn’t violate the statute because lawsuits aren’t property interests that can be injured. Civil 
RICO requires an injury to “business or property.” 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c). The Supreme Court and 
other Courts of Appeals hold that the nature of a property interest is an individual entitlement 
determined by state law. Logan v. Zimmerman Brush Co., 455 U.S. 422, 430, 102 S.Ct. 1148, 

1155, 71 L.Ed.2d 265 (1982)(citations omitted); e.g., Isaak v. Trumbull Sav. & Loan Co., 169 
F.3d 390, 397 (6 th Cir. 1999); Doe v. Roe, 958 F.2d 763, 768 (7 th Cir. 1992); Living Designs, Inc. 
v. E.I. DuPont De Nemors, 431 F.3d 353, 364 (9 th Cir. 2005) (citations omitted). Under New 
York State law, a cause of action, case, lawsuit, defense or whatever you want to call suing or 
defending in court is a property interest. Loucks v. Standard Oil Co. ofN.Y., 224 N.Y. 99, 110, 
120 N.E. 198, 201 (1918); Hein v. Davidson, 96 N.Y. 175, 177, 1884 N.Y. Fexis 481 (1884). As 
such, the harm to my lawsuits and legal defenses from the defendants’ illegal acts were injuries to 
property and, therefore, violated civil RICO. 

2. The Second Circuit also screwed up by following the District Court’s lead in ruling 
that some of my factual allegations about injuries were “general.” This is a characterization used 
to dismiss a plaintiffs allegations that harkens back to the beginning of the last century before 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure gave it the old heave-ho. In 2006, some lawyers and judges 
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still resorted to it for dismissing parts of a RICO complaint. The judges simply say “general” 
and poof the allegations are gone even though it violates the Courts of Appeals decisions in 
Trollinger v. Tyson Foods, Inc., 370 F.3d 602, 615 (6 th Cir. 2004), and Mendoza v. Zirkle Fruit 
Co., 301 F.3d 1163, 1168 (9 th Cir. 2002), as well as the Supreme Court in NOWv. Scheidler. 

The Supreme Court held in NOW that “general factual allegations of injury resulting from 
the defendant’s conduct may suffice, for on a motion to dismiss we presume that general 
allegations embrace those specific facts that are necessary to support the claim.” NOWv. 
Scheidler, 510 U.S. 249, 256, 114 S.Ct. 798, 803, 127 L.Ed.2d 99 (1994)(quoting Lujan v. 
Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555, 561, 112 S.Ct. 2130, 2137, 119 L.Ed.2d 351 
(1992)(citations omitted). All that the federal rules required in a complaint in 2006 was that a 
party should set forth the allegations, which can be made with great generality. Wright & Miller, 
Fed. Prac. & Proc.: Civil 3d § 1215. Discovery, not the complaint, bears the burden of filling in 
the details. Id. The petitioners in NOW, as with me, alleged that the RICO conspiracy had 
injured their business and property interests and that a defendant had threatened reprisals. The 
Supreme Court concluded that “[njothing more is needed to confer standing on [petitioners] at 
the pleading stage,” which means a RICO complaint should not be dismissed for making 
“general” allegations about injuries. 

The Second Circuit, as did the District Court, used another archaic magic word, 
“conclusory,” to dismiss allegations for which its other reasons would appear too absurd even for 
that Court. Both the Second Circuit and District Court used Kadar Corp. v. Milbury, 549 F.2d 
230, 233 (1 st Cir. 1977) to eliminate some of my allegations as “conclusory,” but the two courts 
used Kadar misleadingly by deleting the qualification that if the allegations reasonably followed 
from the plaintiffs description of what happened, then they are not “conclusory” and must be 
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accepted as true. The Second Circuit also ignored that a complaint can allege conclusions if they 
provide the defendants with a minimal notice of the claims, Kyle v. Morton High School, 144 
F.3d 448, 455 (7 th Cir. 1998). My RICO Complaint easily gave the defendants fair notice of the 
basis of the claims against them, after all it was 91 pages long and the Supplemental Complaint 
another nine, and both complied with the rules. “A complaint that complies with the Federal 
rules of civil procedure cannot be dismissed on the ground that it is conclusory or fails to allege 
facts. The Federal rules require (with irrelevant exceptions) only that the complaint state a claim 
not that it plead the facts if true would establish ... that the claim was valid.” Higgs v. Carver, 
286 F.3d 437, 439 (7 th Cir. 2002)(Posner, J.)(citation omitted). 

My Supreme Court petition concluded that the Second Circuit exceeded its Constitutional 
power by amending the civil RICO statute: 

“Since civil RICO first captured judicial attention, the lower courts [District and Courts 
of Appeals] have systematically sought to dismantle the civil remedy. Despite a series of 
Supreme Court decisions rejecting various judicially imposed limitations, the lower courts have 
continued to create numerous obstacles to civil RICO litigation.” Michael Goldsmith, Judicial 
Immunity for White-Collar Crime: The Ironic Demise of Civil RICO , 30 Harv. J. on Legis. 1,41 
(1993). No longer does the statute say what it says but now says what lower federal courts want 
it to say. 

In this case, the Second Circuit continued to ignore Supreme Court guidelines by unduly 
narrowing the statute. But unlike the Second Circuit’s other cases that have created a virtual 
immunity for white-collar crime, see id. at 4, this case extends that immunity to Russian 
organized crime. Perhaps, it is understandable that lower federal courts would engage injudicial 
revisionism to avoid commercial fraud cases brought against some of society’s most respected 
businesses. But rejecting the claims of a directly injured victim for lack of proximate cause and 
specificity in a suit against the “FBI’s most formidable criminal adversary the Russian mafia” 5 
eviscerates RICO where Congress most obviously intended the law to apply—against the 
archetypal, intimidating mobsters of organized crime. 


5 Russia’s international professional criminals have caused the most economic damage in the US. Scott O’Neal, 
Russian Organized Crime , FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin, May 2000. “Blending financial sophistication with 
bone-crunching violence, the Russian mob has become the FBI’s most formidable criminal adversary, creating an 
international criminal colossus that has surpassed the Columbian cartels, the Japanese Yakuzas, the Chinese triads 
and the Italian mafia in wealth and weaponry.” Robert I. Friedman, Red Mafiya: How the Russian Mob Has 
Invaded America , p. xix. Unlike the former Communist Party that was out to bury us, today’s Russian syndicate is 
out to fleece us. 
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If the Supreme Court permits the lower courts to rewrite civil RICO, then any federal 
statute is vulnerable to judicial revisionism that undennines the legislative process. “It is easy by 
very ingenious and astute construction, to evade the force of almost any statute, where a court is 
so disposed .... Such a construction annuls ... the law, and renders it superfluous and useless.” 
Pillow v. Roberts . 54 U.S. 472, 476, 14 L.Ed. 228 (1851), 1851 Lexis 872, 1851 WL 6699. 

No way Sotomayor ever read that last case or ever would. 

Younger Girl 

From mid-February to mid-April, struggling to finish my Supreme Court petition, I kept 
up my Salsa and Hip-Hop classes as a counterweight to my chronically stupid life. 

During a Salsa class, one of the Twins was more preoccupied than usual with her cell 
phone. She looked pensive and even upset. Something I had never seen before in either of those 
two bubbly personalities. 

“What’s wrong?” I asked. 

“It looks like the guy I’ve been dating is not going to take me to the senior formal. 

We’ve kind of broken up.” 

Uh-ho, I thought. Columbia College’s senior prom and one of the Twins might miss it. 
Looks like trouble in paradise. 

“What about your other beaus?” I replied trying to solve her problem—the foolish 
second nature of any man dealing with a pretty young lady in distress, which usually ends up 
costing him money, something of other material value or a lot of grief. 

“The fonnal is in two days. Everybody has dates. He may change his mind, but if he 
doesn’t, I don’t have the time to find someone else.” 

I wasn’t about to let that opening fade into eternity. “If he doesn’t come around, I still 
have a tux from my days working on Wall Street. I’d be glad to take you.” I said with earnest 
while inside licking my chops and grinning from ear to ear. 
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“You won’t need a tux, just a suit and tie.” 

“I’ve got plenty of them, let me know.” 

Boy would that be great, taking one of the Twins to the Columbia formal. The dance 
would have plenty arrogant, self-righteous, dogmatic teacher and professor chaperons who 
adamantly believed themselves the sole possessors of the truth, the harbingers of a new brave 
sexless person-kind and the founders of a thousand-year lefty Reich of hypocrisy and 
condescension—the true minions of the antichrist. Just think of all the effete, eastern- 
intellectual, white trash, elitist Feminazis I could thumb my gray hair at. What a great arena for 
violating the Feminazis’ number one taboo: middle-aged men shall not date hot young babes. 

The Feminazis come up with all sorts of lame reasons for this totalitarian commandment: 
an older guy has nothing to talk about with a young girl or older broads are better sexually, or is 
that genderly. Idiots, just talking about the weather with a pretty young chick pumps out more 
adrenalin and endorphins in a man’s brain than anything a Feminazi could do. Besides, girls just 
out of high school or college have spent the passed 12 to 16 years working their brains to 
understand new concepts almost daily. If anyone can carry on an intellectually challenging 
conversation with new takes on old concepts, it’s them, not some old broad who reads romance 
novels, has been doing the same thing for decades or cites by rote Feminazi propaganda. The 
young mind is an inquisitive mind not yet crippled by habitual thinking. The Twins shear 
brainpower could beat any group of Feminazis. As for the sexual side, great artists don’t carve 
statutes of flabby old broads. 

The real reason for the Feminazi taboo is to sucker men from listening to Mother Nature 
telling them to chase pretty young things. If older guys followed their genes, there would be few 
males for the over-the-hill Feminazis to inculcate with their lunacy by coercing the fools that 
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date them with: “you can’t have any unless you believe the penis is inferior to the c—Also 
known as “p < c” brainwashing. When will guys learn that it makes no sense to go against 
Mother Nature, who can’t be fooled forever, just to satisfy a special interest group that has their 
hann at heart. 

My chance to bring the battle of liberty to a Feminazi stronghold never materialized. The 
Twin’s boyfriend took her to the dance, after which she promptly dropped him. 

The Twins came to salsa class religiously through the spring. Not being able to decide 
which one I lusted after the most, I did a little probing to see whether my intuition could read the 
possibility of a menage a trios, “So what happens when the both of you meet a hot guy? How do 
you decide who gets him?” The Twins were always on the alert for “hot guys” as they called 
them. Once upon a time, I was a hot guy, but now, nothing but cold blue anger. 

“That’s up to the guy, he chooses,” they said. 

“What if he chooses both?” They just giggled, not much to go on there, since they 
always giggled. Although the guy allegedly chose one or the other, it didn’t mean they sat by 
dumb and passive. They competed with each other, fiercely, for that hot guy. 

The Twins always went to Club Cache after Salsa to practice the steps from class. Our 
instructor got his students in for a reduced fee that didn’t discriminate against guys—cool. I went 
as often as I could so as to dance with the Twins. They especially liked turning, which reminded 
them of when they were kids spinning around as fast as possible until they fell down. So I turned 
them as much as possible because they often lost their balance and needed someone, me, to catch 
them. My older brother’s instructions for catching a football came in handy: use both arms and 
your chest! Their hip-hugger jeans also tended to inch downward after a few spins, requiring 
me, always the gentleman, to help them pull their pants up. 
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The Twins unfortunately graduated and went to pursue their Ph.D.s in Chemistry at 
Berkeley. Lucky them, the University I had always wanted to attend out of high school, but the 
President of my hometown’s Broad of Education, my father, made sure the guidance counselors 
prevented that. When the Twins left, I gave them a Salsa CD and an album by “Fever Tree,” a 
group they never heard of, but their parents probably had. The reason for “Fever Tree” was the 
group’s biggest hit “San Francisco Girls,” which was what the Twins would become, for me 
anyway. These two were the type of girls that make a man forget what he has to do, but unlike 
in the song, my future was in NYC and not San Francisco. 

On finishing the writing of my Supreme Court petition, I discovered the cost to have it 
printed in accordance with the Court’s rules would run well over $5,000. An amount I could no 
longer afford. My steady girlfriend, Jihada, was not only a jealous mistress but a very costly one 
as well and would be the death of me yet. Since I was now a member of Bakunin’s 
“lumpenproletariat,” I made an in forma pauperis motion that would allow me to file my petition 
in a different format costing a couple of hundred dollars. In America, only the poor or rich can 
afford to use the legal system, but the poor generally don’t know enough about their rights or are 
too intimidated to fight for them in court. That leaves the rich as the only group with meaningful 
access to justice American style. 

Jeff knew my economic plight and after reading over my petition volunteered to contact a 
partner he knew in a prestigious Washington, D.C firm to see whether the firm might take my 
case pro bono because the issues were interesting. If so, the firm would pay for the printing, 
rewrite the petition and donate its time. The firm would also handle the oral argument, which I 
didn’t like, because I wanted to verbally battle with the Supreme Court Justices. However, 
having that firm’s name on the brief would increase the chances of the Court accepting my case 
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for review. The Supreme Court rejects review of 90% of pro se cases while refusing to hear 
60% of cases in which the petitioner is represented by a lawyer that’s not the petitioner. Jeffs 
contact tried to interest his firm, but the pro bono committee decided not to because the 
committee only took cases involving non-government organizations, that is, do-gooder groups. 

So I continued as a lone gun and filed my petition in forma pauperis. 

Despite my poverty, I wasn’t about to give up partying. One Friday night, I journeyed 
uptown with some of my fellow Salsa students to a Dominican club at 167 th Street and 
Amsterdam Avenue. The place was small but the music great—all Latin. There were too many 
guys, however, but it didn’t matter. Three chicks from class came along, so I danced with them 
and tried to hustle a native girl here and there. 

The club had one restroom, so the best place to hit on the babes was while standing in 
line for the toilet. They weren’t about to walk away if I didn’t appeal to them. One, however, 
did ignore my opening lines, although it’s hard sometimes in New York City to know whether 
the girl’s not interested or doesn’t speak English. Perhaps, I should have mentioned “Benjamin 
Franklin” that’s a universal language. A second babe was polite, but the third really responded, 
laughing at me jokes while intermittently touching my arm—sure sign she’s interested. Losing 
her after the commode, I went on a search and fine mission. Spotted her with some guy wearing 
an extra large gold chain. She saw me, smiled without the guy noticing, and I smiled back. Both 
of us knew and wistfully regretted we weren’t going to hookup because the next step would have 
caused unpleasantness for all, so I went back to my friends to dance some more. 

The next time on my way to the bathroom, some lady with a large posterior bumped into 
him and sent me tumbling over the bandstand onto the floor, flat on my back. As I laid there like 
a drunken Russian, a young guy, wearing a couple of gold chains, reached down and pulled me 
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to my feet. Thanking him, he nodded you’re welcome. That’s what I liked about places with the 
demographics of that club. The people were civilized. This young guy actually showed some 
concern. If I had fallen in an Eastside, preppy, white bar, they would have gone about their 
partying stepping over or on me. Education and money don’t breed manners. But had I done 
something obnoxious or disrespectful uptown, I would have been bounced out on my head, 
which I would have deserved, as do so many arrogant yuppies in the downtown bars. 

Stupid Girl (Stones) 

Since the Second Circuit ruled in the Russian mafia defendants’ favor, they could recover 
from me the costs for printing their briefs. Under the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, the 
defendants had to request printing expenses within 14 days of the Appeal Court’s judgment. No 
one did, although Flash Dancers’ attorney Rudofsky made a motion for his client’s costs after the 
14-day deadline had passed. Rudofsky asked the panel of judges presided over by Sotomayor to 
excuse him for missing the deadline because: 

“I was attending a Bar Association meeting in California when the Clerk’s written 
notification regarding the submission of an itemized bill of costs was received and due to several 
sets of motion papers and briefs required to be filed in several other matters, immediately 
following my return to New York, I did not see this item.” 

Rudofsky screwed up because of a junket to California during the cold weather and bad 
eyesight and was now trying to make me pay for his mistake. He also tried to slip in a couple of 
charges not allowed under the rules, such as the cost of mailing Flash Dancers’ brief to all the 
parties involved in the appeal. 

My response told the Second Circuit Court that he belongs to a three member firm, which 
means when he’s out-of-town or dealing with other cases, his firm must have procedures in place 
to prevent missing legal deadlines. At the very least, someone must open his mail and keep him 
apprised of court decisions, but if not, California has Internet service and Rudofsky could have 


187 



gone on line at any time to check whether the Court had made a decision, assuming he wasn’t on 
the beach catching rays. Rudofsky was simply trying to shift the consequence of his firm’s 
negligence to me by asking the panel to suspend the deadline required by the rules of procedure. 
No man should be allowed to escape the consequences of his own wrong, which is what 
negligence is. He represented Flash Dancers—not me. The harm Flash Dancers suffered 
because of its attorney’s incompetence was not my fault. If anyone should pay for the printing, it 
was Rudofsky. In addition, I asked the Court for sanctions against Rudofsky for wasting the 
Court’s and my time. 

Rudofsky replied he “has been an honorable member of the Circuit Court Bar and 
practitioner in that Court for more than thirty (30) years.” So what! That’s no excuse for 
violating the rules, if anything, he should know better, so I told the Court: 

“What we have in Mr. Rudofsky’s bill of costs motion and his opposition to plaintiffs 
sanction’s motion is not a law firm that got caught in a force majeure but rather a firm that shuts 
down when one of its three members is voluntarily in California because of an inept system or no 
system for tracking cases. That is not the fault of the plaintiff or this Court, and it is unbefitting 
of a long-time practitioner before this Court to blame everyone else for his firm’s mistakes.” 

In the Second Circuit, however, who was at fault no longer mattered, especially with the 
man-hating Sotomayor at the helm of a panel. Sotomayor’s panel denied my motion for 
sanctions and granted Rudofsky his costs, minus the ones he tried to pad his bill with. 

The Sotomayor panel decision ignored the law in the Courts of Appeals. A court can 
excuse a party for missing the 14-day deadline, Apex Oil Co. v. Belcher Co. ofN.Y., Inc., 865 
F.2d 504, 505 (2d Cir. 1989), but only “for good cause,” Denofre v. Transportation Ins. Rating 
Bur., 560 F.2d 859, 860 (7 th Cir. 1977). So the question was whether Rudofsky’s junket to 
California coupled with his firm overlooking the papers notifying him of the appeal judgment 
amounted to “good cause”? Cases from a few Courts of Appeals said it did not. 
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In Sims v. Great-West Life Assur. Co., 941 F.2d 368, 370 (5 th Cir. 1991), the lawyers 
claimed they had “inadvertently misplaced the bla nk Bill of Costs form that accompanied their 
copy of the judgment” and had not become aware of the 14-day period until receiving a motion 
from another party. The Fifth Circuit found these excuses “patently insufficient to demonstrate 
good cause to enlarge the time limits in question.” 

In Denofre v. Transportation Ins. Rating Bur., 560 F.2d 859, 861 (7 th Cir. 1977), the 
Seventh Circuit ruled “[t]he fact that the attorney of record was absent from his office [out of 
town on other matters] during the relevant times does not save the situation. We do not think 
that good cause is shown to enlarge a time period expressly specified in the Federal Rules of 
Appellate Procedure by the mere in attendance to the daily chores in one’s law office, 
particularly by a firm of fourteen lawyers.... If attention had been given promptly to incoming 
matters which ... involve deadlines, there was sufficient time at least to have filed within the 
fourteen days a motion for extension of time....” 

In Mollura v. Miller, 621 F.2d 334, 335-36 (9 th Cir. 1980), the Ninth Circuit stated, “in 
attendance to office chores and good faith mistakes are not sufficient to show good cause. 
Claims for costs should be filed promptly after the entry of judgment. The definite time limit 
must be scrupulously observed by litigants.” 

The situations that the Courts of Appeals considered “good cause” are those beyond a 
lawyer’s power, such as receiving a judgment after the 14-day period had expired because of 
Christmas mailing delays, Knoblaugh v. C.I.R., 752 F.2d 125, 128 (5 th Cir. 1985), or as a result 
of the shutdown in aviation, including U.S. Postal flights, following 911, Tickmor v. Choice 
Hotels International, Inc., 275 F.3d 1164, 1165 (9 th Cir. 2002). 
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Trips to sunny Californiay and overlooking Court correspondence do not “good cause” 
make, but Sotomayor and her panel ruled it did. So I appealed by filing a petition requesting that 
all the judges in active service on the Second Circuit reconsider the panel’s decision. The full 
court can overrule any decision by a three-judge panel, but first a majority of the judges must 
agree to hear the matter, which requires a Petition for Rehearing En Banc. The Second Circuit 
grants very few en banc petitions a year, but I filed one anyway. A copy of my petition would be 
circulated to every judge, so I figured, assuming the judges actually read it, the petition would at 
least expose Sotomayor and her panel for making a decision clearly contrary to the law. 

After filing my Petition for Rehearing En Banc, I receive a letter from Shatisa Gibbs, the 
employee in the Clerk’s Office, assigned to my case. Gibbs said the “petitiin,” her spelling, was 
not acceptable and wouldn’t be docketed because it had been filed too late after the February 
decision of my appeal, the Summary Order. Gibbs had obviously confused my petition 
requesting a rehearing by the full court of the panel’s decision on Flash Dancers’ motion for 
costs with asking for review of the original appeal decision, the Summary Order I was trying to 
get the Supreme Court to review. Okay, busy bureaucrats make mistakes, so I called her to clear 
up the misunderstanding. 

Boy, what a nasty, arrogant and stupid girl she is. Gibbs said the rules didn’t allow me to 
file a petition for rehearing en banc of the Flash Dancers’ motion. 

“Yes they do. I talked with the administrative attorney in the Civil Appeals Management 
Office, and he said such a petition could be filed for reconsideration of a panel’s decision of a 
motion. En banc petitions are not limited to the Circuit’s decisions of appeals.” 

“I don’t care what he says. I don’t work for him. This is a different part of the court.” 

“Are you an attorney?” I asked. 
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“No I’m not!” she said with hubris dripping in her voice. “I’m telling you, you can’t file 
that petition.” 

Hanging up, I was amazed that an ignoramus like her worked in the Second Circuit, but 
of course, I shouldn’t have been. Additionally, I regretted having mailed her a “Thank You” 
card for doing her job the previous year. Should have sent her a white towel to wear on her head, 
so she could pretend at being a blonde, since she was just as stupid. 

Rather than a towel, I sent her a motion asking the Second Circuit Court of Appeals to 
tell Gibbs to docket my Petition for Rehearing En Banc of Sotomayor’s decision requiring me to 
pay Flash Dancers’ cost. The Rules of Appellate Procedure state, “A majority of the circuit 
judges who are in regular active service may order that an appeal or other proceeding be heard or 
reheard by the court of appeals en banc.” My Petition for Rehearing En Banc of the decision on 
Flash Dancers’ motion fell under the “other proceeding” part of the rule, despite Gibbs’ 
proclamation to the contrary. 

What a piece of work is female. They weasel a little authority and right away believe 
they can imperiously do what ever they want according to their emotional whim of the moment 
and expect men to genuflect in submission. There is a theory, so far proven true by the 
Feminazis, that power should never rest in feminine hands for they know no restraint in the hann 
they will gladly do men. 

Eight days after filing my motion against Gibbs, the Second Circuit granted it. Nice to 
see the Court doing what it should, but the absurdity of the situation was simply amazing. In the 
21 st century in the United States of America a man has to file a motion with a Federal Court of 
Appeals to direct a female employee of that Court do her job. 
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You haven’t heard nothing yet! Gibbs still refused to docket my Petition. In the face of a 


Second Court of Appeals directive, she still refused. It began to look like the Court had no 
power over princesses who worked for it of which Gibbs was clearly one with all the negative 
connotations. 

Princess Gibbs then telephones me with her latest lunacy. “I’m calling regarding your 
petition. You filed a petition. Did you file a petition?” 

Is she kidding, I’m wondering, but said nothing. 

“That was my question because I see that you filed a motion to file a petition late, and I 
received a package of 25 copies. I think you assumed it was a petition but that’s not actually a 
petition.” 

To myself in disbelief, can’t you read ditz? It says Petition for Rehearing En Banc on the 
front page, and only petitions require 25 copies. Motions require a special cover, an original and 
three copies. But I was cool and said, “No it’s a petition for rehearing en banc” 

“Well, with a petition for rehearing, there is a limit of 15 pages [mine was seven] plus it 
has to have the decision attached to it [mine did], and it has to have a full caption [mine didn’t]. 
Also, your petition is not fully numbered. 

“What do you mean not ‘fully numbered’?” She probably lacks the ability to count along 
with her inability to read the Court’s rules. 

“You have numbers, exhibit A then exhibit B and then it starts from numbers again.” 

That is how virtually every legal paper submitted to every court in the land is organized. 
The first part contains a narration of facts or arguments with the pages numbered in ascending 
order just like books, magazines and newspapers: 1, 2, 3, etc. The documents that the narration 
refers to are attached to the back as exhibits with each assigned a letter and arranged 
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alphabetically: A, B, C, and so on. Each document included as an exhibit also has its own page 
numbers in ascending order. Now is that clear children. Princess Gibbs apparently needs to 
repeat the third grade. What a blooming idiot, but I was still cool and said, “Let me get the 
procedural problems down here. Number one is ... 

The Princess cut me off, “Let me direct you to the Rule 40 [wrong rule, it’s actually 35] if 
you have any questions.” 

“I’ll review the petition and see if all this is accurate and if it is, I’ll correct it.” 

The only accurate criticism, however, by Princess Gibbs was that the front page of my 
petition didn’t list all the parties. That’s what she meant by it not having the “full caption.” 
Everything else she said was wrong under the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, but then 
again princesses have their own rules that change with the emotions produced by the unbalanced 
biochemical reactions in their bodies, or, this princess was intentionally jerking me around. 

After listing all the parties on the front page, I got Alan send Gibbs another 25 copies of 
the petition. By having Alan mail the copies instead of me, I had proof of service from a third 
party in the form of Alan’s affidavit. I didn’t put it pass Princess Gibbs to claim she never 
received the copies. As an added precaution, I sent a copy of the petition’s cover letter outlining 
her screw-ups to the Chief Deputy Clerk. He was the highest-ranking employee in the Clerk’s 
Office who was “apparently” a man. Even so, I still had no faith that anyone in the Clerk’s 
Office would do his or her job. 

After a month with still no docketing of my petition, I wrote the Chief Judge a letter—my 
fourth attempt to prod Princess Gibbs into doing her job. If the letter went nowhere, I’d start a 
“mandamus” action against the entire Court, another interesting fight: me versus the Second 
Circuit Court of Appeals, and a “Bivens” action against Princess Gibbs. Any citizen can bring a 
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mandamus suit, which means “we the people command” the Federal Government, or any part of 
it, to do what it’s suppose to do. The Bivens action allows citizens to sue individual Federal 
Government officials or agents for violating someone’s constitutional rights. Since the violation 
of a person’s rights by officials and agents exceeds the job authority granted by the Federal 
Government, only the individual can be dragged into court under Bivens, not the Government. 
Princess Gibbs’ refusal to follow the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure and docket my 
petition as required by my motion that the Court granted violated my right of access to the Court, 
and if she did so because I’m a white, middle-aged man, then she also violated my right to equal 
protection under the 5 th Amendment. 

Subterranean Homesick Blues 

During the battle with Princess Gibbs, I met a Rwandan aristocrat in my Hip-Hop class: 
tall, pretty, a model, Tutsi and friendly, although with a French boyfriend, as if that mattered. 

She was only in town for a month and had a strange schedule. Maybe not so strange, it was 
similar to the Commie Ho’s: up around 10 AM, lots of telephone calls in the morning and for 
the rest of the day out modeling or something. I called her mobile morning, noon and night, but 
she never answered. She hadn’t set up her voicemail, so I couldn’t leave a message, but she 
would see on her phone that I had called and would call me back. Unfortunately, I was always in 
the law library and never noticed she called until I left for the day. Then I’d try her again, which 
only started all over again the same whirlpool of man and girl futilely reaching out for each 
other. Her return calls eventually stopped, and I assumed she went back home. 

One Saturday, Mark and I went to an Upper Eastside bar. I usually stayed out of these 
joints because the guys were embarrassments to men in general and white men in particular, 
which is where this stereotyping society places me. One bozo in a trio of bianco yuppies pulled 
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a thong out of his pocket and tried to adorn some girl’s head with it. What a dunce, not because 
he treated the broad like trash, which is what she was, but because that move wouldn’t get him 
anywhere. The point is to take a girl’s thong off, preferably with your teeth, not put it on the 
opposite end of her body. The only female vacuum of interest to a man is her lower not upper 
one. Mark and I just looked at this pitiful spectacle and smiled. 

Some distance off to my right was another mixed-up and insecure guy standing next to a 
hot looking blonde who was sitting alone at the bar. The guy just stood there, kept looking at the 
blonde but didn’t say anything. 

“Look at this guy wasting valuable real estate,” I said to Mark. “Why doesn’t he move, 
so someone else can take advantage of that strategic position? These white guys have been so 
brainwashed by the Feminazis that they don’t know how to pick up chicks anymore.” 

“Here’s your chance,” Mark said. I turned and the guy was gone, yes! 

Her name was Brynn, which rang a bell from somewhere in the dim reaches of my 
memory. At WNEW TV News, I knew an intern called Brynn but this was not she, maybe her 
daughter. We talked about nothing, laughed a little and then I hit a chord. This hot young thing 
was bored silly of the leftover college and graduate school scene in Upper Eastside bars. When I 
started telling her about the social world beyond preppydom—Salsa and Hip-Hop, life gleamed 
back into her eyes. She wanted something new, but would she have the courage to try. She gave 
me her email address, and I sent her information on my Salsa class, but she never showed. More 
important, however, after talking with Brynn, it dawned on me that I had stumbled into a gold 
mine of nookie. Every bar on the Upper Eastside was probably full of girls like her—tired of the 
confused androgynous guys created by the first generation of Feminazi mothers. All I needed to 
do was to go mine that gold. 
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A couple of weeks later, Mark and I headed to upstate New York to catch a performance 
of the Hip-Hop dance troupe his younger brother Chanan danced with. Mark wanted some 
videotape to put together a digital resume for the group. I wanted to hit on some coeds and get 
out of the City for the first time in two-years. 

The performance took place at Mount Saint Mary College west of Poughkeepsie, a rural 
area of more cows than people, or so it seemed to me, and too much rain. The dance troupe 
consisted of some guys Chanan had gone to Mount Saint Mary with, including his girl friend 
Pilly, who choreographed the group, and another a hot babe. Some of the guys I knew from 
when they would come into Manhattan to hit the clubs. These guys could dance! In a club, 
they’d fonn a circle and one guy or girl would jump in the middle to do a routine. Soon a crowd 
would gather around to watch, which I would exploit to tell this or that girl I was the groups’ 
lawyer, a little white lie. 

At Mount Saint Mary while the group went over their routines, I walked around the 
student union trying to comer one coed or another. Talked to a couple but nothing more. The 
show included a number of groups singing or dancing but they were all a snooze except for 
Chanan’s. The bimbo master of ceremonies clearly reveled in the attention of the spotlight, but 
she didn’t have the mental ability to think of anything witty to say, so she kept conducting a 
geography lesson by rote. She’d say “Puerto Rico” and the audience cheered, then “New York 
City,” more cheers, “Brooklyn,” some cheers, “Bronx,” almost as many cheers as “Puerto Rico.” 
Her favorite, however, was “Puerto Rico.” She repeated it nearly every time an act finished. 
What about “Paterson, New Jersey,” I kept asking of my birth place—nothing. 

After the show, we went to a diner for dinner with most of the troupe and a few other 
students. Pilly and I sat next to each other with Mark and Chanan opposite us in the same booth. 
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The others were at a table to the back of us and across the aisle. We ordered. While waiting, I 
noticed this white, middle-aged couple diagonally across from Pilly and me staring at the two of 
us with daggers of bigoted condescension. I stared them down and figured that was it. My 
pancakes came, but the couple was still staring hatefully at Pilly and me. That was it! I had put 
up with this garbage years earlier while hanging out with a co-worker at Columbia and, during 
law school in D.C., with the daughter of a couple of black panthers, but no more, and definitely 
not when I’m about to eat my pancakes. 

I got up, walked over to these two dirt fanners with a cumulative education of the eighth 
grade, if they were lucky, and said, “I’m a lawyer,” slapping my business card on their table. “If 
you two don’t refrain from your bigoted staring at my friends and me, I’m going to drag you into 
court for harassment. Not state court, but Federal Court!” 

They didn’t say a word. The guy pushed my card towards to me to which I said, “Keep 
it, I’ve got plenty,” and went back to enjoy my pancakes. The dirt fanners moved to another 
table. They should have kept going until they reached Mississippi. 

After dinner, everyone was going to hit a club, but that was a few hours off, so I ended up 
crashed on someone’s bed in a dorm room without heat. Hadn’t, I been in this situation before? 

Around midnight, we all met outside a club in Poughkeepsie in the rain. Mark and I 
stood in the back of the short line, the others in the front. Some arguing started at the entrance 
between Chanan’s friends and two white bouncers, so at Mark’s suggestion, I went to see what I 
could do. The bouncers said management’s policy prohibited customers from wearing a track 
sweatshirt with a hood, which some of the guys with us had on. They volunteered to put their 
sweatshirts in their cars despite the rain when just then up walks some bimbo in a sweatshirt and 
hood. Into the club she goes without any problem. 


197 



“Hey, how cum she can go in with a hoodie but we can’t!” Chanan and his buddies 
demanded. 

“Yeah, why do you let her in and not us? This is bogus!” 

The bouncers wouldn’t answer, so I told one of them to get the manager, hoping some 
reasoning with the boss might resolve the situation, since most bouncers just do what they are 
told by management. Out comes this white, arrogant troglodyte who comes up with a new 
reason to keep the Hip-Hop guys out. 

“They’re pants are too baggy!” 

Looking down at the pants the manager was pointing to, they weren’t any bagger than the 
“easy fit” Levis that I buy. Just then, up walks some white guy in pants as baggy as those 
prohibited by the manager, and into the club this guy goes without any problem. Now I’m ticked 
off and Chanan and his friends’ tempers start to flare. I threaten to sue the club for 
discrimination making sure they know I’m a lawyer. The manager retreats back inside. One 
bouncer retorts, the guy they just let in wasn’t white but Hispanic, to which Chanan and his 
buddies justifiably start cursing the bouncers. Meanwhile, I’m trying to keep myself between the 
white bouncers and Chanan’s group whose expletives are justifiably escalating. One bouncer, 
with the other standing behind him, begins venting his bigoted based anger on me. Fine, I’m 
used to hostility. Besides, the last thing I wanted was a light in which Chanan and his young 
friends ended up behind bars in a part of the country that time had forgot. So I stayed in the 
middle, certain the bouncers wouldn’t hit a gray-haired, white attorney. But if they did, I could 
feel Mark somewhere behind me ready to intervene to quickly end any altercation. Just then a 
cop car rolls up. Great, it’s the Gestapo, or more accurately “Bull” Connor’s fan club. I turned 
from the bouncers and started a little crowd control with my arms out stretched motioning 
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Chanan and his buddies down the street while they continued inveighing the bouncers who 
deserved that and more. 

We made it to another club without the cops interfering, but by then I was seething 
inside. Not because some 80 I.Q. bouncer got in my face, but because ignoramuses can violate 
the rights of others without having their heads blown off. Mark said, “Try to put it aside,” so I 
had a couple of drinks and start doing a sandwich dance on this little white blonde friend of one 
of the hip-hoppers, Moss. He took up the rear and I the front with her in between—its new age 
dancing. But I wasn’t sure whether she was Moss’ girlfriend or just a friend until Mark pulled 
me off her. So I hit on a few other chicks without success. Mark and I caught a 3:30 AM train 
back to civilization. After my sojourn, I couldn’t understand why anyone would live in that part 
of the country. I’m white and I won’t. 

Money 

In April, a legal battle arose over a small amount of money. Judge Castel in the District 
Court finally got around to focusing on my request for reimbursement from the defendants of my 
costs in using a process server. The defendants violated the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by 
refusing to accept my Complaint by mail, which required me to use a process server. The 
defendants’ attorneys decided to ignore the mailed Complaint out of the usual low-life lawyerly 
effort to increase an opponent’s workload and expenses even when it violates the rules. Judge 
Castel instructed the defendants to submit reasons why they shouldn’t reimburse me for the costs 
to use a process server. 

Only Dubin and Rudofsky put up a fuss. The others paid, except for the Commie Ho, no 
surprise there. 

Dubin made two main arguments, first: 
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Plaintiffs letter application provides absolutely no details or supporting documentation 
and utterly fails to satisfy the burden of demonstrating that plaintiff served a waiver of service 
upon the defendants, that defendants failed to respond, that plaintiff complied with the 
procedures designated under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d)(2)(A)-(G) and that plaintiff incurred additional 
costs by defendants alleged failure to respond. 

Dubin essentially said, “Oh yeah, prove it, and prove that my client didn’t respond.” 
Proving what I did was easy, I kept records. But proving that someone didn’t do something or as 
it’s called in the law “proving a negative” is well near impossible. It’s a tactic the Inquisition 
used against scientists and Protestants, Stalin used against military officers in the 1930s purge 
trials, the Nazis used against everybody and the Feminazis always use against men. 

Take the Justice Clarence Thomas confirmation hearings. Some broad, backed by the 
Feminazis, accused Justice Thomas of doing this and saying that at sometime in the past. How 
could Justice Thomas possibly prove he didn’t? He would need a 24-hour videotape of all his 
activities to show that what the broad claimed had happened, didn’t—that’s the negative, which 
is impossible to prove. In America, before the Feminazis pretty much took over, the broad’s 
accusations would require additional proof before anyone took them seriously because one of the 
main tenets held sacred by the founding fathers of this country was that the accused are 
presumed innocent until proven guilty. The person making the accusations had to do more then 
just say believe me. They had to provide evidence, but that cornerstone of liberty has largely 
vanished for half of America’s population. Now, the presumption is all men are guilty until they 
prove themselves innocent and all broads innocent no matter what they do. 

My response included: 

Bradley E. Dubin has represented the above defendants throughout this case and, 
assuming he has not lost all or most of the papers submitted, has in his files all the “details or 
supporting documentation” that show the plaintiff has complied with Rule 4(d)(2). Mr. Dubin’s 
clients chose to ignore their “duty to avoid unnecessary costs of serving the summons,” Rule 
4(d)(2), and now Mr. Dubin chooses to ignore his duty not to conceal or knowingly fail to 
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disclose pertinent infonnation to this Court, especially when he knows the details and supporting 
documentation that he now claims do not exist actually lie in his filing cabinets. 


Mr. Dubin’s objection falsely implies his clients did respond by stating the plaintiff fails 
to show that the “defendants failed to respond.” The plaintiff, a lawyer admitted to practice 
before this Court, affirms the defendants did not respond; therefore, the burden shifts to Mr. 
Dubin’s clients to show they did. Mr. Dubin’s clients can do that by producing copies of the 
signed and dated documents of their response plus an affidavit that such were mailed to me. 

Dubin’s second argument claimed that his “logic dictates that plaintiff should not be 
entitled to recover costs of serving a frivolous action, which has been dismissed with prejudice 
and affirmed by the Second Circuit.” To which I countered, “There’s been no finding by any 
court that this civil RICO action is frivolous. Mr. Dubin’s brand of logic is not the law,” since 
the only way a defendant can escape payment requires a showing of “good cause,” and just 
calling a suit “frivolous” is not that. Dubin lost that round, but what did it matter—nothing. 

Rudofsky took a different tack. He claimed some of the costs I included weren’t 
pennitted under the rules, although they were. He also tried to mislead the District Court into 
believing a final decision had been made by the Second Circuit that I owed Flash Dancers the 
printing cost of its brief. Had the decision by Sotomayor and her panel been the end of the line 
in the Second Circuit, Rudofsky could offset the printing cost against the amount Flash Dancers 
owed me for my use of a process server. The Second Circuit, however, would not have a final 
decision until it dealt with my Petition for a Rehearing En Banc. Rudofsky lost on both issues 
but won on a minor one that saved Flash Dancers about $60 while costing it a lot more just to 
pay Rudofsky to make the objections. But what did Flash Dancers care? The owners save 
millions every year just by cheating on the strip joint’s taxes. 

Don’t Play That Song (You Lied) 

The Supreme Court allowed the defendants until the end of May to file their briefs 
opposing my Petition for a Writ of Certiorari, but no one bothered, except Flash Dancers. 
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Rudofsky filed a two-page, rancorous memorandum to which he attached my entire 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint, which he failed to print on both sides of the pages in 
order to make them look more voluminous then they were—a subtle trick to subconsciously 
ward off busy judges and clerks from a case. Rudofsky was playing the same old defense song: 
load a court down with papers not needed to decide the issues, since the appendix I submitted 
already contained the pertinent parts of both complaints, and use acrimonious words to stir 
emotions against me so as to deflect attention from the legal issues of Flash Dancers’ RICO 
violations. Basically, try the individual, not the issues—usual Russian and political 
correctionalist scheme to divert government officials from fairly weighing the arguments. 
Rudofsky even made clear in his memorandum that his tactics were intended to submarine the 
reasonableness of my petition’s argument. But why bother? The odds were already 
overwhelmingly in his favor that the Supreme Court would not grant review of my case. Maybe 
he needed the billing fees he charged for his memorandum to payoff his trip to California. 

Rudofsky accused me of intentionally trying to deceive the Supreme Court with my 
abridged versions of the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint by claiming they disguised my 
“bald assertions, periphrastic circumlocutions, unsubstantiated conclusions, or outright 
vituperation and subjective characterizations or conclusory descriptions.” The Supreme Court’s 
rules, however, don’t require the inclusion of the entire complaint in a petition for certiorari, just 
those sections essential to understanding the petition’s arguments. Sup. Ct. R. 14(l)(i)(vi). Even 
so, if Rudofsky was right in his characterizations of my complaints, then why didn’t he list for 
the Court the specific allegations to which each of his objections applied? Because he couldn’t, 
but more importantly, he just wanted to plant the seed in the minds of the Justices and clerks that 
I was duplicitous. He knew full well that neither the Justices nor the clerks were going to go 
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through my complaints to confirm or disprove his accusations. Rudofsky was just using a Hitler 
tactic: if you’re going to lie, tell a big one because the chances are people wouldn’t bother to 
disprove it and they may buy into some of it. 

Rudofsky’s angry venting even claimed my case “patently incredible, patently vexatious 
and unreasonable”—not when it’s against members and associates of the Russian mafia. 

“The Russian mafia has been operating in the United States for years. Scott P. Boylan, 
Organized Crime and Corruption in Russia, Vol. 19, Fordham fnt’l L.J., 1999, 2013 (1996). 

With the fall of the Soviet Union, the activities of Russian organized crime groups have spread to 
the United States and Europe. Id. ‘Not only does the Mafia kill and steal in Russia, it does so in 
the United States as well.’ Id. at 2001. Mafia members are involved in ‘theft, extortion, money¬ 
laundering, gun-trafficking, drug running, prostitution, smuggling, loan sharking, contract killing 
and more.’ Id- ‘The U.S. Department of Justice has established task forces to deal with the 
Russian Mafia in New York, Los Angeles, and Miami.’ Id. In 1994, the Russian mob had more 
than 300 members in the New York area alone, making it larger than the Bonanno, Colombo, or 
Lucchese crime families. Allan Friedman, The Organizatsiya: Brooklyn’s Booming Russian 
Mob is Slicker, Smarter, and Much Meaner than La Cosa Nostra , N.Y. Mag., Nov. 7, 1994, at 
50. Russia’s international professional criminals have caused the most economic damage in the 
U.S. Scott O’Neal, Russian Organized Crime, FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin, May 2000.” 

Rudofsky also criticized my complaints as full of “subjective characterizations and 
conclusory descriptions.” To which, I essentially answered, oh yeah, what about this! 

“Llash Dancers openly operates a sexual bazaar in Times Square, New York City, which 
hardly puts it in a position to claim the allegations against it in this case are ‘subjective 
characterizations or conclusory descriptions.’ A quick scan of Flash Dancers’ website, 
www.flashdancersnyc.com, reveals just some of the defendant’s sordid activities. The site has 
been tamed down a great deal since this case started in the federal courts. Previously, the site 
sold pornography, escorts and the viewing of live sex acts over the internet in the same manner 
that New York Elites and Exotica 2000 did before U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
closed down those Russian mafia operations for prostitution and money laundering.” 

“Defendant Cybertech Internet Solutions, Flash Dancers’ website administrator and 
designer, continues to advertise Flash Dancers at http://www.stripelublist.eom/e.asp?c=8534 
with links to escort services that include travel packages sporting various prostitutes. Rather 
than continue to advertise such illegal interstate activity on its own website, Flash Dancers uses 
the vast Internet network operated by Cybertech for selling just about everything involving sex. 
Flash Dancers’ other strip clubs, Private Eyes and NY Dolls, 

http://www.nydollsclub.com/aboutus.asp, are also advertised on the Cybertech network. 
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Rudofsky should like the analogy of Flash Dancers to New York Elites and Exotica 2000. 
Cybertech’s Internet Network used to advertise Exotica 2000 before that whore operation was 
busted. Exotica and New York Elites, different names for the same call-girl service, operated in 
22 states and overseas with over 200 hos, charging $500 to $1,500 an hour with the hos receiving 
50%. The virtual brothel made $13.5 million in four years. Not bad, I’m clearly on the wrong 
side. 


Rudofsky’s memorandum even came up with a new personal attack in the defense 
lawyers’ strategy of “don’t confuse the courts with the law, just demonize the opponent.” 

“Any notion as to Hollander’s good faith is quickly dispelled by review of his public 
website www.royandalina.com , which has titled Stupid Frigging Fool: The tragicomedy of an 
American lawyer and a Russian mafia prostitute, and has dedicated “To Mother, May She Burn 
in Hell.” 


How’d he find that? He couldn’t have hired a private eye, since I wasn’t that important 
to a multi-million dollar operation like Flash Dancers and its Internet partner Cybertech—or was 
I? Maybe one of the goons at Flash Dancers was trolling the web, but could any of them read? 
Besides the site should have been under construction. Who knows, but there it was, and I had to 
deal with it because Rudofsky was relying on the maxim that the truth always hurts the one who 
speaks it, especially unpopular truths. Defense wouldn’t do, so I went on the offense. 

“Character assassination ... has all too often been successful for the unscrupulous by 
hiding their nefarious deeds under the cloak of patriotism, religion or other popular views 
[meaning motherhood] depending on the particular time period in America’s history. 

“Flash Dancers’ attorney forgets that the purpose behind the Bill of Rights, and of the 
First Amendment in particular, is to protect unpopular individuals [me] from retaliation—and 
their ideas from suppression—at the hand of an intolerant society. McIntyre v. Ohio Elections 
Commission , 514 U.S. 334, 357, 115 S.Ct. 1511, 1524, 131 L. Ed. 2d 426 (Stevens, J.)(1995). 
‘The proponents of the First Amendment ... were determined that every American should 
possess an unrestrained freedom to express his views, however odious they might be to vested 
interests whose power they might challenge.’ Feldman v. United States , 322 U.S. 487, 501, 64 
S.Ct. 1082, 1089, 88 .Ed 1480 (Black, J. dissenting) (1944).” 
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Actually, it was the character of my mother that was odious, not the words used to 
describe the fate she deserved. My memory still recalls my seventh summer on this planet when 
I stepped on a rusty nail. Mother refused to take me to the doctor for a tetanus shot, so I spent 
those bucolic months waiting for my jaw to lock. But I didn’t need to go there, in my reply to 
Rudofsky. The Justices of the Supreme Court know that appellations do not make the person. 
There are plenty of mothers out there who murder their children, boil their babies and otherwise 
destroy the living. Procreation does not a saint make. Even Rudofsky knows that, but he’s the 
type of hypocrite who will pander to any popular belief in order to attack his opponent’s freedom 
of speech while vociferously arguing that Flash Dancers’ selling of pomo and girls on the 
Internet is protected by the First Amendment as a form of commercial speech. 

When I showed my buddy Blackie the quote Rudofsky used from that website, he 
laughed and laughed saying, “That’s a classic, that’s a classic.” A phrase from our high school 
rah rah days that we used as a compliment for a cool act of rebellion. Thank you Mr. Rudofsky 
for that trip back in time when my classmates and I regularly mocked the hypocrisy of 
conventional delusions. 

A minor sideshow occurred while I was drafting my reply to Rudofsky’s memorandum. 
Two days after his papers arrived, which were also mailed to all the other defendants, someone 
called my mobile that Sunday morning but left no message. To me, if a stranger doesn’t leave a 
message, then he shouldn’t telephone me in the first place, so I didn’t bother returning the call to 
the number on my caller id. Around two in the afternoon, I received a call on my landline. 

“Hello, is this Roy?” Some middle-aged man nervously asked. 

“Who’s calling,” I replied, expecting a telemarketer. If it was, I’d tell him Roy’s not 
here, which I always do with telemarketers. 
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“John Jacoby. I’m calling about a web site and looking for Roy.” Okay, not a 
telemarketer, but some clown trying to pump me for infonnation about the 
www.royandalina.com website that Rudofsky had learned about. 

“Sorry, you’ve got the wrong number.” Having done plenty of these information¬ 
gathering calls when working in the news media, I was not about to participate in one that would 
likely cause me grief. 

“I’m from the Federal Government,” Jacoby said. That was a mistake because I started 
to draw my verbal sword. Rather than scaring me, anyone from the Feds makes me want to 
punch them in the face. Couldn’t do that over the telephone, so I readied a verbal assault. 

“Are you recording this?” I asked. 

“No,” he lied. “I’m not calling on official business, just trying to figure something out 
about a web site.” I’m sure he was, but when he said the call wasn’t official and failed to 
identify the federal agency he worked for, I knew he was either a private eye or mobster. 

“What’s your number,” I asked looking at my caller id, which registered (212) 212 1212. 

“It’s (212) 212 2121.” 

“Okay, that’s (212) 212 2121, got it!”—another lie. 

“It’s a federal number,” he added. No it wasn’t, but I’d call to see whose it was. 

“So you work Sunday?” Now I was just toying with him. I had worked for the Federal 
Government and no one worked on a Sunday. 

“I work every day.” Maybe true, but not for the Federal Government. 

“Too bad, take it easy,” and I hung up. Immediately my mobile rang. It was Jacoby 
again calling from (212) 212 1212, but I didn’t answer. Dialing on my landline the numbers 
from my caller id (1212) and the one he gave me (2121), I received a telephone company 
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recordings that my calls couldn’t be completed as dialed. Neither of the numbers existed. For 
the number that showed on my caller id, Jacoby had used a “black box” that allows a caller to 
send any number he wants to the receiver’s caller id. Checking my mobile again more closely, I 
found that the first of Jacoby’s calls came early in the morning. An obvious but lame attempt to 
catch me half-asleep in the hope I’d spill my guts. Jacoby also had made a second call to my 
mobile around noon, which I had missed completely. On that one he left a message. 

“Yes, how are you? I was looking on your web site. I believe you and I can trade some 
information. As you’ll notice my phone number is not trackable or traceable, so I’ll call later on 
today and would appreciate it if you would pick up the phone call. I’m in the United States. I’m 
affiliated with certain government agencies, and I could use some of your information for a 
pending case, I guess you could say that is in the works. I’ll try you later. Thank you very 
much. And have a great day.” 

At least he didn’t say, “Have a nice day” as did John Madison a.k.a. Pierre. 

Two days later I received an email from Onn Rapeika, ORapeika@Gti.Net: 

“I find your site story very interesting but now site down and not working I not get chance to 
read all story, but story very good. Why site down? Can you please put back up? Or can you 
email me story? I on chapter 4. -Oveon Csheeen” 

To which I replied, 

“Do I know you? I don’t understand what you are talking about, please explain.” 

Of course, I did understand that it was the same guy using a different tack. What I 
couldn’t figure out was who was behind it and why. Maybe Rudofsky, but he had already gotten 
into the site, which was now under construction as it should have been all along. If he or any of 
the defendants wanted the story, all they needed to do was go to www.been-scammed.com. 
They’d have to wait a while until the serialization was complete but so what. 


207 



That weekend, as usual, I checked the advertisements for various clubs to decide which 
ones were possibilities for hunting. The advertisement for club Deep assured I wouldn’t be 
attending: 

“Standard Saturdays. Open Bar. Hosted by Supennodel: Angelina Shipilina.” 

You mean “Super Slut” don’t you. How could she host anything besides whoring, she could 
barley speak English, and a Supennodel she wasn’t. She, like all broads, was just 
constitutionally unable to tell the truth. The club should have at least changed its advertisement 
from “Open Bar” to “Open Ho.” 

Heat Wave 

Global warming finally turned the beginning days of summer in the City into the way 
they were before global warming—hot and humid with no place steamer than my Hip-Hop class. 
One sweltering Friday, most of the girls showed up in class dressed for Siberia: full-size shirt 
over a halter or bathing suit top and baggy sweat pants. Didn’t they check the thermometer? 
They knew Broadway Dance didn’t have air conditioning. Were they self-conscious because of 
a gray-haired chronic luster in the class trying to move up to molester? Who knows, but after ten 
minutes in that rotisserie, the shirts came off, the remaining tops rolled up to just below their 
boobs, the sweat pants down to the beginnings of their thongs and their pants’ legs, or at least 
one in deference to fashion, pulled up as high as possible. The sweat started beading on their 
bare backs, firm bellies and around those breasts that still defied gravity. With every move, 
more sweat broke out, cascading into glistening streams down the curves of power Mother 
Nature had given them. One girl’s thong had moved off from the center of her rear, so I 
stationed myself behind her for a time until distracted by another babe steaming up my eyeballs. 
They all looked so delicious that I hit on this one and then that one; I just couldn’t make up my 
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mind—cherry bonbons, gummy dips, dots, malt drops, juicy fruit, caramels, and chocolate 
squares. Oh, to lick the sweat from the snatch of every one of those babes. But as the old song 
advises, “Better go home son and make up your mind,” so I tried to focus on one of Bev’s 
assistants, a teenage something or other. She was friendly and laughed at my jokes, but I never 
made it to first base with her. 

Salsa class brought a new opportunity one night in the shape of a tall Latina. Unlike Hip- 
Hop, a good deal of the dancing in Salsa class is with a partner. Everyone gets to dance with 
everyone. The instructor tells the girls to rotate to another guy, after repeating a routine with one 
partner. It reminded my of the make-out parties we used to have in sixth-grade, except then 
everybody was sitting and while kissing copping a feel. No kissing in Salsa, but now and then 
subtly copping a feel. 

When the Latina rotated to me, I introduced myself. 

“Hi, I’m Roy,” and held out my hand. 

“I’m sorry, what’s your name?” she asked. Sometimes girls do this intentionally to 
throw a guy off balance. 

“My name is Roy, but I usually just introduce myself as a lawyer.” She laughed and 
became friendly, thinking me overflowing with Benjamin Franklins of which I no longer had, but 
I wasn’t going to tell her that. Deception? Sure, but girls lie every chance they can to get what 
they want. 

The Latina wore a tight, low cut top with tiny straps holding up large breasts of which 
ample amounts were visible. We started dancing the steps our instructor showed, and halfway 
through the song, I realized I had been staring at her tits the entire time. Not to be a complete 
cad, I shifted my revelry to her face—very pretty, but I could feel the tug on my eyes from those 
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boobs as though they were magnets. I struggled to keep looking at her face so as to increase my 
chances of obtaining a closer inspection of those glands later on. Now I understood what Leni 
Riefenstahl meant by “Triumph of the Will.” 

When the song ended, our instructor went over a new step. The Latina checked her 
mobile with its Technicolor screen. 

“Does that take pictures?” I asked. 

“Sure.” 

I pulled out my mobile saying, “Mine doesn’t. It’s pre-millennium,” to which she 
laughed, a little. 

“Did you get that in 1999?” she asked. 

“Good guess, that’s when I picked it up, but I can’t see anything on the monotone screen 
because I’m wearing contacts.” 

“You can’t see anything with your contacts?” 

“Oh, I can see you, and if you were on the other side of the dance floor at the Copa I 
could pick you out.” She smiled at the compliment. 

Moving closer to her under the guise of showing her the screen on my mobile, I said, 
“But when I go through the menu looking for a name, I can’t see a thing.” 

“You mean you can’t read any of this?” she pointed, as I felt the heat radiate from that 
luscious Latina body with dark skin. 

“Can’t make out a thing,” and I couldn’t. 

“So how do you use it?” 

“I ask some pretty girl to help me.” She gave me one of those knowing girl smiles. 
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When class ended, people stood around listening to our instructor give some information 
on upcoming events and Salsa techniques. Pulling out my mobile to make a call to this girl, I 
needed someone to find the number. So, I walk around with my mobile in hand looking for help 
and over comes the Latina with a smile. 

“Do you need help?” 

“Yes, I’m trying to increase the volume to high, would you do it for me?” I wasn’t so 
dumb as to ask her to find the girl’s number. 

“Sure,’ she said, taking the mobile. We flirted some more until the arrangement of 
people shifted while out instructor kept talking. Somehow I found myself in the middle of the 
dance room talking with two guys, including one from Russia with whom I chased girls when his 
wife was visiting their home country cheating on him. When I saw the Latina standing by 
herself near the room’s entrance, I left these guys to make my move for her telephone number or 
talk her into going to the Salsa club the class usually hit after our two-hour practice. 

She smiled and said, “You’re a good dancer.” 

I wasn’t, I stunk, but graciously accepted the compliment as one of her tactics to move 
our flirtation along. “Not as good as you. How long have you been taking classes?” 

“Three months, but I grew up with the music.” 

We were connecting, the pheromones were doing their job, but then my peripheral vision 
caught the gleaming, razor-sharp pendulum of the Matrix swinging in my direction again. This 
time it took the form of the two guys I had just left in the middle of the room. There they were, 
standing right next to me with grins spread over their mugs as they stared at the Latina trying 
hard to work up the courage to say something not completely inane. Unbelievable! These guys 
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had followed me over to the Latina. I left them talking to each other so that I could hit on her, 
but they decided to interfere with my hustle. 

The vast, vast majority of guys always do that, but only to a buddy or some other man 
they know. A guy will never, unless drunk or retarded, interfere with some stranger who’s 
hitting on a chick, even if he saw the girl first or was previously hitting on her. Why, because he 
doesn’t want a punch in the nose or he’s afraid the girl will snub him. But when guys see one of 
their buddies or acquaintances hustling a pretty girl, the fear of a fight doesn’t exist and neither 
does the dread of rejection because they already have an in with the girl through their connection 
with the guy who did the hard work of initiating the conversation. Insecurity toward girls also 
causes those guys’ egos to push them into interfering. They’re trying to prove to themselves and 
their buddy that they too can hustle girls, but they can’t, unless their buddy breaks the ice first. It 
comes down to cowardice and self-doubt with a lot of stupidity mixed in. 

Guys should realize that as soon as a girl has more than one man competing for her, she’s 
at her most powerful. She’ll grin with delight, play coy and even scold as she banks one guy off 
another. In the end, she’ll either choose the highest bidder, pick one this week and another the 
next or reject them all while her ego inflates with the conviction that she is fulfilling her divine 
right to make guys stumble, bumble, mumble and trip over each other for her favor. That was a 
game I hadn’t played since high school, and wasn’t about to start again now no matter how big 
the Latina’s pillows, so I went to the men’s room ticked-off not at the girl but my alleged pals for 
ruining my hustle. And ruined it was, because by refusing to play her competition game, I 
insulted her. She knew why I left and likely said to herself, “He’ll be back and when he is, I’ll 
play with him like he was a mouse. How dare he not curry my favor!” I didn’t go back. 


212 



A couple of nights later, an American guy and I went to Gonzales y Gonzales. A hot 
Latina babe paused to stand in front of the two of us. She’d have to wait until the second coming 
before the American guy hit on her, so I did. We flirted a little. She was looking for her friends 
in another part of the bar, so I temporarily halted my hustle figuring to pickup on her later by 
asking for a dance. She starts to go and immediately the American guy pounces. She fends off 
his overtures and moves on. 

“What are you doing?” I ask him, really ticked-off. 

He cavalierly answers, “You stopped talking to her, so I went after her.” 

“Don’t you realize; I was setting her up for later?” 

“Everybody does whatever they want,” he says with laisser-faire, social-Darwinian 
disdain. That was something I had heard before, mainly in the former Soviet Union where nearly 
every individual religiously believes they are superior to all others. Such arrogance, really a 
product of insecurity, justifies in their eyes the astonishing lack of ethics and honor routinely 
exhibited by people from that part of world. They’re willing to grovel like dogs, just to 
maneuver themselves into a position to rip someone off, take an unfair advantage or plunge a 
knife into another’s back both literally and figuratively. You can take the person out of the 
former Soviet Union, but you can’t take the former Soviet Union out of the person. 

“Okay,” I said, “if everybody does what they want, go hit on those two blondes sitting at 
the table over there. Go ahead! You drool every time you look in their direction. Walk over and 
hustle them.” 

This superior specimen of man just stood there with his brain short-circuiting. 
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“Go ahead hit on them,” I dared again. “I’ll even give you a line.” He just looked at 
them and turned to watch the dancers. Some people can only compete with a knife from the 
shadows. 

To rub it in, I walked over to the two blondes, both very pretty, threw my opening line 
and started a fairly long conversation. Both were professional ballet dancers with the American 
Ballet Theatre—that was impressive. We talked about the Kirov and Bolshoi in Russia, laughed 
a little, and then I gave it a rest until the band started. With the first salsa tune, I started dancing 
with the taller of the two ballerinas. Leia couldn’t dance salsa, but that didn’t matter, since 
neither could I. She could, however, turn. Just one little movement of my hand and whooos, she 
was around in a flash with her arm seductively stretched above her head. Throughout our 
dancing, she wore this wide soft smile, probably her stage persona, but it still made me smile. 
Beneath her dress, I could feel a body of iron-band muscles. I wanted more, but she was moving 
to Seattle that Thursday. Too bad Mark wasn’t there. Had he been, I would have brought him 
into my earlier conversation with the two ballerinas, which might have led to a fun night for all 
of us. Leia was not about to leave her friend, typical for two girls out on the town, and I wasn’t 
about to help the American guy by introducing him to Leia’s fellow ballerina. After that night, I 
avoided hanging out with him. It’s tough enough picking up girls without having someone ready 
to interfere every time you’re on a roll. Besides, I’ve had my share of experience with the lack 
of scruples of insecure people. 

The Chief Judge of the Second Circuit, as men born in the middle of the 20 th Century 
always do, came through concerning my letter of complaint about Princess Gibbs. He referred 
the letter to the lady in charge of the Court’s Operations: probably one of those few females of 
competence so secure in her womanhood that she doesn’t need an emotional hatchet to deal with 
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men. She sent me a very courteous letter of apology, something Feminazis like Gibbs are 
incapable of. Her letter confirmed that my Petition for Rehearing En Banc should have been sent 
to the full Court back in April and was now, months later, before the Court. The real justice 
came when she said she had a little sit-down with Princess Gibbs to explain how my petition 
should have been handled. That ought to teach Gibbs a lesson, for she sure needed one. 

Supreme Court Justice Anthony Scalia once wrote in a Court of Appeals decision, “No matter 
how bad someone is, [she] can always be worse.” But that’s not much solace when dealing with 
the Clerk’s Office at the Second Circuit of which Gibbs is just one example of belligerent 
incompetence. The Court eventually denied my petition, but at least some bureaucratic bimbo 
driven by feminine malice didn’t succeed in abusing her authority to obstruct the rights of a man. 
As for the money owed Flash Dancers for its printing costs, I never paid it. What was the man- 
hater Sotomayor going to do—send me to Guantanamo? Hot, humid climates were preferable, 
and, if I escaped, I’d get to ride around in 56 Chevys with hot Latinas and smoke Cuban cigars. 

Before summer ended, I had lunch with Alan and one of the best tort lawyers in New 
York City. The lawyer and I had not seen each other since we were political enemies in the 
Riverside Democratic Club decades earlier. Despite our political warring, I always liked this guy 
and appreciated his superior verbal acuity in cutting me to ribbons. He was not someone to 
argue with, and all these years later had not lost his edge, especially when dicing bloodless, 
bureaucratic disciples of collectivism who overlook individuals in favor of “the people.” 

Our waitress was very pretty, and I detected a familiar accent. 

“Are you from Russia?” I asked, unable to stop myself. 

“Yes, how could you tell?” 

“By your accent. Where in Russia?” 
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“The southern part.” 

Oh great! Would I never escape the curse that came from that part of the world? 

Pausing, but I had to know and asked “Anywhere near Krasnodar?” 

“Yes, in a little village outside of it.” 

The Commie Ho had lived in a little village outside Krasnodar where I had visited her for 
the millennium celebration, which felt like two hundred years ago. The end to this conversation 
became apparent the moment I mentioned the name of the Ho’s village. “Is it Adygea?” 

“Yes,” she said with great surprise, but I wasn’t. “Do you know Adygea?” 

“I’ve visited there in another life.” 

“That’s amazing that you were actually there. I’ve never met anyone here in America 
who has even heard of it!” 

“I wish I hadn’t.” 

“Why?” her pretty face asked with pretended concern. 

“That my dear is a long story.” 

Hey Joe 

The U.S. Supreme Court made its decision to deny my Petition for Certiorari on September 
25 th —the birthday of the Commie Ho’s mother. From the dungeons of the Queens Family Court 
to the alleged lofty heights of the Supreme Court, there is no justice in feminarchy America for a 
man. 

“Hey Joe” was suppose to be the final solution to this story, but I got distracted by an 
ancillary Jihada that grew into a crusade against the Feminists. 
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Stupid Frigging Fool 


By Roy Den Hollander 
Part 8 

Ladies’ Night 

Christmas Eve 2006, bitter cold, and I’m standing in line with Mark and his younger 
brother waiting to get into club “Deep” on West 22 nd Street. As we shiver, the girls in 
fashionable nothings strut to the head of the line, ignoring us, and enter for free—it’s “Ladies’ 
Night.” Guys have to pay $20 and wait in the cold until the doorman allows them the privilege 
of paying to enter. In effect, the men are financing the girls’ partying because the guys make up 
the price the girls don’t pay. 

Mark’s brother grumbles, “How cum they get in for free, and we have to pay? Not just to 
get in, but to buy them drinks. They’re the ones who live for sex; they should be paying us 
instead of acting like hos.” 

The other guys in the line agree, and a case from law school pops into my head: 

Seidenberg v. McSorleys’ Old Ale House, Inc., 317 F. Supp. 593 (1970). In 1969, a couple of 

PC-Feminazis from NOW, the National Organization of Witches, walked into McSorleys’ Ale 

House on the lower Eastside. The bar didn’t have a doonnan to stop them, just a policy of “men- 

only”—given the trouble girls often cause after a few drinks bought by some sucker. The 

bartender refused to serve them and escorted them to the door. The federal court in Manhattan 

ruled that the State’s involvement with McSorleys’ business was significant because of 

pervasive regulation by the state of the activities of the defendant, a commercial 
enterprise engaged in voluntarily serving the public except for women. 

Furthermore, the state has continued annually to renew defendant’s license over 
the years despite its open discrimination against women, without making any 
effort in the exercise of the broad authority granted it, to remedy the 
discrimination or revoke the license which defendant must have in order to 
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practice [discrimination]. . . . [T]he state’s regulatory power in this area is far 
broader than in the case of an ordinary lawful business essential to the conduct of 
human affairs. 

Because the State was pervasively involved, Equal Protection under the 14 th Amendment 
applied, so McSorleys’ sex-discrimination was declared unconstitutional for treating guys and 
girls differently, and the bar had to open up to girls. 

Club Deep’s Ladies’ Night and all the other nightclubs in the City holding Ladies’ Nights 
were just as pervasively controlled by the State as McSorleys’ but treated guys differently than 
girls—a guy had to pay money to enter a club while a girl did not. Looked like a potential 
lawsuit for fighting against the discrimination of men and preferential treatment of females—the 
real objective and result of PC-Peminism. So I filed the idea away, and my buddies and I went 
to another club that was free for both sexes that Christmas Eve. 

In May the following year, Mark and I were standing outside the club Taj on West 21 st 
Street, which the Police closed to traffic on Saturday nights because there were so many clubs 
overflowing with partiers. He was trying to call the hostess inside the club, a Swedish blonde to 
whom I had introduced him, to see if she could get us in for free. In the middle of the street were 
a hot black haired girl and a blonde, so while he dialed away on his mobile, I walked over and 
tried to pick them up. April, the black haired girl, was luscious. The discussion somehow came 
around to Ladies’ Nights, and I told them of my idea to sue clubs for discriminating against guys. 

April said, “And where will you find the time to bring such a suit. You lawyers are 
always busy.” She was right, and by that I knew she was dating a lawyer, which was probably 
why she didn’t relinquish her phone number—she had her sucker hooked. 

At that particular point in time, however, I did have the time, so in June 2007 I filed a sex 
discrimination lawsuit in the U.S. Southern District Court of New York against a handful of 
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nightclubs running Ladies’ Nights. That was the same court that had decided the McSorleys’ 


case. 

With the McSorleys’ case as precedence, I thought I had a sure winner, since the only 
difference in the cases was that guys instead of girls were discriminated against by bars and 
nightclubs that the State “pervasively” regulated. In addition, my case presented an argument 
not used in the McSorleys’ case—bars and nightclubs were carrying out a public or state 
function, so equal protection of the Constitution applied. The Constitution only applies where 
the government is involved, whether federal, state, or local. “[W]hen private individuals or 
groups are endowed by the state with powers or functions governmental in nature, they become 
agencies or instrumentalities of the state and subject to its constitutional limitations.” Evans v. 
Newton, 382 U.S. 296, 299 (1966). Government involvement or state action may be found in 
situations where an activity that traditionally has been the exclusive, or near exclusive, function 
of the state has been contracted out to a private entity. Jackson v. Metro. Ed. Co., 419 U.S. 345, 
352 (1974); Horvath v. Westport Library Ass ’n, 362 F.3d 147, 151 (2d Cir. 2004). Guess what 
activity the states have always had exclusive control over—alcohol. The power of the state to 
control not just the sale and consumption of alcohol but the circumstances in which such occurs 
is an exercise of the ultimate sovereignty of a state. See Crane v. Campbell, 245 U.S. 304, 308 
(1917). New York chose to delegate some of its exclusive functions to bars and nightclubs for 
operating premises where persons could purchase and consume alcohol. Bars and nightclubs, 
therefore, exercise a public or state function by which they are entirely dependent upon state 
decisions to operate successfully, See Flagg Bros., 436 U.S. at 158-59, so equal protection under 
the Constitution applies. 
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I also thought the media would ignore the case because the issue was discrimination 
against men. 

The media, however, jumped all over it and me. But I enjoy being pilloried by public 
opinion—a sure sign that one is right as H.L. Mencken would say. 

The real surprised, however, came in court before Judge Miriam Cedarbaum at the 
preliminary conference. Judge Cedarbaum, an avowed PC-Feminist, started by laughing and 
mockingly saying, “This is an unpopular case.” To which I agreed, and responded, “So what, 
popularity has nothing to do with constitutional rights.” 

The hearing went downhill from there with Cedarbaum interrogating me the way TV talk 
show hosts do their non-PC guests. She’d ask one question that I’d start answering, then 
interrupt with another, so I’d start answering that one, then she’d interrupt with another, and all 
the time I was trying to get back to finish my answer to the first question but never did because 
the questions and interruptions kept coming. 

Cedarbaum’s questions were based on papers that one of the defendant nightclubs had 
submitted a few days earlier as part of its motion to dismiss; that is, to throw the case out in the 
first inning. Under Cedarbaum’s rules, oral argument on that motion to dismiss was not 
scheduled to occur for another three weeks so as to give me time to put together my papers and 
arguments in opposition to the defendant’s motion. Preliminary conferences, unlike oral 
argument on a motion to dismiss, are used for case management, to set the case’s schedule and 
determine what issues can be settled. 

Surprisingly, or perhaps not so surprisingly for a PC-Feminist, Cedarbaum treated the 
preliminary conference, for which I had all of one day’s notice, as the oral argument on the 
motion to dismiss. Cedarbaum and the defendant nightclubs had obviously laid a trap for me, 
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figuring they could intimidate me into withdrawing the case by assuming I would not have any 
counter arguments or cases, since oral argument on the motion to dismiss was not for three 
weeks. But they goofed. Little did she or the nightclub attorneys know that I knew more about 
the law for this case than they. 

The turning point in the conference came when Cedarbaum hostilely declared, “You have 
no authorities for this case!” 

“Oh yes I do!” and I cited not only the McSorleys’ case, but a U.S. Supreme Court case 
that had used the McSorleys’ case—cases that the female defense attorney had left out of her 
papers, since they didn’t support her position. Something lawyers aren’t suppose to do, but then 
when did a PC-Feminist ever follow the rules. Cedarbaum ignored my cases at first, and said in 
a mocking fashion, “Are you a lawyer?” She knew I was, since I was admitted to the Bar of the 
Court where she was a judge and my complaint said as much. 

Enough was enough, and I replied, “I move that you disqualify yourself from this case 
for bias toward me, bias toward the class of men that I represent and failure to recognize cases 
that are more relevant than those cited by the defendants.” That put her back on her Feminist 
heels, and she then asked for the citations to the McSorleys’ case and the U.S. Supreme Court 
case. Later on with some civility, she said, “You must respect me.” To which I replied, “I do, 
but you also have to respect me.” 

That 40 minute battle, in which the defendants’ attorneys said virtually nothing, reminded 
me of arguing with a girl that I had gone out with too long. It also convinced me that 
Cedarbaum, in true PC-Feminist fashion, would find a way to rule against equal treatment for 
men, especially when to rule otherwise would cost girls money, and so she did. 
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The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit upheld her ruling and the U.S. 

Supreme Court refused to hear the case. The courts distinguished the McSorleys’ case by ruling 
that the state’s involvement did not occur at the door but somewhere between the door and the 
bar. Baloney! The state prohibits minors, drunks and terrorists from walking through the door 
of a bar, the state requires clubs to keep the lines of customers waiting to enter from making too 
much noise and becoming rowdy, the state has to approve the actual building in which the club is 
located and regulates any signs outside the club. If that’s not pervasive regulation, then where 
does the state’s control start? Is it the moment a person steps through the door to observe the 
unobstructed view required by the state? Is it where the luminance from the club’s inside 
lighting falls requiring that a person be able to read a certain size print? Is it at the tables where 
the state requires a certain number based on the floor area? Is it at the restrooms where the state 
requires one for each sex, transgender or not? It goes on and on with what the state requires, but 
because PC-Feminism requires treating males as subhuman, the courts ruled against them. 

As for the argument that the clubs were carrying out a public or state function that New 
York delegated to them, the courts ignored it. (Details of the court proceedings and arguments 
are at MensRightsLaw.net). 

Imagine what the result would have been, if nightclubs charged girls to enter but not 
guys. The courts would have ruled that unconstitutional because it violated the PC-Feminist law 
that females must receive preferential treatment. It wouldn’t matter that charging girls more was 
economically fair. Girls in their 20s who live in urban areas make more than guys in their 20s, 
and for those in their 30s, it’s equal. Conor Dougherty, Young Woman’s Pay Exceeds Male 
Peers September 1, 2010, Wall Street Journal. Generally no one is interested in girls in their 
40s, so it’s girls in their 20s and 30s who frequent nightclubs. Charging them the privilege to 
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find a guy to fleece only seems fair. Also, back in 2007, on a per-unit of time basis, the average 
girl, regardless of age or location, made more than the average guy. Guys had to work 44% 
longer to make the iconic $1 while girls made $.77. If the girls had worked as long as the guys, 
they would have made $ 1.08. They also likely made more than a guy on a per-unit of risk basis, 
since guys make up around 90 percent of the employees in the more dangerous jobs. 

Most guys opposed the case and were in favor of Ladies’ Nights because they thought it 
brought out lots of girls. Of course, most guys are idiots when it comes to girls. Ladies’ Nights 
don’t produce an overflow of chicks. One club owner told me he had ladies night as a way to 
attract men, which increased his sales of drinks—the real money-maker for a club. Guys show 
up expecting lots of babes, and while they wait, they drink, anticipating the babes who never 
come. 

As for a girl who thinks Ladies’ Nights bring out lots of girls, she’ll see it as having to 
compete against more girls, which means fewer chances to attract a guy. Most girls aren’t 
looking for chump change—free admission; they’re looking for a chump to gold-dig. She’ll 
simply add any admission fee to what she has already spent on a manicure, pedicure, leg waxing, 
hair styling, hair dying, latest fashions, and sexy shoes that are too tight. She’s going where 
there’s less competition. Take an informal sampling; go to clubs with Ladies’ Nights and clubs 
without. See which has the highest percentage of girls. In NYC, there are more girls at non- 
Ladies’ Nights. 

If the Ladies’ Nights case had been successful, the nightclubs would most likely have 
lowered the price to guys and raised it to girls. That would have meant every guy who entered a 
club would have more money to buy girls drinks. True the girls would have to manipulate more 
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drinks from the guys to make up for their admission cost, but I was confident in their genetic 
ability to separate a man from his money. 

Also, since the girls would have ended up drinking more, they’d have more fun and so 
would the guys. An added benefit was that in the morning, when the girls woke up with second 
thoughts about what they had done the night before, they could do what they always do—blame 
a man, in this case me, rather than the guys they partied with. It was a win-win situation for the 
guys, girls, and the clubs, but the PC-Feminists wouldn’t have it. 

Somewhere Beyond the Sea 

Secrecy ‘“provides a cloak for the malevolent, the misinformed, the meddlesome, 

and the corrupt to play the role of informer undetected and uncorrected.’ 

Appearances in the dark are apt to look different in the light of day.” Joint Anti- 

Fascist Refugee Committee v. McGrath, 341 U.S. 123, 172 (1951)(Mr. Justice 

Fra nk furter concurring). 

Another case challenging the preferential treatment of girls and discrimination against 
guys, this time by the U.S. Government, charged that certain sections of the Violence Against 
Women’s Act (VAWA), or as I refer to it, the Violence in Aid of Witches Act, or the State 
Violence Against Men’s Act, violated the Constitutional guarantees of procedural due process, 
equal protection and freedom of speech for U.S. citizens, mainly men. 

This lawsuit involved three other guys and myself as the plaintiffs representing the class 
of men who were targeted by VAWA, which was written by NOW, the Feminist Majority and 
other man-hating, non-profit corporations that receive federal funding. Vice President Joe Biden 
was responsible for its passage when he was a Senator, and Bill Clinton, or was it Hillary, signed 
it into law. 

VAWA adopted some of the totalitarian ways of the Communist Party from the trash 
heap of history to control interpersonal relationships, mainly romance. It also funneled hundreds 
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of millions of taxpayer dollars into the pockets of private PC-Feminist organizations that provide 
advice to female aliens on how to fraudulently obtain citizenship. 

Before VAWA, if a citizen husband decided to divorce his alien wife within two years of 
marrying her, the alien wife would be placed in deportation proceedings. If an American man 
who was dating an alien decided to break it off, the alien girlfriend would have to find another 
sucker to marry in order to avoid deportation when her temporary visa expired. Under VAWA, 
however, the alien wife or girlfriend, even if here illegally, can escape deportation and become a 
citizen by simply lying to Homeland Security and the Justice Department that her husband or 
boyfriend committed “battery, extreme cruelty, or an overall pattern of violence” against her. 
Those tenns are so malleable under the Act that they include mockery, criticism, yelling, kissing 
her when she doesn’t want you to, calling her at work to see how she’s doing, not buying her the 
presents that she whines for, accusing her of cheating, or simply failing to do what she wants, 
when she wants by not reading her mind to determine what she really wants. 

The moment she makes any of those or other accusations to the federal government, a 
veil of secrecy falls across the government’s determination of whether the American guy did 
what she claims he did. The secrecy is to shutout the American husband or boyfriend. He 
doesn’t receive any notice of the proceedings, and, if he learns about them, he can’t submit 
evidence to refute the accusations—any evidence from him showing he didn’t do it is ignored. 
The adversarial process is thrown out the window. It’s as though your favorite sports team is not 
told what stadium the championship game is in or the time for its scheduled defeat. 

VAWA took the “he said” out of the “he said, she said.” Not only is the husband or 
boyfriend presumed culpable, but he’s not even allowed to prove differently, and that’s the 
intention of VAWA: to railroad and destroy American men by denying them due process. Even 
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when the same accusations are made by the alien in a state court, and that court finds the man 
innocent, Homeland Security and the Justice Department ignore the state verdict and still find 
that the guy did what the alien says he did. 

To be fair, the Act also applies to citizen females who marry or date foreign guys, but the 
vast majority, around 85% or more, of the U.S. citizens subjected to this Star Chamber 
proceeding are guys, which makes it a violation of equal protection by application. The words of 
the Act do not distinguish between the sexes, but in reality the Act is applied overwhelmingly 
against guys. And it happens to thousands of them every year. 

After the federal govermnent finds that a citizen committed a wrongful act, which can be 
anything from an innocuous insult to a felony, it promises that no harm will come to him because 
all its findings will be kept secret—except from (1) federal law enforcement officials, (2) state 
law enforcement officials, (3) local law enforcement officials, (4) Interpol (5) his ex-wife or ex- 
girlfriend, (6) federal agencies that provide her benefits, (7) state agencies that provide her 
benefits, (8) local agencies that provide her benefits, (9) private agencies that provide her 
benefits, and (10) nonprofit, nongovernmental groups that provide other services to his ex-wife 
or ex-girlfriend. All of those organizations have access to the VAWA fact-findings of wrong 
doing while the one against whom the facts were found—the American—does not. 

If the American is looking for a job in government or a promotion within government, a 
background check will turn up the VAWA fact-findings—he won’t get the job. If the 
American’s job requires that he carry a gun, the VAWA fact-findings will cost him that job. He 
won’t even know why because the law deters anyone from telling him with a fine up to $5,000. 
Just as the invisible hand of the McCarthy lists in the 1950s destroyed many innocent persons 
based on unsubstantiated accusations, VAWA does the same today—mainly to men. 
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Oh, and by the way, if any of the VAWA fact-findings about a citizen leaks or is 
intentionally made available to the general public, there is not a damn thing he can do—legally. 
There are no lawsuits or administrative proceedings he can bring to keep it from being published 
or to correct the false record once it’s made public to prevent it from destroying his reputation, 
career, and life. The law is a modern-day witch hunt, only today the witches are doing the 
hunting. 

Because VAWA’s secrecy prevents any citizen from finding out exactly what the U.S. 
Government’s fact-findings are and how they are being used against him, the U.S. Southern 
District Court for New York and the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit ruled that our 
lawsuit’s allegations of harm from VAWA were “speculative” and dismissed the case. Of 
course, the only reason the allegations weren’t more specific was because the very statute the 
case challenged as unconstitutional prevented us from finding out what was going on behind the 
Government’s closed doors, which is why we challenged VAWA in the first place. 

By the courts’ logic, proceedings authorized by Congress and carried out by the 
Executive Branch can make findings of fact against citizens, and those citizens cannot challenge 
the constitutionality of those proceedings or the accuracy of the findings because secrecy laws 
keep the proceedings and fact-findings concealed from them. Senator Joseph McCarthy would 
have loved that reasoning—there’s no harm because Homeland Security and Justice violated 
your rights in secret and will not allow you to find out how its conclusions about you are being 
used to undennine your life. 

Even the Inquisition allowed the accused to appear before its judges, although they were 
probably tied to the rack. The Inquisition at least gave people an opportunity to prove they did 
not do what they were accused of, but not the U.S. Government. With VAWA, you never know 
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what you’re accused of or who your judges are—they skip the rack and go right to finding you 
guilty. Under American justice, the PC-Feminists eliminated the need for the rack because 
confessions were no longer required—just the lies of aliens. 

The impact of VAWA, besides destroying the careers of American men, is to deter guys 
from marrying or dating foreigners. After all, if females will squeeze their feet into tiny shoes 
with stilts on one end, constrict the lower part of their bodies in panty hose, interfere with their 
respiration with tight push-up bras, paint their faces with cancer causing colors, pluck their 
eyebrows, glue fake eyelashes to their eye lids, and conduct chemical reactions on their heads to 
change hair color just to catch a guy, they will surely use the government to violate a guy’s 
rights if it increases their chances. Since not all Feminists are lesbians, but most are physically 
or psychologically unattractive, they needed a federal law to restrict American guys to the pool 
of American females; otherwise, what guy would be dumb enough to go out with a female who 
blames him for every stupid decision she ever made. 

The U.S. Supreme Court refused to hear the case. (Details of the court proceedings and 
arguments are at MensRightsLaw.net). 

Woman’s World 

The third battle against preferential treatment for girls and discrimination against guys 
involved two lawsuits. 

The first, Women Studies I, was against Columbia University’s Women’s Studies 
Program, the U.S. Department of Education for supporting the Women’s Studies Program, and 
the New York State Board of Regents for both supporting the program and requiring that higher 
education adhere to Feminist dogma. The case claimed it was unfair for Columbia to have a 
Women’s Studies Program but no Men’s Studies Program in violation of Title IX and Equal 
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Protection, and that the New York Regents and the U.S. Department of Education violated the 
Establishment Clause ban on government aiding religion by the Regents propagating the new- 
age religion of Feminism in higher education and the federal government supporting such. 

In 2009 in New York, 57% of all college students were female, 63% of the Master’s 
degrees and over a majority of the doctoral degrees went to females. Soon, females would 
receive 64% of the Associate’s Degrees, over 60% of the Bachelor’s Degrees, 53% of the 
Professional Degrees, and 66% of the Doctor’s Degrees. If anyone was in need of special 
programs dedicated to the furtherance of their education and employability, it was men—not 
females. 

Judge Lewis A. Kaplan of the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York 
agreed with his Magistrate Judge’s decision to dismiss the case. When a District Court Judge 
doesn’t want to deal with a case, he assigns it to his Magistrate Judge and then accepts or rejects 
the Magistrate’s decision. Judge Kaplan accepted his Magistrate’s ruling on the Title IX and 
Equal Protection claims that the plaintiffs did not have standing because there was no hann to 
them under those two laws. As for the Establishment Clause claim, which the Magistrate largely 
ignored, Kaplan wrote, “Feminism is no more a religion than physics.” 

Now that might be true, but there is no way of telling without evidence of which there 
was none because the case never reached the stage where evidence is submitted to prove facts. 
The district court judge simply declared it such, not unlike the Kings and Queens of old. Despite 
this decree from on high, it was unlikely that any rational, non-PCer jury would find that the 
tenets of Feminism were as accurate as those of physics. A fundamental belief of Feminism is 
that the differences between the sexes are the result of social conditioning; that is, upbringing. 
Science, which includes genetics, evolution, and physics, disagrees. What’s more irrational 
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(which is a characteristic of religion according to the U.S. Supreme Court) than believing sexual 
differences have nothing to do with genetics or evolution. The Judge was either an apostle who 
thought that Feminism was the one and only truth, or he was simply scared of the Feminists. I 
appealed. 

In the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, during oral argument, one of the two 
judges resorted to a personal insult by asking me in a mocking matter, “Are you a lawyer?” I 
assumed he was a friend of the Ladies’ Night Judge Cedarbaum. Can’t these bureaucrats come 
up with original insults? 

The Second Circuit upheld the District Court’s decision to dismiss. On the Title IX and 
Equal Protection claims, it ruled that any harm caused by the lack of a Men’s Studies Program 
was “speculative,” so there was no standing. Strange that the federal courts don’t say the same 
about the lack of a girl’s sports team when a college only has a boy’s team. Apparently the law 
is adjudicated one way for girls and another way for guys. 

The Second Circuit also dismissed the claim that New York and the U.S. Government 
aided the religion Feminism because I did not state the obvious—that I was a taxpayer. Suing 
under the Establishment Clause of the First Amendment is the one instance where any taxpayer 
can be a plaintiff against the federal government. However, because I did not use the words “I 
am a taxpayer,” the Second Circuit dismissed that part of the case also. That type of pleading 
requirement had not been seen since the early 19 th century when certain words had to be used or 
a case would be dismissed. A court of the modern era—late 19 th century to the present, would 
have taken judicial notice of my being a taxpayer or sent the case back to the district court to 
allow me to present evidence, such as my income tax return. I requested the case be sent back so 
I could prove my taxpayer status, but the Second Circuit from the antebellum era refused. 
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The Second Circuit’s decision was a Summary Order, which meant that the law and 
arguments used by the Court to throw the case out could not be relied on in other cases. Think of 
it as a medieval Queen free to make a decision in one case and a different decision in another 
case that was similar. Summary Orders are how the U.S. Courts of Appeals in nearly identical 
cases can rule against parties they don’t like but later rule in favor of parties they do like. For 
example, assume girls bring a case against a Men’s Studies Program for propagating a religion 
that states men are the chosen ones, and they fail to use the magic words, “We are taxpayers.” 

The Second Circuit would ignore the decision against me and say the absence of those words 
doesn’t matter. It’s the exercise of arbitrary power. 

Such Summary Orders are also near impossible to appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court 
because they have no judicial importance, since the invented law and analyses only apply against 
the parties of that particular case. So if a Court of Appeals doesn’t like who you are or what you 
believe, it simply makes up some law and arguments and you lose under a Summary Order. The 
law changes depending on whether you are a dissident or conformist—just like under the 
Commies in the old Soviet Union. 

In an attempt to beat the Second Circuit’s Summary Order and its reliance on discredited 
pleading rules that originated in the Middle Ages, I brought a second Women’s Studies case 
alleging only a violation of the Establishment Clause in which I stated four times in the 
complaint that “I am a taxpayer.” The Women’s Studies II complaint also provided an over 
abundance of detail showing that Feminism is a religion under U.S. Supreme Court and Courts 
of Appeals’ decisions, and that it was promoted and financed at Columbia by the state and 
federal governments. New York actually requires all college programs and studies in the state to 
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conform to Feminist precepts under its Equity for Women in the 1990s, Regents Policy and 
Action Plan, Background Paper (1993), which is still in effect as the Regents’ policy. 

The District Court Judge from Women’s Studies I declined to hear this second case. 
Guess he had enough of me, so the lawsuit was sent to another judge, a female—kind of cute 
actually. On All Hallows’ Eve 2011, she conjured up a revisionist history of the Women’s 
Studies I case so as to throw out the Women’s Studies II case based on the technicality of 
collateral estoppel. It means once you completely litigate an issue and it is decided, you can’t 
bring it again in a new case against the same parties (remember this for later). The Judge 
claimed that in Women’s Studies I the Establishment Clause issues of taxpayer and non¬ 
economic standing were fully litigated and decided as they applied to me, the only plaintiff in 
both cases, so I didn’t have standing in Women’s Studies II. That’s factually wrong, but try 
telling that to a female judge if you’re a man. 

In Women’s Studies I, the Magistrate ignored the taxpayer and non-economic standing 
issues under the Establishment Clause, and Judge Kaplan only made a decree that Feminism was 
not a religion without hearing any evidence—that’s not good enough for “fully litigated” in the 
America I once knew. As for the Court of Appeals in Women’s Studies I, the most favorable 
politically-correct or Feminist spin that could be put on its proceedings is that the taxpayer issue 
was decided but not litigated, and the non-economic standing issue was completely ignored by 
the Court. 

Right after the district court judge’s decision in Women’s Studies II, two other men came 
forward to join the Women Studies II case as plaintiffs. I made a motion to the female district 
court judge to rescind her decision, and permit me to amend the complaint to include the two 
new plaintiffs. Since the two new plaintiffs were not involved in Women Studies I, the Judge 
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couldn’t possibly divine facts that the prior case had fully litigated and decided Establishment 
Clause standing with respect to them—or could she? 

She used a different tack by ruling the law didn’t allow for an amendment to add new 
plaintiffs after the original complaint was dismissed for lack of standing. Strange that in the 
Women’s Studies I case, one of the Court of Appeals’ Judges admonished me for not trying to 
amend the complaint in that case after the district court judge dismissed for lack of standing. 
Guess what the law is depends on whether it will rid the federal courts of men fighting for 
equality. 

The Women’s Studies II case was appealed to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit. The three judge panel upheld the district court by saying that the issues of non¬ 
economic and taxpayer standing had been “fully litigated and decided” in Women’s Studies I, 
when of course they hadn’t, and the complaint could not be amended because the two “new 
plaintiffs are not new evidence,” even though the two new plaintiffs would have testified to new 
facts concerning them. Sounded like new evidence to me. 

The kicker, however, was the three Judges’ blatant abuse of power by threatening me 
with Rule 11 sanctions to forever ban me from representing anyone, in any case, raising the issue 
of whether Feminism is a religion. That’s no different than a Jim Crow court in the 1890s 
threatening the attorney for the New Orleans Comite des Citoyens with fines, license suspension, 
or disbarment for bringing another Plessy v. Ferguson, 163 U.S. 537 (1896), suit with a different 
plaintiff on the same issue—separate but not equal. And no different than at the end of every 
year sanctioning the American Civil Liberties Union for bringing another action with new 
plaintiffs against Christmas displays. 
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So I asked the U.S. Supreme Court to not only reverse the Second Circuit’s decision, but 
to tell it to rescind its threat of sanctions and to stop acting like King John of England by relying 
on their divine right of life long tenure to arbitrarily rule in accordance with their personal beliefs 
instead of the Constitution: 

In the four men’s rights cases, the Second Circuit has acted beyond its authority 
by deciding in accordance with the current popular ideology Feminism even 
though it is the imperative duty of the courts to support the Constitution, Prentis 
v. Atlantic Coast Line Co., 211 U.S. 210, 226 (1908)(Hohnes, J.). “[The] 
constitution is, in fact, and must be regarded by the judges, as a fundamental law.” 
Alexander Hamilton, Federalist Paper No. 78. Supplanting it with the tenets of 
Feminism is an act beyond a court’s authority and its duty to obey the rule of 
law—not the rule of the “politically correct.” 

The Supremes, not surprisingly, refused to hear the case. 

Many Feminist organizations receive much of their funding from all levels of 

government. If this case had succeeded, than all that aid would have stopped, which would have 

allowed the Feminists to show that they really are “strong and independent women.” 

(Details of the proceedings and arguments in Women’s Studies I & II are at 

MensRightsFaw. net). 


Do You Want to Dance 

In 2009 and 2010,1 stumbled my way through two Alvin Ailey hip hop Showcases 
choreographed by my hip hop teacher. After the August 2010 show, one of the girls sent me a 
photograph by way of Facebook of me sleeping in my costume on the floor before the 
performance. Part of the costume was a shirt, actually blouse, in a zebra pattern. I had originally 
planned to wear one of my rugby jerseys with the image of a bull on it, but at the last minute was 
told I needed a top that looked like the skin of an animal. Someone told me to check out H & M, 
but it only had girl’s tops, so I was stuck with a blouse, size six, tight in the waist but loose in the 
chest. 
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Thinking that a Facebook photo was similar to a private email, I wrote the comment “I 
hope no one realizes that’s a girl’s blouse.” My hip hop teacher’s assistant responded, “Well if 
they didn’t, they know now lmaooo.” “Lmaooo,” reminded me of “lamooo,” which brought a 
smile to my face. I hadn’t been called that since I was a junior in high school awaiting trial for 
grand theft auto. My best buddy back then replaced “lamooo” with the nicknamed “Wheels.” I 
couldn’t figure out which term was more accurate for describing a guy who didn’t know how to 
drive, steals a car, and ends up totaling it and two other cars. Too bad they didn’t have hip hop 
back then for expressing one’s rebellious tendencies. 

After learning that comments on Facebook are public, I wrote, “I hate computers. I 
thought this was similar to private emails. Hope Jimmy Norton doesn’t see it.” 

Norton was a co-host on the Opie and Andy XM Satellite radio show that interviewed me 
about the case against Women’s Studies at Columbia. When I mentioned I took a hip hop class, 
he called me every derogatory name for queer under the sun. So, I challenged him to a duel, 
“Peru turns a blind eye to dueling, it’s a short flight, and no jet lag.” He declined. So, I 
challenged him to a traditional fist fight. He declined. So, I sued him for defamation. Didn’t 
win, given my very minor public figure status, but according to Norton’s attorney, it cost him a 
“ton of money”—probably around $75,000. Didn’t cost me anything but a few hundred dollars 
for filing and printing fees and some time, which was fun. As I told a reporter for the N.Y. Post, 
“If you’re an attorney, you don’t have to win a case to win a case.” 

Opie, Andy, and Norton used an interesting trick to gain the upper hand over any guest 
who dared to disagree with them. 

Guests on radio talk shows generally are not in the studio with the host. The interview is 
conducted over the telephone. The host or audio man in the studio controls the volume of the 
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guest’s words that go out over the air, and what the guest says is delayed to prevent people from 
using the seven dirty words. This way the host or audio man hears what the guest says before 
the audience, so he can censor it. 

The three hosts, who in their spare time clean toilets with their tongues for inspiration, 
were interviewing me over the telephone, so when they didn’t like what I said, they did what 
girls and girlie-males do—they started ranting epithets. These one synapse minds weren’t about 
to intimidate or get the better of me, but when I responded, they simply turned down my volume 
so that the audience could not hear me. They didn’t turn the volume down because I was using 
the seven dirty words, they were already yelling those, but because I was showing them up as not 
the brightest or courageous of individuals. 

Private Eyes 

Back to the Ho story. In January 2012, someone mentioned or I stumbled across an 
Internet posting that the number 800-898-7180 provided information on alien proceedings before 
the Immigration Courts, which are part of the Department of Justice. The existence of such a 
number seemed strange because those courts are prohibited from making available a list that the 
public can search to find out which aliens are before the courts and when their hearings are 
scheduled. The Immigration Courts can’t even release their decisions because the Department of 
Justice believes that making these decisions public are “a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy” of an illegal alien’s scheming to stay in America. Although the violations of 
many immigration laws are crimes, the reputations of alien criminals are protected while those of 
American criminals are not—PC bleeding heart stupidity. However, decisions of the Board of 
Immigration Appeals, also part of the Department of Justice, are available to the public—if you 
know how to find them on Westlaw. 
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Given America’s cuddling of aliens—especially alien whores, I figured the 800 number 
would require a specific code known only to the alien in order to access the Court’s information. 
As for the Ho, logic and time—11 years since the divorce, argued there wasn’t any proceeding 
involving her because she was most likely already a U.S. citizen thanks to VAWA under which 
Homeland Security made findings of fact that I had committed “battery,” “extreme cruelty,” or 
an “overall pattern of violence” against the slut. Still, why not give the number a shot? After all, 
a decade earlier when checking whether certain people were registered voters for a Democratic 
State Committeeman and buddy of mine, I searched the Ho’s name in the voter rolls just on a 
lark. That wasn’t logical because she was an alien and couldn’t register to vote, but registered 
she did and in doing so committed federal and state felonies—not that it mattered to the 
authorities. 

So, I called the Immigration 800 number, and it did require a specific code to access the 
system about an alien, but if the Ho was in the system, I had her code—her alien registration 
number that Immigration had given her in 2000. Punching in the number, I expected nothing— 
but then the automated voice said her next “Master Hearing date is set for March 30, 2012 at 
9:30 am at 26 Federal Plaza in Manhattan.” Whoa Ho! What was this? Did she get caught 
lying, committing a crime, or concealing an important fact in acquiring permanent residency or 
in becoming a naturalized citizen? And what was a Master Hearing? 

According to a lawyer with whom I was working on a case against some of the “too big 
to fail banks” that caused the 2008 Recession, a Master Hearing is part of a deportation 
proceeding—now called “removal proceeding” by the linguistically challenged PC totalitarians 
who think euphemisms can change reality. Could justice have actually caught up with the Ho? 
Not likely, but I didn’t know without more information. 
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When Homeland Security decides to send an alien packing, it places her in a deportation 
proceeding before an Immigration Court Judge who decides whether she gets bounced or not. So 
what did the Ho do to end up in a deportation proceeding 12 years after I, like an idiot, brought 
her here? That might be unknowable given the Immigration Court’s secrecy. 

The Immigration Court, despite its name, is not a federal court but an administrative 
agency. The records of federal courts are open to the public—not so this administrative agency. 
Immigration Court hearings, however, are opened to the public, but what good does that do the 
public or press, since neither can find out who’s appearing when without the alien’s number. It’s 
a ruse that allows America’s commie-minded bureaucrats to claim transparency while keeping 
the proceedings of a particular case in a black hole. 

Now, however, I knew when and where for the Ho’s hearing, so why not just show up at 
the hearing? Problem was that there are certain situations in which aliens can have a hearing 
closed, such as a foreign whore claiming abuse. Not knowing exactly what was going on, I 
didn’t want to screw my chances at finding out. My presence as an ex-husband might result in 
the judge closing the hearing, so I needed a third party the Ho wouldn’t recognize. It just so 
happened that through an infonnal college reunion, an old buddy and roommate and now a one 
percenter, whom I hadn’t seen in 30-odd years, volunteered. No way would the Ho recognize 
him. 

On March 30 th , my buddy, alias Mr. Hammer, showed at the Immigration Court, and 
texted me, “I’m the only American here.” 

To which I responded, “Ha, ha, ha, that’s America.” 

Hammer replied, “I hope they speak English,” which, considering Obama’s obsession to 
turn America into a banana republic, was a real concern to finding out what was going on, since 
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Hammer didn’t speak Spanish. 

The Ho, her latest sucker, a short guy, and her female Russian lawyer arrived and seated 
themselves in the courtroom. Apparently Mundy no longer handled her immigration matters. I 
wondered why? 

When the Ho’s case was called, in English thankfully, the discussion between the Judge 
and the Ho’s lawyer revealed that the Master Hearing was to arraign the Ho for trial on violating 
the Immigration and Nationality Act by entering into a fraudulent second marriage. What 
second marriage? When I had previously discovered that she was competing for $10,000 in the 
www.brideus.com contest, I assumed it another one of her cons. Apparently not, but why a 
second marriage? It wasn’t for “love.” She should have had her permanent residency and even 
citizenship by now, unless something went wrong. 

The Ho’s attorney asked for a postponement in setting a trial date because the Ho was 
appealing Homeland Security’s decision that her second marriage was a fraud, which meant she 
got married a second time just to obtain permanent residency. The Government attorney said 
Homeland Security had found the second marriage fraudulent based on the documents in the 
Ho’s file from her marriage to me, which, according to the Government attorney, Homeland 
Security had also found fraudulent. All of that was news to me, but definitely good news—lol. 
The Ho and Mundy must have done something really stupid to have Homeland Security’s 
VAWA Unit rule against an alien female claiming her U.S. husband abused her. The 
Government attorney went on to say that the Ho had appealed the decision against her on the 
first marriage, the one to me, but she lost that appeal in 2008 or 2009. More lol. 
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The Government attorney, however, didn’t know about the Ho appealing Homeland’s 
finding that her second marriage was fraudulent and the Immigration Judge didn’t have any 
documentation as to such either, so he postponed the hearing until June 1 st . 

The Ho and her crew left the courtroom to discuss matters in the hallway as Mr. Hammer 
nonchalantly followed, sufficiently close to hear. The Ho’s pint-sized boyfriend ranted that the 
documents in the Ho’s file were created by her “nut” first husband—me, so they shouldn’t have 
been used against her to find the second marriage fraudulent. The lawyer, however, said the 
Ho’s file also contained reports from the F.B.I., D.E.A. and the D.I.A., and those could be used 
against her. Apparently the F.B.I. and D.E.A. had actually conduct investigations into the Ho 
because of the stink I was making a decade earlier, but what did they discover? Who knows? 

The D.I.A.’s involvement, which is the Defense Intelligence Agency, was another story. 

I had never contacted them. What the devil were they investigating her for? Perhaps she was a 
greater threat than I ever imagined, but I would never find out. Anyway, the existence of those 
reports helped explain why Homeland Security denied her a VAWA “battered spouse” waiver 
with respect to her marriage to me. It surely wasn’t because Homeland Security’s VAWA Unit 
found me innocent of abusing her, which those Feminazis rarely if ever do, since men aren’t 
allow to defend themselves in its proceedings. 

So what actually happened between the Ho and Homeland Security concerning my 
marriage to her? Fat chance. I’d ever get my hands on those government reports, but maybe I 
could find the 2008 or 2009 appeal decision. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) hears appeals from the Immigration Courts. 
The VAWA Unit decision concerning her marriage to me would have sent the Ho to the 
Immigration Court for a decision on deporting her. The Ho would then appeal a decision to 
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deport her to the BIA. Unlike the Immigration Courts, the BIA publishes its decisions, but only 
the important ones are on its website, which didn’t include any decision concerning the Ho. The 
only possible place that might have the decision in New York City was the Association of the 
Bar of the City of New York law library, and the only possible person that could find it was the 
reference librarian. It took him maybe five minutes navigating through a labyrinth of legal mis¬ 
directions to dig up the decision—always nice dealing with people who know their stuff. 

In re: Alina Shipilina was decided February 12, 2009, and the Ho’s lawyer on the appeal 
was the same old man, Jack Sachs, who defended her in the RICO case. Guess he hadn’t tired of 
being paid in sex. Maybe he was in partnership with the grandpa in Cyprus. Anyway, 
somewhere along the line, the Ho had dumped her immigration lawyer Mundy, probably because 
he had changed his taste from her cold body to cold hard cash. 

According to the BIA decision, the Ho filed for a VAWA “battered spouse” waiver with 
the VAWA Unit on June 1, 2002, six months after our divorce. Back then, aliens could file after 
the judicial termination of a marriage, but today they have to file while still legally married. 

Two years later, on October 1, 2004, Homeland Security’s VAWA Unit denied the waiver and 
deportation proceedings were started against her in the Immigration Court. She must have 
freaked. Yes! The VAWA Unit decided against her not because it found no abuse by me, but 
that the Ho did not marry me in “good faith”—no kidding Sherlock. The lack of good faith 
means she married me just to obtain admission to the U.S. and a green card, also called 
pennanent residency. 

The VAWA “battered spouse” waiver has two requirements: 

First, that the U.S. citizen spouse abused the alien spouse for which Homeland Security 
relies on the alien’s word, the word of the alien’s lawyer, the word of the alien’s Feminazi 
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adviser (both adviser and lawyer are usually paid for by the federal government—your tax 
dollars), and any legal documents that do not include the citizen spouse’s side. For instance, 
temporary orders of protection that are issued by a court without hearing from the citizen and 
complaints filed by the alien with the police, which also do not include the citizen’s side of the 
story. Homeland Security also bars the citizen spouse from participating in its proceedings and 
ignores any exculpatory evidence he may submit even though its VAWA Unit is making fact¬ 
findings about what the citizen did. As for the one-sided legal documents—temporary orders of 
protection and complaints filed with the police—any subsequent records of legal proceedings 
showing that the alien lied to the court or police about abuse are either never presented to the 
VAWA Unit because the alien is not going to submit them or are ignored because the citizen 
sends them to the Unit. The VAWA Unit’s kangaroo court procedures were created by the PC- 
Feminazis not to assure that girls have the last word, but to assure that they have the only word. 

In my case, there were around 600 pages of apparent accusations and alleged evidence 
against me that I had obtained through an FOIA request from which I never expected to receive 
anything. Most of it, however, was redacted, but among the documents that weren’t were the 
Ho’s complaint to the police that I tried to extort money from her and the temporary order of 
protection she obtained by lying to the Queens Family Court. Sure, the cops never bothered to 
investigate the extortion charge and the order of protection was dismissed, but that didn’t matter 
to Homeland Security because its procedures guaranty that evidence exonerating the U.S. citizen 
are never reviewed. 

Once Homeland Security’s VAWA Unit makes its unsubstantiated fact-findings about a 
citizen abusing an alien, they are kept from him, although the alien, all law enforcement 
agencies, and certain Feminazi organizations have access. So for me, I still don’t know for sure 
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what Homeland Security concluded, but it seems likely it found that I had committed battery, 
extreme cruelty or a pattern of violence against the alien ho. The BIA decision, however, did 
mention in passing one accusation against me that didn’t fly: “[T]he respondent’s [the Ho’s] 
assertion that her ex-husband forced her to work as a nude dancer [stripper] in the United States 
is undetermined by the fact that she worked in this profession before and after her divorce.” That 
hit the Ho where it hurt, since she always pretended she was just a go-go girl and not a nude 
dancer or stripper, which to Russians means prostitute. (Maybe I’ll have the BIA decision 
disturbed in Krasnodar, as I did with her diary.) 

That part of the BIA’s decision indicated that the Ho’s diary was used by both the 
VAWA Unit and the Immigration Court’s Judge; otherwise, how did they know she was a 
stripper before my marriage to her—no way would she admit that. The diary probably came 
from the Moscow Embassy, since I had sent it to my contact there and he must have passed it 
along. 

The second requirement for a VAWA “battered spouse” waiver is that the alien marry in 
good faith and not just to acquire a green card. The Ho and her attorney at the time, Mundy, 
must have really screwed up to blow that part. All they needed to do before the VAWA Unit 
was what lawyers and Russian hos are adept at—phony up some evidence. They wouldn’t even 
have to worry about the other side, meaning me, exposing their counterfeit evidence because as 
an ex-husband I was exiled from the entire process. How could these two idiots fail to show that 
the Ho had gotten married out of some sappy romantic notion? There were plenty of lame cards 
and letters to show a courtship, there were photographs of the wedding, we lived together for a 
while, she was on my health insurance policy, and there are many Russians willing to bear false 
witness for a few dollars that we had a real marriage. 
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With all that going for her, she and Mundy still blew it before the VAWA Unit, in part, 
because of her pathological obsession to evade taxes. When the Ho filed her tax return for the 
year 2000 during which we were married, she file as “single” instead of “married filing 
separately” because she paid fewer taxes that way. The BIA decision indicates the VAWA Unit 
used that as evidence the marriage was not made in good faith. That’s what the Ho gets for 
being kopek wise but ruble foolish. 

With the VAWA Unit’s October 2004 denial of her VAWA “battered spouse” waiver, the 
Ho’s whoring ass was put in a deportation proceeding before the Immigration Court. She 
dumped Mundy at that point because (1) he goofed on the good faith issue and (2) the Office of 
Violence Against Women in the Department of Justice no longer paid her legal fees because the 
removal proceeding charged the Ho with the crime of marriage fraud. The Office’s Legal 
Assistance for Victims Grant Program cannot pay for the criminal defense of a “victim” charged 
with a crime. However, it can and does pay to destroy the careers of citizens and bankrupt them 
in defending against false accusations by aliens made in family court cases. Without the federal 
government picking up her legal costs, the Ho turned to Jack Sachs knowing he’d give her a 
discount in return for more carnal knowledge. 

In order to leam more about her deportation proceeding in the Immigration Court, I 
requested a transcript of the trial for which I fully expected to be denied—but strangely wasn’t. 
According to it, during the deportation proceedings in the Immigration Court, she applied for the 
second time for what she thought was the VAWA “battered spouse” waiver based on her 
marriage to me. This time the application was placed before the Immigration Court Judge in the 
deportation proceeding and not the VAWA Unit in Vermont. In Feminarchy America, hos 
always get a second bite at the apple. Sachs and the Ho hired a couple of experts and got the trial 
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adjourned three times from 2006 to 2008 in order to put together evidence of my alleged 
“battery,” “extreme cruelty,” and “overall pattern of violence.” 

It didn’t do her any good because Sachs got the law confused. He requested that the 
Immigration Court grant the Ho the “legal termination” waiver rather than the VAWA “battered 
spouse” waiver. The “legal termination” waiver is closely scrutinized by immigration judges to 
determine whether the alien married just to live in America and whether she was at fault in the 
breakdown of the marriage. 8 U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(4)(B); 8 C.F.R. § 216.5(e)(2). The VAWA 
“battered spouse” waiver, however, is not as closely examined for whether the alien married just 
to come to America and the alien’s nefarious activities leading to the breakup of the marriage are 
ignored. The idiot Sachs ended up requesting the more difficult to obtain waiver rather than the 
VAWA “battered spouse” waiver that the VAWA Unit had already denied her and for which she 
could have tried for again in the Immigration Court but didn’t because of Sachs’ screw up. 

The actual trial didn’t occur until May 2008. Sachs and the Ho, believing they were 
going for the VAWA “battered spouse” waiver, tried to rely on unsigned documents as 
evidence—probably fakes, and failed to produce the polygraph expert they claimed confirmed 
the Ho’s testimony about my abusing her—probably because the expert found her to be lying. A 
PC-Feminist social worker did testily that the Ho was a battered bimbo, and that I abused her, in 
part, by forcing her to work at Flash Dancers. But it didn’t matter because the key issue for the 
Ho under the “legal termination” waiver was whether she intended to enter a traditional marriage 
with me—not that she was abused. The Judge kept telling Sachs the issue before the Court was 
whether the Ho married me in order to enter a traditional marriage—not whether I had abused 
her. The onus was on her to show sincerity in marrying me. But Sachs must have been 
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distracted imagining himself the knight fighting valiantly for the fair damsel’s honor and another 
assignation with the Ho. 

The trial of errors ended with the Ho testifying. Responding to Sachs’ questions, she said 
we had met at a “models party” in Moscow, which was actually the prostitute party that Perlin 
put on every Friday night back in 1999. She claimed I approached her when it was her pimp 
Perlin who sent her over to me. She proceeded to lie to the Judge that, “We got married through 
love, because of love, to be together,” that she didn’t know anything about green cards, and for 
her “it was important just to be with the person I loved, not where we lived.” Oh puke, I thought 
reading that garbage. Then she started her prepared lies about abuse, which the Judge allowed 
but considered irrelevant because Sachs was trying to litigate the wrong waiver. “[H]e managed 
... for me to work in a strip club, but I wanted very much to work as a model, but I didn’t have 
money for the [photograph] portfolio. [I]t hurt me [to work at Flash Dancers] because I love my 
husband and I just wanted to only do this for my husband.” Yuk! 

Sachs’ questioning of the Ho confirmed that Homeland Security’s VAWA Unit denied 
her 2002 “battered spouse” waiver based largely on her diary—ha, ha, ha, done in by her own 
sick vanity. Sachs’ tried to argue that the diary wasn’t hers and that I created it. The Judge 
didn’t see the relevance of that to the issue of her intent to enter a traditional marriage and shut 
down Sachs’ line of questioning. Sachs then started to say something about Mundy, but the 
Judge immediately went off the record, so there is nothing in the transcript of the trial about what 
was said. Perhaps Mundy got into a little trouble with the Ho—ho, ho, ho. 

Back on the record, the Government started its cross-examination of the Ho at which 
point Sachs gets up to leave the courtroom, and the Judge actually has to order him to sit down. 
Talk about a disengaged lawyer—must have been beginning Alzheimer’s. The Government 
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lawyer destroyed the Ho’s credibility about marrying me for “love” by showing she was a 
perjurer. The lawyer nailed the Ho on the lie that I had made her work at Flash Dancers by 
getting her to admit she worked there well after the divorce. “[I]f you worked at Flash Dancers 
for two years starting in about July or August 2000, you were still working there when you were 
divorced, correct?” The Ho, “Yes.” “Well my question is, he wasn’t forcing you to work there 
as you and him did not live together anymore after [the divorce], is that correct?” The Ho was 
cornered and had to answer, “That’s right.” Then the attorney drove home the stake by referring 
to Homeland Security’s decision denying her “battered spouse” waiver by getting the Ho to 
admit that she stripped in Mexico before our marriage while on a tourist visa and stripped in 
Cyprus before we even met. 

Pretty hard to appear credible under oath when she lied about my forcing her to work as a 
stripper, and the reason the Government knew that was because of her diary. The Judge 
summarized, “You’re claiming that you were working at a strip club in New York because 
essentially your husband forced you to. It would appear, in fact, that you willingly worked in 
strip clubs even before that, and worked in the strip club in New York, even after you were 
separated from your husband.” The Ho was exposed as a perjurer. The loss of her credibility 
meant all that malarkey from her about marrying for “love” went out the window. 

The Judge then addressed the key issue—evidence that indicated the Ho had intended to 
enter a traditional marriage. “I’m trying to determine if there was any actual proof that the two 
of you had a legitimate relationship as husband and wife. I have no witnesses here who could 
attest to that. I have no documents in support of the joint relationship during the marriage.” The 
Ho was doomed. 
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The Judge decided against her and wrote an opinion, but the Department of Justice 
refuses to release that opinion even though it provided me the transcript of the trial on which the 
opinion is based—go figure. 

The Ho lost because Sachs requested a “legal termination” waiver not realizing that it 
was different from the VAWA “battered spouse” waiver. She then had Sachs initiate an appeal 
to the BIA in 2008. The Ho had to be paying him with sex because there’s no other reason for 
her to continue with such an incompetent. The appeal put her deportation on hold. For some 
lunatic reason those two bozos didn’t file an appeal brief. Realizing their mistake, they made a 
motion to the BIA to file the brief late. The BIA refused and upheld the Immigration Court’s 
decision. 

Somewhere along the line in order to hedge her staying in America, the Ho married 
another American sucker repeating the strategy she used with me in the hope of obtaining a 
green card through marriage. It’s unknown how the second marriage turned out. Maybe the guy 
was even dumber than me and sponsored the Ho for permanent residency or perhaps her second 
marriage repeated the first with the second sucker wising up and divorcing the slut. Either way, 
when she applied again for permanent residency, this time based on her second marriage, 
Homeland Security said no way Hose. The first marriage was fraudulent and based on that, so 
was the second marriage. Bamrno, the Ho’s aging ass is once again bounced into a deportation 
proceeding, which was the one attended by Mr. Hammer in March 2012. But then something 
third worldish happened. 

At the Master Hearing on June 1, 2012, which was a continuance of the March 30 th 
hearing where the Ho’s attorney said Homeland’s second decision to deport her was on appeal to 
the BIA, the Judge “administratively closed” the Ho’s deportation case, which meant she could 
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legally stay in America. The Immigration Judge’s Order states that the reason for allowing the 
slut to remain in America was that the “Board of Immigration Appeals reports it does not have 
the [Ho’s] file.” So where did it go? Did someone deep-six it? Was someone paid off? Didn’t 
the same thing happen to the Ho’s arrest record in Mexico City? Looked like America was 
turning into a banana republic where felons can get away with violating the law by paying bribes 
to disappear records and everyone will eventually look like Obama, except for the blonde hos, of 
course. The Ho was now free to continue her criminal activities in the U.S.A. as though she was 
a permanent resident—she won, for now anyway. Immigration could reinstitute the deportation 
proceeding, but unless Trump becomes the next President, that’s not going to happen. 

I made a stab at exposing the suspicious disappearance of the Ho’s file with (1) the 
General Counsel for the Executive Office for Immigration Review in the Justice Department— 
never received a response; (2) the Inspector General for the Department of Justice—never 
received a response; and (3) the Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee, Charles 
Grassley—never received a response. Guess they couldn’t afford the postage. 

So, the Ho remained in America, making lots of money illegally, and still evading taxes. 
By my estimation, she’s made well over two million over the past 15 years—not bad for a 
prostitute from Krasnodar. But she had help. The Ho simply exploited that which the Feminazis 
and PCers have corrupted—the immigration system and America as a whole. 

My Little Bimbo[s] Down on the Bamboo Isle 

“To impose any strait jacket upon the intellectual leaders in our colleges and 
universities would imperil the future of our Nation. No field of education is so 
thoroughly comprehended by man [or females] that new discoveries cannot yet be 
made. Particularly is that true in the social sciences, where few, if any, principles 
are accepted as absolutes. Scholarship cannot flourish in an atmosphere of 
suspicion and distrust. Teachers and students must always remain free to inquire, 
to study and to evaluate, to gain new maturity and understanding; otherwise our 
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civilization will stagnate and die.” Keyishian v. Board of Regents of University of 

State ofN. Y., 385 U.S. 589, 603 (1967)(Mr. Justice Brennan). 

As a result of the publicity generated by the men’s rights lawsuits, a professor in New 
York City asked me to teach a section on men and the law as part of a Male Studies Program to 
be offered online by the University of South Australia. The program was going to focus on guys 
the way Women’s Studies Programs focus on girls so as to provide some balance to the one¬ 
sided PC-Feminist propaganda that is blindly accepted as the “truth” on college campuses. It 
would be the first college program of its kind in the world. 

My three-week copyrighted section of one of the eight graduate courses being offered 
would look at how the law treated the different sexes in America and England from the 
beginning of the industrial revolution. Australia, like America, inherited its law from England, 
so I figured the students would be interested in what occurred in both America and England. My 
research showed that for the past 250 years, the law largely favored females—not males. Sir 
William Blackstone’s statement in 1765 proved prescient, “So great a favorite is the female sex 
of the laws.” 

After the entire program was put together and on the eve of being offered to the 
University students, two yellow, female-dog-in-heat reporters jumped on their electronic 
broomsticks and scared the administrators of the University into canceling six of the eight 
courses, including the one with the section I was going to teach. They guillotined the teaching of 
the courses by lying that their content expressed “radical” and “extreme” male views by men’s 
rights extremists who hate females. Neither reporter ever read any of the courses’ summaries, 
nor interviewed me before they prominently denigrated my section and me to over seven million 
of their readers. 
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The bacchanalian-like frenzy of these two PC-Feminist, zealot reporters (they believe 
there are two sides to every story: the Feminist side and the politically correct side) was 
reminiscent of the 1933 Nazi book burnings at Gennan universities. Back then, Joseph Goebbels 
said, “The era of extreme Jewish intellectualism is now at an end.” The two reporters, Tory “the 
Torch” Shepherd for the Rupert Murdoch owned newspaper The Advertiser Messenger Sunday 
Mail in Adelaide, Australia, and a reporter from the Sydney Morning Herald, owned by another 
multi-billion dollar global corporation—Fairfax Media Publications, could now say the same 
about any intellectualism in Australia that wasn’t pro-Feminist. The two sanctimonious, PC 
reporters didn’t go into the University and take knowledge, ideas, and facts in the form of books 
and throw them on a bonfire. Instead they used the modem-day torch of the electronic media to 
incinerate views they personally disagreed with. The end result was the same—censorship of 
ideas by way of verbally mutilating the ideas and those who don’t confonn to current, trendy 
ideology. 

The message was clear. On college campuses, whether in Australia or America, 
everybody’s freedom of speech was limited to parroting PC-Feminist propaganda as detennined 
by self-appointed members of the “PC Ministry of Truth” and other purveyors of ignorance, 
mindless unanimity and hatred of men. 

The high-tech book burning started when Tory the Torch, in January 2014, told an 
official at the University of South Australia that I had been “identified as belonging to extreme 
right-wing groups in the USA.” She then published articles falsely characterizing all of the 
courses as being “extreme” right-wing diatribes against women and the courses’ creators as 
right-wingers. As for me, she was correct, if having been an active member of Students for a 
Democratic Society, an officer in the Riverside Democratic Club in Manhattan, a New 
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Democratic Coalition Delegate, a Union Delegate for Local 1199, an undercover researcher for 
the Village Voice into a mob judge’s campaign financed by Roy Cohn and the Gambino and 
Mangano crime families, or being a member of the Bar of various courts, and an abuser of vodka 
gimlets instead of drugs means I’m right wing. Of course, it doesn’t, she was just lying as 
Feminists do in order to get their way. Then again, perhaps she confused my playing right-wing 
forward for Old Blue rugby with being right-wing. 

Her fellow traveler in “to not tell the truth” was Amy “McNeuter” McNeilage at the 
Sydney Morning Herald . “McNeuter” because that’s probably the way she likes her boyfriends, 
unless in bed. Amy, instead of picking “extreme” from the male-hating Feminist reporter’s grab 
bag of disparaging words, pulled out “hardline” and “radical” along with “anti-feminist,” a term 
also used repeatedly by Tory, as if that is a crime. Amy applied “radical” to the courses and their 
creators to mobilize public opprobrium against both because she knew her readers would never 
realize that the following were also depicted as “radical” in the past: America’s founding 
fathers, the Declaration of Independence, abolitionists, the Emancipation Proclamation, the 
South Australian Fabian Society, Australian Lucy Morice, the group Radical Women, the Paris 
Commune, Edward R. Murrow’s expose on Senator Joseph McCarthy, anti-Vietnam War 
demonstrations, environmentalists, and assorted fighters against intolerance. As for “hardline,” I 
guess that’s what she dreams of. 

Tory and Amy used their “anti-feminist” accusation to mean anti-female. If there was 
something none of the Male Studies courses or creators were, it was anti-female, assuming for 
me she’s young and hot. More important was that we defined Feminism the same way Women 
Against Feminism define it—real-life feminism has come to mean the “vilification of men, 
support for female privilege, and a demeaning view of women as victims rather than free 
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agents.” So by that definition, I plead guilty to being “anti-feminist” because I’m too intelligent 
not to be. Tory and Amy knew that about me because reporters in the past had publicized such; 
the down-under girls just chose to ignore it. I also don’t agree with Communism, Nazism and 
whatever the Ku Klux Klan or Obama is pushing, but they didn’t mention that either. 

Regardless of whether I curtsy to sanctimonious PC-Feminism or not, what’s that got to 
do with teaching a course on the history of the law? Is education now limited to history that is 
approved by a couple of not very bright female tabloid-reporters? Apparently, yes. Tory and 
Amy used the “anti-feminist” label in order to take a page from the tactics of Joseph McCarthy 
and Roy Cohn in the 1950s. Back then, certain words were used to label persons and their 
creations as sub-human, anathemas and pariahs—’’communist sympathizer,” “fellow traveler,” 
and “red,” while today self-righteous PC-Feminists use terms such as “anti-feminist,” “right- 
wing,” “hardline,” “masculine” and “man.” 

The American hunters of communists in the 1950s had their “blacklists,” which were 
kept by private organizations and used by the media to destroy a person’s livelihood, or at least 
seriously interfere with it, by claiming he was a lefty. Today the hunters of the evolutionarily 
correct keep their “pinklists” on the Internet, thanks to the many man-hating PC-Feminist 
bloggers and reporters out for revenge because no guy asked them to the senior prom. 

The pinklisters, along with reporters like Tory and Amy, have taken the place of the 
1950s “loyalty review boards” that carried out so-called investigations for universities, 
governments, and businesses in order to certify that their programs and employees were not 
communistic or socialistic. Today, however, it’s the PC-Feminists who mark for economic 
destruction programs and people that do not adhere to their ideology. 
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Tory and Amy’s character and course assassinations are not unlike a reporter for Pravda 
in the old Soviet Union calling a person and academic curriculum “anti-communistic.” Under 
the evil empire, all right-thinking, or more accurately left-thinking people and policies were 
communistic, and under today’s Evil Eve Establishment, all correct thinking people and policies 
are Feministic and politically correct. At least a Russian commie reporter could point to 
intellectuals such as Marx and Lenin to argue the virtues of “Communism.” Who can Tory and 
Amy point to for the “correctness” of PC-Feminism—their fellow groupies at consciousness 
lowering sessions. 

Sanctimonious PC-Feminists justify the intentional hann they wreak because they have 
come to believe in their exceptionalism and their sense of being the chosen ones. That they have 
the right to decide the destinies of men because it is only PC-Feminists who can be right—just 
like a bossy wife or girlfriend. 

Tory also criticized me as “extreme” for advocating that men exercise their right to bear 
arms, which of course is necessary in order to have a fighting chance against unjust state or 
caliphate violence, such as occurred in 1776, 1848 at the Paris Commune, 1972 Bloody Sunday, 
2014 in Kiev, or defending against ISIS loony tunes here at home. 

Of course, the exercise of a right cannot be “extreme.” But when the media starts 
criticizing rights, it deters people from exercising them, which is the same as not having them. 
Had Tory’s views held sway during the Second World War, she and Amy might have ended up 
as “comfort girls.” 

Tory and Amy not only did not interview me for their first articles (Amy only wrote one 
article), but they were totally ignorant of what I was going to teach. Obviously, they follow the 
maxim “don’t let ignorance get in the way of a good story” that furthers Feminist bigotry. 
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Sounds like the three monkeys, or is it the three stooges? Tory did interview me for her second 
article, about five minutes, but by then her and Amy’s high-tech book burning had succeeded. 

The down-under girls also puffed up their articles with quotes from like-minded PC- 
Feminist ideologues and girlie-males to create the false image that all the guys involved in the 
Male Studies courses were demons incarnate about to roast females in their courses. Other 
sycophant reporters and columnists in Australia also joined the tar and feathering bandwagon. 
“There were Feminists to the right of me, Feminists to the left of me, Feminists in front of me 
volley’d and thunder’d from down under,” so I sued. 

The lawsuit charged the two reporters and their papers with publishing “injurious 
falsehoods” about my course section, “interfering with a prospective economic advantage”—my 
being paid for teaching the “Males and the Law” section of the “Facts and Fallacies of Male 
Power and Privilege” course, and the complaint accused only Tory of libeling my professional 
reputation as a lawyer. I didn’t include the other course creators in the case because I concluded 
they were not interested. 

Tory published four articles in all while Amy stopped at one. Most of Tory’s libel 
occurred in her last two articles of which her January 14, 2014, article titled, Pathetic bid for 
victimhood by portraying women as villains, was a pure hate-male rant. 

For example, she wrote: 

“Big ups to [University of South Australia] for having the sense to reject anything 
linked to those at the very fringe of the men’s rights spectrum . . . overseas ring 
ins.” 

“Ring in” is a gang tenn meaning persons who are called to help in gang wars and fights. I have 
never participated in a gang war, unless rugby games are considered such, but have been in a few 
fights—the latest of which I can’t remember due to the amount of vodka in me. 
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She also wrote: 


“You’d think I’d shut up now the plans [Male Studies program] are off the table, 
but it’s really important to get across the bigger picture. See, most people 
probably think that the men’s rights guys I was talking about - the ones who 
habitually call women names, argue that they routinely make up rape, and put it 
about that women either incite their own domestic violence or are the abusers 
themselves - are just circle-jerk misogynists.” 

I only habitually call PC-Feminists like Tory names, and do not argue that females routinely 
make up rape but that false allegations of rape range from 1.5% to 90% depending on the 
geographical location and study methodology. Rumney, P., False allegations of rape , The 
Cambridge Law Journal 65, (2006). Neither do I argue that women are abusers, rather that 
38.7% of child victims were maltreated by their mothers acting alone and 17.9% percent were 
maltreated by their fathers acting alone. U.S. Dept. Of Health & Human Services, Child 
Maltreatment 2007, p. 29. As for circle-jerk, not quite sure what Tory means by that, never 
having been to one, but I am sure she has. 

More of her rants: 

“They are - misogynists, I mean. And we’re talking old-school misogyny - the 
hatred of women - as well as the new-school misogyny - entrenched prejudice 
against women.” 

As for me, were I such a hater of women, I would not spend so much time and money chasing 
them at nightclubs, in hip hop class or dating them. 

The Torch continued: 

“The problem is the circle is no longer closed, no longer just a bunch of angry 
guys in a basement. They’re trying to get up the stairs and into the light. They 
want to play outside with legitimate experts in men’s issues . . . .” 

I am not now, nor have I ever been a troglodyte, and I am not illegitimate, although Mother did 

dance on tables in the late 1920s at a club in the Hotel Astor in Times Square, which could have 

led to anything. 
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And: 


“It’s a classic tactic, used by pseudoscientific fraudsters. Adopt the language of 
the actual scientists. Find odd reports and old stories, random statistics and 
shocking anecdotes, and stitch them into a Hannibal Lecter-style creation that 
mimics valid inquiry.” 

Even a blind zealot on a crusade, such as Tory, must still have a portion of her brain entertaining 
serious doubts when describing that which she lacks knowledge about. The “Males and the 
Law” section was largely based on law review articles from the mid-1800s to the early 2000s, 
including one commissioned by Congress for the federal court in New York. It was just going to 
present what the law was and is. Tory did not know any of that, but went blindly ahead accusing 
me of fraud. As for the “odd reports and old stories, random statistics and shocking anecdotes” 
that’s Tory’s specialty, if a lawyer uses such to create a false impression, he’s risking his 
license—something Tory is not constrained by. As for imputing that I am a Hannibal Lecter, I 
am neither a serial killer nor a connoisseur of human flesh, which would definitely break my 
Kathy Freston “The Lean” diet. 

Tory’s tirades ragged on and on and can be viewed at MensRightsLaw.net 
In the New York State Supreme Court, where I filed the case, Tory and Amy, along with 
their two multi-billion dollar corporate employers, committed perjury in their first set of 
affidavits on the key issue of personal jurisdiction: whether the New York court had the 
authority to even hear the case against the four Australian defendants? The answer depended on 
the extent of the defendants’ contacts with the State of New York. The two reporters and the two 
corporations, which owned the main-stream Australian newspapers that published the articles, 
lied about their contacts with New York. Their man-hating attorney, Katherine M. Bolger, 
suborned it and probably wrote the affidavits herself, as lawyers usually do, because she didn’t 
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think I’d spend the time to check their affidavit statements, and she was right—I didn’t. A single 
mother in Slovakia did it for me. 

Of course, we all know that PC-Feminists like Tory and Amy have a free-pass to perjure 
themselves in court whenever it serves their interests and harms a man. But the corporations 
were another matter, and I concentrated on them, as well as Tory just in case the alleged judge 
did not hold with preferential treatment for lying, vat-dyed blonde bimbos. 

The first set of affidavits sworn to by officials of the corporations lied that the 
corporations didn’t have business dealings or relations with companies in New York for 
marketing their papers and sundry products in New York—they did. 

Tory, like a typical Feminazi, told the lamest of all the lies. For example, she swore in 
her first affidavit that the only person she contacted in New York for her articles was me. That 
was obvious perjury, since the idiot named a New York professor in her first article—the same 
professor who had first notified me about Tory’s male-bashing. Turned out Tory had been 
talking with the professor by way of emails for over two months. Only a brain-dead reporter 
could have forgotten about corresponding with a professor she had castigated in an article 
months earlier—or a pathological liar. Tory, in her second affidavit, begged the Court’s 
forgiveness, which sounded strangely familiar to a cheating girlfriend who had gotten caught, 
and claimed that she “forgot” she had ever communicated with the New York professor. 

The newspapers in their second set of affidavits still failed to admit or explain the exact 
nature of their business dealings and relations in New York, which were numerous, including 
why the business address for the Chairman of the Murdoch company that operated Tory’s 
newspaper was 1211 Avenue of the Americas, New York, N.Y., which is the headquarters for 
Murdoch’s parent company—News Corp. 
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Even Bolger submitted her own perjurious affirmation—three times! An affirmation is 
when a lawyer swears under penalty of perjury that her statements are true. Bolger swore that 
the copy of McNeilage’s article that Bolger submitted to the Court was a “true and correct” copy. 
It was not—it was a forgery under New York Penal Law § 170.05. Bolger deleted a chart in the 
beginning of McNeilage’s article that showed her malice toward the guys who created and would 
have taught the Male Studies’ courses. Malice is a key element of injurious falsehoods and 
tortious interference, which is why she deleted it. 

Leading up to the first court hearing, November 24, 2014, the defendants and their 
lawyer, Bolger, probably figured they would win on personal jurisdiction and the case would be 
over. At that hearing before the male Judge, I accused the defendants of perjury and their self- 
righteous PC-Leminist lawyer of suborning perjury. She, like a typical PC-Feminazi, kept 
calling me “anti-feminist” and tried resorting to the Feminist tactic of interfering with the flow of 
my argument by interrupting me when it was my turn to talk, so I told her, “I don’t interrupt 
you—don’t interrupt me!” Naturally, she didn’t listen, so I asked the Judge to tell her. He just 
gave her a look and the interruptions stopped. 

Her tactic of trying to bias the Judge by calling me anti-feminist didn’t work either. The 
Judge did two things: First, in response to Bolger’s argument that the Court did not have 
personal jurisdiction, he said that Bolger was arguing a “fact question,” which meant there would 
be discovery on personal jurisdiction to detennine the extent of defendants’ contacts with New 
York—something the defendants didn’t want because it would prove they had committed perjury 
and the case would continue here in New York. Then the Judge permitted me to make an oral 
motion requesting an “immediate trial” on the issue of personal jurisdiction. I argued that Bolger 
and the defendants would continue to lie during discovery, so what was needed was a trial in 
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which the Judge could observe the demeanor of the defendants in the witness box rather than 
having their attorney manipulate their responses in affidavits or at depositions so as to avoid the 
truth. Lying on interrogatories, document requests, and at depositions is a lot easier than before 
judges who are all too familiar with lying parties and lawyers. 

Allowing an oral motion to be made was within the complete discretion of the Judge, he 
could just as well have denied the request but did not—the tide in the battle began to turn in my 
favor at that oral argument because the Judge was fair-minded. 

Guess what Bolger and the defendants did next—think Murdoch newspaper? You got it! 
They hacked into my private computer files by breaking into my digital cloud. How did I find 
out? Bolger filed a private legal document of mine in court that existed only on my personal 
computer and digital cloud, which required access codes, and was not publicly available 
anywhere. 

The document was a privileged attorney work product of 17 pages that I had put together 
as tentative responses to press inquiries about the case and titled “Responses to Media.” No 
reporters ever picked up on the case, so none of the responses were ever made public nor was the 
document sent out to the media as a press release. But that didn’t stop the lying defense attorney 
Bolger from claiming the document was a “Media Release,” which of course communicates it 
was made public to the press. She actually referred to it as a “Media Release” nine times in her 
papers in the hope of convincing the Court it was publicly available so as to cover up her and the 
defendants’ criminal acts in obtaining it. 

In another life, I had worked as an assignment editor, writer, and political producer at 
Metromedia TV News and Eyewitness TV News in New York City. I knew what the term 
“Media Release” meant, and that no one ever submitted a 17 page “Media Release” in the form 
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of the document Bolger and the defendants hacked. Given the Feminazi attorney’s experience in 
representing news organizations, she knew it as well, but that didn’t stop from lying about it. 

Now I understood how those Hollywood actresses felt when their naked pictures were 
taken from their iClouds. Good thing I didn’t have any such pictures of me on my digital cloud, 
not that anyone would be interested. 

Immediately, I requested of the Court by an “Order to Show Cause” that the document be 
sealed, require Bolger and the defendants to turn over all paper and digital copies of everything 
they stole in their hacking—both personal and attorney work product data, Bolger and the 
defendants be enjoined from ever publicizing the contents, and Bolger and the defendants 
provide the names of everyone involved so they could be referred to the authorities. 

As soon as the request was made, the case was transferred to another judge. The first 
Judge, an older black man, had demonstrated fair-mindedness and immunity from the modern- 
day, sanctimonious PC-Feminist tactics of litigation by personal destruction. The second Judge, 
a white middle-aged man, whom I had a case before previously, was also fair-minded, so maybe 
the case transfer didn’t matter. That Judge denied my request for an Order to Show Cause—no 
big deal because he allowed me to make a formal motion, which would only take a little longer 
for a decision. So I filed the motion and doubted Bolger and the defendants would make public 
any of their ill-gotten gains while a motion for hacking was before the Court. But then 
something happened that I had never experienced before in any court—the case was transferred 
for a third time. 

The third judge, Jennifer Schecter, was apparently just the type the defendants wanted— 
young, female and PC-Feminazi. In addition, she had been the protege of a female Feminist 
judge who was related to a City Councilwoman I had dated for a time back in my 20s. One of 
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the Councilwoman’s son, whom I regularly beat up back then for annoying his mother and me, 
was now the City’s Controller. What a joke, he could barely add. 

So what was going on? Did the Murdoch attorney exercise the influence of her client to 
have the case transferred to a sympathetic PC fellow traveler, or was it vengeance from an old 
girl-friend and her son. Who knew, but my case was now doomed. 

At the May 2015 hearing before the third judge on the three motions that were before the 
Court, something happened that I had never experienced before in any court—once again. The 
papers for the key motion requesting a trial on personal jurisdiction had disappeared. Since 
Bolger had clearly and repeatedly suborned perjury—actually she probably wrote the 
affidavits—and the defendants had clearly and repeatedly committed perjury on that issue, 
Bolger’s arguments against a trial on personal jurisdiction were implausible. So the 
disappearance of all the papers benefited her and the defendants. 

Of the three motions, why was it that those papers were the ones to vanish. The new PC- 
Feminist judge tried to pressure me into withdrawing the motion, but that was not going to 
happen. The first Judge gave me permission to make that motion, and it was going to stay part 
of the case, which I had to repeat several times. 

During the back and forth with the Judge, Bolger remained strangely silent. She knew as 
well as I that the first Judge had given me permission to make the motion, and he even instructed 
her on when her papers were due, which she subsequently filed. Why was she standing back 
from the discussion—did she know something I didn’t? After the tug of war between the judge 
and me, she finally ruled that both sides should resubmit their papers, which we did. 

It didn’t do any good. The man-hating judge gave her fellow PC traveler what she 
wanted and threw the case out ruling the Court did not have personal jurisdiction over the 
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defendants. The judge knew Bolger and her clients were lying—how could she not, the evidence 
was overwhelming. But she hated me for being a man who dared to fight for his rights rather 
than kiss her feet. So, I appealed—a lot of good that would do. 

The appeal went to the New York State Appellate Division for the First Department, 
which in the good old days had an efficient and helpful clerk’s office, but these days it was a 
joke. A former Latino Presiding Judge of the Court decided to curry favor with the PC-Feminist 
and illegal alien community by appointing an incompetent south of the border female as the 
Clerk or Empleada de la Corte. 

Normally on an appeal, a lawyer’s involvement with the Empleada is non-existent since 
his printer files all the papers. But on this appeal, Bolger made a motion that required me to deal 
with the office of this south of the border oficina de secretario de la corte. When appealing a 
lower court decision, the appellant (here it was me) needs to provide the appeals court with the 
documents that the lower court’s decision was based on, it’s called an appendix. Bolger asked 
the Appellate Division-First Department to dismiss my appeal because my appendix didn’t 
include over 400 hundred pages of irrelevant documents she had filed in Schecter’s court. How 
do I know the documents were irrelevant—because when Bolger finally filed her brief in the 
Appellate Division, she did not cite to any of them, I didn’t cite to any and Schecter never 
referred to any of them in her decision. 

So why did Bolger file so many documents in the lower court—because if she won with 
Schecter, which was a foregone conclusion since Murdoch’s corporation used its clout to get the 
anti-male Schecter assigned to the case, Bolger would try to get the Appellate Division to make 
me pay to have all those pages reproduced and filed—a cost running into the thousands of 
dollars. Defense attorneys with rich clients always do this in an attempt to price middle class 
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plaintiffs out of an appeal. Rich clients can afford printing up the masses of documents they file 
in the lower court hoping that if they win and their opponent appeals, they will get the Appellate 
Division to require their opponent to pay thousands of dollars to print up and file those 
documents in the Appellate Division. If the opponent is middle-class, he won’t be able to afford 
the printing costs, five dollars a page—so he loses. 

To bulk up the number of pages, Bolger filed duplicates and triplicates of the same 
documents. Many of the irrelevant documents were from my men’s rights cases that had nothing 
to do with personal jurisdiction in this case. Bolger simply used them to bias judge Schecter 
against me for not kowtowing to PC-Feminist ideology and to price me out of an appeal. Bolger 
could have saved her clients the copying costs because judge Schecter would never have ruled 
that any man had rights when in a dispute with two PC-Feminazi female reporters. 

Bolger’s motion also complained that some of the documents in my appendix had not 
been filed in Schecter’s court. Most of those had been copied from the Internet using different 
browsers that caused them to be formatted differently with different advertisements. The 
contents were identical to the documents filed with Schecter, they just looked different. Of 
course, bimbos like Bolger are always more concern with appearances than substance. The only 
thing more important to bimbos and hos is money. And that’s the real reason Bolger made her 
motion—to increase the cost to me of appealing by increasing my printing costs and to also 
increase her billable hours. 

The Appellate Division, including three PC-Feminist female judges and two male 
androgynies, fell in line with Bolger’s tactic to price me out of the appeal by requiring me to 
print a supplemental appendix with the irrelevant documents. Legally it made no sense. The 
appeal was limited to the extent of contacts Bolger’s clients had with New York. Then again, in 
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Feminarchy America, the law means nothing when it comes to any case brought by a white, 
heterosexual male fighting for his rights. So, I filed another 240 documents—all that I could 
afford, but the Appellate Division, this time four PC-Feminist judges and one male androgyny, 
ruled that’s still not enough and kicked the case and me out of court. 

During my battle with the ideologically-corrupt judges in the Appellate Division, I was 
also fighting with the los cretinos in the Appellate Division’s Clerk’s Office. During argument 
over Bolger’s motion in the Clerk’s Office, the issue came up whether I had filed a court form 
called the Note of Issue. The third-world millennial intake clerk said it had not been filed. I 
repeatedly insisted that it had until his one-synapse brain finally prodded him to look for it and 
miraculously he found it on the desk with the other files from my case. Apparently, the 
Appellate Division-First Department is still trying to decide whether it is a 19 th century court 
requiring only paper filings or a 21 st century court using digital filings or a Mexican court that 
can’t do either competently. 

The millennial idiot then said there was another problem—the Appellate Division had not 
received a CD of the record on appeal from the lower court. The record on appeal was a copy of 
all the documents that were filed in the lower court before judge Schecter. Again, I repeatedly 
told him that the lower court had provided the CD a few weeks earlier. He insisted it had not and 
directed me to go talk to the lower court’s clerk. So I trudged downtown in the rain to the lower 
court. Its clerk gave me a certified statement that the Appellate Division’s clerk had received the 
CD weeks earlier. Then back uptown to the Appellate Division where a different clerk pulled 
the CD off of the same desk where the millennial intake clerk found the Note of Issue. This new 
clerk explained that the CD only contained links instead of the actual documents. That was 
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clearly something the intake clerk could have told me without sending me on a wild goose chase 
downtown to the lower court. 

My dealings with the Mexican clerk’s office were not over yet. An issue arose on 
Bolger’s motion. One of the papers she filed, her Reply, had been served after it was filed. 

Under the law, you are supposed to serve motion papers first and then file. Normally, I would 
not care, but it gave me another chance to show that Bolger was a congenital liar, since she 
claimed the Reply was served first. I submitted a letter to the Appellate Division, Bolger 
responded in a letter with her usual Clintonesque lies, and then I tried to submit another letter to 
the Appellate Division with newly discovered proof from Federal Express that Bolger had lied in 
her letter. That’s when I ran into a different millennial clerk, tall, muscular, unshaven, and 
eminently arrogant who referred to himself as the “Supervising Clerk.” Boy, I would have liked 
to have played against him on the rugby field. I’d given him the ball just to take him apart. 

This clown, while talking on a telephone attached to his ear, took my letter and proceeded 
to swagger about the clerk’s office continuing to talk on his earpiece. So I waited, and waited, 
and eventually he ended his telephone call. I could not tell whether it was court related or not. 

He glanced at my letter with exhibits and said in an arrogant tone, “I’m not going to 
accept these!” He didn’t say the Court wasn’t going to accept them but that “I’m” not going to 
accept them. I told him the letter was important because it contained recently discovered proof 
exposing Bolger’s lies that affected her Reply. He sophistically remarked, “It doesn’t affect the 
Reply, just the service of the Reply.” What an idiot! If service is improper, then due process 
prevents any court from considering it—that sounds like an effect. 

I remarked, “So this Court accepts falsehoods and doesn’t pennit their corrections?” To 
which he arrogantly replied “Yes!” Then covering his butt, he added, “The Court’s rules only 
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allow one letter for each side in a case.” I searched the rules and didn’t find that one anywhere. 
He obviously made it up to get rid of me, so he could go back to acting the big shot by taking 
calls on his earpiece. 

As a result, I drafted a motion on Bolger’s illegal service of her Reply and her cover-up 
over it, and went to file it. The clerk’s office opens at 9 AM and I arrived a couple of minutes 
after to file my motion papers. Behind me was another attorney also filing motion papers. A 
lady clerk with a Spanish accent told us that we would have to wait because the system was not 
up and running—whatever that meant. The other attorney had previously been told by the 
clerk’s office to arrive as early as possible, and I was told to file any papers before 10 AM. Both 
of us had other appointments, but we had to wait. During our wait, I heard the lady clerk talking 
with another female clerk and tried to listen for any indication as to what the problem really was 
and how long it would take to fix it. They were talking in Spanish, however, which I do not 
speak—felt as though I was back in Ecuador or Los Angeles. The third-world intake clerk 
finally arrived for work, which was the real reason we couldn’t file our papers. So two 
American attorneys in America ended up wasting half an hour on these incompetents with a 
Mexican attitude toward work. The Appellate Division judges, the original three PC-Feminist 
female judges and the two male androgynies, denied my motion—guess female attorneys can 
violate the court’s rules and lie with impunity. 

I did send a letter to the Appellate Division’s Acting Presiding Judge complaining about 
the personnel in his clerk’s office—twice, but never once heard back. 

With the Appellate Divisions’ dismissal of my case against the PC-Feminazi book- 
burning bimbos from down under, I made a motion to the State’s highest court, the Court of 
Appeals, requesting that it allow me to appeal the Appellate Division’s dismissal. 
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My argument was simple: the Appellate Division effectively overruled the policies 
behind the Court of Appeal’s ruling in E. P. Reynolds, Inc., v. Nager Electric Company, Inc., 17 
N.Y.2d 51, 55-56 (1966) and the policies of the Second Preliminary Report of Advisory Comm, 
on Practice and Procedure (N. Y. Legis. Doc., 1958, No. 13), pp. 344-347; Eleventh Annual 
Report of N. Y. Judicial Council, 1945, pp. 414-416.). The growing concern over the high and 
continually increasing cost of printing documents from the lower court for an appeal and the use 
of it by “deep-pockets” to deter appellate review caused the State Legislature to institute the 
appendix system. That system allows for printing only the relevant portions of the lower court’s 
record. E. P. Reynolds, Inc., v. Nager Electric Company, Inc., 17 N.Y.2d 51, 55-56 (1966) 
stated: 


We note that the appendix system was adopted in New York after extended study 
indicated the need to reduce the cost of printing records on appeal. ( Second 
Preliminary Report of Advisory Comm, on Practice and Procedure (N. Y. Legis. 
Doc., 1958, No. 13), pp. 344-347; Eleventh Annual Report of N. Y. Judicial 
Council, 1945, pp. 414-416.). .. . 

The draftsmen [of CPLR 5528] assumed that the main practice problem would be 
the printing of appendices that were too extensive rather than too attenuated. 
Thus, while the provision for sanctions in subdivision (e) of CPLR 5528 allows 
the court to “withhold or impose costs” for “any failure to comply with 
subdivision (a), (b) or (c)” (see 7 Weinstein-Korn-Miller, N. Y. Civ. Prac., par. 
5528.03, p. 55-208 [1965]), the draftsmen assumed that the power would be 
exercised “if unnecessary parts of the record are printed;” ( Second Preliminary 
Report of Advisory Comm, on Practice and Procedure (N. Y. Legis. Doc., 1958, 
No. 13), p. 354; italics supplied). This, of course, is the situation in which 
sanctions are most useful. 

The most effective guarantee against an inadequate appendix, of course, is an 
attorney’s desire to supply the court with all material necessary to convince it to 
adopt his client’s position. And with the tactical and practical risk of omission so 
great, the main danger to be guarded against, in the view of the draftsmen, is the 
too verbose rather than the too cryptic appendix. 
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The Appellate Division wanted me to pay the cost of submitting all of the more than 400 pages 
that Bolger lied about needing for her brief. Over 400 pages at five dollars a page that Bolger 
never needed for her brief. 

There are seven judges on the New York State Court of Appeals—four PC bimbats and 
three androgynous guys who can’t figure out what they are. Too bad Trump doesn’t get to 
appoint state judges as he does all federal judges. That’s a good argument to stay out of the state 
courts, especially in the state that elected Hillary Clinton—twice! True to their pinko beliefs, the 
judges denied my motion. 

“There can be no equal justice where the kind of [appeal] a man gets depends on the 
amount of money he has. ” Griffin v. III., 351 U.S. 12, 19 (1956)(Justice Hugo Black). Modern- 
day America has changed Justice Black’s statement to “There can be no equal justice where the 
kind of appeal a white, heterosexual man gets depends on man-hating feminists and wimpy 
males.” 

If the case had been successful, the private pinklisters and those who rely on them would 
have been put on notice that they are legally liable for the professional and financial damage they 
cause with their falsehoods and economic interference with a man’s business relations. That’s 
what finally put the nail in the coffin of the McCarthyite-Cohn inquisition of the 1950s. 

Cloud Nine 

There wasn’t anything legal to do against the man-hating Judge Schecter. Sure the State 
had a Commission on Judicial Conduct, but it was staff mainly by girls who couldn’t get a date 
with a man even after extensive plastic surgery. As for the guys at the Commission, they were 
either queer, didn’t know what they were or simply terrified of girls. To the Commission 
employees, female judges were the untouchables (not that anyone would want to touch them). 
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The Commission saw its duty as protecting these nervous Nellies from those barbarian men who 
actually thought a judge should be competent and fair. This loony-tune belief system ignored the 
teachings of the Bible about all those not-so-innocent and overly malicious females. It’s the 
modem-day version of women’s rights called “Nell Fenwick Feminism.” Men are either 
“Snidely Whiplash” or the metro-sexual wimp “Dudley Do-Right,” and girls are always the 
victims of a male controlled society—even when their lies and tears send an innocent man up the 
river for decades. So complaining to the Commission, as I had done in the past with other unfit 
female judges, would be a waste of time. And since Schecter was a “judge,” she was immune 
from being sued for her actions in court. 

Bolger, however, could be sued for hacking into my MensRightsLaw.net website (a.k.a. 
iCloud)—so I did. The one nice part about being a lawyer is that when you sue the miscreants, 
you don’t have to pay an attorney while they usually do. Even when suing other lawyers, they 
usually hire someone else to defend themselves because their malpractice insurance often cover’s 
the fee—but not always. 

The defendants in my case against Bolger included her androgynous male associate, 
Matthew L. Schafer and an unknown person designated as “Jane Doe.” Whenever a lawyer 
suspects there are people involved in nefarious activities whose names he does not know, he 
throws in a couple of “John Does.” I use “Jane Does”—not wanting to be gender insensitive. Of 
course in this age of “transgenderism,” I should have put “Its.” Jane Doe was probably the 
private investigator that Murdoch’s organization used to hack into computers and cell phones. 

The case was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York—not 
because the judges there were any less biased against white heterosexual men, but because they 
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were smarter. Sometimes bright people possess enough pride not to succumb to moronic mob 
mentality. 

The action accused Bolger, Schaffer and Jane Doe of violating the following; 

a. The Computer Fraud and Abuse Act of 1986, 18 U.S.C. § 1030(a)(2)(C) 
(“CFAA’), by intentionally accessing without my authorization a computer or 
computers used in interstate or foreign commerce, obtaining information there 
from, and causing loss to my law and consulting business. 

b. The civil Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1961 
etseq., (“RICO”)—my favorite—by engaging in wire fraud, 18 U.S.C. 1343, and 
robbery—theft of computer related material that violated N.Y. Penal Code § 
156.30, which is a Class E felony. 

c. The Copyright Act of 1976, 17 U.S.C. § 101 etseq., by copying, distributing, and 
displaying an unpublished attorney work product and copying or downloading 
other documents from my iCloud that were registered with the U.S. Copyright 
Office—all without my permission. 

d. Trespass to chattel under New York State law by interfering with the personal 
property—electronically stored information—of my law and consulting business. 

e. Injurious falsehood under New York State law by making available to the public a 
knowingly false representation about my business product—the attorney work 
product that Bolger lied about it being a press release. 

f. Replevin under New York State law by Defendants continuing to wrongfully 
retain copies—paper or digital—of business and personal infonnation belonging 
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to me, which were stolen from a computer or iCloud used by me for business and 
personal purposes. 

g. For attorney defendants Bolger and Schafer, violation of the New York Rule of 
Professional Misconduct 4.1 by (1) knowingly making a false statement— 
perjury—to the New York State Supreme Court in the case Hollander v. 

Shepherd, et al., 152656/2014 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. 2014) that an attorney work product 
document of my business was a press release, and (2) violating N.Y. Penal Code § 
156.30 when they duplicated computer related material of my business without 
having any right to do so. 

Bolger and Schafer’s lawyer was a Joseph L. Francoeur from Wilson Elser Moskowitz 
Edehnan & Dicker LLP. A typical neo-McCarthyite-PC defense lawyer—addicted to personally 
attacking his opponent (me) and inventing accusatory falsehoods. Such lawyers lack the 
intelligence to argue the merits, so they resort to the typical PC-Feminist disparagements and 
empty threats. 

In the preliminary letters among both sides and the Court, I responded to Francoeur’s 
school girl insults: 

First, can’t these defense attorneys get over their addiction to ad hominem attacks and 

invented accusatory dissemblings? I previously worked as an associate for a defense 

firm, Cravath, Swaine & Moore, and they never engaged in such prevaricating and 

dissembling garbage as Francoeur. For example, Francoeur writes or infers: 

[Plaintiff is] “a serial litigant,” [well so is the ACLU]; 

“Rule 11” [sanctions were threatened against Plaintiff by the Second Circuit, what does 
that have to do with this case?]; 

[Plaintiffs] “attempts to establish a ‘men’s rights’ course,” [actually a program of eight 
courses created by various professors that was approved by a university until the 
Pravda Correct press demonized every one involved]; 

“Judge Peter Moulton refused to sign [Plaintiffs] order to show cause,” [but Judge 
Moulton did rule that the motion could be brought by noticed, and it was]; 

[Plaintiff] “violated] a court order,” [Plaintiff, semi-retired, could not afford the printing 
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costs for 400 pages of irrelevant documents filed by Francoeur’s clients]; 

[Plaintiff is] “seeking to relitigate . . . rejected fraud allegations,” [the fraud allegations in 
this case are different, as is the fraud that Francoeur is trying to perpetrate with his 
pre-motion letter]; 

[Plaintiff] “purposely omitted the two exhibits,” [see below for exposure of this 
Francoeur fraud]; 

[Plaintiff is engaged in] “harassing litigation,” [Plaintiff has a First Amendment right to 
go to court against those who violate his rights]; and 
[He is a] “vexatious plaintiff,” [typical modem-day name calling]. 

Oh well. I’m not going to open a Twitter account to expose Francoeur’s falsehoods, 
prevarications and dissemblings. I’ll just ignore his calumny until my opposition to his 
motion to dismiss. . . . 

Second , can’t these defense attorneys refrain from cheating by violating the spirit of a 
court’s rules? Here Francoeur refers to two exhibits: “the screenshot of Plaintiff s 
publicly accessible website as visited by Mr. Schafer on December 30, 2014 (Ex. 1) and 
the screenshot of the Google-cache version of how the website appeared on January 3, 
2015.” Exhibits are not permitted in a pre-motion conference letter, but Francoeur is 
trying to create a fraudulent image in the Court’s mind based solely on his dissembling 
description of the two documents. It’s the perfect dissemblance because the Court cannot 
view the documents itself to realize Francoeur’s trick. 

Here’s the deceit in this trick by Francoeur. The Complaint at ][ 8 alleges that once the 
defendants broke into the iCloud “they stripped the access codes thereby making it 
viewable to them and the public at any time.” Without the access codes, the website 
became public, so of course the defendants were then able to obtain a screenshot and a 
Google-cache version. In that sense, Francoeur actually got a fact right, since it admits 
his clients’ hacking—they hacked in and then stripped the codes to make the iCloud 
public. Without the two documents, however, the Court is not able to see through 
Francoeur’s subterfuge [that was shown by the dates on the two screen shots, which I 
raised in my opposition to his motion to dismiss]. 

As far as the facts go, Francoeur is clearly trying to create an alternate reality to support 
his disingenuous arguments. He never refers to all the materials that the defendants stole 
from the iCloud—actually, they probably downloaded the entire site, but their law firm 
refuses to say. He only refers to one, calling it a “document about” the N.Y. Supreme 
Court case. The prevarication here is that the document was an attorney work product — 
big difference. . . . 

Francoeur then made a motion asking the Court for an additional 10 pages for his 
memorandum of law to dismiss. The Court has a limit of 25 pages, but Francoeur wanted 35 
pages. In opposing his request, I told the Judge: 
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Attorney Francoeur and his clients’ conduct thus far in this action make it clear that they 
will just use the additional space to continue their litigation of personal destruction. In 
their two letters to this Court, Francoeur and his clients, also defense attorneys, have 
raised irrelevant matters in order to engage in their neo-McCarthyite-PC smear tactics. 

The additional pages will only provide more of their self-righteous, hypocritical and 
bigoted ideological rants against me for resorting to the courts to defend my rights under 
the laws and the U.S. Constitution. 

Francoeur and his clients are marked by a severe strain of intolerance toward anyone who 
does not believe as they do. Especially, if that person worked as a volunteer in Donald 
Trump’s campaign for the presidency—as I did. 

From the powerful to the tyrant next door, those who aim to exploit, control and silence 
others predictably turn to personal attacks, lies and deception. 

My words didn’t do any good—the Judge gave Francoeur the additional space to play his girlie 
PC tactic and also allowed me 35 pages, which at the time I didn’t think I needed. 

The Judge’s decision to allow longer memoranda seemed strange to me. Judges, even in 
federal court, are often overwhelmed by the mere amount of papers filed in a case and the 
number of cases they handle, so why wasn’t this Judge. Was he an Evelyn Woods speed reader? 
Generally, I don’t bother researching judges but my suspicions were up. My Slovakian, single¬ 
mother paralegal researched his Honor. Turns out he was Latin and appointed by Obama—that 
explained it. He belonged to that Orwellian party of feminists, ethnics, Muslims, illegals and 
queers who think they are superior to everyone else, especially white males. It’s the FEMIQ 
Party. No way he’d rule against the neo-McCarthyite-fascho defendants and their lawyer. 
(Fascho is a French term for fascist that Brigitte Bardot uses against the alt-left—boy was she hot 
in her day.) The website called “The Robing Room” lists comments by attorneys who appear 
before a judge. One comment on this Obamite judge was “I don’t know why he’s on the bench, 
doesn’t know the law and doesn’t care to.” The gods must have it in for me. 
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After all the years, booze, dope and rugby, it takes a while for the remnants of my brain 
to realize something important. In this case, I missed for a few weeks that I should have 
requested early discovery on exactly what Bolger and her eunuch copied from my iCloud. 
Normally, you have to wait until after a preliminary conference in court before being allowed to 
demand documents and factual answers from the opposing party. The Court had scheduled one 
but canceled it after Francoeur said he wanted to file a motion to dismiss. Such often happens. 
Why bother with a time-consuming conference when a motion to dismiss may end the case. If it 
doesn’t, then the Court will hold a conference. 

There is a rule, however, that allows you to ask for documents or answers before the 
preliminary conference if the other side agrees or the court orders it. So the week before 
Bolger’s attorney was to submit his memorandum of law depicting me as a demon from the TV 
show “Supernatural” (only to have that kind of power), I requested of Francoeur copies of all the 
documents Bolger and Schafer stole from my iCloud. Under the Judge’s rules, Francoeur had 72 
hours to respond to my request, which he received by mail on Friday morning, May 5, 2107. 

That gave him until Monday morning. It took him until Monday afternoon—missing the 
deadline. He whined like a high school girl committed to a weekend of partying that receiving 
my request on Friday morning gave him only one business day to respond no. This guy is a 
partner in an international law firm. If he didn’t want to work on a weekend, he should have told 
an associate to handle it. 

So I turned to the Court and made a letter motion requesting production of copies of the 

documents. The following was the gist of my motion: 

The reason for my request for early discovery is simple. The full extent of defendants’ 
nefarious activities, and therefore the harm they have caused and are in a position to 
cause are not fully known. Yet Francoeur argues this case should not be investigated 
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further with discovery—the legal system should forget about it; thereby, granting his 
clients the right to keep everything they took without consent to use or sell as they wish. 

Naturally, I mocked Francoeur for not wanting to work on a weekend as well as lying and 

trying to cover-up the extent of his clients’ thievery. He blew a gasket—began acting as 

Generalissimo Franco[eur]—demanding that I “immediately” withdraw the motion or “we” [he 

and the defendants] will take “appropriate” action. In PC lingo, that translates they will lie, cheat 

and commit any crime to get their way. What a clown, if we weren’t in court, I’d challenge him 

to a duel. Instead, I made another motion accusing him of coercion in the second degree. It’s 

only a misdemeanor but prohibits “exposing] a secret or publicizing] an asserted fact, whether 

true or false, tending to subject some person to hatred, contempt or ridicule.” That’s exactly 

what Generalissimo Francoeur was going to do in his dismissal memorandum of law. So I asked 

the Court to restrain him from engaging in personal attacks and irrelevant accusatory 

dissemblings—it didn’t bother. 

The reason for discovery of all the documents Bolger and Schafer copied was to show 
that when they hacked my iCloud, they downloaded everything. Throughout the proceeding, 
Francoeur ignored that allegation and focused only on the one document Bolger submitted to the 
New York Supreme Court in the case against Tory the Torch and the Murdoch newspaper. 
Obtaining all the documents was crucial for the copyright part of my case because a copyright 
action for infringement can only be brought if the work was registered with the U.S. Copyright 
Office. The document Bolger filed in the New York court over which she committed perjury by 
calling it a press release was not registered. Other documents on my iCloud, however, were 
registered. So, if they copied those documents, the Court could not throw out the copyright 
cause of action. Also, because none of those registered copyrighted documents were submitted 
to the New York court, Francoeur could not argue “fair use.” Courts often hold that when a 
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registered copyrighted document is filed in court and it is relevant to the case, there is no 
infringement for having copied it without the author’s permission—that’s “fair use.” Lastly, by 
copying those registered copyrighted documents without my permission, Bolger and her 
associate would be liable for damages set out in the Copyright Act of from $750 to $30,000. 

And if I could show that they knew those documents were copyrighted, which simply meant 
pointing out the © on them, it could be up to $150,000. You can see why Francoeur was trying 
to avoid discovery. The Court let him get away with it—what do you expect; the Judge was 
appointed by Obama. 

Fascho Francoeur submitted his 29 page memorandum—a somewhat diatribe against me. 

The surprise was he didn’t use the 35 pages he whined to the Court he needed—guess he ran out 

of insults. But my law memorandum used all of the allowed 35 pages and ended with “I am glad 

that [Francoeur] requested memoranda with an extended page length. I never would have been 

able to keep all this to 25 pages—thanks Joe.” “All this” included at the beginning: 

Defendants’ attorney, Joseph L. Francoeur (“Francoeur”), just can’t shake his 
neo-McCarthyite-fascho addiction to ad hominem attacks, lies, prevarications and 
invented accusatory dissemblings. Right at the beginning of his 29 page 
memorandum-diatribe against a proud Trump supporter (after all we won), 

Francoeur launches into his litigation tactic of personal destruction by demonizing 
me, the opposing lawyer and plaintiff. He clearly believes the Politically Correct 
(“PC”) adage that one must vilify and incite hatred against those with whom 
PCers disagree for surely non-PCers are sub-humans without rights. 

That last line was based on Lenin’s, “we must vilify and incite hatred against those with which 

we disagree.” I didn’t cite to Lenin because I did not want to confuse the Judge that lefties are 

more than capable of using Nazi tactics. The Judge might have thought, oh, if the lefties do it 

than it is okay. Continuing: 

Picking up where Francoeur left off in his pre-motion letters, he paints me as 
malicious, alleging I brought this action to “harass” (Def. Mem. at 3), and that it 
is “frivolous” as are all the cases I have brought trying to defend the rights of 
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white, heterosexual men (Def. Mem. at 1). I know, that very phrase is considered 
by half of the country as a blasphemy—but not the other half. To them, and the 
Founding Fathers, I have a First Amendment right to go to court against those 
who violate my rights and the rights of the group to which I belong. 

* * * 

As a firm believer in not turning the other cheek, let’s look at Francoeur a little. 

I’m sure he will whine pompously in his reply. Francoeur “spearheaded” his 
firm’s involvement with the tax exempt organization “Safe Passage Project” that 
thwarts the deportation of “unaccompanied minors” who illegally enter the U.S. 

In effect, Safe Passage facilitates schemes to keep illegal alien youths in the U.S., 
such as M-13 gang members. “[T]he image of unaccompanied alien children as 
little children is misleading. Out of nearly 200,000 UAC apprehended from 2012 
to 2016, 68 percent were ages 15, 16 or 17.” Stephen Dinan, Obama knew gang 
members part of illegal immigrant surge, Washington Times, May 24, 2017. Just 
recently, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement arrested eight gang 
members who illegally crossed the border as unaccompanied minors. These so- 
called innocent children engage in murder, racketeering, rape and sex trafficking. 

Stephen Dinan, Feds nab three Dreamers, 10 UAC in nationwide gang operation, 
Washington Times, May 11, 2017. 

Francoeur submitted a reply in which he sniveled that I had insulted him. What did the 
little girl expect—he started it. It’s a typical PC-Totalitarian tactic. They personally attack you 
in the hope you’ll cave, but when you don’t and respond in kind, it’s boo-hoo-hoo, he’s being 
mean to me. Sounds like the proverbial recent girlfriend. That’s how androgynies like 
Francoeur act. Just look at that French President Macron who married his mother. 

All the papers filed in the case can be read at MensRightsLaw.net under “Bimbo Book 
Burners’ Lawyers Hack Roy’s iCloud” or through the PACER website—go to New York 
Southern, log in, Query, Case Number 16-9800. 

Usually in the district court, the judges do not bother with oral argument but make their 
decisions to dismiss or not based on the papers each side submits. I requested oral argument, 
however, because I wanted to appear in court with Francoeur. When the attorneys for both sides 
show up to argue in court, they usually introduce themselves to each other as a matter of 
courtesy. Hopefully Francoeur would approach me to do such, allowing me to insult him to his 
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face with the aim of a fist-fight breaking out. Such does happen in court now and then. My last 
court fight was in the New York Civil Court. If things went according to plan, my next one 
would allow me to practice my Krav Maga on a Generation Xer. 

It didn’t go according to plan because Francoeur never approached me, but my efforts to 
have a fight in court prevented me from being sanctioned by the court—ironic. Because of my 
request for oral argument the Judge held a two-hour hearing before deciding the motion to 
dismiss. Prior to the hearing, the Judge issued a list of questions that would be raised at the 
hearing. Most were directed at me and my first amended complaint. 

In the beginning of the hearing the Judge said, 

COURT: The issue is what is the basis for the claim that in fact [Defendants hacked your 
website.] You haven’t established through documentation that in fact this website that you say, 
through whoever the website provider, was a secured website. Because just Googling your name 
quite frankly you do find references to articles that have been written where other individuals 
who had written the articles have had access to some website that you had. I don’t know what 
website it is or anything like it. So at some point there were certainly publicly available 
information with regard to you. Whether it was with regard to the allegations of this other 
lawsuit, I have no idea. I guess what I am saying is you haven’t established that you actually had 
an account that was in fact secure. 

Wait-a-minute, I’m thinking, a judge is not allowed to conduct an investigation into a 
party. “Judges . . . have no responsibility to gather evidence and indeed commit grave error if 
they attempt to do so on their own.” Charles W. Wolfram, Modern Legal Ethics, § 12.3.2. 

If a judge goes looking for evidence, then he has to give reasonable notice, which means 
beforehand, or if after, exactly where the judge looked to obtain the evidence. The Judge did 
neither, which means he violated my due process rights under the Constitution. Ward v. Village 
of Monroeville, 409 U.S. 57 (1972); Tumeyv. Ohio, 273 U.S. 510 (1927). 
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My response was that the information the Judge obtained by Googling my name was the 
result of a fonner website—not the one at issue in the case—that had been closed down and 
various interviews the press conducted with me. 

During the hearing in which I did most the talking in answering the Judge’s questions, the 
Judge at one point said that when the hearing began he was prepared to dismiss the entire 
complaint and seriously considered sanctions against me for bringing it, but oral argument had 
changed his mind. So, thanks to my request for an oral hearing, such was prevented—for the 
time being at least. The Judge did dismiss all the actions except the Defendants violating the 
Computer Fraud and Abuse Act and the Copyright Act. However, he refused to allow me to find 
out all of the documents that the Defendants had copied. As for sanctions, the Judge told me to 
provide the Court with documents from the website host about the setting up of the website. The 
tide was turning. 

Toward the end of the hearing, Francoeur tried putting words in my mouth on one 

occasion, but it was so obvious that all I needed to say in my sarcastic response was “I am not 

admitting that. Give me a break!” Francoeur ended with a tug at the Judge’s heart strings. 

MR. FRANCOEUR: I told myself I didn’t want to belabor the point about vexatious litigation, 
but I would like to make a very brief point. My clients are here in the courtroom. This is a 
painful. 

THE COURT: I saw some shaking heads back there and I figured they were people who might 
have an interest. Go ahead. 

So that’s who all those people in the peanut gallery were. But I was just suing two persons and a 
Jane Doe—not eight or more, so why were they here? 

MR. FRANCOEUR: It is hard to listen to. There is a lot of serious allegations. There is no merit. 
There is no basis. The closest we came was logic. I just ask the Court to keep in mind these are 
people, these are lives with reputations. It is very hard for them. There are claims being 
withdrawn it seems almost flippantly. It doesn’t matter to the plaintiff, but it matters 
tremendously to the people on it defense and I ask that the Court to keep that in mind. 
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THE COURT: I understand that. 


I thought, hey two can play this game. 

MR. HOLLANDER: Your Honor, may I say something? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. HOLLANDER: I am 70 years old. I am going to be 71 in September. How do I get by? I get 
by doing the lowest of lowest of legal work called document review. One reason I am doing that 
document review is because of their defendants back there and their litigation of personal 
destruction, including Mr. Erancoeur and his litigation of personal destruction. The first — the 
second letter he sends to your Honor, he brings in all this irrelevant stuff in support, which I can 
see now didn’t work to bias the Court. That is what I went through in the New York Supreme 
Court. Nothing but allegations, ad hominem attacks. You know why I lost the case in New York 
Supreme Court? Because I didn’t have enough money to put together an appendix that was 
stuffed with irrelevant, repetitive documents that were filed in the New York Supreme 
Court by the defendant Bolger and Defendant Schafer. I am also a victim here. I really hate using 
that phrase, but I am not here as some evil Trump-ite trying to get revenge. I just want justice. 

My rights have been stepped on and I have been called all kinds of names by them. 

The Judge repeated for me to get the set-up documents from my website host and provide 
such to the Court and Francoeur. The host, however, had no indication that the site was private 
because all it did was rent computer space. It did not set up sites and determine access—the 
renter did. However, I had an ace in the hole. My computer consultant who set up the site and 
maintained it for me provided two affidavits that right from the beginning the site was private— 
protected by access codes. That meant someone had hacked in and stripped the codes to make it 
public for a couple of weeks until I saw what was going on and had my consultant establish new 
codes. I also had a king in the hole. The Wayback Machine has been making archive records of 
websites since 1996. My website was set up in 2012. The Wayback Machine, however, can 
only archive publicly-viewable sites—not private sites. The Wayback had no archives of my 
site, which inferred, although did not prove, it was private. My consultant’s affidavits and the 
Wayback Machine were enough for the time being to dodge any sanctions and allow me to 
submit another amended complaint, Second Amended Complaint, that only dealt with the 
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Computer Fraud and Abuse Act and the Copyright Act. The Judge also allowed Francoeur to 
make a motion to strike parts of the Second Amended Complaint. 

During this back and forth via letters with the Court, Francoeur, who is of French 
descent, tried to paint my computer consultant as Russian because my consultant was in Moscow 
when he executed his affidavits. Francoeur was such a jerk. 

My response, “My computer consultant is not Russian he is French. I would think his 
name makes that obvious” to a fellow Frenchman. “If Mr. Francoeur wants to employ the 
current trend of raising suspicion against anyone who was involved with Russians, then he 
should stick to the facts: I previously managed the Kroll Associates Office in Moscow and 
married a Russian woman whom I met while working there.” 

In addition, I threw in the following in a letter to the Court: 

It is clear from the continuing misrepresentations of attorney Joseph Francoeur in his 
March 19, 2018, letter that he desires to keep the truth hidden. But that’s understandable for 
someone against whom the State of New York has issued tax warrants. 

In 2013 and again in 2017, the State of New York issued two tax warrants against Mr. 
Francoeur: Warrant Id E-038499833-W001-5 and E-038499833-W002-9. (Ex. A, Tax 
Warrants). A tax warrant is issued when a taxpayer refuses to pay a deficiency assessed against 
him. These two tax warrants were equivalent to legal judgments against Mr. Francoeur that 
created hens against his real and personal property, which gave Mr. Francoeur the impetus to pay 
what he owed. Mr. Francoeur’s tax skirting is especially egregious, since he is a lawyer. This 
may just be the tip of the iceberg, since the tax warrant records from before 2004 are on paper at 
the Department of State Office and the two above were found on the Internet. 

Defense lawyers who practice in the age of the Internet should not throw verbal insults. 

Francoeur had specifically requested the Judge allow him to make a motion to strike, but 
it was clear this clown would also add in a motion to dismiss even though the Judge did not say 
he could. These PC-fascho lawyers, just like the #MeTooLyingHos are genetically incapable of 
telling the full truth because they would lose. So for a few weeks before Franco-Fascho filed his 
motions, I drafted my opposition. When dealing with these PCers, it’s always best to formulate a 
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draft of your opposition brief first, which emphasizes the strategy you want to use. That way 
you won’t waste the limit space you have—here 25 double spaced pages, exposing a PC-fascho’s 
lies, prevarications and dissemblings. 

At the hearing on Francoeur’s first motion to dismiss under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6), the 
Judge clearly wanted to know whether my iCloud was private or public—the key fact question in 
the case. But on this type of motion to dismiss, the plaintiff, me, must not be put to the test to 
prove his allegations at the pleading stage by providing evidence. NOW, Inc v. Scheidler, 510 
U.S. 249, 256 (1994)—thank you NOW; Hickman v. Taylor, 329 U.S. 495, 500-01 (1947); 
Geisler v. Petrocelli, 616 F.2d 636, 640 (2d Cir. 1980). The Judge, however, clearly wanted 
evidence, which is why he told me to dig up proof that my website or iCloud was private. The 
Judge may have taken this tack because he was looking to turn the proceedings into a summary 
judgment situation. Summary judgment requires both sides to present their evidence as to the 
facts and if—only if—the remaining issues are how the law would deal with those facts, then the 
Judge can decided the case without a trial. If he was moving toward summary judgment—fine. 

If not, then I would have an issue on appeal to the Second Circuit in that he required evidence on 
a Rule 12(b)(6) motion. 

Okay, the Judge wanted evidence, so my strategy in my opposition to Francoeur’s 
motions was to provide all the evidence available that my iCloud, now termed in court papers 
“MensRightsLaw.net” or “MRL.net,” had always been private. Private, that is, until Bolger and 
her Murdoch clients hacked MRL.net and stripped the access codes that made it public for a 
couple of weeks. 

My opposition essentially presented the following that the website was private: 
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1. None of the twenty-something web archives that take snapshots of publicly viewable 
websites had any snapshots ofMRL.net—this included the Internet Archive’s “Wayback 
Machine.” Libraries and other organizations have been preserving the written history of 
mankind since at least the Royal Library of Alexandria in 330 B.C. by storing clay tablets, 
papyrus scrolls, books and pictures. Over the past 20 years, much of our history has been 
recorded in digital fonn and preserved by archiving. “Today’s research libraries and archives 
recognize website archiving (‘web archiving’) as an essential component of their collecting 
practices, and various programs to archive portions of the Web have been developed around the 
world, from within national archives to individual institutions.” Gail Truman, Harvard Library 
Report, January 2016, at 5 (Harvard Library sponsored an environmental scan to explore and 
document current web archiving programs.). 

2. More evidence that MRL.net was private came from the paucity of “cached” versions 
of a page from MRL.net. Internet services, such as search engines, record caches of publicly 
available webs. From September 2012, when MRL.net was created, to the end of 2014, when 
Bolger hacked the site, there were around 10 services or search engines that provided caches. 
Search Engine Showdown, Finding Old Web Pages and Cache Copies at 2-3, March 26, 2013. 
Bolger was able to provide only one cache ofMRL.net from Google and that cache was taken on 
January 3, 2015, after she or her Murdoch clients made MRL.net public by having its access 
codes stripped. The only thing the Google-cache showed was that MRL.net was public on 
January 3, 2015—it did not show that it was public on December 30, 2014, when Defendants 
admit accessing the site and claimed it was public. Had MRL.net been public during Bolger and 
Schafer’s searching of the web in the New York State Supreme Court case from at least July 14, 
2014, to December 30, 2014, when they claim to first access the site; their searching would have 
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easily turned up numerous caches ofMRL.net, which they would have produced—they did not. 
The reason is simple—the site was private, so there were no caches from before they stripped the 
access codes. 

3. My computer consultant and I both swore that when MRL.net was created, it was a 
private website, and that whenever accessing the site on the Internet, required codes to view it. 
Until January 12, 2015, that is, when I discovered that Bolger or her Murdoch clients had 
invaded the site. A new password was immediately applied and MRL.net remained private. 
Bolger and Schafer’s affidavits claim the site was public when they accessed it from December 
30, 2014, to January 12, 2015, and neither they nor to their knowledge did anyone hack into it. 
Looks like a tie! My computer consultant’s sworn statements and mine were admissible 
evidence. 

Further, my opposition argued logic. Something you’ll never hear from a PCer. Bolger 
and Schafer, or one of their agents, were searching the Internet in the Murdoch Case beginning at 
least on July 14, 2014, for information on me. Why did it take them over five months to access 
MRL.net if it had been open to the public all that time? Also, I first learned from the Internet 
exhibits Bolger filed on August 29, 2014, in the New York State Supreme Court that she and 
others from her firm or clients were trolling the Web for anything she could spin to support her 
litigation by vilification. IfMRL.net was public, why would I—a semi-rational man—keep it 
public knowing that she was searching for information? 

On the copyright infringement, the screenshot ofMRL.net and the January 3, 2015, 
Google-cache copied by Bolger’s pansy, Schafer, contained material copyrighted and registered 
by me. That evidence simply came from the U.S. Copyright Office. 
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The Judge now had all the evidence available to me without being allowed discovery, 
which is how a plaintiff usually finds evidence. Francoeur whined to the Court that evidence is 
not supposed to be relied on at this stage in a case—before discovery. Funny, he did not 
complain of such at the hearing when the Court required me to come up with evidence that 
MRL.net was private. Ah, must be PC hypocrisy. 

As for Francoeur’s legal arguments, he wanted the entire Second Amended Complaint 
thrown out because it was immaterial, prejudicial and irrelevant. My opposition stated, “[I]t is 
settled law in this District [S.D.N.Y.] that ‘immaterial allegations . . . need not be stricken unless 
their presence in the complaint prejudices the defendant.’” FederatedDep 7 Stores, Inc. v. 
Grinned Corp., 287 F.Supp. 744, 747 (S.D.N.Y. 1968) (internal quote Fleischer v. A. A. P., Inc., 
180 F.Supp. 717, 721 (S.D.N.Y. 1959)). The prejudice to be protected against by a Rule 12(f) 
motion to strike a complaint is “that which may be suffered if the jury sees the complaint. . . .” 
Federated Dep 7 Stores, Inc. at 748. But the challenged allegations in my Second Amended 
Complaint would not be seen by a jury because “such is not the practice in this District.” Id. at 
748 (citing Avon Pub. Co. v. American News Co., 122 F.Supp. 660, 662 (S.D.N.Y. 1954)). Also, 
“As the cases make clear, it is neither an authorized nor a proper way to procure the dismissal of 
all... of a complaint” by using a Rule 12(f) motion. Wright & Miller, 5C Fed. Prac & Proc. 
Civ. § 1380 at 1 (3d ed.); see Day v. Moscow, 955 F.2d 807, 811 (2d Cir. 1992) (“not for 
dismissal of claims in their entirety”). 

Francoeur additionally argued that just by my referring to Bolger and Schafer’s 
underhanded activities in the New York State Supreme Court case was scandalous. Of course, it 
was okay for him to use the proceedings in that case for his arguments, but not me—typical PC 
hypocrisy. 
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Even if the Second Amended Complaint allegations were scandalous, it didn’t matter 
because 

[w]hen the party seeking the elimination of alleged scandalous matter was the 
“first to hurl epithets,” a court will deny the motion to strike. See Lewis v. Shaffer 
Stores Co., 218 F.Supp. 238, 240 (S.D.N.Y. 1963); von Bulow by Aaersperg v. 
von Bulow, 657 F. Supp. 1134, 1146 (S.D.N.Y. 1987) (quoting Lewis, defendant 
is “hardly in a position to complain when plaintiff responds in kind”). Francoeur 
and his clients started slinging mud at the very beginning of this case by 
denigrating Plaintiff over a prior case that had nothing to do with this action or the 
Murdoch Case and tarring him as a “serial litigant,” “vexatious” and one who 
resorts to “harassing litigation” of an “abusive nature.” (Fetter at 3, January 31, 

2017, Dkt. 14; Fetter at 2, April 5, 2017, Dkt. 20). They continued using 
irrelevancies from Plaintiffs prior cases that had nothing to do with this action to 
further their disparagement of him. Francoeur’s first memorandum to dismiss 
cited to six of Plaintiff s past cases—12 times, and Francoeur’s reply falsely 
stated that Plaintiff “attacks . . . courts” and filed an “invective filled” 
memorandum. (Def. Dismissal Mem. at iii-iv, Dkt. 35; Reply at 1, Dkt. 38). 

Francoeur’s calumny continued with his memorandum to strike by repeatedly 
accusing Plaintiff of harassing Defendants. (Def. Strike Mem. at 8, 11, 12, 21, 

Dkt. 67). 

Francoeur’s modus operandi of dredging-up past irrelevancies gave me the idea of doing 

the same to him. Here’s what I wrote based on what my private investigator found: 

[L]ef s take a brief look at an attorney who lives in a glass house. 

Throughout these proceedings, Francoeur has engaged in numerous 
misrepresentations, prevarications and dissemblings in order to keep the truth 
hidden. Such conduct is understandable for someone, according to one private 
detective agency, with a hidden arrest record in the County of Pulaski, Virginia 
that resulted in a misdemeanor conviction in absentia as well as someone against 
whom the State of New York has issued tax warrants. On July 14, 2001, 

Francoeur apparently committed a misdemeanor offense involving a motor 
vehicle, but was not arrested until July 16, 2001. He was subsequently found 
guilty in absentia on November 13, 2001, apparently for operating a motor 
vehicle with a device in defective or unsafe condition. Exactly what occurred is 
unclear for the Virginia State Police will not provide any details from its 
computerized Central Criminal Records Exchange unless Francoeur okays it. Nor 
can the Virginia courts provide any records because they were purged after 10 
years. The Internet, however, contains the scraps of information above but not the 
full story, which allows for any number of negative conclusions as to Francoeur’s 
character and credibility. Such is what Francoeur has been doing in this case— 
spinning scraps of infonnation into demonizing and sanctioning Plaintiff. The 
only difference is that the full stories behind those scraps censuring Plaintiff are 
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available, but Francoeur, as with Defendant Bolger, volitionally ignore the full 
stories. 

After some reflection, I decided to take the above out. Part of my strategy in writing the 

opposition was to keep out of the mud where Francoeur resided. 

The crux of Francoeur’s Rule 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss the Computer Fraud and Abuse 

action rested on whether the MRL.net site was private or public. That is, whether I had provided 

enough evidence that the site was private to allow me discovery. 

The Rule 12(b)(6) motion on copyright depended whether Bolger use of copyrighted 

registered documents in two court proceedings and sending them to her Murdoch clients was 

considered “fair use.” All the documents under copyright law were unpublished. 

The publication status of a work affects whether others may make fair use of it. 

One of the four factors analyzed in fair use analysis is “the nature of the 
copyrighted work.” 17U.S.C. § 107(2). The unpublished nature of a work can 
have a dispositive impact on the fair use analysis. In Harper & Row, Publishers, 

Inc. v. Nation Enters., 471 U.S. 539, 564 (1985), the Supreme Court held that 
“[t]he fact that a work is unpublished is a critical element of its ‘nature,’” under 
the second of the four fair use factors. Id. “[T]he scope of fair use is narrower 
with respect to unpublished works.” Id. “[T]he author’s right to control the first 
public appearance [publication] of his undisseminated expression will outweigh a 
claim of fair use.” Id. at 555. In Harper & Row, the unpublished nature of 
President Ford’s manuscript was the critical piece of evidence that defeated the 
fair use defense. Id. at 569. 

So this issue depends on how much weight the Judge gives to the documents unpublished status. 

Francoeur filed a reply to my opposition in which he basically lied so that his “fake facts” 
would fit his legal arguments. He did much the same in filing his motion to strike and dismiss 
papers. It’s a way to get something before a court with a minimal number of billing hours. But 
why do it if his attorney clients have the deep pockets of a malpractice insurance company 
behind them? Lawyers are paid on an hourly basis, so when their clients have money, they 
spend more time on a case that allows them to more thoroughly examine the law, facts and 
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provide better arguments. The only possible answer was Bolger and Schafer did not have an 
insurance company paying the bills. 

RICO, which was no longer part of the case, and CFAA are criminal statutes that allow 
for an individual to file civil actions. Although those actions are civil, they accuse the 
defendants of crimes that the plaintiff need only prove by a preponderance of the evidence. 
Bolger and her eunuch Schafer worked for the law firm Levine Sullivan Koch & Schulz when 
they arranged for hacking into MRL.net. That firm carried malpractice insurance for whenever 
the firm or its lawyers were sued. When this case started, an agent from CNA insurance 
contacted me requesting an extension of time to respond to the complaint. The agent said he was 
“handling the above claim under the commercial general liability policy for our insured Levine 
Sullivan Koch & Schulz regarding the litigation you served on them.” I said, “OK.” I always 
grant requests for additional time because I may need the same. 

Then a week later Francoeur contacted me saying that he was representing Bolger and 
Schafer and asked for the same thing—an extension of time to response to the complaint, which I 
once again gave. Strange, why two requests for the same thing? So I called the CNA agent. 
According to him, he was not the one who hired Francoeur. That indicated CNA was not 
picking up the legal fees for Bolger and Schafer and the reason is simple. Lawyers’ malpractice 
insurance rarely covers accusations of criminal conduct. Even though actions under RICO and 
CFAA are civil, they are still based on criminal allegations. So by including CFAA and RICO 
allegations in the complaint, Bolger and Schafer are likely on the hook for some or all of the 
legal fees to defend—ha, ha, ha. Boy they must have been ticked when the Judge accepted my 
Second Amended Complaint, which required more legal fees for Francoeur to move to strike or 
dismiss. It also explains why he moved to strike the entire complaint, which is highly disfavored 
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by the courts, instead of just part. Also why he added the Rule 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss when 
he never asked the Court for permission to make it. So Francoeur is operating on a cash-strapped 
budget most likely coming out of the pockets of Bolger, Schafer and their peanut gallery. 

[Update Hacked] 

Party Lights 

During the battles with Australia’s nouveau ideologues and hackers, I still kept going to 
nightclubs, usually one night on the weekend to keep my sanity with vodka gimlets and chasing 
young babes. Sometimes actually catching one, but generally not, since I didn’t look the same as 
when I was younger, and I wasn’t rich. 

Most of the time I’d hit a club with another lawyer whom I had known for years from 
Upper Westside politics. He was a “one per center” and his wife had recently died, so I started 
showing him around the club scene. The guy I used to hang out, Mark, had found a steady girl 
friend and then went up the river for a few years on a securities fraud conviction. He wasn’t the 
same when he got out. No one physically bothered him given his martial arts ability, but he had 
changed. 

Bob, the one per center, was even more obnoxious than I, so we ended up flirting with a 
lot of chicks and having a lot of fun. To get in a club, we’d often go up to the doonnan and ask 
if this was such and such a place and how do we get in. Generally, he’d unhook the rope and 
show us in without us having to stand in line with the millennials. Why not, we were two gray 
haired guys who looked like we’d spend a lot of money and not cause trouble—we deserved 
special treatment. Sometimes, we’d say we were looking for our daughters. Bob actually had a 
hot daughter, and I was looking for the daughter I never had. 
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Every so often, however, because we were two guys, the doorman demanded we 
purchase a bottle of watered-down, brandless vodka. We always declined and went elsewhere. 
One such club, Amnesia, said we could enter on the condition that we bought a $350 bottle once 
inside, we didn’t, but I decided it was time to file a complaint with the New York State Division 
of Human Rights against this common club practice. Nightclubs in the City were notorious for 
requiring guys without dates to buy a bottle for $300 to $500 as the price of admission while 
girls entered for free or $20. 

At Amnesia, the young ladies in front of us and behind weren’t required to buy a bottle, 
so with Bob as a witness, I figured the complaint would succeed. The State investigated and 
basically said it wasn’t sex-discrimination but age discrimination. Guess my delusional self- 
image kept me from thinking about that. The complaint couldn’t be amended because the State 
did not have jurisdiction over age discrimination by a nightclub. However, the City Commission 
on Human Rights did. So I took the State’s findings and tried to file a complaint with the City 
Commission for age discrimination. 

The City Commission’s Executive Director for Law Enforcement, Ramon Velez, refused 
to let me file a complaint saying there was no discrimination because had we agreed to buy a 
bottle, we could have entered. What a retard. Years ago in Montgomery, Alabama, people with 
relatively darker skin color could enter a public bus, but on the condition that they sit in the back. 
By Velez’s reasoning, such conduct was not discriminatory because those with a different skin 
complexion were not barred from entering and riding the buses as long as they sat in the back. 

The U.S. Supreme Court disagreed with such stupidity in Browder v. Gayle, 352 U.S. 903 
(1956), which found that allowing blacks to enter a bus, but requiring them to sit in the back as a 
condition of admission was unconstitutional discrimination because it treated whites and blacks 
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differently. In another case, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that a discriminatory injury can be the 
existence of a “barrier [read $350 bottle of brandless, water-downed vodka] that makes it more 
difficult for members of one group [read older white guys] to obtain a benefit [read chasing 
young ladies] than it is for members of another group [read younger guys].” Northeastern Fla. 
Chapter, Associated Gen. Contractors of America v. Jacksonville, 508 U.S. 656, 666 (1993). 

A letter to Velez’s boss, the Commissioner, with those arguments resulted in her telling 
Velez to open a case file and investigate. He didn’t like that, so he conducted an Inspector 
Clouseau investigation from his desk top that probably took him all of a couple of hours during 
his siesta break. 

Velez failed to interview two of the three eyewitnesses: Bob who was with me at the time 
and the doorman who refused to let us in unless we agreed to buy a bottle. Velez did, however, 
rely on (1) two Yelp.com blogs by persons who had gone to Amnesia but whom Velez never 
tried to contact, whose real identities Velez did not know, whose levels of sobriety were 
unknown, and who were not even at Amnesia at the time Bob and I were refused admission; (2) 
an Internet article titled “ NYC Attorney Out To Reclaim Ex-Wife From Feminism’s Clutches, Get 
Laid Easier ,” written by some unknown person using the pseudonym “Jezebel” who never 
interviewed me, and, as far as I know, never was at Amnesia; (3) a Verified Answer by Amnesia 
that was useless because the person making it did not have firsthand knowledge of the facts as 
required by law; and (4) a missing Amnesia silent video that showed the line outside the club. 
How Velez could rely on a video he never saw, and, if he did, could not heard what was said 
because it was silent is a cute trick reminiscent of Kafka’s The Trial. 

Velez wrote up his slipshod research in an official government document called a 
Determination and Order After Investigation in which he ruled there was no “probable cause” 
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that age discrimination had occurred. “Probable cause” means a reasonable person looking at all 
the evidence would conclude it was more likely than not that Bob and I had been discriminated 
against because of our age. Remember the State, which had actually sent investigators to 
Amnesia, found age discrimination was likely, but the Aztec descendant Velez said that didn’t 
matter. 

Under the City’s rules, Velez’s Order was required to list the evidence and his reasons for 

finding no probable cause. Among that evidence and reasons, he wrote the following paragraph: 

Complainant is a self-professed advocate for men’s rights who identifies himself 
as an ‘anti-feminist lawyer’ on his website, www.roydenhollander.com. He has 
filed a number of lawsuits against bars and clubs that have “Ladies Nights,” and 
admits in several online publications that he is ‘bitter’ from an ex-wife who used 
him for his US citizenship and money. Complainant’s description of himself is 
consistent with his pattern of filing several gender discrimination suits. 

Okay, so I’m “bitter” toward my ex-wife and proud of being a lawyer who opposes the bigotry of 

sanctimonious PC-Feminists, but what does that have to do with an age discrimination complaint 

against a New York City nightclub? Nothing, unless Velez was resorting to the all too familiar 

PC tactic derived from how girls fight that the “personal is political,” which means “attack the 

person and you’ll be politically victorious.” Sounds like President Obama and Hillary Clinton, 

and that’s exactly what Velez was doing as well as venting his bigotry toward Euro-American 

males; otherwise, why include that paragraph in an official decision that is public. 

As often happens when members of previously disfavored groups in America achieve a 

modicum of power, some of those members abuse that power to vent revenge for discrimination 

they suffered—both real and imagined. Velez likely believes that Euro-Americans discriminated 

against him; therefore, he is justified in settling the score by using his power against a member of 

that group. Even if Velez’s career was hampered by discrimination, it was not I who did such. 

More importantly, however, two wrongs don’t make a right. 
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Had Velez left that paragraph out, I would have said, “Okay appealing this isn’t worth the 
effort.” But, noooo, this Obamite bigot tried to intimidate me by, in effect saying , that if I 
appealed, the City would go after me with the usual PC-Feminist mudslinging. So, I not only 
appealed, but filed a complaint with the City Commission on Human Rights against Velez for 
discrimination: 

This is a complaint against Carlos Velez (“Velez”), attorney and Executive 
Director of Law Enforcement for the City of New York Commission on Human 
Rights (“City HR”), for illegally discriminating against attorney Roy Den 
Hollander, a Euro-American. Then again, maybe Velez discriminated against 
Den Hollander for being an African-America. After all, everyone’s ancestors 
originated in Africa. Anyway, Velez, in his capacity as the City HR’s Executive 
Director for Law Enforcement, intentionally discriminated against Roy Den 
Hollander (“Den Hollander”) in investigating and issuing a Detennination and 
Order (“Order”) motivated by Velez’s prejudice, in part, against Euro-Americans. 

The Commission ignored the complaint but not my appeal to the courts. 

In the trial court, the New York State Supreme Court, a black male Judge upheld Velez’s 

Order , in part, by finding that “Amnesia’s decision for requiring $350 bottle service was based 

upon a nondiscriminatory, legitimate reason of . . . the goal of furthering the image of the 

establishment” by populating the finite space within the club with only people who fit its image, 

which was youth. The Ku Klux Klan should have thought of that excuse when it was opposing 

integration in the 1960s. Those bigots of the Deep South could have argued that public lunch 

counters admit only those who furthered the counters’ image—white. Of course, maybe the 

Judge meant his rule only applied to older Euro-American guys trying to integrate a public 

nightclub filled with young babes. 

Next stop was the Appellate Division for the First Department. To get around the lower 
court’s ludicrous endorsement of discrimination by a public accommodation in order to serve a 
particular image, the City argued that Amnesia’s image of youth was not intentional but the 
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result of demographics, “young people frequent Amnesia at a greater rate because Amnesia, like 

most dance clubs in New York City, attracts primarily younger patrons. This inference ... is 

common sense . . . .” That’s the same type of excuse as claiming the members of a country club 

are all white because it is mainly white people who play golf and bridge. 

In my court papers, it was necessary to make references to certain pages in Velez’s 

Order. But for some strange reason, Velez never numbered the pages of his Order, so I did it for 

him by marking the pages “uno,” “dos,” “tres,” and so on. When the case was heard by the 

Appellate Division, a black female Judge tried to give me a hard time over my use of Spanish to 

which I answered, “In the spirit of quid pro quo, one bad turn deserves another. Velez showed 

disrespect for me, so I did the same to him.” That shut her up. 

The Appellate Division upheld the lower court’s dismissal of my complaint by saying 

that Velez didn’t do a slipshod job and was not motivated by biased toward Euro-Americans. It 

didn’t make legal sense that the Appellate Division even bothered with those issues because the 

trial court only held that the Election of Remedies doctrine prevented my filing a complaint with 

the City. The trial court did comment that Velez’s investigation procedure was okay and that he 

was not bias, but all of that was dicta —of no legal value: 

[Petitioner’s [that’s me] application for an order reversing the Commission’s 
January 11, 2013 Final Determination is denied pursuant to [the Election of Remedies 
doctrine]. No further review is warranted in this matter, however, were this court to 
review the January 11, 2013 Final Detennination, this court would find that the above 
mentioned determination was rationally based. 

The Judge says no further review, meaning legal analysis, is “warranted,” so he didn’t make any 
decisions on the issues of Velez’s Clouseau investigation and bias. Yet the Judge presents the 
conclusion he would have come to if he had done the legal analysis. How does he know what 
the conclusion will be without doing the legal analysis necessary to reach it? He doesn’t, so 
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what did he do? Simple, he followed PC ideology, if it’s a white heterosexual man fighting for 
his rights—he loses. 

On the Election of Remedies doctrine, the Appellate Division held that because I had first 
filed a sex discrimination complaint with the State, I was barred from filing an age 
discrimination complaint with the City, even though the State found age discrimination likely but 
had no jurisdiction to correct it. This part of the decision meant that in situations where a person 
complains about discrimination to the State, and the State dismisses because it finds age, 
partnership status, alienage, or citizenship discrimination, all of which it has no jurisdiction over 
in public accommodations, the person is left with no legal remedy, and the bigots win. So I 
made a stab for the State’s highest court, the Court of Appeals, and the City submitted papers 
opposing my request. 

The Court of Appeals only hears cases it thinks are important to New York law, so I 
nearly fell out of my chair at the law library when I saw they agreed to take the case. Ha-ha-ha, 
those Feminist, millennial-girl attorneys at the City Law Department must have scheduled an 
extra session with their therapists. My laughter didn’t last for long, however. 

The City PC-Feminist attorneys got the Court to reverse its decision to hear my case by 
making a motion to dismiss the Court of Appeals’ decision to hear my appeal. No such type of 
motion exists, so the Feminist infested Court of Appeals changed it to a “Motion to Reargue”— 
how PC of it—and threw out its prior decision that granted me leave to appeal. 

The Court rarely, rarely grants motions to reargue when it involves whether it will hear a 
case in the first place, especially when the movants are making an argument they previously 
unsuccessfully made to the Court to keep it from hearing a case. The girl attorneys for the City 
made the same arguments in their now Court designated “Motion to Reargue” as they did when 
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originally opposing my motion for leave to appeal. The only difference was they added a few 
more pages of talk to their reargument motion. Perhaps, like the husband of a nagging wife, the 
Court thought okay, okay have it your way—just shut up. 

Since the Court of Appeals changed its decision once, maybe it would change it again. 

So I moved for reargument of the Court’s decision to deny my appeal and wrote that “since the 
Government of the most populous city in America was granted a second chance [bite at the 
apple], it seems only fair that one of its residents be granted a second shot.” 

[A]n underlying assumption of the rule of law is the worthiness of a system of 

justice based on fairness to the individual.’ Regents of University of California v. 

Bakke, 438 U.S. 265, 319 n. 53 (1978). 

Fine words, but in America today, they are meaningless for white heterosexual guys, so I 
lost the reargument motion and my request to appeal—not exactly a surprise. The Feminist 
deranged Court also fined me $100 and the City’s copying costs for doing what the girl attorneys 
for the City did—make a motion for reargument. They never got their money. 

The irony is that the entire case cost me around $5,500 in expenses. That would have 
bought 15 bottles at Amnesia, and made Bob and I the club’s big spenders. We could have 
flirted, danced, fondled, and more with the pretty young ladies all night long, since they tend to 
gravitate to free drinks and the appearance of money. In addition, we probably would have 
gotten a free pass to the club into the near future. 

The lesson from the Amnesia case is that today there’s a reversal of Jim Crow. Euro- 
Americans are now in the balcony, those with darker skin in the orchestra. Regardless of color, 
the bigots are still in control. (The court papers can be found at roydenhollander.com under 
“Discrimination by Obamite Bigots” or N.Y. Unified Court System-ecourts-WebCivilSupreme- 
Index Search-13- 100299-New York). 
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Only in (PC) America 

Fighting for my rights as a white, heterosexual male ended my ability to attract paying 
clients other than for close friends. Opposing attorneys would simply make me the issue in the 
PC-Feminist infested court system. It made no sense for a client to pay me to defend myself 
when it was the client who needed justice. Even I wouldn’t hire me. Most Judges in New York 
are either sanctimonious PC-Feminist ideologues or scared of them. No way they were going to 
rule in favor of my client no matter how just his cause. 

Even without the prevalent PC-Feminist bigotry, most judges—not all—but most in the 
Federal and State courts are not even a pale shadow of Justice Felix Frankfurter, Judge Benjamin 
Cardozo, Judge Learned Hand or Judge Jack B. Weinstein. Most judges graduate in the bottom 
half of their law school classes, and since law schools grade on a curve, they would have flu nk ed 
out without it. They ended up as judges because the private sector weeds out the dummies. Trial 
judges in the New York State Supreme Court make as much as a millennial just out of law 
school hired by a good law firm, and, as government bureaucrats, judges don’t have to worry so 
much about the law but what is “PC appropriate.” 

The financial problem facing me was how to survive until finishing what I wanted to do. 

I started doing extra work for TV shows and movies. Amazingly, they didn’t care about my 
anti-PC-Feminist reputation. On one occasion a female casting director called me to do an extra 
role and asked, “Are you the Roy Den Hollander in yesterday’s Post article?” To which I 
answered, “Can I plead the Fifth on that?” We both laughed, but I still got the job. 

Then a piece of luck came my way—luck was something I had forgotten existed. An 
employment agency that specialized in renting out attorneys for temporary work called me out of 
the blue with an offer. 
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The legal profession had changed dramatically with the computer age. Now a major case 
between large corporations or involving the federal government no longer entailed hundreds of 
thousands of documents but millions. No client was going to pay a law firm for the number of 
associates needed to review all those documents for relevance and privilege. At the same time 
there was an over abundance of attorneys just out of law school and more experienced attorneys 
who saw their practices destroyed by the Clinton-Bush recession of 2008. Employment agencies 
started channeling the glut of attorneys into these cases on a temporary basis and at a fraction of 
the cost of a law firm associate. 

“When I hadn’t eaten, I played it straight” and accepted the offer, which resulted in three 
and half years of steady work into 2014 reviewing documents—from near the top of the legal 
profession at Cravath to the bottom. Still it financed my jihada, kept me in vodka gimlets, and 
the case was against virtually every crooked Wall Street bank that had helped cause the recession 
with their montage-backed security frauds. 

My money-making fate was cast—document review and extra work on which I was 
surviving—until Homeland Security and the Social Security Administration intruded into my 
life. 

In June 2015, while working on another document review project, Homeland Security 
and Social Security infonned my employer that I was an “illegal alien.” 

“What!” I said to my boss, “I don’t understand, my Spanish isn’t that good!” Didn’t 
want to miss the chance at a joke. Anyway, there went that job and any other document review 
or extra work. Had the Federal Government finally targeted me for destruction, or was it some 
PC-Feminist, or Obamite hate-whitey bureaucrat abusing her power, or the ever present Federal 
incompetence? 
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Homeland and Social Security operate a program called E-Verify that allows any 
employer to detennine if an employee can legally work in the U.S. The employee sends in 
copies of documents to E- Verify to show that he is allowed to work here. I sent two of the 
required documents, my driver’s license and Social Security Card. BAM! Homeland and Social 
Security immediately confiscated my U.S. citizenship making it impossible for me to legally 
work in America. Boy, was I glad I didn’t vote for Obama—wrote-in Putin instead. 

The situation was so absurd, it made me laugh. After all, as an illegal alien, I now had 
more rights than as a U.S. citizen: I didn’t have to pay taxes, I could get free legal advice from 
La Raza, and if I was arrested, I’d be sent back to where I came from—Midland Park, New 
Jersey. The only draw back was that people who knew about my situation started making illegal 
alien jokes: “You can’t enter the law library without your green card,” “We didn’t know you 
could swim,” or “I’ll represent you in your deportation proceeding, since some tax-exempt NGO 
will pay my fee.” 

Of course, the real problem was that I needed money for my jihada, which meant work. 
Doubted I’d have much success hanging out with the illegals on the street corner waiting for 
employers to hire me in my Joseph Bank’s blue pinstripe suit with an Old Blue rugby tie. 

Perhaps the Violence Against Women’s Act could get my citizenship back. All I’d have 
to do is date an American girl then accuse her of abuse. Did not matter whether it was true or 
not because Homeland Security would only listen to me, the illegal alien. It would conclude that 
I’d been abused and make me a permanent resident. In three years, I could become a citizen 
again. Boy, I hope she’s hot. 

Before trying that plan, I sent the Regional Administrator for Social Security a politically 
incorrect letter to which he never responded: 
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Your agency and the Department of Homeland Security recently rendered an e- 
Verify “Nonconfirmation” finding that I am not a U.S. citizen. (Ex. A). In effect, 
both agencies told my temporary employer at the time that I was an “illegal 
alien,” which resulted in the loss of employment on a project. 

If you find the tenn “illegal” offensive, then substitute “criminal,” since anyone 
who entered the country in violation of U.S. law is either guilty of a misdemeanor 
or felony, which are criminal classifications. That is what your agency and 
Homeland Security effectively called me to my former employer. 

All my life, I thought I was a U.S. citizen—as if that means anything anymore. 
My mother told me I had been bom at a hospital in Paterson, New Jersey; the 
same town that Lou Costello was from, so perhaps this is all a Government joke. 

My earliest memories are of a small town in New Jersey—a state which was one 
of the original colonies. We had no mariachi bands, Taco Bells or “Don’t Drink 
the Water” signs. However, I did take two years of Spanish in high school, but 
my Spanish is nowhere good enough to be an illegal. 

I thoroughly understand that the Obama Administration could care less about the 
money, time, and annoyance this lunacy is costing me. After all, I am the 
Administration’s latest synonymy for demon—a white, heterosexual man who is 
politically incorrect, or as I like to say, “evolutionarily correct.” 

Due to typical Obama Administration ineptitude or malice, I now have to prove to 
bureaucrats drunk with power, who enforce their sanctimonious lefty ideologies 
instead of the law, that I am a U.S. citizen. So, just how do I do that, since 
Homeland and Social Security have already rejected my Social Security card and 
driver’s license as invalid? Perhaps, I should just change my name to Jose 
Jimenez and leave La Raza to deal with it. 

My Social Security card was issued in the 1960s. It shows that my last name is 
“Den Hollander.” (Ex. B). Many people of Dutch heritage have two words for a 
last name, such as Vincent Van Gogh, although I still have both my ears. Most 
illegals, however, have so many names, they can easily interchange identities. 
Russians do the same by using their patronymics as a last name, but that’s okay— 
they’re commies as are many in the current administration. 

Because my last name has two words, which means “the Dutchman,” mostly 
likely invented by Homeland Security’s predecessors at Ellis Island when my 
father arrived in the 1920s, some institutions in America have shorten my last 
name to “Hollander” while others have combined the words into one, sometimes 
with a lower case “h”—’’Denhollander,” sometimes with a capital “H”— 
’’DenHollander.” And, as hard as it is to fathom, some bureaucracies have 
actually gotten my last name right—”Den Hollander” with a space between the 
words. 
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When Social Security switched from paper files to digital, some mentally 
challenged clerk probably entered something wrong from my paper file. Most 
likely, they muddled the last name, but it could have been anything—I have no 
idea. Then again, it might be malicious, since a search of my name “Roy Den 
Hollander” on the Internet makes clear that I do not subscribe to the prevalent 
loony tune PC ideology of the day that substitutes for thinking and the rule of law. 

So, as the precursor to a lawsuit if necessary, here’s my proof of citizenship, 
which includes those bureaucracies that got my last name correct and those that 
did not. Therein lies a defense for Homeland Security and your agency by 
blaming me for bureaucratic incompetence—I should have corrected the entities 
that got my name wrong. Not so fast, especially where the entities relied on 
Homeland Security and your inaccurate computer records. Additionally, I 
accurately completed the many bureaucratic fonns but some fool chose to fit my 
name into a digital formula. That’s their fault; I’m not paid to waste my time 
doing their job. 

Alleged proof of U.S. citizenship: 

Ex. B Social Security Card 

Ex. C Birth Certificate 

Ex. D New York State driver’s license 

Ex. E George Washington University Law School alumni membership card 
Ex. F Columbia University alumni reading card 
Ex. G U.S. Passport 

Ex. H New York State Unified Court System Attorney Secure Pass 

Ex. I U.S. District Court Southern District of New York Attorney Service Pass 

Ex. J Certificate of Good Standing Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of 
NY 

Ex. K Certificate of Good Standing U.S. District Court Southern District of New 
York 

Ex. L Certificate of Good Standing U.S. District Court Eastern District of New 
York 

Ex. M Certificate of Good Standing U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 
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Ex. N Certificate of Good Standing Supreme Court of the United States of 
America. 

Unfortunately, I do not have a Matricula Consular de Alta Seguridad, so the 
preceding exhibits may not be sufficient, and the courts will have to decide 
whether I originated from south of the border. 

Ironically at the same time, Donald Trump was telling the truth about illegal aliens in his 

bid for the Presidency. My buddy Blackie suggested sending Trump a letter about how perverse 

the Obama Administration had become by seizing the citizenship of a native bom American. My 

letter explained what happened and included: 

The real issue here is not me; I can take care of myself, perhaps with a lawsuit 
against these idiots. But what of those other Americans who lose jobs that are 
vital to their livelihoods and families because these illegal alien sycophants and 
haters of everything American are too inept or malicious to do their jobs as 
required by the law. 

No response, perhaps he’s all talk. 

Next stop was Ann Coulter who recently published a book titled Adios America : 

This Edward R. Murrow “small picture” or “Adios America” tale maybe of 
interest to you. 

It wasn’t, guess she didn’t see any money in it. So I put on my dark blue suit and Old Blue 
rugby tie and headed for a confrontation at the Social Security Regional Administrator’s office at 
26 Federal Plaza. 

I decided to confront Social Security instead of Homeland security because I didn’t want 
to end up in Guantanamo. Although if I had and escaped, I’d be riding around in 56 Chevies 
with hot Latinas and smoking Cuban cigars—not a bad way to go. 

Federal Plaza contains Government offices that I had visited before through the side door 
when going to the F.B.I. and Immigration to alert them of the Ho’s criminal activities. This time 
some Rastafarian security guard who could barely speak English would not even let me into the 
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building that my federal taxes paid to maintain. So I walked around to the back and snuck in a 
door as someone was exiting but didn’t get two steps before another Rastafarian security guard 
who could barely speak English stopped me. Just as I always suspected, under Obama, America 
was now the United States of the Third World. 

The Caribbean security guard sent me down to Williams Street to wait with all the other 
immigrants trying to con their way into America. Most of the clerks there, hiding behind bullet¬ 
proof windows, were Obama look-a-likes—just what bigots like him and his white wife wanted. 
But I got lucky, and my number gave me a white, middle-aged man who spoke fluent English. 
“How may I help you?” “I’d like my U.S. citizenship back,” and showed him the E-Verify Non¬ 
confirmation document. “Damn,” he said in surprise and went to work. He was thorough, took 
his time, and figured out what had happened. According to him, someone in Social Security had 
gone into my file recently, but he could not tell who. The white clerk made some changes and 
double checked everything to make sure I would not have any more problems with E-Verify. I 
thanked him and left. Always a pleasure dealing with a white American guy who knows his 
stuff. 

After regaining my citizenship, I went back to doing temporary document review jobs to 
keep me in drinks at the trendy nightclubs on the weekend that would let me in. Drinks were 
now running $20 with tip for a vodka gimlet with Absolute and Rose’s Lime. 

My next job was on the roof of 1115 Broadway—no joke, on the roof. The building had 
set up a make-shift, large office next to the building’s water tower. To access the roof-top office, 
we attorneys took an elevator to the 12th floor, proceeded down a hallway passed numerous 
offices to the end of the floor where we entered the fire escape stairwell. Up a flight of narrow 
(two abreast), steep stairs to a door that opened onto a large wooden deck on the roof, then 10 
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yards down a walkway made of wood, which was opened to the elements, reaching a door that 
entered into the roof-top office space where we, eventually numbering 60 attorneys, worked with 
computers reviewing documents. The roof-top office had no other access or exit unless one 
considered the windows in the office that looked out on the roof and water tower—clearly a lire 
hazard. 

It also had no heat in the middle of January, so we sat reviewing documents in our winter 
coats. The law firm for which we worked was Weil, Gotshal & Manges whose client Staples 
was in a litigation dispute with the Federal Government. 

After about a week freezing my derriere, I got into a minor dispute with a squat illegal 
alien maintenance worker for the roof-top office space. When he tried to intimate me, I said 
“watch it illegal.” Not even defamatory or derogatory, since the phrase “illegal alien” is a legal 
tenn used throughout immigration cases; used by the Immigration Service; and even by the PC 
hypocrite Billy-Bob Clinton who used it repeatedly in his Memorandum Deterring Illegal 
Immigration, 60 FR 7885, February 7, 1995, 1995 WL 17211539. But as soon as the illegal’s 
boss told my employer what I had said, its female PC-Feminazi HR boss fired me. That’s what I 
get for living in a sanctuary city where the cuddling of criminal aliens trumps the free speech of 
U.S. citizens. And they are criminals because when they enter without permission, it’s a crime— 
first time a misdemeanor, second time a felony. So, I sued. My employer settled for two grand, 
which was fine, but I’d never be able to or would want to work for that employer again. 

As for the illegal, Jairo Franco, and his boss, Dominick Olivo, who had complained to 
my employer, I initially sued them for various personal injuries: injurious falsehoods, 
defamation, harassment, etc. The illegal’s boss referred the case to his company’s insurer. 
Virtually every business carries insurance to cover any type of personal injury that occurs on its 
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premises. The insurance company picks up the legal costs and pays any judgment the courts 
render against the business. That would not do. This illegal and his PC-sycophant boss were 
going to pay personally for violating my rights—even in politically-commie America. 

So I step back from my gut reaction to sue for personal injuries and re-thought the 
situation. It didn’t make sense that Dominick Olivo, the illegal’s boss, and Olivo’s company, 
Select Office Suites, which had rented office space to my employer, would try to get me fired for 
calling one of its many illegal maintenance workers an “illegal.” Why not just give the illegal an 
extended siesta break or a discount on tacos to soothe his hurt feelings. So I started snooping 
around and found that Select Office Suites was part of a group that not only hired illegals but 
found them employment—for a fee of course. By calling the maintenance worker an “illegal,” it 
alerted Olivo and his associates that I, a former producer of investigative news stories, at least 
knew they hired illegal aliens, which is a racketeering crime, and might just be looking into other 
illegal activities at Select Office Suites. I wasn’t, but they didn’t know that. So they got me 
fired to get me off the premises to prevent me from learning more about their illegal activities. 

The whole nature of the case changed. Out the window went the personal injury 
complaint, and in came a complaint against Olivo and Franco for violating the federal Racketeer 
Influenced Corrupt Organization Act—RICO! Not only did it accuse them and their associates, 
one of whom was Olivo’s mother—a realtor and rather hot for a 50-something—of participating 
in a criminal enterprise that hired illegals but also accused them of running an employment 
agency for illegals in the greater metropolitan, sanctuary area of New York City. An added 
benefit was that there were no more personal injuries involved, so their insurance company 
would not pick up the legal fees or any judgment against them. They now had to pay their own 
way—“Mother of mercy!” 
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The illegal and his boss offered me $8,000 to get lost—so I got lost. In the end, I made a 
total of 10 grand. Not a bad way to make a living, suing illegals and their sycophants—open 
those borders! As an added benefit, the client I was working for on the roof in the bitter cold lost 
its case—ha, ha, ha. That’s what Staples gets for being so cheap that it had its attorneys working 
in a Triangle Waste hypothermic shop. 

A couple of years later while working on another document review case and recounting 
passed review jobs with an attorney, he told me that the NYC lire marshals had showed up and 
closed the roof-top operation down because someone had made a complaint. 

“Yeah, I was the one who made the complaint.” We laughed. 

Saigon Bride 

One last case—maybe. As with so many guys from my generation, the Vietnam War 
really ticked me off. Over fifty-eight thousand dead, over 150,000 wounded, and who knows 
how many psychologically maimed and for what—nothing! 

Some of my contemporaries went willingly, so they assumed the risk. But those who 
were drafted were forced—648,000 of which 17,700 never returned. For the girls of my 
generation, eight—not 8,000, not 800, not 80, but 8 American military females died in the war 
and if you include American civilian females, the total is 68. All the females were volunteers— 
none were drafted. 

In the mid to late 1960s, the draft was the sword of Damocles hovering over the head of 
nearly every American guy 18 to 25 years old. Girls could not comprehend the relentless terror 
of having the most powerful country in the history of the world lying in wait for the chance to 
send you half way around that world to use your life to defend U.S. business interests, such as 


91 



Firestone’s rubber trees in the Mekong Delta, and to increase the profits of the “military- 
industrial complex.” 

When America finally admitted defeat and the war’s stupidity in 1973, President Ford 
ended the draft, and two years later, registration with the Selective Service System ended. Then 
the Soviets invaded Afghanistan in 1980 and President Carter reinstituted draft registration even 
though there was no draft. To his credit, he requested that Congress amend the Military 
Selective Service Act to require girls to register—seemed fair, since females were considered 
equal to guys. 

Congress disagreed by stating that the purpose of draft registration was to create a pool of 
potential soldiers for combat in case of a national emergency. At the time, a couple of laws and 
the Department of Defense’s policy prohibited females from engaging in combat, so the girls, 
even if wearing bikinis, were not allowed to jump into the pool with the guys. 

At the same time, a leftover case from the Vietnam War was being heard in the U.S. 
District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania: initially called, Rowland v. Tarr, but re¬ 
titled Goldberg v. Rostker, 509 F. Supp. 586 (E.D. Pa. 1980). 

The case started in June 1971 during the War when the total number of American men 
who had come home in boxes or were turned into jungle fertilizer was around 45,000. Four guys 
in Pennsylvania, most likely destined for Vietnam because of their lottery numbers, and not the 
Powerball or Mega kind, didn’t want to go. The lottery numbers, running from 1 to 366, 
depending on your date of birth, determined whether the U.S. Government was going to risk 
your life to make a profit for the military-industrial complex that President Eisenhower had 
warned against. The lower the lottery number, the more likely you were on your way. Mine was 
18. 
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The Government instituted the lottery in 1969 in an attempt to quell opposition to the war 
by the classic tactic of “divide and rule.” Before the lottery, virtually every young guy faced the 
prospect of Vietnam when he graduated from high school or college. With the lottery, many 
guys knew their necks were no longer on the line, so they curtailed or ended their anti-war 
activities. Of course, the lottery didn’t affect females. On the night of the drawing, young men 
across America tuned in to listen for their fate while females went about their usual concerns 
with short dresses, see-through blouses, make-up, and how much their boyfriends spent on them. 

By 1980, the draft was gone, so only draft registration was left to litigate in Goldberg v. 
Rostker. Surprisingly, a three judge panel of the U.S. Eastern District Court of Pennsylvania 
declared the Military Selective Service Act unconstitutional as a violation of Equal Protection as 
incorporated in the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution because it treated guys and girls 
differently solely because of their sex. 

Whenever the federal government does something, a clause in the Fifth Amendment 
requires that “No person shall be . . . deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of 
law . . . .” Due process of law means “fairness,” and it is not fair for the federal government 
without a valid reason to treat similarly situated persons differently the way King George III did 
and many modern-day PC judges and bureaucrats do. 

Now different groups of people who are in similar situations can be treated differently by 
the federal government, but in doing so, it needs to serve a valid government purpose. Whether 
the government purpose is a valid one and how effectively that purpose is served depends on the 
reason for treating similarly situated groups differently. For example, if the reason is a 
difference in skin color, then the government must have a “compelling” purpose that is strictly 
served—that’s the highest standard. If it is a sex difference, then the government must have an 
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“important” purpose that is substantially served—that’s the middle standard. The lowest and 
easiest to meet standard is that the government must have a “legitimate” purpose that is 
rationally served, which usually involves an economic difference. 

Since it was undisputed that the Military Selective Service Act created a sex-based 
difference, it was up to the federal government to show that keeping females from registering 
substantially served an important government purpose or that guys and girls were not similarly 
situated. 

The Pennsylvania District Court panel found that the purpose of draft registration was to 
equip the Department of Defense with infonnation so that if it decided on a national 
mobilization, it could move quickly, effectively, and with great flexibility to achieve wartime 
personnel requirements from the pool of registered persons: 18 to 25 year-olds. Since the 
military included women in some roles, young guys and girls were similarly situated. The 
judges then had to decide whether excluding females from that pool substantially served the 
purpose of mobilizing the military in time of national emergency quickly, effectively, and with 
flexibility in conscripting registrants? The three judges ruled it did not and declared draft 
registration unconstitutional: 

It is incongruous that Congress believes on the one hand that it substantially 
enhances our national defense to constantly expand the utilization of women in 
the military, and on the other hand endorses legislation excluding women from 
the pool of registrants available for induction. Congress allocates funds so that 
the military can use and actively seek more female recruits but nonetheless asserts 
that there is justification for excluding females from selective service, despite the 
shortfall in the recruitment of women. Congress rejects the current opinion of 
each of the military services and asserts that women can contribute to the military 
effectively only as volunteers and not as inductees. 

The President, the Director of the Selective Service System, and representatives 
of the Department of Defense informed Congress that including women in the 
pool of registrants eligible for induction would increase military flexibility. The 
record reveals that in almost any conceivable military crisis the anned forces 
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could utilize skills now almost entirely concentrated in the female population of 
the nation. Congress itself has appropriated funds for the increased recruitment 
and utilization of women in the armed services. 

The problem with [prohibiting female registration] is that the record before [this 
court] proves that there already is extensive utilization of females in the military 
and that this utilization will substantially increase. The die is already cast for 
substantial female involvement in the military. Furthennore, the military does not 
lose flexibility if women are registered because induction calls for females can be 
made according to military needs as they accrue in the future. Though military 
flexibility might call for less utilization of female inductees than male inductees in 
a given crisis situation, it is the antithesis of “flexibility” to exclude women from 
the pool of registrants that could be called upon in a time of national need. 

The principal reason the government proffers for a male-only registration is that it 
provides military flexibility. The record here, however, reveals that women do 
serve a useful role in the military and provide important skills. The foregoing 
discussion also illustrates that flexibility is not enhanced, but is in fact limited by 
the complete exclusion of women. We therefore hold that the complete exclusion 
of women from the pool of registrants does not serve “important governmental 
objectives” and is not “substantially related” ... to any alleged government 
interest. Thus, the Military Selective Service Act unconstitutionally discriminates 
between males and females. 

Goldberg v. Rostker, 509 F.Supp. 586, 603 - 605 (E.D. Pa. 1980). 

Sounds fair, sounds just, and then the Supremes stepped in. 

The Supreme Court simply changed the purpose of registration from mobilizing the 
military in time of national emergency quickly, effectively, and with flexibility in conscripting 
registrants to just creating a pool of potential combat troops. Since women were excluded from 
combat, the Supreme Court decided it made no sense to require females to join a pool for doing 
something they were prohibited from doing. 

But what about all those non-combat support jobs that females were performing? 
Logically a draft could have been used to fill those roles during an emergency, but the Court 
believed enough females would volunteer. Sure, if the military paid them enough, which it 
wasn’t, which was why its recruitment efforts for women were not going as planned. The 
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Supreme Court simply overlooked these realities—as it often does—and ruled that equal 

protection did not apply because guys and girls were not similarly situated. 

This is not a case of Congress arbitrarily choosing to burden one of two similarly 
situated groups, such as would be the case with an all-black or all-white, or an all- 
Catholic or all-Lutheran, or an all-Republican or all-Democratic registration. 

Men and women, because of the combat restrictions on women, are simply not 
similarly situated for purposes of a draft or registration for a draft. 

Rostker v. Goldberg, 453 U.S. 57, 78 (1981). (The caption names switched when appealed). 

Since Rostker v. Goldberg, the laws barring females from combat were repealed; the 

nature of war changed, such that those in the rear were now engaging in combat; and Pentagon 

policies continued to allow more and more females into combat positions. Then on January 23, 

2013, the Pentagon decided to end the policy of excluding women from any combat position by 

January 2016, except for possibly a few limited ones. The two sexes now seemed to be similarly 

situated under the 1981 decision of the Supreme Court when it came to draft registration. By 

requiring only one sex to register for the draft and barring the other should therefore be a 

violation of the Equal Protection Clause of the Fifth Amendment. 

A group of men’s rights activists in California, with whom I had been in contact for 

years, filed a lawsuit on behalf of a young man claiming that draft registration discriminated 

against him and other guys 18 to 25 years old by not requiring females to register. National 

Coalition for Men et al. v. Selective Service System etal., 13-cv-02391 (C.D. Cal. 2013). 

The U.S. District Court for Central California threw the case out on two grounds. One, 

the case was not “ripe” for adjudication, since the facts were uncertain at the time. The Pentagon 

stated it was opening combat positions to females but to what extent that would happen had not 

yet occurred. Two, even if the Court did declare draft registration unconstitutional because it did 

not include females, the inclusion of females resulting from such a Court decision would not help 
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the male plaintiff or any other males because they still had to register. The plaintiff, therefore, 
did not have “standing.” 

The light bulb in my head doesn’t work too well these days, but it went off after reading 
the Court’s decision—bring a case against registration with a young lady as plaintiff and class 
representative for all the 18 to 25 year old females in America. That would eliminate the 
standing problem because she’ll be arguing that the Selective Service prevented her from 
registering—that’s the harm, and the Court can cure it by requiring females to register along with 
males. 

The Supreme Court has held that equal protection does not only require similar benefits 
for those in similar situations but also similar burdens. Registering for the draft is a burden 
foisted on young males by the U.S. Government, so not requiring the same burden for young 
females is discriminatory against the females. The Supreme Court strikes down discrimination 
based on traditional stereotypes regardless of whether men or women are the beneficiaries. “[I]f 
the statutory objective is to exclude or ‘protect’ members of one gender because they are 
presumed to suffer from an inherent handicap or to be innately inferior, the objective itself is 
illegitimate.” Mississippi. Univ.for Women v. Hogan, 458 U.S. 718, 725 (1982). 

The issue of “ripeness” would still remain a problem at the beginning of a case, but by 
the time my planned class action with a female plaintiff reached the Supreme Court, most, if not 
all, the combat jobs would be open to females. Legally, the Court could not then duck a decision 
based on a procedural matter of ripeness. Politically, however, the Justices can do whatever they 
want. 

But where to find a young lady willing to fight for her right to a burden, and why would 
someone choose equality over preferential treatment? There were, however, such ladies out 
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there because they viewed such discrimination as treating them as second class citizens. All I 
had to do was find one. 

Back in 1980, the National Organization of Women testified before Congress that 
“omission from the registration and draft ultimately robs women of the right to first-class 
citizenship. . . . Because men exclude women here, they justify excluding women from the 
decision-making of our nation.” In 1981, NOW filed an amicus brief in Rostker v. Goldberg, 

453 U.S. 57 (1981), advocating that draft registration should be extended to women. In 2012, 
Maj. Mary Jennings Hegar defended her decision to challenge the combat exclusion policy in 
court at the risk of potentially subjecting women to the draft. “The question isn’t whether we 
want our daughters to be drafted, she explained, but what kind of world we want them to inhabit: 
one where they’re infantilized as passive objects of chivalry or one where they’re empowered to 
achieve their potential as genuinely equal citizens?” Hegar et al. v. Panetta, 12-cv-06005 (N.D. 
Cal. 2012). 

Okay, the Feminist groups seemed like a good start. A buddy of mine in Houston and I 
contacted nearly every Feminist group in the country—none even bothered to respond. Sounded 
like the silence of hypocrisy. The search expanded to female military groups, girls’ colleges, 
sororities, Craig’s List, Facebook ads, Google ads, women rugby players, girls’ law school 
groups, the girls that I hit on at clubs, and the Columbia University Alumni network. There were 
a few responses from young ladies who were interested, but then they told their parents or 
boyfriends and that put an end to it for them. 

The Columbia Alumni network resulted in a discussion over the question, “Should 
women 18 to 25 have to register for the draft as do men 18 to 25?” One bizarre response came 
from Erica Jong: 
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From the very beginning this “discussion” has made deeply disappointed in 
Columbia’s educational assumptions. What I value most when I teach is 
questioning and humility. There is a know-it-all tone here that makes me glad I 
went to Barnard. I wonder how I even made it through Grad Fac. Education is for 
opening the mind—not competing over prejudices and tired old ideas. 

Gentlemen—I leave you to your insular jousting over who has the biggest you 
know what. 

ERICA MANN JONG, Poet & Novelist 

Barnard, Columbia Graduate Faculties, 25 Books published (sic) in 40 languages. 

To which I responded: “Ah, the smell of Portnoy immaturity.” 

During my search for a plaintiff, I started taking classes at the Krav Maga Academy on 
26 th Street. Krav Maga is the Israeli Defense Force’s martial arts for killing Arabs with your 
bare hands. Given Israel’s win-lost record at war, I figured it was pretty good. Former IDF guys 
taught the classes, which were more practical than other martial arts courses I had taken, except 
for Mark’s. Surprisingly, one of the female employees agreed to be the plaintiff in the draft case, 
but then her life fell apart, so my search continued. As a side note, I lasted a little over two years 
at the Academy, but then they kicked me out for flirting with the young babes. Guess the 
instructors were jealous that I could make the girls laugh and they couldn’t, or they didn’t want 
any of their Jewish chicks consorting with a true blooded Aryan. So I went looking for another 
martial arts school at which to wear out my welcome. 

Back to finding a plaintiff—what about actresses? They love publicity and the case 
should attract lots of coverage. Out went a mailing to virtually every talent and casting agent in 
the City. A few responded and a couple of interviews resulted. One said thanks but no thanks, 
and the other was willing but too busy with her career to devote the time necessary to prepare for 
the expected interviews. 
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Desperation was setting in when I realized I had not contacted everyone for whom I had 
an email address and all my alleged friends on Facebook. The Facebook effort resulted in a few 
less friends of the two-faced kind, but my emails resulted in an attorney with whom I had worked 
on the case against the Wall Street crooks who caused the 2008 recession. She referred me to a 
17 year-old high school senior who was about to graduate, the daughter of one of her friends. 

This young lady not only proved willing but more competent and mature than any of the other 
ladies I had communicated with and most of the attorneys I have encountered. The case began 
over the July 4 th weekend of 2015, and was assigned to this hot Latina Judge in the U.S. District 
Court for New Jersey whom Obama had appointed. At first, I wanted to ask the Judge out, but 
thought she might hold me in contempt. 

The attorney for the federal government came out of the Department of Justice in D.C. 
rather than the New Jersey U.S. Attorney’s Office. In her motion to dismiss, she raised the issue 
that the plaintiff was only 17 and draft registration applied to 18 to 25 year olds. But she took so 
long in submitting the Government’s motion that 17 year old was now within 30 days of her 18 th 
birthday, which was good enough. Guys are allowed to register for the draft beginning 30 days 
before they turn 18. Justice’s delay, therefore, allowed me to file an amended complaint with the 
plaintiff now old enough to register, if she had been a guy. Even without the amended 
complaint, it was unlikely the Court would dismiss because the original plaintiff was too young, 
since the plaintiffs in the Rostker v. Goldberg case were underage when it began. 

In response to the amended complaint, the Government filed a new motion to dismiss. 

The female attorney did what female defense attorneys do—lie, prevaricate, dissemble, and 
exaggerate. This always seemed strange to me, since I had worked at a defense law firm, 
Cravath, and they never did that. With the help of the attorney who referred the 17 year old 
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plaintiff to me, we filed an opposition brief in the hope of popping the Government’s bubbles of 
disingenuousness. The filing occurred after Secretary of Defense Carter had announced on 
December 3, 2015, that all military positions would be open to females. 

The Judge, unlike in the California case, got cold feet about making a decision using as 
an excuse the machinations in Congress. The House Armed Services Committee included in its 
version of the 2017 National Defense Authorization Act an amendment that young women 
should register for the draft just as do young men. Rep. Duncan Hunter (R) in Jonathan Swift 
fashion sponsored the amendment in order to mock sending females into combat, which he 
adamantly opposed. Hunter voted against his own amendment in committee but it passed, which 
he didn’t expect, and was sent to the House Rules Committee. He quickly became the butt of 
late-night talk-show mockery. 

House Republican leaders were not laughing. It became increasingly clear that Hunter’s 
amendment might pass a House floor vote. House leaders scrambled behind the scenes to block 
it. They used a rare procedural maneuver in the Rules Committee to strip the female registration 
amendment from the Defense Authorization Act while punting with a time-delaying study on 
reforming the Selective Service. The Republican Chairman of the Rules Committee called 
requiring women to register for the draft a “reckless policy.” On May 18, 2016, the House 
passed its version of the Defense Authorization Act without draft registration for females but 
with instructions for the Secretary of Defense to submit a study on whether to eliminate the 
Selective Service. 

Meanwhile in the Senate, the Armed Services Committee approved an amendment to its 
version of the Defense Authorization Act, sponsored by its chairman Sen. John McCain that 
required females to register for the draft. Sen. McCain said, “The fact is every single leader in 
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this country, both men and women, members of the military leadership, believe that it’s fair since 
we opened up all aspects of the military to women that they would also be registering for 
Selective Services.” Majority Leader Sen. Mitch McConnell, at least for the media, supported 
the amendment. The Senate passed its version and the Senate and House bills were sent to a 
House-Senate Conference Committee to resolve the differences in the two bills. 

We’re Not Going to Take It 

While the draft case was imprisoned in the N. J. District Court, I started doing volunteer 
work for the Trump Presidential Campaign—leaving the law library in the early afternoon for 
Trump Tower, 12 blocks up Fifth Avenue, to make telephone calls during the primaries and the 
general election. Once I mentioned to a pal lawyer, a Clinton supporter, “I’m off to the Alamo,” 
to which he responded, “Don’t forget your Bowie knife.” 

Most of the Trump Tower callers were aging baby boomers like me. Once in a while 
some hot young model chick would show up to make calls. They never sat next to me. In 
addition to the telephone calling, what I thought was a great idea to help Trump win the election 
popped into my head. 

The FBI had just cleared Hillary of any wrong doing in keeping state secrets on her 
personal server, in part, by asserting that the server had never been hacked. If any of the 30,000 
emails she had “bleached” off the server or any of the classified emails that were made public 
but redacted by the Government showed up in their original fonn, then obviously her server had 
been hacked. Such would reignite the controversy and help Trump’s campaign. At that time, the 
FBI and media were accusing Russian GRU of hacking the DNC and Hillary’s campaign 
chairman. If so, maybe they also hacked Hillary’s private server. So I contacted a GRU buddy 
requesting a few copies of the bleached or classified emails, if they had them. Telling him, I’d 
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make them public through my media contacts. He replied, however, that GRU did not have 
them, which meant they did not hack the server or they wanted Hillary to win. Personally, had I 
been Putin, Hillary would be better for Russia, since he had already bribed her over the Uranium 
One deal. She was in his pocket. 

That didn’t work, so I tried another angle. From day one of the campaign the PC— 
Pravda Correct —news media hammered Trump. The reporters lied, prevaricated, dissembled, 
took quotes out of content, spun them around to say what the reporters wanted and then reported 
such as facts to depict Trump as “inappropriate”—to put it mildly. 

The PC-Feminists had taken over much of the news media since I had worked in TV 
News in the 1970s and 1980s as a writer and political producer. Back then, one station for which 
I worked, Metromedia Channel 5 in New York City, had a sign over the only exit from the 
newsroom: “There are two sides to every story, make sure you get both of them!” Today, for 
the propaganda press, the two sides of every story are the left and the far left, and if neither 
exists, make it up. The reporters think they are better than their audience—that the public should 
accept their biased words as gospel. They believe their PC philosophy is the one and only truth 
in the Universe. We’ve heard that before—the Commies, Nazis, Klan and every lunatic dictator 
and religious cult to come down the pike. 

All reporters have a duty to the public—to be the observers of world events for the rest of 
us. As Archibald MacLeish said, 

Freedom of the press is a right belonging, like all rights in a democracy, to all the 
people. As a practical matter, however, it can be exercised only by those who 
have effective access to the press. Where financial, economic, and technological 
conditions limit such access to a small minority, the exercise of that right by that 
minority takes on fiduciary or quasi-fiduciary characteristics. 

Freedom of the Press, a Report from the Commission on Freedom of the Press at 99 n. 4 (1947). 
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That duty does not mean acting as acolytes for PC ideology, Clinton and Obama. It 
means to enlighten, elucidate and educate, not turn into a Goebbels’s like propaganda monster 
foisting a particular ideology on the populace. “It is a principle among [the press] that when 
truth has fair play, it will always prevail over falsehood.” Benjamin Franklin. PC reporters were 
no longer giving truth a fair play in the presidential election. They were undermining the most 
important right of all with their biased and deceitful reporting: “No right is more precious in a 
free country than that of having a voice in the election of those who make the laws under which, 
as good citizens, we must live. Other rights, even the most basic, are illusory if the right to vote 
is undermined.” Wesberry v. Sanders, 376 U.S. 1, 17 (1964). 

In America there are checks and balances for every major institution except the press. If 
the President violates his duty, there are the courts and Congress. If Congress violates its duty 
there are the courts and the President. If judges violate their duties, Congress can impeach them. 
If businesses violate the law the district attorney can prosecute or citizens can sue. But what if 
the press violates its fiduciary duty of fairness in political reporting? A political figure can sue 
for defamation, but he’ll lose because the requirement of Constitutional malice is extremely 
difficult to prove. It requires determining what reporters were thinking when they wrote their 
stories. Naturally, as card-carrying PCers, they would lie. 

So what to do? Then late at night, lying in bed, the light bulb went on, again—RICO! 

PC ideologue reporters were violating the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act, 
and I could sue them under RICO—yes! RICO is a criminal statute so normally a case can only 
be brought by a government prosecutor. But Congress decided to also allow everyday citizens to 
bring a case when their properties or businesses were injured by those engaging in racketeering 
activities. It’s called a private right of action and was put in the RICO Act to provide for and 
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encourage private attorneys general “to fill prosecutorial gaps.” Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co., 
473 U.S. 479, 493 (1985); United Health Care Corp. v. Am. Trade Ins. Co., 88 F.3d 563, 575 
(8th Cir. 1996) (congressional intent to enroll private claimants in deterring racketeering). I’d 
still have to prove the Pravda reporters violated certain criminal acts, but I would only have to 
show it by a preponderance of the evidence rather than beyond a reasonable doubt. That was 
fine. In effect the reporters would be accused of criminal acts by me—a private attorneys 
general. An added benefit was that insurance companies that provide personal or property injury 
coverage to the news media companies, or any other company, usually don’t cover criminal 
acts—and RICO is nothing but criminal acts. 

RICO has many requirements, but the key one needed to sue is that a defendant engaged 
in a “racketeering activity” of which there are many. So which ones were the PC reporters guilty 
of? The only one was wire fraud. They created and caused to be broadcast and electronically 
published intentionally false and misleading news reports concerning the Trump Campaign; they 
provided commentary based on false sets of alleged facts or failed to reveal the factual bases for 
their judgments; and they lobbied on various news-talk shows in furtherance of their opposition 
to the Trump Campaign. Wire fraud didn’t require determining what PC reporters were 
thinking; only that their actions indicated they had devised, participated in, or abetted a scheme 
to defraud others. That scheme, or as it turned out, seven schemes by seven different news 
groups was to trick the electorate into voting for Clinton. 

Another main element of RICO, and any lawsuit, is injury—how was I injured by PC 
reporters foisting fraudulent reports, commentaries and lobbying in their efforts to trick the 
electorate? The answer was that for members of the Trump Campaign, such as me, to counter 
the PC reporters’ efforts to defraud, we needed to circumvent the mainstream-media bottle-neck 
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on campaign information, commentaries and lobbying. To do so required us to contribute more 
funds and time to reach voters directly in order to present voters with the Trump Campaign side 
and counter—in the law it’s called rectify and mitigate—the PC reporters fraudulent reports, 
commentaries and their anti-Trump lobbying. After all, “Voting rights subsume . . . [the] chance 
to contribute to a chosen candidate,” Lawrence Tribe, American Constitutional Law at 1062 (3rd 
ed.), and I chose to contribute to Trump. 

If the PC reporters were faithfully fulfilling their duty to the voters by providing reports 
and communications that were fair, balanced and impartial; then the amount of contributions and 
time provided by Trump Campaign members and supporters would be significantly less. Since 
time is money, especially for a lawyer, and money is money, the added time and money were 
both injuries to property, which is what RICO requires. 

Okay, so which reporters to sue? There were so many PC reporters toadying to the PC- 
Feminist elite that wanted Hillary Clinton for President and to hobble the effectiveness of 
members of the Trump Campaign. Seven of them seemed to be the biggest liars and deceivers 
with the largest audiences, so I sue them. Perhaps unconsciously, I identified them with the 
seven deadly sins of hubris, greed, lust, malicious envy, gluttony, inordinate anger, and sloth— 
then again, maybe they were just liars. Either way, the seven were deadly to this democracy. 
They were, in order of the channel dial on the television set of my youth plus a couple of 
newspapers: Major Garrett, CBS News; Katy Tur, NBC News; Chuck Todd, NBC Meet the 
Press; Tom Llamas, ABC News; Jim Acosta, CNN; David Brooks, New York Times and PBS 
News Hour; and Jenna Johnson, Washington Post. 

Judges, especially in Bolshevik New York City, dislike RICO because it has so many 
parts—means too much work. They also shy away from decisions contrary to PC ideology for 
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fear of upsetting the PC storm troopers. Besides those two problems of which I had no control 
over, the main argument against the case was that The First Amendment guarantees freedom of 
speech. It wasn’t the guarantee of freedom of the press because the U.S. Supreme Court—where 
I was aiming—decides cases involving what the press states under the freedom of speech clause. 
The reason is simple: “[t]he press in its historic connotation comprehends every sort of 
publication which affords a vehicle of information and opinion.” Lovell v. City of Griffin, Ga., 
303 U.S. 444, 452 (1938). Since this definition is so broad, it’s impossible for the courts to 
distinguish press protection from the general doctrine of free speech. So the key issue was 
whether the freedom of speech clause protected the news media defendants engaging in wire 
fraud. 

It doesn’t. ‘“From 1791 to the present’ . . . the First Amendment has ‘permitted 
restrictions upon the content of speech in a few limited areas,’ and has never ‘include[d] a 
freedom to disregard these traditional limitations.’” U.S. v. Stevens, 559 U.S. 460, 468 (2010) 
(quoting R.A. V. v. St. Paul, 505 U.S. 377, 382-383 (1992)). These areas, such as “speech 
integral to criminal conduct, Giboney v. Empire Storage & Ice Co., 336 U.S. 490, 498 (1949, are 
‘well-defined and narrowly limited classes of speech, the prevention and punishment of which 
have never been thought to raise any Constitutional problem.’” Stevens, 559 U.S. at 468-469 
(quoting Chaplinsky v. New Hampshire, 315 U.S. 568, 571-572 (1942)). The Stevens decision 
from 2010 emphasized that speech integral to criminal conduct was not protected by mentioning 
that traditional limitation several times. Stevens, 559 U.S. at 468, 471. 

Since RICO and the criminal act of wire fraud are crimes—the Pravda reporters’ pursuit 
of their schemes by fraudulent reports, commentaries and lobbying were not protected speech. 
The First Amendment doesn’t guarantee freedom to he, deceive and commit wire fraud. Also, 
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along with freedom comes responsibility. The press does not have the freedom to intentionally 
or with reckless disregard for the truth paint a false reality in conformance with an ideology that 
has run amok across this land replacing the Constitution and principles on with this nation was 
founded. The right to vote in a free and fair election is more important than biased reporters 
mouthing PC ideology. 

My researcher, the single mother in Slovakia, found a lot of the seven deadly reporters’ 
false and misleading communications that were included in the complaint filed on August 23, 
2016, in the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York. A day after 
filing, I moved by Order to Show Cause for a preliminary injunction to put a temporary halt to 
the seven deadly reporters subverting the electoral process. Had I gone the usual motion by 
notice route, the Court would not have gotten around to it until after the election in November. 

The Judge quickly denied the request for a preliminary injunction—ruling it a forbidden 
prior restraint. Apparently the propaganda press can do what ever it wants, but trying to stop its 
illegal activities is forbidden. The ruling meant the case would have no impact on the election 
unless it emotionally shook-up the seven deadly reporters into doing what they were supposed to 
do—report both sides fairly. Assuming that it might, I added not only more reporters but the 
news outfits they worked for in an amended complaint. The final list of defendants were 

CBS News Inc.; 

Major Elliott Garrett, CBS News reporter; 

NBCUniversal News Group; 

Lester Don Holt, Jr., NBC News anchor; 

Katharine Bear Tur, NBC News reporter; 

Charles David Todd, NBC News moderator of Meet the Press; 

Andrea Mitchell, NBC News reporter; 

Hallie Marie Jackson, NBC News reporter; 

Kristen Welker, NBC News reporter; 

ABC News Division; 

Thomas Llamas, ABC News reporter and anchor; 

Cecilia M. Vega, ABC News reporter and anchor; 
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Jonathan David Karl, ABC News reporter; 

NewsHour Productions LLC; 

Gwendolyn L. Ifill, PBS NewsHour anchor and co-managing editor; 

John Yang, PBS NewsHour reporter; 

Lisa Desjardins, PBS NewsHour reporter; 

Cable News Network; 

Abilio James Acosta, CNN reporter; 

New York Times Newsroom; 

Megan M. Twohey, New York Times reporter; 

David Brooks, commentator for the New York Times 
and PBS News Hour; 

Washington Post Newsroom; 

Jenna Johnson, Washington Post reporter; 

Twenty-four lying, prevaricating and dissembling media defendants—alright! I also tried 
to get some Trump supporters to join me in the case as plaintiffs, but they were too scared to 
publicly stand up for their beliefs. Voting for Trump in the secrecy of the election booth was the 
extent of their courage, but that was understandable considering the threat of Clinton’s Commie 
hit squads. Such fears made me realize that this must be what people living in the former Soviet 
Union experienced, although we still had a choice of whom to elect. It also probably explained 
why the polls were wrong about the election—people were simply scare to admit for whom they 
would vote. Can’t blame them; I won’t wear my red “Make America Great Again” hat in the 
streets of NYC. 

Unlike some of my other cases, this one attracted zero media attention. Couldn’t figure 
out why, since it was timely and dealt with an important topic. Then the reference librarian at 
the law library enlightened me, “Who’s going to cover it? You’re suing everybody.” He was 
right; the case was against much of the news media. 

A couple of weeks after filing the amended complaint, Trump won the election—take 
that you succubi of PC totalitarianism. Every so often truth and justice win out. The election 
night party was great, and to my surprise largely populated with millennials, most wearing 
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“Make America Great Again” red hats. The victory party had Fox News on the giant screens and 
when Megyn Kelly started whining about the lying hos who accused Trump of molesting them, 
the Crowd let out with a loud round of boos. When Fox mentioned Hillary, the crowd chanted, 
“Lock her up! Lock her up!” Fox often cut away to Clinton’s headquarters showing the teary- 
eyed, sad-sack, PC loonies watching their power of intolerance go down the drain. The losers at 
Clinton’s headquarters dressed the part—they looked like bums, not a suit nor a dress in the 
bunch. Trump’s supporters, however, were all in suits or dresses and no cross dressers that I 
could see. Could this be the end of PC-Feminism? Maybe, but it will take a while to push these 
self-righteous, commie-like fanatics out of office and power. I soon learned it would take more 
than time. 

The Trump volunteers who had spent a fair amount of 2016 calling voters from Trump 
Tower organized a field trip to the inauguration, so I went—my third inauguration. The first was 
to protest Nixon’s in 1973, and the second was Reagan’s in 1981 while working as the Channel 7 
TV News political producer. The day before we left for Trump’s inauguration, a reporter from 
France TV 2 contacted me wanting to do an interview about the anti-PC-Feminism cases: 

Ladies’ Nights, VAWA and the one against Columbia’s Women’s Studies Program. She was 
flying into D.C. on Inauguration Day, to mainly cover the female march the next day. So we 
arranged to meet in D.C. on Inauguration Day. 

The weather for the inauguration was cold and rainy, so naturally security for the event 
confiscated everyone’s umbrellas. Leading up to Trump’s speech they introduced the hoi polloi 
as they were seated on the dais—not unlike the aristocratic receptions given in old Europe. 

When the Clintons were introduced—the crowd booed, and many yelled “Lock them up”! When 
Obama as well as his wife were introduced—the crowd booed, and some yelled “Lock them up 


110 



too”! Before Trump spoke they were a few speeches, including one by Senator Chuck Schumer 
of New York. Couldn’t figure out why he was speaking, and he probably wished he wasn’t. The 
crowd booed him through his entire speech—not just because he was the epitome of the PC Pol, 
but he wouldn’t stop talking. He just went on and on as though he had been elected President. 
Trump gave a short but solid speech. 

Afterward, I went to meet the French reporter Zoe, wearing my red “Make America Great 
Again.” There were so many of us in D.C. that the PC Neo-Bolsheviks probably would not 
bother me—didn’t know about the Antifa wimps. Zoe was cute with a sexy accent and 
accompanied by her cameraman. We headed to the post-inaugural parade with them filming and 
periodically interviewing me. On our way, a trio of Obamite, hate-whitey young punks tried to 
interfere until I challenged them. They split—never underestimate the influence of the threat of 
physical violence. Near the parade route on Pennsylvania Avenue, we stopped and Zoe 
conducted a more extensive interview. Some Antifa millennial stuck his face in front of the 
camera. Okay, he and the other baby millennials lost, so give him one chance. But then he did it 
again, I instinctively pushed him aside, struck him with an open hand to his throat, and the fight 
ensued. Had I used a spear hand strike, he would have been dead—but I showed him the mercy 
he didn’t deserve. Not one of my best fights, since it ended in a draw—both of us still standing, 
but I doubt he’ll do that again. A Trump supporter who had witnessed the incident suggested I 
complain to the D.C. Police on the comer. Okay, but the Police Lieutenant, after watching the 
video, said in a nice manner you were really the aggressor, but if you would like to apply to my 
squad let me know. So what’s the lesson? When dealing with Neo-Bolsheviks like Antifa— 
never underestimate the influence of physical violence. 
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Zoe came up to NYC to interview some others and did another interview with me. One 
of her questions this time was whether I had ever been discriminated against because I was a 
guy—that was easy: 

The female head of my draft board tried to send me to Vietnam twice. 

The news director of Metromedia TV News in NYC wanted to hire me as a 
researcher but couldn’t because I was a guy, and the Federal Communication 
Commission was pushing a quota system to hire girls. He got around it by having 
all the five stations in the network hire a fifth of me. That way, it would not show 
up on his employment roster that he had hired a guy when the FCC was forcing 
the news media to hire girls—regardless of their competence. 

After working at Metromedia for over a year, the news director came up to me 
and said, “Roy I’d make you a reporter but I can’t because you’re a guy.” 

When I graduate law school near the top of my class, eleventh out of 400,1 only 
applied for the most prestigious positions with the Federal Government that were 
called Honor’s positions for new law school graduates. I landed 10 interviews. 
For eight of the positions, I was interviewed by a girl who would make the hiring 
decision, one by a homosexual, and one by a regular guy. Guess from which ones 
I didn’t get an offer? Everyone in which a girl made the hiring decision and the 
one in which a queer made the decision. I didn’t care about the queer’s 
decision—during the interview, I decided not to take that job even if it was the 
last one in the Federal Government. But I did care about being denied an offer 
from the Department of Justice and the State Department. They were considered 
numbers one and two on the prestige list. I ended up taking number three on the 
prestige list—the Treasury Department where a guy made the hiring decision. 
What made me realize discrimination was at work and not credentials was that the 
hiring matrons in all the other jobs of less prestige and requirements denied my 
applications. 

When I left Cravath, I applied to a number of law schools to pursue a master’s 
degree. This was the early nineties. Each and every one denied me admission. 
The PC/Feminist ideology had taken control of law schools and they were 
ramping up their quotas for girls. So instead, I earned a Masters of Business from 
Columbia University. 

More discrimination came in the NYC divorce court. Ask any divorce lawyer in 
New York, male or female, and they will tell you there is no justice for a husband 
or father in NYC courts. The ideology of PC/Feminism rules—men have no 
rights. My wife—a Russian mafia prostitute who repeatedly lied on her 
immigration filings and committed a felony by registering to vote while not a 
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citizen—was treated as an angelic being by the lesbian judge who clearly wanted 
to shove her face between my wife’s legs. 

But probably the most blatant discrimination came from the various judges in the 
men’s rights cases. It didn’t matter whether they were state court judges—whom 
every prestigious law firm tries to avoid because the vast majority are idiots—or 
the best and the brightest in the federal courts. Every single judge—and there 
were around 20 (not counting the U.S. Supreme Court ones who refused to hear 
any of my cases)—every single judge ruled according to the law of PC/Feminism 
rather than the U.S. Constitution or statutes. 

The PC/Feminist ideology running and ruining the court system is not restrict to courts in NYC 
as decisions by federal courts on the left coast have made clear by illegally restricting the 
executive orders of President Trump on immigration. 

The beginning of Trump’s presidency didn’t help my case against the Pravda Correct 
press. The defendants made their motions to dismiss. After filing my opposition, I checked out 
the biography of the Judge. After law school, he worked as a newspaper reporter and was 
subsequently appointed to the bench by Obama—the case was doomed. 

The Judge threw it into the can by ruling the news media could say anything it wanted on 
political affairs under the free speech clause of the First Amendment, except for defamation and 
some other “truly rare cases”—meaning, I assume, cases that involve interference with PC 
speech. He even noted that speech integral to the commission of a crime was not protected but 
somehow missed that was exactly what the news media defendants were accuses of—RICO and 
wire fraud—criminal statutes. I’ll bet he never even read my memorandum of law. 

The Judge’s entire decision focused only on the free speech issue, which he actually 
admitted by saying, “the Court develops only” that issue. As for the other issues, he just ruled in 
one sentence that the Pravda Correct press prevailed on those. No reasoning, no analysis just an 
order from one of those PCers who believe they are akin to the aristocracy of feudal Europe— 
”we say what’s right—you obey!” So I appealed to the U.S. Second Circuit—a lot of good that 
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would do, but it was necessary to have a shot at the U.S. Supreme Court. By then, Trump might 
have appointed another Justice besides Neil Gorsuch. 

The procedure in the Second Circuit commie friendly court—where was Judge Kaufman 
when we needed him—is that after the appellant (the one who lost in the district court, which 
means me whenever I’m fighting for the rights of white heterosexual men) files his brief, the PC- 
Feminists on the other side file their brief. I then have the opportunity to file a reply and request 
oral argument, which I have done since 2003 fighting these PC-Totalitarians in court. It never 
did any good, so why bother this time. I knew how the PC-Totalitarians in the Second Circuit 
would decide—just wanted the decision so that I could try for the Supreme Court. 

The three judge panel did exactly what I expected. They issued a three page unpublished 
decision, or summary order, that stated, “We have reviewed all of the arguments raised by 
plaintiff on appeal and find them to be without merit.” No analysis just a decree from the life- 
term PC bureaucrats of the Second Circuit. Guess they did not want to take time away from the 
golf course for such a trivial issue as the mainstream news media using wire fraud to try to throw 
a presidential election. 

An unpublished decision means it has no value for future cases—it’s not precedent. That 
way, if a case arose in which the press tried to throw an election for an anti-politically correct 
candidate, the Court would not be bound by its decision. It could then rule in accordance with 
PC-Feminist ideology by finding the press liable for its fraud on the voters. In addition, by 
declaring the decision had no precedential value, the Second Circuit panel was running a con— 
judges do that a lot. Here’s the con: the losing attorney and party will figure that because the 
decision has no value for future cases, the Supreme Court will automatically deny any request to 
hear the case. After all, why would the Supreme Court waste its time on a case that has no 
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precedential value? That con has tricked a lot of lawyers and parties. Many are unaware of what 
former Supreme Court Justice John Paul Stevens said, “[I] tend to vote to grant [certiorari] more 
on unpublished opinions, on the theory that occasionally judges use the unpublished opinion as a 
device to reach a decision that might be a little hard to justify.” J. Cole & E. Bucklo, A Life Well 
Lived: An Interview With Justice John Paul Stevens, 32 Litigation 8, 67 (Spring 2006). 

“A little hard to justify” is an understatement, so off to the U.S. Supreme Court the case 
went. Trump did not have an opportunity before then to appoint another justice, but I gave it a 
shot anyway. The first step was to file a petition for writ of certiorari. The petition argues that 
the Court should hear the case because it is important to the country and the Second Circuit’s 
decision conflicted with Supreme Court decisions and those of other circuit courts. 

On importance, I argued: 

“The Constitution specifically selected the press ... to play an important role in the 
discussion of public affairs.” Mills v. State of Ala., 384 U.S. 214, 219 (1966). 

What happens when that crucial role is subverted is at the heart of this case. Whether 
members of the news media may commit fraud with impunity to undermine the most 
fundamental right of all—to participate in a fair electoral process. 

No right is more precious in a free country than that of having a voice in the 

election of those who make the laws under which, as good citizens, we must live. 

Other rights, even the most basic, are illusory if the right to vote is undennined. 

Wesberry v. Sanders, 376 U.S. 1, 17 (1964). 

“In a republic where the people are sovereign, the ability of the citizenry to make 
informed choices among candidates for office is essential.” Citizens United v. Fed. Election 
Comm’n, 558 U.S. 310, 339 (2010) (quoting Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U. S. 1, 14-15 (1976)). As 
Ida B. Wells once said, “People must know before they can act and there is no educator to 
compare to the press.” Providing that the press is telling the truth. 

The Mainstream News Media, however, intentionally misinformed the electorate during 
the 2016 presidential election by communicating via wire, radio, television and Internet 
intentionally or recklessly false, prevaricating or dissembling (“fraudulent”) statements and 
reports about the Trump Campaign as set out in the Appendix. 
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The Mainstream News Media’s “use of the known lie as a tool is at once at odds with the 
premises of democratic government and with the orderly manner in which economic, social, or 
political change is to be effected.” Garrison v. State of La., 379 U.S. 64, 75 (1964). As the 
Radio, Television and Digital News Association’s Guiding Principles state: 

Journalism’s obligation is to the public. Journalism places the public’s interests ahead of 
commercial, political and personal interests. Journalism empowers viewers, listeners and readers 
to make more infonned decisions for themselves; it does not tell people what to believe or how 
to feel. . . . Journalism verifies, provides relevant context, tells the rest of the story and 
acknowledges the absence of important additional information. 

In America there are checks and balances for every major institution except the press. If 
the President violates his duties, there are the courts, Congress and the press. If Congress 
violates its duties, there are the courts, the President and the press. If judges violate their duties, 
Congress can impeach them. If businesses violate the law, the district attorney can prosecute, 
citizens can sue or the press can expose. But what if the press violates its fiduciary duty of 
fairness in political reporting? A public figure can sue, but he will likely fail because of the 
requirement of constitutional malice. This case is simply trying to bring about a check and 
balance on the Mainstream News Media to stick to its duty of fairness and nonpartisanship—a 
duty it most assuredly must fulfill. 

As Mr. Justice Black put it, “In the First Amendment the Founding Fathers gave the free 
press the protection it must have to fulfill its essential role in our democracy. The press was to 
serve the governed . . . .” New York Times Co. v. U.S., 403 U.S. 713, 717 (1971) (concurring 
opinion). “The extraordinary protections afforded by the First Amendment carry with them 
something in the nature of a fiduciary duty to exercise the protected rights responsibly a duty 
widely acknowledged but not always observed by editors and publishers.” Nebraska Press Ass ’n 
v. Stuart, 427 U.S. 539, 560 (1976). 

According to Archibald MacLeish: 

Freedom of the press is a right belonging, like all rights in a democracy, to all the 
people. As a practical matter, however, it can be exercised only by those who 
have effective access to the press. Where financial, economic, and technological 
conditions limit such access to a small minority, the exercise of that right by that 
minority takes on fiduciary or quasi-fiduciary characteristics. 

Freedom of the Press, A Framework of Principles, A Report from the Commission on Freedom 
of the Press at 99 n.4 (Univ. of Chicago Press 1947). 

The Mainstream News Media intentionally breach its duty to the public in order to 
present voters with a fraudulent reality in its news reports so that voters would decide to elect the 
“politically correct” choice for President, Hillary Clinton. “[A]ny medium has the power of 
imposing its own assumptions] on the unwary.” Marshal McLuhan, Understanding Media: The 
Extensions of Man, Chapter One at 6, The Medium is the Message (McGraw-Hill, 1964). 
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The influence of the news media of which the Mainstream News Media is a major 
component should not be underestimated. The news media is a major driving force in the voting 
decisions of tens of millions of Americans. The extent of its power to manipulate the election 
process is expressed by the characterization of it as “The Fourth Estate.” Let’s not forget that 
Clinton received 2.9 million more votes than Trump. 

The argument that the Second Circuit ignored decisions of the Supreme Court basically 
stated two reasons: 

1. The Supreme Court has held as a general matter that content-based restrictions on 
speech are permitted when that speech is an integral part of criminal conduct that violates 
a valid law. 

The Supreme Court in United States v. Alvarez, 567 U.S. 709, 717 (2012) stated: 

[Cjontent-based restrictions on speech have been permitted, as a general matter, 
only when confined to the few “ ‘historic and traditional categories [of 
expression] long familiar to the bar.’ “ United States v. Stevens, 559 U.S. 460, 470 
(2010) (quoting Simon & Schuster, Inc. v. Members ofN.Y. State Crime Victims 
Bd., 502 U.S. 105, 127, (1991) (Kennedy, J., concurring in judgment)). Among 
these categories are . . . speech integral to criminal conduct, see, e.g., Giboney v. 

Empire Storage & Ice Co., 336 U.S. 490 (1949);.... These categories have a 
historical foundation in the Court’s free speech tradition. The vast realm of free 
speech and thought always protected in our tradition can still thrive, and even be 
furthered, by adherence to those categories and rules. 

This Court has repeatedly held that speech integral to the commission of a crime is a 
category of speech that does not enjoy First Amendment protection. “[I]t has never been deemed 
an abridgement of freedom of speech or press to make a course of conduct illegal merely because 
the conduct was in part initiated, evidenced, or carried out by means of language, either spoken, 
written, or printed.” Giboney, 336 U.S. at 502 (citing see e.g., Fox v. Washington, 236 U.S. 273, 
277 (1915) (Holmes, J.); Chaplinsky v. New Hampshire, 315 U.S. 568, 571-572 (1942)). This 
Court in Rumsfeld v. Forum for Acad. & Institutional Rights, Inc., 547 U.S. 47, 62 (2006), cited 
the same quote from Giboney. In both Osborne v. Ohio, 495 U. S. 103, 110 (1990), and New 
York v. Ferber, 458 U.S. 747, 762 (1982), this Court again relied on Giboney by quoting from 
that decision: “It rarely has been suggested that the constitutional freedom for speech and press 
extends its immunity to speech or writing used as an integral part of conduct in violation of a 
valid criminal statute.” Giboney, 336 U.S. at 498. 

The complaint in this case alleged that the Mainstream News Media violated RICO, 18 
U.S.C. § 1964(c). RICO is a criminal statute that allows private persons to bring an action for 
injury caused by parties engaging in certain criminal acts that are called predicate acts. This case 
is concerned with the predicate act of wire fraud, 18 U.S.C. § 1343: 

Whoever, having devised or intending to devise any scheme or artifice to defraud 
... by means of. . . fraudulent pretenses, representations, or promises, transmits 
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or causes to be transmitted by means of wire, radio, or television communication 
in interstate or foreign commerce, any writings, signs, signals, pictures, or sounds 
for the purpose of executing such scheme or artifice, shall be fined under this title 
or imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both. . . . 

Clearly, speech is an integral part of what is proscribed by the wire fraud statute because 
it is necessary for executing the illegal conduct. 

The Mainstream News Media’s schemes were simply to trick voters into voting for 
Clinton instead of Trump and to cause Trump Campaign members to spend more time and 
money circumventing it by going directly to the voters. The Mainstream News Media relied on 
the truism that “You can fool all the people some of the time, and some of the people all the time 
. . . .” Attributed to Abraham Lincoln. The Mainstream News Media executed its schemes by 
publishing over the wires fraudulent information about the Trump Campaign. 

Will Rahn of CBS News admitted the Mainstream News Media’s motivation: “It 
shouldn’t come as a surprise to anyone that, with a few exceptions, we were all tacitly or 
explicitly #WithHer [Clinton] . . . .” Will Rahn, Commentary: The unbearable smugness of the 
press at 1, November 10, 2016. Journalists believed they had access to “a greater truth, a system 
of beliefs divined from an advanced understanding of justice.” Id. Rahn is a political 
correspondent and managing director for politics at CBS News Digital. 

The reporting by the Mainstream News Media alleged as wire fraud was not speech 
protected by the First Amendment. 

The Second Circuit also found this argument was “without merit.” (Summary Order at 
3). 

2. The Supreme Court has held that fraudulent statements bring speech outside the First 
Amendment. 

Fraud is one of those historic categories of speech in which content-based restrictions 
have been pennitted. In Stevens, 559 U.S. at 468-469 this Court recounted: 

“From 1791 to the present,” . . . the First Amendment has “permitted restrictions 
upon the content of speech in a few limited areas,” and has never “include[d] a 
freedom to disregard these traditional limitations.” R.A. V. v. City of St. Paul, 

Minn., 505 U.S. 377, 382-383 (1992). These “historic and traditional categories 
long familiar to the bar,” Simon & Schuster, 502 U.S. at 127 (Kennedy, J., 
concurring in judgment)—includ[e] . . . fraud, Virginia Bd. of Pharmacy v. 

Virginia Citizens Consumer Council, Inc., 425 U.S. 748, 111 (1976) .... 

In Virginia Bd. of Pharmacy at 111, this Court relied, in part, on Gertz v. Robert Welch, 
Inc., 418 U.S. 323, 340 (1974), which held: 
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[Tjhere is no constitutional value in fraudulent statements of fact. Neither the 
intentional lie nor the careless error materially advances society’s interest in 
‘uninhibited, robust, and wide-open’ debate on public issues. New York Times 
Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254, 270 (1964). They belong to that category of 
utterances which ‘are no essential part of any exposition of ideas, and are of such 
slight social value as a step to truth that any benefit that may be derived from 
them is clearly outweighed by the social interest in order and morality.’ 

Chaplinsky v. New Hampshire, 315 U.S. 568, 572 (1942). 

When it comes to fraudulent statements, this Court’s unanimous decision in Illinois held 
that “the First Amendment does not shield fraud.” Illinois, 538 U.S. at 612 (citing see, e.g., 
Donaldson v. Read Magazine, Inc., 333 U.S. 178, 190 (1948) ([Tjhere is not “the slightest 
support for a contention that the constitutional guarantees of freedom of speech and freedom of 
the press include complete freedom, uncontrollable by Congress, to use the mails for perpetration 
of swindling [sic] schemes.”). 

Donaldson rejected freedom of speech and freedom of press challenges to the mail fraud 
statute because the government’s power “to protect people against fraud” has “always been 
recognized in this country and is firmly established.” Donaldson, 333 U.S. at 190. Such also 
applies to the wire fraud statute because “[tjhe mail and wire fraud statutes share the same 
language in relevant part, and accordingly we apply the same analysis to both sets of offenses.” 
Carpenter v. United States, 484 U.S. 19, 25 n.6 (1987); United States v. Tarnopol, 561 F.2d 466, 
475 (3rd Cir. 1977), abrogated on other grounds, Griffin v. U.S., 502 U.S. 46 (1991) (elements 
of mail and wire fraud have been construed in pari materia). 

So while the “honest utterance, even if inaccurate, may further the fruitful exercise of the 
right of free speech, it does not follow that the lie, knowingly and deliberately published . . . 
should enjoy a like immunity. Garrison, 379U.S. at 75. 

At the time the First Amendment was adopted, as today, there were those 
unscrupulous enough and skillful enough to use the deliberate or reckless 
falsehood as an effective political tool to unseat the public servant or even topple 
an administration. Cf. Riesman, Democracy and Defamation: Fair Game and 
Fair Comment I, 42 Col.L.Rev. 1085, 1088-1111 (1942). That speech is used as a 
tool for political ends does not automatically bring it under the protective mantle 
of the Constitution. For the use of the known lie as a tool is at once at odds with 
the premises of democratic government and with the orderly manner in which 
economic, social, or political change is to be effected. Calculated falsehood falls 
into that class of utterances which ‘are no essential part of any exposition of ideas, 
and are of such slight social value as a step to truth that any benefit that may be 
derived from them is clearly outweighed by the social interest in order and 
morality.’ Chaplinsky v. New Hampshire, 315 U.S. 568, 572 (1942). Hence the 
knowingly false statement and the false statement made with reckless disregard of 
the truth, do not enjoy constitutional protection. 

Id. at 75. 
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The communication of words for fraudulent purposes, whether by an individual, news 
media or some other organization is not protected by the First Amendment. If it were, then no 
person or organization could be prosecuted for fraud. See Giboney, 336 U.S. at 502 (“Such an 
expansive interpretation of the constitutional guaranties of speech and press would make it 
practically impossible ever to enforce laws against agreements in restraint of trade as well as 
many other agreements and conspiracies deemed injurious to society.”). 

Once again, the Second Circuit found this argument was “without merit.” (Summary 
Order at 3). 

As for the Second Circuit making a decision that was contrary to decisions in other 
circuit courts, I merely listed those decisions with a one sentence summary. Those circuits were 
the Sixth, Seventh, Eighth and Ninth, although the Ninth really doesn’t count. 

The concluding paragraph stated: 

This case raises an issue of great significance to our democratic form of government. 

Will the powerful Mainstream News Media remain free to do as it wishes in violation of the law 
so as to propagate its prevailing ideology, to undermine the right to vote and to defraud voters? 
Such will be the inevitable result of allowing the decisions below to stand. 

The Supreme Court denied my petition for certiorari—not exactly a surprise given the 
tenor of the times and fear of the yellow-dog press. The news media, now known as “fake 
news,” continues its lies, prevarications and dissemblings in an effort to have Trump impeached 
and trick citizens into voting for Democrats, a.k.a. Socialists—the Democrats already have the 
illegal alien vote. 

In this age of digital communication, the Supreme Court not only requires that documents 
be filed electronically but also on paper. Therein lies the Supreme Court’s favoritism for the rich 
and corporations that has existed since its inception. Certioraris and briefs must be in the form of 
booklets 6 1/8 by 9 1/4 inches in size. There are a limited number of printers who can produce 
such booklets, which allows them to keep the prices high. The Supreme Court Justices, all of 
whom previously worked as lawyers, know this, and, even in the digital age, they still require 
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such costly printing in other to keep middle class folks out of the Court. My Trump case’s 
certiorari printing costs were $8,000 for 50 booklets—$160 per booklet. What middle class 
family could afford that, not to mention the cost of their lawyer. For the rich and corporations— 
that’s peanuts. The Justices, however, aren’t completely heartless. If a person claims poverty, 
such as a deadbeat, drug addict, illegal alien, terrorist, or #MeTooHo, then the Justices will not 
require that documents be filed in booklet fonn—how nice. Apparently justice for the hard 
working is in the streets or vigilantism. 

Coup d’etat 

Following the election and Trump’s inauguration, the National Socialist Democrats just 
couldn’t accept that all those American believers in liberty had rejected their particular form of 
totalitarianism. Since the PC model for the superior person means behaving like high school 
girls, they were furious over their rejection. They cried, they moaned and pointed their burnt 
fingers at others—the Russians—to blame. Sore losers was an understatement for describing 
them. These high school female clones, ever adept at self-delusion, claimed Putin wanted Trump 
elected, so he rigged the election. Right, a country barely out of the Middle Ages where even the 
educated believe in the supernatural, which is not particularly advanced technologically, and has 
a GDP of $1.6 trillion manipulated America with its $19 trillion economy that is the second most 
educated country in the world according to U.S. News & World Reports. I don’t think so. 

One More Time 

After the inauguration, I read that the Department of Justice under the new Attorney 
General began increasing its review of cases that had already been decided by an immigration 
judge. Such reviews of an immigration judge’s decision could result in a reversal of the 
decision. So whom does that bring to mind—the Ho. She was now scamming people as a real 
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estate agent in New York. Sent a letter to Attorney General Sessions telling him about the 
immigration judge who dismissed the deportation case against the Ho because her incriminating 
fde had disappeared. 

Immigration Judge Jesse B. Christensen, appointed by the Obama Administration, 
dismissed the second removal proceeding against a Russian national with ties to 
the Chechen Barayev crime organization because the Russian’s immigration file 
had disappeared. 

As a former manager of Kroll Associates in Moscow, Russia, I was aware of 
crucial files disappearing from government offices in both Russia and Mexico 
through bribery, but never realized that the practice had apparently reached 
America under the Obama Administration. 

Added some background between the Ho and Homeland Security: 

On October 1, 2004, the Department of Homeland Security denied her first 
application for a waiver under the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 

1186a(c)(4), based on the contents of her file and placed her in a removal 
proceeding. Her file contained reports from the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
the Drug Enforcement Agency and the Defense Intelligence Agency. 

On March 20, 2008, Immigration Judge Paul A. DeFonzo ruled that she be 
deported. Ms. Shipilina appealed to the Broad of Immigration Appeals 
[“B.I.A.”], which denied her appeal on February 2, 2009. 

While her appeal was still pending, Ms. Shipilina married an America for a 
second time and subsequently filed once again for a waiver under 8 U.S.C. § 

1186a(c)(4). The Department of Homeland Security for a second time denied her 
application once again based on the contents of her file and placed her in a 
removal proceeding for a second time. 

On March 30, 2012, Immigration Judge Jesse B. Christensen adjourned her 
removal hearing to June 1, 2012, in order to obtain confirmation that Ms. 

Shipilina was again appealing to the B.I.A. the Department of Homeland 
Security’s second decision to have her removed. 

On June 1, 2012, Immigration Judge Jesse B. Christensen administratively closed 
the removal proceeding against Ms. Shipilina because B.I.A. “reports it does not 
have the file.” 

In 2015, the above infonnation was provided to the General Counsel for the 
D.O.J. Executive Office for Immigration Review and the D.O.J. Inspector 
General, but given the Obama Administration’s policies, neither took any action. 
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Perhaps now with you as Attorney General, the Department of Justice may look 

into this micro-aggression against the rule of law. 

In a subsequent letter, I sent the NYC Board of Election’s referrals to the U.S. Attorney 
for the Eastern District of N.Y. and the Queens District Attorney to prosecute the Ho for 
registering to vote when she was not a citizen. The DOJ referred my letters to the “Office of the 
Chief Immigration Judge, who has established a procedure that allows any person to file a 
complaint about the conduct of an Immigration Judge.” I was hoping the Chief was not an 
Obama appointee, but it turned out worst. She had been appointed by Attorney General Loretta 
E. Lynch. More worst, the Chief Judge was a female PCer, Mary Beth Keller. She concluded 
that the Ho’s immigration judge did nothing wrong by dismissing the deportation because 
someone had deep-sixth her file. The holdovers from the lawless, socialistic Obama 
administration were still in power. 

Then in May 2018, Attorney General Jeff Sessions issued a new directive telling 
immigration judges they could no longer administratively close deportation cases, which is what 
happened to the Ho. Obama and the socialists (Democrats) loved administrative closures 
because it suspended deportations and allowed the illegals to roam the country, and, of course, 
vote Democratic. Over 200,000 illegals, including the Ho, had received de facto amnesty under 
America’s third world president—Obama. Session concluded this Obama amnesty was not 
legally justified. So now Homeland Security was slowly re-visiting those administrative closure 
cases. 

July 2018, my telephone rings—it’s USCIS. and they want to meet to talk about the Ho. 

The agent said, “We’d like to meet with you and talk about your ex-wife.” 

“Sure. I can be there in a half an hour.” 
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“Not right now, let’s make an appointment.” 

“Just tell me when and where and I’ll be there.” 

The agent added that he had reviewed her fde. But according to the Immigration Judge, 
the file had been lost. Most likely the Ho had simply bought-off the judge to say that. 

The agent continued, “You’ve really gone through a lot.” 

To which I said, “And so have you guys trying to deport her. 

On July 24, 2018,1 meet with a USCIS officer in its Fraud Detection and National 
Security division at 26 Federal Plaza. By then, the building was quite familiar to me after my 
dealings with those two corrupt FBI agents, Pisano and Thomas. Session’s new directive had 
worked its way down into my past—now maybe some justice. 

One of the officer’s first questions was “Do you know who was your ex-wife’s second 
husband. I’d like to talk to him.” 

“No, I tried to find that out after I learned that she had married for a second time in order 
to avoid deportation for her fraudulent marriage to me. But NYC keeps those marriage records 
secret from the general public.” 

“I think talking to him would be useful, so let me know if you come across any 
information on who he was or if they are still married.” 

For the next two hours, I provided a summary of the Ho and her associates’ illegal 
activities along with the immigration court’s administrative closure of her case. The officer 
thought her registering to vote while not a citizen was “big.” At the end of the interview, he 
requested the names of anyone in the U.S. whom I knew had associated with her, which I 
subsequently provided and told him to contact me any time with any more questions. 
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While working on a paper in the law library to simplify tonal music theory (Appendix 45) 
that had evolved out of my one year course with the hot millennial Juilliard teacher, my dimmed 
and delayed light bulb went off again. “Contact the private eye you use for your cases to see 
whether he can come up with who was the Ho’s second husband.” 

My PI got back to me. “Unfortunately I was unable to connect the dots to see if she had 
married [again]. The only evidence I could find is a man by the name Onn Rapeika from Fort 
Lee, NJ has apparently lived with her for a while. Rapeika is supposedly a drug dealer and was 
convicted of hording weapons.” 

Well the drugs, crime and Rapieka’s name being Russian clearly fit with the Ho’s modus 
operandi, so I sent the information along to the USCIS officer. 

Perhaps something would come of this new investigation, but America has been so 
corrupted by the socialist PCers and Feminists that I doubted it. 

[Update if any] 

The Second Time Around 

The Ho wasn’t the only bimbo, or more accurately, bimbat with whom my battles started 
again. Tory “the Torch” Shepherd from down under published another article in which she used 
my name in a derogatory fashion. Google alerts notified me of the article. 

She just couldn’t leave well enough alone. Her lawyers most likely told her to leave me 
out of future articles, but her hatred got the best of her. 

Tory’s misandrist articles are not only published in Australian newspapers but by 
PressReader, Inc. PressReader is a digital newspaper and magazine distribution and publishing 
operator that contracts with thousands of newspaper and magazine publishers across the globe to 
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publish their articles by way of the Internet and mobile telephone apps. It claims seven million 
“active,” whatever that means, “users,” whatever that means. 

The article was published on April 4, 2018. It was titled Misplaced fear of gay revenge 
in the West Australian and PressReader Internet sites and Freedom of religion cannot Trump 
other rights in the Advertiser website. Tory’s lead sentence stated, “Self-described ‘anti-feminist 
lawyer’ Roy Den Hollander once likened the position of men in society to black people in 1950s 
America ‘sitting in the back of the bus.’” Except for that sentence, Tory did not mention me 
again. 

The entire article was about submissions by Australians to an Australian Federal 
Government panel concerning the Australian Government’s review of religious freedom in 
Australia. In 2017, the Australian Federal Parliament passed the marriage equality act that 
allowed two people, regardless of sex, to marry. The political impact, in part, caused the 
Australian Federal Government to appoint a panel to receive submissions on the conflict between 
gay rights and religious freedom in Australia. 

So what did have to do with me? I never lived in Australia, never visited Australia, did 
not submit any comments to the Australian panel and have never been involved in a case dealing 
with gay rights versus religious freedom—anywhere. Played rugby with and against some 
Australians and hung out one night decades ago with an Australian guy. Boy was he obnoxious. 
It was summertime and the girls were bare shouldered. He’d walk up behind them and blow on 
their shoulders—boy they got ticked. 

Tory’s article went on with “It’s become common; men thinking they’re oppressed by 
women, whites thinking they’re oppressed by ethnic minorities. The traditional oppressors 
believing they have become oppressed.” Tory was really reaching by trying to use me as the 
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icon of the traditional oppressor—anti-female, anti-black, anti-queer, anti-same sex marriage 
(half true, just anti-marriage), anti-pigs (well when I was in SDS), anti-abortion (hey, walk down 
to the comer drug store and buy a contraceptive instead of murdering an incipient human being 
when there are no medical problems), immoral (stay off of my rights), anti-teacher (not if she’s 
hot like Susan was), and anti-big cakes (hey, where’s your cake now as one fat brother said the 
other fat brother, actually I like cakes, especially the classic ones made in Russia). 

My last case against this bimbat and her publisher went down the drain because Justice 
Jennifer Schecter ruled that her Feminazi Court did not have personal jurisdiction over Tory in 
Australia. 1 The same would happen if I sued Tory again in any N.Y. court. But PressReader 
was a different story. When it published the article, it was licensed to do business in New York 
State by the Secretary of State. If that wasn’t good enough, it had contracts with New York 
newspapers and the N.Y. Public Library. So the New York courts would have jurisdiction under 
CPLR § 302(a)(1) because PressReader transacts business within New York State and contracts 
with businesses in New York State to provide its services. 

PressReader’s attorney fees and if any settlement will likely tick it off against Tory. 
Indirect, but still a boot in her flabby ass. 

Tory’s statement might be considered defamatory by implication but such was way too 
complicated for a New York State judge. So my case charged PressReader—not Tory—just 
PressReader for violating my right to publicity—not privacy—but publicity. N.Y. does not have 
a right to privacy action. It does, however, have under N.Y. Civil Rights Law § 51 a private 
cause of action for protecting the unauthorized use of a person’s name: 


1 Recently, Schecter, in a hot flash of power madness, ordered President Tramp to show for a deposition in one of 
the cases before her. What a ditz—it’ll never happen. 
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Any person whose name ... is used within this state ... for the purposes of trade 
without the written consent first obtained . . . may also sue and recover damages 
for any injuries sustained by reason of such use .... 

The right to publicity generally applies to someone with a modicum of fame so that the 
courts can find economic value in the use of that person’s name. Thanks, in part, to the articles 
Tory published about me, I qualified as having some fame, or more accurately infamy. 

PressReader’s insurance company hired a law firm in the City to defend. That wasn’t 
good enough because I wanted PressReader to pay its own legal fees—not its insurance 
company. So I amended my complaint to include a RICO cause of action. Remember, insurance 
companies usually cover the costs of a lawsuit providing it does not involve criminal 
accusations. RICO is nothing but criminal accusations even though it allows an action to be 
brought by an individual or a business. My amended complaint accused PressReader of 
engaging in wire fraud to further Tory’s scheme of harming my legal practice and business 
consultancy because, as we all know, she considers me an enemy who should me completely 
destroyed. Actually, the feeling is mutual. 

PressReader’s lawyers filed the proverbial motion to dismiss, after which I filed my 
amended complaint that added the RICO charge. In New York State courts, as in federal courts, 
a plaintiff has an absolute right to file an amended complaint after a defendant files a motion to 
dismiss claiming that the complaint does not state a claim on which relief can be granted. 
PressReader’s lawyer and I appeared before Civil Court Judge Denise Dominguez who had no 
clue that CPLR 3025(a) permitted my filing the amended complaint without her approval or any 
judge’s approval. I tried to educate her in the law but no way was this escapee from the second 
caravan going to believe a white-male U.S. citizen. These identity group members are such idiot 
bigots. This issue was basic, basic civil procedure and this judge didn’t know it. How could 
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such an ignorant lawyer get on the bench? Simple, some wetback district leader nominated her 
and the illegals in Manhattan elected her. To be fair, she did grant me leave to file the amended 
complaint, but I had to file it again—for the second time. 

Naturally, the defense attorney kept quiet during the argument and in an email afterward 
said, “The Judge infonned you that your amended complaint was not properly filed because you 
had not sought leave to file an amended pleading. We, like the Court, are thus treating your prior 
document and its service as a nullity.” He knew the amended complaint was properly filed under 
CPLR 3025(a), but since the Judge made a mistake that favored him, he went along with it— 
typical Abbott & Costello lawyer. So I re-filled and re-served the amended complaint. 

This Abbott & Costello lawyer, Gary Meyerhoff, then removed the case to the federal 
court, which didn’t matter. But this typically wimpy male of modern times tried to threaten me. 
Either I drop the case, or he would make a motion for Rule 11 sanctions. My response was fine, 
and I sent him my Rule 11 sanctions motion against him that would be filed the same day he 
filed his. 

Then the light went off in my head—file another amended complaint, but in the federal 
court. Since the Judge in the NYC Civil Court and the Abbott & Costello lawyer considered my 
first amended complaint in City court as not using up my absolute right to file such, logically, I 
still had the right to do so. Besides, once the Abbott & Costello lawyer transferred the case to 
federal court, the federal rules took over, and I had not yet used my absolute right in federal court 
to file an amended complaint, which is allowed under Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a)(1)(B). My new 
amended complaint for the federal court turned a case asking for $21,000, which was below the 
limit of the $25,000 maximum allowed in the City court, into one for $1.7 million. Since the 
Abbott & Costello lawyer wanted to turn this case into a big deal—that was fine with me. 
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The federal magistrate judge, however, summarily refused to allow my amended 
complaint without any argument or sufficient knowledge of the events that had taken place in the 
City court. So I made a motion that she reconsider her decision in which all the facts were laid 
out. Also made a motion asking for her permission to amend, assuming she was not about to 
change her mind on allowing me to amend as a matter of right. If she went against me on both 
motions, at least I’d have an issue for the Second Circuit Court of Appeals when the case got 
there, if it ever did. 

[Update] 

Saigon Bride (cont.) 

In December 2016, both sides in the draft case submitted a status report to the Judge on 
what the House-Senate Conference Committee had done with the Senate’s call for females to 
register for the draft. 

The Department of Justice had a new attorney—a man, because the female was 
pregnant—thank goodness for her lack of contraception. Girls generally hate guys. Imagine 
every day you open a store, clean it, decorate it and perfume it, but no one comes in to buy—how 
would feel? Girls are the shop keepers selling their wares. They engage in every type of 
advertising—bait and switch, black Fridays, and discounts when drunk—but they’re the ones 
who wait, and they’re the ones who can’t pick and choose their customers. They have to settle 
for whomever enters the shop, and they hate men for it. So whenever a girl finds herself in a 
position to wreck revenge on a man—she will, assuming he’s not a queer. And it doesn’t matter 
whether the guy’s decent or a jerk—she’ll he, manipulate and cheat for her revenge. So for 
guys, we might as well act as jerks. 


130 



Speaking of jerks, the House-Senate Conference Committee dropped the provision for 
females to register. It did include, however, the creation of a National Commission on Military, 
National, and Public Service to detennine whether the current Selective Service System would 
be reformed, eliminated or require females to register. 

The draft was last used in 1973, and in the 17 U.S. anned conflicts since then, including 
America’s longest war in Afghanistan, the volunteer military had handled the fighting. So why 
bother requiring any registration for a draft that had not been used in over 40 years? It was a fair 
question. Of course, given America’s military-industrial complex’s hunger for profits, at some 
point a draft would be needed to provide the masters of war with enough cannon fodder to 
maximize profits. The Pentagon’s position was that the “registration database itself mitigates 
risk to the Nation; its very existence would reduce the time required for full defense 
mobilization. . . . [in] a conflict of global proportions or mammoth national emergency.” 

Both the Senate and the House passed the Conference Committee’s version of the 2017 
National Defense Authorization Act and Obama signed it into law. That created a problem for 
my case because the Commission had nearly three years to make its recommendations to 
Congress, then Congress would dicker over what to do, and, if it actually passed a law changing 
the Selective Service System, Trump would have to sign or veto it. This could go into Trump’s 
second term or whomever might be president then. Congress had punted so that they could duck 
the issue. 

Neither my client nor I had any intention of cooling our heels for three or more years. 

We asked the New Jersey court to make a decision without waiting for the Commission, 
Congress and the President. The argument was that according to the U.S. Supreme Court just 
because judges “have no way of knowing how [Congress] will in fact respond,” that is no reason 
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“to hold that underinclusive statutes [which included the registration law] can never be 
challenged because any plaintiffs success can theoretically be thwarted” or furthered by a 
legislature’s subsequent action or inaction. Orr v. Orr, 440 U.S. 268, 272 (1979). A couple of 
other cases said the same thing: Texas Monthly, Inc. v. Bullock, 489 U.S. 1, 8 (1989) (“Texas 
cannot strip appellant of standing by changing the law” after the injury occurred) and Arkansas 
Writers’ Project, Inc. v. Ragland, 481 U.S. 221, 227 (1987) (to “effectively insulate 
underinclusive statutes from constitutional challenge [is] a proposition we [have] soundly 
rejected . . . .”). 

The Government argued that the Executive Branch and Congress had extensive authority 
over the military, and since they were engaged in possibly changing the law, the Court should 
wait. We argued that “possibly” was not good enough because our client’s right to equal 
protection was being violated everyday that the law was on the books. The Court apparently 
agreed with us and decided to proceed with the case. The Judge’s magistrate then instructed 
both sides to brief whether our client had standing. (Every federal district court judge has an 
assistant judge called a magistrate who helps out with deciding motions, but the Judge makes all 
the final decisions). 

Standing is a Constitutional requirement in every case and has three parts. The plaintiff 
must have suffered some injury or is about to suffer an injury, the injury was caused by the 
defendant’s illegal action, and the court has the power to remedy the injury. The Government 
argued that our client’s injury was nebulous, speculative and she needed more than just being 
discriminated against. We argued that discrimination itself is the injury. “[A] victim of 
discrimination suffers a dehumanizing injury as real as, and often of far more severe and lasting 
hann than, a blow to the jaw.” Hassan v. City of New York, 804 F.3d 277, 290 (quoting Mardell 
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v. Harleysville Life Ins. Co., 65 F.3d 1072, 1074 (3d Cir.1995) (per curiam)). If the Court 
agreed with our injury argument then it could also find that being prevented from registering 
caused the discrimination against young ladies, and that the Court could do something about it— 
declare the law unconstitutional. 

The Court ruled in our client’s favor—she had standing to challenge the draft registration 
law. Up until that decision, I had brought six cases fighting for the rights of men against PC 
ideology, and not once did I ever win a substantive motion like this one. But here was a victory 
on a key motion in the fight for equal rights—the only difference was female rights instead of 
male rights. I wonder why? 

The Court ruled in pertinent part that: 

Plaintiff has alleged sufficient facts to establish a concrete injury for purposes of Article 
III standing. Plaintiff alleges that she tried to register for the military draft but was refused. ( See 
SAC T1 5). As Plaintiff explains in her opposition brief, the “MSSA’s (Military Selective Service 
Act) male-only registration and [the Selective Service’s] enforcement of it barred Plaintiff from 
registering based solely on her sex while at the same time allowing males who were similarly 
situated as her to register.” (PI. Opp. Br. at 20). The Supreme Court has observed that “[w]hen 
the suit is one challenging the legality of govermnent action or inaction” and “the plaintiff is 
himself an object of the action (or forgone action) at issue . . . there is ordinarily little question 
that the action or inaction has caused him injury . . . .” Lujan, 504 U.S. at 561-62. 

Plaintiff is challenging the legality of the MSSA’s male-only requirement. As Plaintiff 
persuasively argues ( see PI. Opp. Br. at 24-27), this kind of sex-based discrimination constitutes 
“a hann that has traditionally been regarded as providing a basis for a lawsuit in English or 
American Courts,” Spokeo, 136 S. Ct. at 1549. Indeed, the Third Circuit has stated that “virtually 
every circuit court has reaffirmed—as has the Supreme Court—that a discriminatory 
classification is itself a penalty and thus qualifies as an actual injury for standing purposes, where 
a citizen’s right to equal treatment is at stake.” Hassan v. City of New York, 804 F.3d 277, 289- 
90 (3d Cir. 2015) (cleaned up). 

Defendants contend that Plaintiff will not be deprived of any opportunities in life because 
she can enlist in the military. ( See Def. Mov. Br. at 12). But this misstates Plaintiffs injury. As 
Plaintiff explains, her injury 

is not that she is kept out of combat positions, not that she may be harmed by 

future inductions, not that she is prevented from enlisting, and not that possible 
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career opportunities in the military will be hindered but rather that she is 

prevented—solely because of her sex—from registering for the draft. 

(PL Opp. Br. at 21) (emphasis in original). . . . 

Defendants argue that “Plaintiffs complaint is akin to a policy grievance, unsuitable for 
resolution in federal court.” (Def. Mov. Br. at 18). According to Defendants, “[i]n the absence of 
some particularized cognizable harm to Plaintiff herself, the alleged injury is not a matter of 
individual concern, but rather a generalized and public one.” (Id.). 

In opposition, Plaintiff argues that she suffered “a particularized injury” because “she, as 
an individual, was personally prevented from registering with the SSS.” (PI. Opp. Br. at 12; see 
also SAC TJU 5, 8-10). The Court agrees. Indeed, the Court finds that Plaintiff easily satisfies the 
particularization requirement of Article III standing based on the allegations in her [Second 
Amended Com plait] and the attached exhibits. . . . 

Here, Plaintiff wants to register for the draft, tried to register for the draft, but can’t 
register for the draft because she is a woman. (See SAC ]fl[ 5, 8-10; D.E. No. 54-1 (Ex. A) & 54- 
2 (Ex. B)). Thus, Plaintiff has alleged a concrete injury. See Horizon, 846 F.3d at 633 (noting 
that the contours of the injury-in-fact requirement are “very generous”). 

Our next move was to ask the Court for permission to file a motion for Summary 
Judgment. A court can skip a trial and make a decision when the facts in a case are clear and not 
disputed. In such a situation, all a court does is make a legal decision by applying the law to 
those facts. In the draft case the facts were obvious. Our client fell within the age range of 18 to 
25 years of age, and when she tried to register for the draft, the Selective Service said no because 
she was a woman. 

The DOJ opposed our request to get on with deciding this case so that it could move up 
the ladder to the Third Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals. At that time, the case had been in the 
district court for nearly three years. DOJ asked permission to make another motion to dismiss— 
its fourth motion to dismiss. Unfortunately, Judge Esther Salas granted DOJ a do-over of its 
prior motions to dismiss the case for lack of ripeness under Rule 12(b)(1) and failure to state a 
claim under Rule 12(b)(6). Judge Salas had never made a decision on those motions. She had 
“terminated” them allegedly because of the political shenanigans in Congress. Was she trying to 
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keep this case in her court until a weathennan showed her which way the legal winds were 
blowing despite that 

The irreplaceable value of the power articulated by Mr. Chief Justice Marshall 
\Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803)] lies in the protection it has afforded the 
constitutional rights and liberties of individual citizens and minority groups 
against oppressive or discriminatory government action. 

U.S. v. Richardson, 418 U.S. 166, 192 (Powell, J., concurring) (1974). 

Compare three years of motions to dismiss in Salas’s Court to the case in the U.S. 

Southern District Court of Texas on exactly the same issue of the draft registration statute 

violating the Equal Protection Clause of the Constitution. Nat’I Coal, for Men v. Selective Serv. 

Sys., 2018 WL 1694906 (S.D. Tex 2018). That case had been transferred to Texas by the 

California court. The only difference in the Texas case was that two guys were the plaintiffs and 

a white 70 year-old man was the judge. After about a year and a half, the Texas case moved into 

the second inning—summary judgment. We, however, were still in the first inning fighting over 

DOJ’s fourth motion to dismiss. Just unbelievable, by now we should have been knocking on 

the U.S. Supreme Court’s door, but lady unluck stuck us with an Obama appointee. 

Female judges didn’t bother me as long as they were middle age or older black ladies. 

They seemed to have an understanding of how life worked and were not about to be conned by 

any foot dragging lawyer. Latinas, however, were usually a problem—driven by an inferiority 

complex. After Salas agreed to allow the DOJ its fourth motion to dismiss, I checked her bio. It 

was the usual effort to blame a man and turn someone into super girl—daddy abandoned us, we 

were indigent, which means they lived off of the taxpayer, but we overcame all odds. Right, 

affirmative action got her into and through college and law school. Salas worked as an associate 

in an ambulance chasing firm doing basic criminal work. Left that firm to work as a public 

defender in the New Jersey District Court representing lumpen proletariat ne’er-do-wells. Joined 
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politically correct organizations trying to convince America that whites, especially white males, 
were barbarians, and all those of a darker skin complexion were victims. She did, however, have 
one accomplishment—high school cheerleader. 

DOJ argued that federal courts could not make decisions on civil rights when the military 
was involved; the case was contingent on what the National Commission on Military, National, 
and Public Service may or may not decide in the future; the Rostker case, decided under 
completely different facts, dictated that male-only registration was still constitutional; and the 
Selective Service did not violate Plaintiffs equal protection rights by preventing her from 
registering. Just a lot of malarkey intended to delay a decision further. 

We argued that DOJ was continuing its strategy of delay: “Justice too long delayed is 
justice denied. ”■—Martin Luther King, Jr. King had added the words “too long” to William 
Gladstone’s phrase “Justice delayed is justice denied.” Our brief in opposition to the DOJ 
argued against further delay: 

Equal treatment for young American women has not only been delayed by the Federal 
Government, but it has been delayed for far too long. Women continue moving into combat 
positions in the military, but they are still sitting on the sidelines when it comes to registration 
with the Selective Service System (“SSS”). 

The Government defendants, SSS and its Director (together, “Defendants”) persist with 
their argument of delay. Defendants specifically requested a stay in their response to Plaintiffs 
motion to proceed. (Def. Resp. at 13-15, D.E. No. 61). It was not granted. (See Order at 5, D.E. 
No. 67). Defendants again request a stay (now called “abeyance”) in their current motion to 
dismiss. (Def. Mov. Br. at 2, 3, 12, 18, 27, D.E. No. 80-1). Whether making a specific request 
or not, Defendants’ argument focuses on delay: (1) wait until a commission with no law making 
authority makes some unknown suggestions; (2) wait until. . . Congress decides to adopt, change 
or ignore the unknown suggestions; (3) wait until President Trump decides to sign or veto an 
unknown bill that may never exist; and (4) if there actually is a bill but it is veto, wait for a vote 
to override the veto of a bill that not even a fortune teller can tell what it may say. 

The obvious question is why delay while Plaintiffs rights are being violated? Congress 
can always enact a statute that abrogates a court’s decision—providing the statute is 
constitutional. Perhaps Defendants are aiming for this case to become moot, which will happen 
when the Plaintiff turns 26 years old. . . . If Defendants have their way, she may be a practicing 
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veterinarian by the time all the appeals in this case end. Of course, by then, the appeals may 
have ended prematurely because of mootness when the Plaintiff turns 26—a victory for 
Defendants and discrimination, but a defeat for justice and equal treatment. 

DOJ’s reply loaded up on lies, prevarications and dissemblings about the law and the 
facts. DOJ and the new alleged lawyer it added to the case went for the con of delay. Why not, 
more delay would look good to their bosses, and DOJ would only have to worry about the case 
in Texas when it was appealed to the Fifth Circuit and then to the U.S. Supreme Court where 
DOJ would most assuredly lose. 

Four months after the submission of our papers on DOJ’s fourth motion to dismiss, Salas 
schedules oral argument to take place in two more months. Three and a half years after this case 
started, she throws in another delaying tactic—she’ll likely take another six months after oral 
argument to make a decision. Then the case will be four years old and the plaintiff, who had just 
graduated from high school when the case started, will have graduated college. Salas was 
apparently scared of making a decision one way or the other. If she ruled draft registration 
unconstitutional, the Feminists who believed females deserved preferential treatment would 
criticize her. If she ruled that it did not violate the Constitution, then those Feminists who 
advocate for equal treatment would criticize her. Either way it was lose-lose for Salas unless 
someone took the risk of leading the way. 

Throughout the history of the human race, who has been willing to take the lead—men. 
True, there were always a few brave females willing to go in front, but not many. On February 
22, 2019, the Texas Court granted the two male plaintiffs summary judgment. Summary 
judgment meant the Court did not need to bother with a trial because the facts were clear—these 
two guys had to register with the SSS or face a plethora of unpleasant consequences. The DOJ 
now had to appeal that decision to the Fifth Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals. DOJ did luck out to 
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an extent in the Texas decision. The attorney for the two male plaintiffs screwed up, so the 

Court didn’t issue an injunction. The Judge wrote, “Although Plaintiffs’ complaint requests 

injunctive relief, Plaintiffs have not briefed the issue and their summary judgment motion only 

requests declaratory relief. Therefore, Plaintiffs’ request for an injunction is DENIED.” That 

meant the decision would have no effect on the Government until another court instituted an 

injunction, so the SSS kept on doing business as usual. 

The Texas decision did, however, have an effect on the New Jersey District Court. 

Eleven days after publication of the Texas decision, Judge Salas issued her decision denying the 

DOJ motion to dismiss our Equal Protection claim. Thank heavens for older white-male judges 

willing to act as blocking backs. Judge Salas did grant the DOJ motion to dismiss our 

Substantive Due Process claim, but that was a Hail Mary anyway and we simply dropped it. 

After reading her opinion, Rick’s comment in Casablanca to Ugarte came to mind, “Yes, 

you’re right Ugarte. I am a little more impressed with you.” 

Judge Salas held that our Equal Protection claim was ripe meaning the facts were clear 

and did not need any further additions, such as what the National Commission on Military, 

National, and Public Service might end up advising. 

[Tjthe Commission serves simply in an advisory capacity. Its sole duty and 
authority is to review the SSS and draft a report for Congress. See FY17 NDAA 
§§ 551(a), 555(e)(1). While the Commission may be taking concrete steps 
towards providing a recommendation by March 2020, there is no guarantee that 
the Commission will complete its obligations by then, or that Congress will even 
act on the Commission’s report. [Opinion at 9]. 

Meanwhile, Plaintiff and putative class members continue to have their 
constitutional rights allegedly violated. . . . [T]he constitution and the rights it 
protects cannot be held hostage to a possibility that a commission is investigating 
a particular policy, which may or may not give rise to legislation, which may or 
may not be enacted into law, which may or may not ultimately make the injury 
Plaintiff and others similarly situated are currently suffering, moot. See Am. 

Petroleum Inst., 683 F.3d at 388 (noting that government agency cannot “stave 
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off judicial review of a challenged rule simply by initiating a new proposed 
rulemaking that would amend the rule in a significant way”); Am. Petroleum Inst, 
v. U.S. E.P.A., 906 F.2d 729, 739-40 (D.C. Cir. 1990) (“If the possibility of 
unforeseen amendments were sufficient to render an otherwise fit challenge 
unripe, review could be deferred indefinitely.”)- [Opinion at 10]. 

Plaintiff is not challenging the Commission, the Commission’s ongoing review, or 
what Congress may or may not do with the Commission’s recommendations. ( See 
Pl.’s Opp. Br. at 26). Rather, Plaintiff is challenging the current enforcement of 
the MSSA. (Id.). That present enforcement gives rise to an injury today, and 
Defendants fail to show how review of that injury would “prove too abstract 
or unnecessary.” See Ohio Forestry Ass ’n v. Sierra Club, 523 U.S. 726, 735 
(1998). The question is fit for adjudication. [Opinion at 12] 

Judge Salas also held that it was the Plaintiff who was currently suffering a substantial 
legal hardship and any decision by the Court to protect her rights would not interfere with the 
Government. 

[Discrimination itself, by perpetuating “archaic and stereotypic notions” or by 
stigmatizing members of the disfavored group as “innately inferior” and therefore 
as less worthy participants in the political community, can cause serious 
noneconomic injuries to those persons who are personally denied equal treatment 
solely because of their membership in a disfavored group. 

Hassan v. City of New York, 804 F.3d 277, 290 (3d Cir. 2015) (quoting Heckler v. Mathews, 465 
U.S. 728, 739-40(1984)). [Opinion at 13-14], 

Regardless of this Court’s ultimate decision, the Commission and Congress are 
free to continue with the current policymaking process, and Congress is free to 
pass legislation based on the Commission’s recommendation—or not. The courts 
cannot stop Congress from legislating any more than Congress can stop the courts 
from interpreting the Constitution and any legislative acts repugnant to it. 

See United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 704-05 (1974); Marbury, 5 U.S. at 177. [Opinion at 

14]. 


[C]ourts cannot avoid their responsibility merely ‘because the issues have 
political implications.’” Zivotofsky ex rel. Zivotofsky v. Clinton, 566 U.S. 189, 196 
(2012) (quoting INS v. Chadha, 462 U.S. 919, 943 (1983)). And that duty requires 
this Court to detennine whether the Constitution is being obeyed today, not to 
speculate whether it might be obeyed in the future. Therefore, the Court does not 
perceive any potential separation of powers issues with proceeding on the merits, 
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and to the extent any may exist, it does not outweigh the hardship befalling 
Plaintiff. [Opinion 14-15]. 

Finally, as to the DOJ’s lame argument that because the Supreme Court in 1981 found 

male-only registration constitutional, every court other than the Supreme Court must also fine 

that male-only registration is still constitutional regardless of all the changes that have occurred. 

[Wjhere a law has been previously sustained the “decision sustaining the law 
cannot be regarded as precluding a subsequent suit for the purpose of testing [its] 
validity ... in the lights of the later actual experience.” Abie State Bank v. 

Weaver, 282 U.S. 765, 772 (1931). Indeed, “[a] statute valid as to one set of facts 
may be invalid as to another. A statute valid when enacted may become invalid by 
change in the conditions to which it is applied.” Nashville, C. & St. L. RY. v. 

Walters, 294 U.S. 405, 415 (1935) (footnote omitted); United States v. Carotene 
Products Co., 304 U.S. 144, 153 (1938) (“[T]he constitutionality of a statute 
predicated upon the existence of a particular state of facts may be challenged by 
showing to the court that those facts have ceased to exist.”); see also Third Nat. 

Bank of Louisville v. Stone, 174 U.S. 432, 434 (1899) (“A question cannot be held 
to have been adjudged before an issue on the subject could possibly have 
arisen.”). Therefore, in light of the alleged substantial factual changes since 
Rostker was decided, this Court cannot at this stage of the litigation find that 
Rostker controls the outcome of Plaintiff s claim. [Opinion at 30-31]. 

Next steps were motions for Class Certification so that the case would have an impact 

beyond just my client, and after that Summary Judgment on the Equal Protection claim so that 

we could get out of this quagmire of a court as quickly as possible. Whether we won or lost the 

Summary Judgment meant next stop the Third Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals. The problem was 

when. 


Salas clearly wanted to further her career by moving up the judicial ladder to the Court of 
Appeals or maybe even the Supreme Court. After all, there was now a Latina seat in the form of 
Sotomayor on the Court. But such judicial advancements were hindered from a judge being 
identified as an advocate for either side in the American political divide—remember Judge 
Robert Bork. Regardless of how Salas ruled, one side was going to oppose her moving to a 
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higher court. The solution was simply to delay until the Texas case led the way. Then just 
follow the law that it set. 

[Update ] 

Sympathy for the Devils 

The Stones left out one category of people synonymous with the devil— doctors, not all, 
just most. Twelve alleged followers of the Hippocratic Oath sent me on a nine months cruise of 
horror crossing the river Styx. Things improved, however, once the boat reached the other side. 

For a handful of years, I was having difficulty breathing at night while trying to sleep. 
My primary care physician (“POP”), Mark Gorny at Mt. Sinai West, referred me to an Ear, Nose 
and Throat (“ENT”) specialist. The specialist diagnosed a deviated septum, probably from 
numerous hits to the nose while playing rugby decades earlier. The doctor was pushy to do an 
operation. He said, “You should get it done before you get any older, or I get older and my 
hands start shaking,” as he demonstrated shaking his hand with a grin. I declined. Gomy then 
prescribed a steroid nasal spray called fluticasone propionate and over-the-counter 
decongestants. Both provided enough relief for a decent night’s sleep, which is crucial for any 
attorney. Gorny also referred me to another Mt. Sinai Ear, Nose and Throat doctor. This one 
had a CT sinus scan done, but he couldn’t find anything in the scan that might be causing my 
difficulty breathing while trying to sleep, so he referred me for allergy tests. The allergy tests 
were negative—none except for my ex-wife. That’s when I started doing my own medical 
research. This wasn’t exactly rocket science, but three Mt. Sinai doctors couldn’t figure out the 
problem. It took me about three hours to accurately diagnose the condition—turbinate 
hypertrophy. 
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Turbinates are parts of the nasal passages. They warm, moisturize and filter the air 
before it reaches the lungs. But when they become enlarged (hypertrophy) as a result of too 
much blood flowing into them, they block the nasal passages causing difficulty breathing. In my 
situation, standing was not a problem because gravity prevented too much blood flowing into the 
turbinates. Lying down was a different story because blood then accumulated in the turbinates. 
The cause was simple—old age. As my former boxing trainer from Gleason’s and Wall Street 
Boxing said, “Once you hit 70, nothing works anymore.” 

Armed with my diagnosis, Gorny referred me to another Ear, Nose and Throat doctor 
who confirmed the problem and operated to reduce the size of the turbinates in October 2016. 

The operation eliminated any difficulty breathing while sleeping or just lying down, so it was a 
success, for a while. Clinical studies showed that my respite might last a couple of years or only 
months—it was impossible to predict. Over time, downsized turbinates tend to start enlarging 
again and might even grow back. If the condition returned, nasal sprays and decongestants could 
be effective in relieving breathing difficulties, but ultimately another operation would be needed. 

Around May 2017, some difficulty in breathing returned at night while trying to sleep. 

So in June, I visited Gorny. It often takes weeks to see Gorny unless it’s an emergency. Gorny 
told me to resume using the fluticasone spray. Saw Gomy three more times over 2017 and into 
2018, in part, concerning the difficulty breathing that fluctuated in intensity and frequency. He 
continued to advise using fluticasone and decongestants, which sometimes helped and sometimes 
didn’t. 

By August 2018, the difficulty breathing had reached a point that for three hours or more 
a night, I could barely breathe at all through my nose and was unable to sleep during that time. I 
called for an appointment with Gomy, but the earliest available was October 10, 2018. I told the 
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appointment’s nurse, “That’s nearly two months off! Doctor Gorny is usually able to fit me in 
when it’s important and this is important.” Sorry he said, “That’s the earliest we have.” 

Sounded as though Gomy’s office was turning into the VA. 

At the October appointment with Gorny, he told me to continue using the fluticasone 
spray every day. As far as examining the anatomy of my breathing, he would leave that to my 
ENT whom I was visiting later that day. This was the ENT who had performed the turbinate 
surgery. 

At the ENT’s office, while examining my right nasal cavity, he said in surprise, “What’s 
that brown mass?” Oh great, I thought. On further examination, he concluded, “It’s a polyp 
growing in your nasal cavity that’s blocking your breathing. It wasn’t there when I did the 
turbinate operation.” My thought was “polyp” is a nice word for tumor. I knew then I was dead, 
sooner than planned. He sent me for a CT sinus scan and did a biopsy. Cancer, but not just any 
form of cancer, the most virulent one—melanoma. Melanoma usually attacks the skin because 
of ultra violet rays from the sun. My melanoma, however, never saw the sun. It was known as 
mucosal because it grew in the mucous membranes inside the body. It was rare, usually attacked 
older persons like me, an additional benefit of the “Golden Years,” and its cause was unknown. 

Mother Nature, as females usually do, tricked me. After the turbinate surgery restored 
my breathing, she apparently started a melanoma tumor growing in my nasal cavity that 
mimicked the same symptoms as turbinate hypertrophy. Naturally, like any fool, I assumed that 
the old problem was back and dealt with it the way Gorny suggested. 

My ENT referred my to a couple of oncology surgeons who also took my medical 
insurance—AARP Medicare Complete Mosaic by UnitedHealthcare (more on that later). I also 
contacted Gorny’s office requesting a referral to a specialist in mucosal melanoma, but never 
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heard back from him. All of this was a nice stressful addition since it occurred in the middle of 


preparing for oral argument in the draft case before Salas. But what really annoyed me was the 
time consumed to deal with this doom. I had things to do to balance the accounts, but time was 
now rapidly running out. 

I saw the two oncology surgeon’s recommended by my ENT, but like an idiot, I didn’t go 
with the one my instinct told me to simply because he wasn’t a Mt. Sinai doctor. That alone 
should have made me choose him. I stupidly thought it would be more convenient to stick with 
Mt. Sinai doctors since all my doctors were with Mt. Sinai. In addition, because a couple of 
them were really good, the odds were that the oncologists would also be good. Boy was that a 
mistake. 

On November 6, 2018, the Mt. Sinai oncology surgeon, Alfred Iloreta, advised a 
treatment plan where he would do a full operation to try and take out all the cancer providing it 
had not spread to other parts of my body. If it had spread, then a more limited operation to 
temporarily restore breathing to allow me to sleep so as to maintain my “quality of life” for a 
period of time. In every meeting with every doctor or nurse, I told them, “I’m not looking for 
survivability but functionality so that I can get done what I have to do. Longevity has its place, 
but not for me at this point in life. A year maybe two will do just fine, providing I can still 
function as a lawyer, do wind-sprints and attend my boxing class.” Boxing had become a gift 
from the gods I didn’t want to give up. It also had a hot young platinum blonde working and 
working out at the place. 

Iloreta’s treatment plan also included radiation therapy after the operation. His plan 
made sense, so we agreed to an MRI of the sinus area, which would specify the location of the 
tumor for an operation, and a full-body PET scan, which would look for cancer in other parts of 
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my body. Iloreta’s office scheduled the tests with the earliest possible operation for November 
15 th or at the latest December 6 th . Iloreta stressed the importance of having an operation sooner 
rather than later because melanoma was an aggressive form of cancer that often spread quickly. 
Because of my age, Iloreta needed a pre-screening physical exam by a doctor to determine the 
odds of my body reacting negatively to the surgery. Gorny did the pre-screening on November 
7 th and concluded my body healthy enough for the operation. The MRI and PET scans were 
completed on November 8 th . 

Iloreta also referred me to a medical oncologist, Dr. Philip Friedlander, and a radiation 

oncologist, Dr. Sonam Sharma. When a patient has a cancer tumor, hospitals often require these 

three kinds of specialists to agree on treatment. 

Dr. Friedlander was apparently a world renowned big-shot to whom other doctors at Mt. 

Sinai deferred. Friedlander’s Mt. Sinai biography states his 

clinical interests include the development of targeted therapies and 
immunotherapies for patients with melanoma. As a member of the Division of 
Hematology/Medical Oncology and as the Director of the Melanoma Medical 
Oncology Program at Mt. Sinai, he handles patients with cutaneous malignancies 
and works to develop collaborative translational and basic science projects and 
treatments for patients with cutaneous malignancies. 

Entering Friedlander’s office on November 12 th , there was no indication it was a bait and switch 

operation. 

“Bait ‘n’ switch” is when a merchant represents he has one item or service for sale, but 
when you show up, that item or service magically disappears and is replaced by one you don’t 
want or costs too much. Friedlander made his money and furthered his medical career by 
treating patients with melanoma using immunotherapy. It’s the modern-day horror of 
chemotherapy all over again. Chemotherapy targets and tries to kill oncogenes, which are 
mutated normal genes that cause cells to multiply rapidly and haphazardly—cancer. 
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Immunotherapy, however, targets a person’s immune system by putting it in high gear so it will 
attack and destroy the cancer cells. The problem is that the immune system on “speed” may also 
go after the lungs, heart, liver, eyes and so on with a litany of horrors. Immunotherapy had a 
success rate of 30% to 50% for melanoma, but statistics for its side effects were nowhere to be 
found, at least by me. The drug companies clearly kept such statistics on side-effects, but 
probably locked them away in their vaults. Not unlike the cigarette companies of old. 

Another problem was that as with chemotherapy, immunotherapy is just a hit and miss 
approach. The drug companies find or invent expensive drugs but can’t tell whether they will 
work unless the doctors sucker some patients into being guinea pigs. If the drug doesn’t work— 
meaning the patient dies or suffers to the end—then they move on to another drug and another 
patient. As of this writing, the drug companies had around 600 different immunotherapy poisons 
to test. 

The chemicals of choice for Friedlander’s snake-oil remedy were Opdivo and Yervoy 
manufactured by Bristol-Myers Squibb for metastatic melanoma. A month’s treatment would 
gross Bristol-Myers $45,000 to $75,000 a month. Friedlander made laudatory statements to the 
press about these alleged wonder-drugs, conducted clinical trials and published articles while his 
patients died miserably. In turn, Friedlander benefited financially—he owned stock in Bristol- 
Myers and other major drug companies pushing immunotherapy. Friedlander even worked as an 
advisor for Merck’s U.S. subsidiary. Undoubtedly, he also received hefty speaker fees in the 
tradition of Bill Clinton to tout their effectiveness and sucker patients into taking these poisons. 
The drug companies most likely also provided business trips complete with hotel, bar and 
prostitution tabs fully paid. 
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At first, Friedlander outwardly agreed with my surgeon’s plan to do a full operation 
providing the cancer had not spread, and, if it had, a limited operation to restore breathing 
followed by radiation. Friedlander also added immunotherapy after the radiation if the cancer 
had spread. Friedlander reviewed the PET scan and said it showed “lesions” in my sternum and 
lower back that may , repeat may , indicate cancer. A “lesion” can be almost any abnonnal 
change involving any tissue or organ due to disease or injury. 

I responded, “Those lesions are most likely old or even recent sports injuries. I’ve 
cracked ribs a few times playing rugby, took more than a few hits to the sternum from martial 
arts and boxing. As for the lower back, one rugby game pushed the L2 vertebrae you’re talking 
about out of alignment. Currently, I’m being treated for it at Mt. Sinai’s Spinal Center, which 
gives me steroid injections to mitigate the pain. Before I went there, I had to use crutches when I 
got up in the morning to get to the bathroom. Once the blood started flowing, I could make it to 
the law library or court.” 

Friedlander replied, “It is unlikely that the melanoma has spread that far from the nasal 
cavity, but let’s be sure with two focused MRIs, one on the sternum and one on the lower back.” 
He scheduled the two additional MRIs for November 15 th , which meant the earliest possible 
operation by Iloreta went out the window. That didn’t seem to be a problem at the time, since 
the later date of December 6 th was still set for the operation, and the pre-screening done by 
Gomy was still good because December 6 th was within 30 days of the pre-screening. Pre¬ 
screening for an operation has a shelf-life of only 30 days. Additionally, the oral argument 
before Salas was set for December 4 th , so a December 6 th operation fit Iloreta’s and my 
schedules. 
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The following day at my appointment with Sharma, the radiation oncologist, she repeated 
Iloreta’s advice that an operation soon was crucial and that December 6 th should be soon enough. 
Shanna was one hot young babe who didn’t need radiation to heat up a guy. She said that 
radiation treatment after the operation would last about three weeks and gave me a choice of 
having it done near where I lived by a different oncologist or by her uptown. I chose uptown. 

She clearly believed that either a full-blown or limited surgery would occur by December 6 th . 

She listed the side effects of radiation, and, as with other doctors, I emphasized that my interest 
was not to maximize my existence but maintain my functionality for one, maybe two years, since 
I had things to do. 

The second appointment with Friedlander was on November 19 th . Friedlander said both 
the sternum and lower back MRIs also showed lesions as did the PET scan but a conclusion 
could not be made that they were cancerous. Once again, I told him they were probably old or 
even recent sports injuries and about the treatment provided by the Spinal Center to my lower 
back. To which Friedlander sharply responded, “I want you to stay away from steroids.” Oh 
yeah, as my lawyer state of mind took hold. Was this doctor telling me to go back to using 
crutches when I awoke in the morning to get to the bathroom? 

Friedlander then advised doing a biopsy of the sternum and lower back to confirm 
whether the lesions were cancerous. If they were, he said “full-body” immunotherapy would be 
needed without any surgery or radiation. That wasn’t part of the original treatment plan. 
Friedlander was unilaterally canceling the operation and radiation, keeping just the treatment in 
which he specialized. 

Friedlander continued, “Even if the biopsies are negative for cancer, full-body treatment 
is still necessary. The biopsies that are done use a needle and take only a small section of each 
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area, so they might miss the cancer.” For emphasis, he made a downward motion with his right 
hand holding an imaginary needle. So heads he wins and tails he wins. That made no sense. 

When doing biopsies, a doctor takes samples from different areas to decrease the chance 
of missing any cancer. Also, earlier he said the lesions on the sternum were the size of a finger 
nail. When I was a kid, I could hit that at 20 paces with my .22 rifle. Further, why do biopsies at 
all if the results didn’t matter. Something stu nk here, but I agreed to a brain MRI for the 
following day. As for the biopsies and immunotherapy, I tentatively agreed to them until I had 
time to analyze Friedlander’s actions and figure out his game. 

At home I researched the side effects of these two drugs, Opdivo and Yervoy, used in 
combination and called my buddy Blackie. My research and Blackie’s stories of his friends who 
went through such therapy made clear that after spending over 50 years keeping my body in 
shape, I was not about to allow some doctor to pump poisons into it. My primary objective was 
not survival but to stay functional long enough to at least partially finish what I decided to do on 
Candlemas Eve 2001. As a former weight-lifting champion in Florida once said, “Cancer knocks 
you down, but chemo [now iminuno] finishes you off.” I wasn’t going that route. It was my car 
and I was the one holding the keys. 

At about 5:45 pm November 20 th , a couple of hours after the brain MRI, Friedlander calls 
to say that it showed a mild stroke in the occipital lobe (extreme back of the head). He had 
compared this MRI with the November 8 th MRI of the face and neck ordered by Iloreta and saw 
the difference. The November 8 th MRI did not show a problem in the occipital lobe but the new 
MRI did. He added that the new MRI did not show any melanoma but the stroke was dangerous. 
Friedlander asserted he had shown the MRI to a female neurologist who feared that this stroke 
might be the beginnings of a major problem—a “cascade” of strokes. According to Friedlander, 
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she had advised that I immediately go to Mt. Sinai’s emergency room and see its Stroke 
Intervention Team. Friedlander went over a list of symptoms, asking me whether I had 
experienced any—to which I replied no for all of them. The urgency in his voice started me 
thinking that Friedlander has been running a con all along. He wraps his voice in the emotion of 
urgency to push you into doing what he wants—unlike any other doctor I had dealt with but 
typical of girlfriends. 

“If I had a stroke it’s because of those unnecessarily, inconclusive tests you put me 
through,” I angrily replied. Apparently the intentional infliction of emotional distress was one 
driver of his con to manipulate patients into submitting to immunotherapy, and his lying the 
other driver to manipulate Iloreta and Sharma into doing what he wanted. 

At the ER, the neurologists’ team extensively questioned me and did physical ability, 
strength and sensitivity touching tests. One of the neurologist’s first name was Helen, Asian, 
young and pretty—she could touch me anywhere she wanted. ER did blood work, took an EKG 
and did a head CT scan. The neurologists wanted me to undergo an echocardiogram, but to do 
that, I would have to spend the night in the ER. Four hours in that zoo was enough. I chose to 
walk out. Before reaching the door, however, one of the neurologists did her best to scare the 
bejesus out me by listing all the horrors that might occur at home. It was then that I realized 
some doctors rely on two tactics to manipulate their patients into serving the doctors’ interests 
rather than the patients’—false hopes and fear. 

After escaping the ER Cabinet of Dr. Caligari, I was sure Friedlander was running a 
scam, whom I now referred to as Dr. Frankenstein Friedlander. He had initially agreed with the 
plan of doing a full operation to remove the tumor or a limited one to restore breathing followed 
by radiation treatment—the bait. All the while, he intended to drag out the search for more 
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cancer, which meant delay that increased the emotional stress so as to pressure me into becoming 
one of his experiments with immunotherapy. That was the switch. As Blackie said, “He’s trying 
to use you as a guinea pig.” 

Friedlander was not pursuing my interests but his interests. My cancer was a rare form, 
so there weren’t that many human guinea pigs around on which to experiment. The 
immunotherapy would make him money, provide another test case for an academic journal 
article, use me to develop science projects and bogus treatments that furthered his career, and, 
most importantly, curry favor with Bristol-Myers to reward him for suckering another patient 
into taking its costly drugs. Since my functionality was on the line—I ran. Canceled the 
biopsies, the iminuno and went looking elsewhere for treatment. 

My search took me to an old buddy, an oncology doctor. We used to chase girls at NYC 
nightclubs. He said the traditional treatment for this type of cancer was to do surgery first then 
radiation and maybe immunotherapy. Even if the cancer had spread, an operation on the tumor 
often lessens the ongoing spread of the disease. He suggested Memorial Sloan Kettering, New 
York University’s Perimutter Cancer Center and Manhattan Eye, Ear and Throat Hospital. 
Blackie came to the same conclusions after doing research on the treatment and best hospitals. 

Gomy also suggested Sloan or NYU and questioned whether the November 8 th face MRI 
actually showed the same part of the brain as the November 20 th MRI. A neurologist 
subsequently confirmed that the November 8 th scan could not be compared to the November 20 th 
one. The reason was that the scans were like cameras that used different f-stops depending of 
what area they were trying to record. The miniscule stroke was in the back of the brain while the 
November 8 th MRI focused on the face and neck. So Friedlander lied about the stroke occurring 
after the November 8 th MRI. He knew that a stroke subsequent to my pre-screening on 
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November 7 th would prevent an operation on December 6 th , and used that lie to convince Iloreta 
and Sharma to defer treatment to him. At the very least, it would cause more delay—read 
emotional distress—because pre-screening would have to be done again Had the operation 
occurred on December 6 th , Friedlander would have lost a pristine untouched subject on which to 
experiment. 

Shanna and Iloreta essentially parroted Friedlander’s position. Sharma advised doing 
biopsies on the sternum and lower back but cautioned that biopsies only access a tiny area via the 
biopsy needle. So if the results came back negative, there was still the possibility of cancer 
being in those areas. Did Friedlander write this script for her? She suggested that after doing the 
biopsies to then discuss future treatment. Of course, that would occur after December 6 th , the 
last possible day for an operation due to the pre-screening time limit. This young lady could talk 
water out of the desert. 

Later that day, Friedlander’s office contacted me by telephone. Shanna had obviously 
told Friedlander about my telephone call. He was now trying to see whether I was dumb enough 
to follow her suggestion, which would increase the stress of delay and give him another shot of 
making good on his con. The young lady from Friedlander’s office wanted to know what I was 
going to do about treatment. It’s always a girl that these doctors use as their mouth piece—guys 
always think these girls care. Must be a mother thing, but given my mother, it no longer worked 
on me. My response was that I wanted another opinion. She said, “Our invitation is always 
open.” Right, to be a poisoned guinea pig serving Friedlander’s interests and Bristol-Myers’ 
profits. 

Iloreta had a somewhat different interpretation from Sharma on the tests. He said that the 
PET scan showed a chance the cancer had spread. He also looked at the MRIs of the lower back 
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and sternum that showed indications of lesions but saw nothing conclusive that the melanoma 
had spread. He suggested doing a biopsy and if negative then do a second biopsy. With two 
biopsies both negative, he was willing to do an operation attacking just the nasal cavity. But if 
either was positive, there would be no operation even to restore breathing as we had originally 
agreed. Friedlander had gotten to him. 

Even with both biopsies negative, any operation had to be approved by the Mt. Sinai 
Tumor Board. Friedlander appeared to have sufficient political pull to veto any operation 
backed-up by his lie about a post-November 8th stroke, which indicated an increased risk of any 
operation. My time was running out. I didn’t like those odds, so Sloan became my next place to 
request help. 

At Sloan, a pleasant young lady answered the “New Patients” number. Gomy had never 
gotten back to me with a specific doctor’s name. The lady sounded competent, which was a bit 
of a surprise, since generally only around 25% of females are competent and 75% of males. 
Guess many girls are distracted doing their nails. She asked a number of questions and I gave 
her my insurance information. She said they would need the written reports of all the tests Mt. 
Sinai had performed—two Cat scans, one PET scan and four MRIs. That’s where another of 
Friedlander’s tricks on imprisoning his patients occurred. This guy was really turning into my 
number one enemy. 

Mt. Sinai has its own intranet system that allows patients to view the written test results 
and a separate system that allows doctors to view both the written and imagining results. 
Frankenstein Friedlander delayed in putting on the patient system the test results for three MRIs 
that he had ordered: sternum, back and brain. The doctor’s system had them but to access that, I 
needed to be in a Mt. Sinai doctor’s office. So why the delay? Friedlander knew that any other 
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hospital or cancer center would first want all the written reports of the tests before referring me 
to any of its physicians. Any delay in obtaining the reports would increase the stress of my 
condition worsening, which it most definitely would and did given melanoma’s virulent nature. 
Friedlander was still playing a delay game (were he and Judge Salas in cahoots). Friedlander 
clearly knew my stress would escalate knowing that the longer without treatment decreased the 
chances of any possible cure or temporary cure and would continue condemning me to a few 
hours of sleep a night due to the breathing blockage. He was still hoping such would drive me to 
the desperation of immunotherapy. 

Since Friedlander’s written test reports were on the doctor’s system, I made a long put- 
off appointment with my orthopedist. At his office, his assistant printed out the missing reports. 
Armed with all the reports, I dropped them off at Sloan’s office. At first the Sloan lady wanted 
me to fax them because Sloan did not have an office. That seemed strange. It surely was not a 
fly-by-night operation. She relented, however, and gave me an address on First Avenue where to 
drop them off. But she warned that there was no sign to indicate Sloan had a presence there and 
instructed me to push the doorbell for the seventh floor, someone would buzz me in. I was to go 
to the eighth floor desk of a particular female who would put me in a room and get the Sloan 
lady to whom I would give the documents in that room. Must be a CIA operation. 

That done, Sloan then needed the imaginings from the tests. Friedlander had no control 
over that, so it only took a day to obtain the CDs. Sloan, now having all the test results, a 
sincerely nice and competent nurse made appointments for me with two Sloan doctors, a surgeon 
and a medical oncologist. 

At a little after 4 pm on the day before the appointments, this nasty sounding young lady 
from Sloan’s Finance Department calls. 
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“We don’t accept your insurance. If you want to go ahead with tomorrow’s appointments 
it will cost you $1,000 for each.” 

“What are you talking about? I already went through the insurance approval.” 

“Who gave you the approval?” I told her the lady at the New Patients number. 

“Hold on, I’ll try to call her.” 

(Holding on) 

“She’s not in today.” 

Sounded convenient to which I responded, “So you waited until late afternoon on the day 
before the appointments to call and tell me this. Why didn’t you call sooner?” 

No answer, just more of $ 1,000 per appointment. Was this a shake down? 

“I’m dying of cancer and you pull this stunt. Why don’t you just send me a six shooter to 
blow my brains out?” 

Her tone changed, and she actually tried to help. She explained that switching my 
insurance wouldn’t work because the enrollment period had closed five days earlier—December 
7 th . Was there suppose to be irony in that? Friedlander’s delaying con kept coming back to 
haunt me. The same insurance problem surfaced at NYU—AARP Medicare Complete, which 
wasn’t as complete as the name implies, was not accepted there either. I always knew there was 
a reason for not liking AARP besides its socialist propaganda. 

The Sloan finance lady did help by getting out-of-network authorizations from my AARP 
Medicare insurance. But all that took time—more delay, and the authorizations came through 
too late to make appointments in 2018, thanks to Christmas. I knew there was a reason for not 
liking that holiday. 
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The AARP authorizations only covered one-time appointments. For ongoing coverage at 
Sloan, NYU or elsewhere a different insurance plan was needed. This threw me into the 
Medicare insurance morass. I’m a relatively bright guy with two graduate degrees with honors, 
but figuring out which insurance might still be available and which doctors it covered 
approximated the denseness of Leibniz’s modal metaphysics. How could those Federal and State 
bureaucratic idiots make something so complicated? 

Since it was too late to change plans, another option was needed, but time kept ticking 
away as the most virulent form of cancer continued to march toward my brain. Made me feel 
like an infected earthling in the movie Alien . 

Blackie and A1 helped steer my doomed existence to the only insurance possibility. 

Cancel my current insurance, which would throw me back into traditional Medicare A & B and 
buy a Medicare Supplement plan to pick up the remaining 20% of Part B along with the Part A 
deductible. The problem was that none of this coverage would take effect until January 1, 2019, 
and I would lose my prescription plan, but there was no choice. 

Friedlander’s intentional manipulations at imprisoning his human guinea pigs kept on 
ticking. Whenever a doctor sees a patient he writes up a “consultation report.” It summarizes 
the patient’s condition and treatment plan. My oncology buddy told me to request that the 
consultation notes from all three Mt. Sinai doctors be faxed to him. The surgeon and 
radiotherapist did so the next day because that is what N.Y. Public Health Law § 17 requires. As 
for Friedlander, he just ignored it. 

Another of his tricks was that he and his staff never left any voicemail messages. Clearly 
out of fear that someone would use those party opponent statements against him in court to prove 
his pathological malfeasance and lying. 
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By now, any inkling of hope of a cure or temporary cure went out the window. 
Friedlander had boxed me into a corner from which there was no escape—do what he wanted or 
die sooner rather than later because of the delay he intentionally caused. Just before Christmas, I 
chose to die sooner—seemed a fitting present for that time of year. 

Friedlander, cancer’s ally and the drug companies’ shill, had caused a delay in treatment 
for at least two months. Time was running out, but I started researching possible lawsuits such 
as medical malpractice, negligent misrepresentation, fraud and intentional infliction of emotional 
distress. After talking with a couple of lawyers who did malpractice work, they declined to take 
the case. That left me with bringing my own. The problem was I wouldn’t be around long 
enough. Such a case would take a few years just in the trial court, and, of course, Dr. 
Frankenstein’s lawyer would delay, delay and delay until I dropped dead. So instead, I filed a 
complaint against Dr. Frankenstein with the Office of Professional Medical Conduct at the N.Y. 
State Department of Health and sent a copy to Mt. Sinai’s CEO. Mt. Sinai did nothing, other 
than send me a PR letter from its “Director of Service Excellence.” The Department of Health, 
however, started an investigation. 

So what does this most boring personal problem have to do with the draft case? After 
going through numerous doctor appointments, medical tests pumping radioactivity and other 
drugs into me while being inundated with radiation, and the continuing lack of sleep, it became 
clear that my traditional law practice was over. The problem as Blackie pointed out, is that you 
think about the illness all the time, trying to figure out your next move, which shouldn’t include 
moving boulders. For me, my mind had always been preoccupied with my cases, now they were 
just an afterthought. Not wanting to leave my co-ed client in the draft case twisting in the wind, 

I needed to find an attorney to replace me on my demise. Not the ending I had assumed when 
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the case started, but bad luck condemned it to the black hole of Salas’s court—where cases go to 
die. 

On the medical side, since Mt. Sinai was the place were people go to suffer undo death, I 
started looking for any surgeon not connected with Mt. Sinai who would remove at least some of 
the tumor allowing me a near nonnal sleep that would enable me to partially finish what began 
so long ago. 

Looking for a little escape from these horrors, my oncology buddy and I planned to hit a 
nightclub in Queens on New Year’s Eve 2018. That New Year’s Eve turned out different from 
all the others over all the years. The tumor decided to start bleeding, sending blood flowing out 
my right nostril. Dripping blood like a vampire who had just supped wouldn’t exactly go over 
well with the girls, so I canceled. 

In 2019, my insurance apparently changed. Apparently because no one at 
UnitedHeathcare or Medicare were able to give consistent answers. The answers always 
changed with the person. A1 said he once went to a seminar addressed by the head of Medicare 
for New York who admitted that not even he knew all the ins and outs of the program. 

My first appointment in January 2019 was with the surgeon that Sloan had assigned me. 
He wasn’t the one I requested, but Sloan’s administration, similar to Obamacare, assigns you a 
doctor. Take it or leave it. The surgeon was also a medical oncologist like Friedlander and had 
reviewed the records provided to Sloan. 

After the introductions, I said, “Given my situation and the uncertainty of how much time 
I have left, it’s necessary for me to arrange my cases so that they can be handed-off to other 
attorneys. To do this, I need to be functional—meaning capable of acting as a lawyer until the 
cases are transferred. The tumor in the right nasal cavity is blocking any breathing through it. 
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That inability to breathe allows me only 3 to 4 hours of sleep a night because of my alternative 
breathing pattern. Such sleep deprivation is negatively impacting my functioning as a lawyer, 
putting my affairs in order, and maintaining a semblance of quality of life, such as physical 
activity. What I need first off is a palliative operation to restore at least temporarily my 
breathing.” (My oncology pal told me to use that word. In the law, we use mitigate.) 

The Sloan surgeon said, “I understand your objective, but we as physicians also have an 
objective not to do something that does not cure the disease.” 

To which I thought, “It’s my life not yours, so my objective takes precedence.” This guy 
was looking like another Friedlander who just wanted a lab rat. 

The surgeon continued, “Immunotherapy will treat the whole body for any other cancer 
that has spread. It can shrink the tumor and offers the best chance of extending a patient’s life.” 
This was his “false promise” tactic that duplicitously left out “quality of life.” 

I countered, “There’s no reliable statistics on immunotherapy shrinking a tumor. It may, 
it may not, and no studies show the time it might take even if it does actually shrink a tumor. All 
the evidence is anecdotal.” 

This surgeon/medical oncologist then resorted to the other manipulation that some cancer 
doctors use to make a patient do what serves their interests as opposed to the patient’s—fear. 

“An operation could show that there is leakage from the brain, which will make it a major 
operation with significant risks—possible loss of sight, impairment of the brain or injury to 
nerves.” 

“I’ll take the risk,” thinking he didn’t go into the risks of immunotherapy because that 
was what he wanted to do. 
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I then asked two questions: “If I don’t have medical treatment, how long will I live?” 

His face registered shock. Apparently, he’s accustomed to patients so desperate to live that they 
accept his statements as gospel. 

“I have no way of knowing.” 

My second question brought home the point that I was about to walk out. “How will I 
know I am near the end by not having any medical treatment?” He mentioned a few 
consequences of which I already knew. 

Having undercut his smug arrogance by making him realize I was not about to blindly 
follow his dictates, I offered him a deal. 

“Do the palliative operation to restore my quality of life, at least temporarily, and I will 
consent to any experimental procedure you want.” Of course I had my lingers crossed behind 
my back. I might or might not go with the immunotherapy. It depended on whether I had 
accomplished the things I wanted to do before embarking for Dante’s Eighth circle. Realizing he 
would lose this human guinea pig with a rare fonn of cancer, he steps out to call Sloan’s medical 
oncologist to whom I had also been assigned. After the call, he agreed and arranged for me to 
see that medical oncologist right away. Apparently at Sloan as at Mt. Sinai, the medical 
oncologist is the boss. 

The medical oncologist was considerate and agreed to the palliative operation. She also 
knew Friedlander and said my melanoma was at stage four. None of the other doctors mentioned 
that, but my doom was clear to me from the biopsy in October and my ENT showing me the CT 
scan back then. 

The next day brought me to NYU’s cancer center to meet with a very considerate nurse 
and doctor. The manipulation, however, consisted of anecdotal examples of miraculous 
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recoveries from immunotherapy alone. “It reduced or eliminated patients’ tumors while 
destroying cancer in other parts of their bodies.” NYU’s treatment plan for me was once again 
playing craps with immunotherapy to eliminate the tumor and destroy the cancer allegedly in 
other parts of my body. 

So far, three medical oncologists from three different reputable hospitals all pushed the 
same Bristol-Myers drugs. Could all three be on that company’s payroll, either directly or 
indirectly? Dr. Frankenstein Friedlander was—he owned stock in Bristol-Myers and other major 
drug companies pushing immunotherapy drugs. Or was it just the trendy new miracle cure 
touted by a profession dependent on drug company grants. 

Blackie went through a similar situation for a life-threatening condition. The doctors said 
they had a new miracle treatment using radiation. All it did was put him through years of 
misery. The medical profession subsequently trashed the procedure, and it’s no longer used. 

How much misery did that medical stupidity or bribery cause? 

I had always thought that doctors were supposed to relieve suffering, not prolong it to 
serve their monetary and research interests. Yet three reputable medical institutions, Mt. Sinai, 
Sloan Kettering and NYU Langone didn’t give a damn about what suffering I was going through. 
All they cared about was conning another human being into being a lab-rat for the latest trendy 
unproven cancer treatment. The cancer profession was reminding me of used car salesmen. 

There was one more oncology surgeon to try. The one my instinct told me to go with at 
the beginning but didn’t. He was sharp, understood my position and agreed that a patient’s 
quality of life was crucial. His nurse was competent, nice and an attractive blonde—too bad I 
wasn’t younger. They functioned the way I remembered doctors and nurses used to—focusing 
on the patient’s problems rather than viewing a patient as just another brick in the wall of their 
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careers and bank accounts. So I went with their treatment plan and canceled the Sloan operation. 
Why have a surgeon operate on me who didn’t want to do the operation. Also politely told NYU 
thanks but no thanks. 

Before the operation, the surgeon referred me to a medical oncologist at Columbia 
Presbyterian. Just the title “medical oncologist” gave me trepidation after my prior experiences 
with these specialists, so I was once again ready to walk. This oncologist at least appeared to be 
the opposite of the other three. Friedlander was a con artist, and both Sloan and NYU wanted to 
do immunotherapy first and have me wait to see whether it actually shrunk the tumor regardless 
of the impact the side effects would have on my life. The Columbia doctor understood the need 
for me to get enough sleep to put my cases in shape for another attorney and maintain a 
semblance of whatever quality of life remained. He even thought the draft case was interesting. 
He also said there were a number of different drugs used in immunotherapy, not just Bristol- 
Myers’ Opdivo and Yervoy, which depended on the patient’s condition, but we would talk about 
that after the operation. 

The surgeon scheduled the operation. Then, just days before surgery, pre-screening 
demanded a doctor’s note (sounded like grammar school) that even with the mild stroke, my 
body was in good enough shape to undergo the operation. Gorny, my PCP, was the logical 
choice. He had been my doctor for 19 years, treated numerous injuries from old boys’ rugby 
games, martial arts, hip-hop and a few fist fights. He clearly knew my physical condition better 
than anyone. In addition, he earlier told me that the stroke would not impact an operation on the 
tumor. So what does this Mt. Sinai doctor do? He refuses to provide clearance for the operation 
the day before surgery—unbelievable. As a result the operation is put off—more delay. 
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What’s with these Mt. Sinai doctors? Freudian slips began sneaking into my 
conversations with medical personnel substituting Mount St. Helens for Mount Sinai. The 
actions of that con artist Friedlander just kept-on plaguing me. 

Since that miniscule stroke may have been caused by a blood clot from the heart or an 
artery leading to the brain, the surgeon’s nurse, not one to waste time, arranged an appointment 
with a cardiologist for the next day, the day the surgery would have occurred but for Gomy. The 
cardiologist was sharp and knew her stuff. 

I explained Friedlander’s delay of inconclusive tests that prevented an operation. 

“He was basically just trying to use me as a ... ,” and simultaneously we both said 
“guinea pig.” She knew the ways of doctors like Friedlander. 

She also highly recommended my current surgeon as someone who had operated 
successfully on a couple of her relatives. 

Armed with my echo cardiogram and other infonnation, she used a program to estimate 
the chances that my physical shape couldn’t handle the operation. It was 0.9% that there would 
be a problem. Gorny, who also had access to my echo cardiogram since he ordered it, should 
invest in such a program. 

The January 22, 2019, operation was on again but almost off again due to a refugee from 
the caravan who could not speak English or understand how things work in America. She 
refused to accept my NYS Court ID as proof that my last name was “Den Hollander” and not 
“Hollander” as the DMV had recorded. Illegals usually have four or five words in their names; 
she should have understood. But they refuse to because they hate gringos for building a superior 
country and give us a hard time whenever they can. Her immediate boss, however, was an 
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American steeped in our ways and concluded that if they changed my name in their records to 
match my DMV license, then insurance would not pay. Ah, the power of the buck. 

Everybody else was very competent and considerate, and the operation went off without a 
hitch. Afterwards, my surgeon said he couldn’t understand why no one else would operate and 
added that he couldn’t imagine the suffering I had gone through. Since my first appointment 
with Dr. Fra nk enstein Friedlander two months earlier, the tumor had grown 270%. Melanoma 
cancer cells still remained because a radical operation in my head would have turned me into 
what my high school Spanish teacher called me—a vegetable. Radiation would be needed to 
deal with the remaining melanoma cells. The question of course is could it all have been 
removed back when Iloreta first wanted to operate, November 15, 2018? 

The Columbia medical oncologist recommended a radiation doctor, Horia Vulpe, with 
whom he works. On my first visit, Vulpe explained the procedure and the initial preparation for 
it. He was young, Romanian, and seemed to be a decent guy interested in helping his patients. 

He added that the radiation shouldn’t start until a month after the operation. Meanwhile, he had 
to present my case to Columbia University’s Tumor Board. The board meets monthly at the 
Columbia University Medical Center. It is made up of skull base tumor experts that determine 
the “optimal treatment” for individual patients. According to Columbia, “the tumor board is able 
to make patient-centered decisions that are less biased by a particular provider’s personal 
experience or specialty.” Terrific, now a committee was making decisions about my life. 

On my second visit, a month after the operation and arranging my life for weeks of 
radiation, five days a week, and fully expecting to begin the medical preparation for it— 
everything changed. Vulpe was no longer gun-ho to get moving with the treatment, but said he 
wanted to do more testing to find out whether the melanoma had spread. Here we go again, I 
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thought —deja vu Dr. Frankenstein. Vulpe also seemed in a rush to get through my visit. Was 
something going on behind the scenes to manipulate me into doing immuno? Was Columbia just 
another sell-out cancer institution acting as a front for drug company experiments and patient 
exploitation that transferred insurance dollars into drug company pockets, and, of course, 
Columbia’s pockets by way of a quid pro quo arrangement? Then again, maybe Vulpe and 
Friedlander were in cahoots. Vulpe knew about Friedlander because he had asked about my Mt. 
Sinai experience, which I told him, complete with my reference to Friedlander as Dr. 
Frankenstein. But a conspiracy between these two—that seemed highly unlikely. 

The first test ordered by Vulpe was the proverbial PET scan. The MRIs were scheduled 
for two weeks later. The problem with the MRIs was that Vulpe’s office scheduled them all for 
one session lasting three hours. At the MRI unit at Columbia Presbyterian, the technician said, 
“This is too much for one person at once. We’re not going to do all these MRIs in one sitting. 
The body just can’t take it.” So they did an hour and a half for the face and neck MRIs and 
scheduled me for another session a week later. The face and neck MRIs were necessary for 
Vulpe to start radiation treatment while the next session would focus on whether the cancer had 
spread. 

The following week, the MRI technician told me that only the back would be scanned. 

“What about the sternum?” I asked. 

She answered, “It’s just going to be your back from below the neck to the bottom. 

There’s no sternum or chest MRI ordered.” 

That was strange. Why didn’t Vulpe also order an MRI of the sternum? Dr. 

Frankenstein had emphasized that Mt. Sinai’s PET scan showed “nail size lesions in the 
sternum.” Then again, given his pathological conning, maybe not so strange. Dr. Frankenstein 
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had relied more on the fear tactic of cancer spreading to the sternum than my lower back because 
I had a great explanation for the lower back lesions not being cancer—rugby. Now a Columbia 
doctor had decided that a sternum MRI was not necessary for determining whether the melanoma 
had spread. Why? 

MRIs show whether there is a mass of tissue in the body where one does not belong. It 
may or may not be cancer. PET scans on the other hand claim to indicate the presence of cancer 
but are notoriously inaccurate. They use a measurement called “standardized uptake value” or 
SUV to indicate whether an area might, I repeat might, be cancerous. They should really call it 
SVU. They inject you with a radioactive substance, usually sugar from the Alamogordo Dessert. 
The PET measures how much radioactivity was absorbed in an area compared to the rest of the 
body. An SUV above 2.5 can indicate cancer. However, there are a lot of problems with this 
measurement, not the least of which are false-positives indicating cancer, but after the patient 
dies, an autopsy shows no cancer. Also, an SUV above 2.5 can result from infection, 
inflammation, autoimmune processes, sarcoidosis, benign tumors or injuries. In my case, the Mt. 
Sinai PET showed 4.7 for the sternum, 4.6 for the lower back and 11 for the nasal cavity, which 
everyone already knew was cancer. The Columbia PET was 4.0 for the sternum and 4.6 for the 
lower back and the nasal cavity was 6.6 absent the tumor. 

No matter what a PET or MRI shows, the only way to confirm cancer is with a biopsy. 

Vulpe said he wanted biopsies of the sternum and lower back—sound familiar. The 
scheduling office for Columbia called me about the upcoming biopsies. 

“Your biopsies are scheduled for 8:30 am this coming Tuesday,” the young lady from the 
scheduling unit told me on the Friday morning, the weekend before the biopsies. 
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“How do you know I don’t have to be in court that day? Aren’t you supposed to work 
out your scheduling with the patient?” 

“Well, it’s set for Tuesday, but before the biopsies you need to have blood tests done.” 

“And where do I get the tests done before Tuesday?” 

“You can do the tests here. Also you need an escort home after the biopsies because 
you’ll be given sedation.” 

“Friday, before an operation for Tuesday morning, I’m supposed to find an escort. 

People I know work, they can’t just drop everything on a moment’s notice. What if I can’t come 
up with an escort—do I try the yellow pages?” 

“Then we’ll have to cut back on the sedation and it will be more uncomfortable.” 

“You mean it will be more painful.” 

“Yes.” These medical people always use “uncomfortable” to mean pain. 

“Let me get back to you if I can find an escort.” 

Needless to say, I couldn’t find an escort on such short notice, but A1 was willing to do it 
later in the same week of the scheduled biopsies. So I called the scheduling office ditz back but 
had a real hard time getting through. Someone picked up the phone a couple of times but didn’t 
say anything. I waited and waited, “Hello, hello.” Nothing. When I finally got a live but 
moronic person in scheduling on the phone, she immediately transferred me somewhere without 
even letting me explain the reason for my call. The person to whom I was transferred, who was 
naturally in the wrong department, transferred me back. Eventually I got through on the 
following Monday, but the incompetents in Columbia’s scheduling office arranged for the blood 
tests on Tuesday, so the biopsies were off. 
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After the blood tests, I never heard back from Columbia’s scheduling office, so I called 
Vulpe’s office—twice. No one who was alive ever answered that phone. So my messages went 
to voicemail asking when the biopsies would be and when Vulpe would start my radiation 
treatment. After all, the reason for seeing him was radiation treatment—not another Mt. Sinai 
run-around. 

Called Vulpe’s office a third time, but still no living person answered, so I left another 
useless voicemail. None of these delays made any sense. Radiation treatment should have 
started February 22 nd , now it was the end of March, and every minute melanoma was moving 
toward my brain. So I went looking for another radiation oncologist by calling my surgeon’s 
nurse navigator to complain about Vulpe’s delays and asking for a recommendation for another 
radiation oncologist. My surgeon had previously been a power at Columbia before moving over 
to Manhattan Eye, Ear and Throat Hospital. A couple of days later, Vulpe called me to arrange 
for a CT scan needed as preparation to start the radiation treatment. Nothing like knowing 
influential people. 

At my third visit with Vulpe for the CT scan, he provided a logical reason for 
determining whether the cancer had spread. If it had not spread, then he would try to kill all the 
melanoma left in my head; if it had, then the treatment would not be as aggressive, which made 
sense because in that case I was dead anyway. Whichever, I made clear to him that my 
functionality was primary—not longevity, and that I was not doing iinmuno. 

“We’ll deal with that later,” he said. “Right now, you need to reschedule the biopsies.” 

I said, “After my experience with Columbia’s scheduling office, I’m not doing it.” 

“Alright, try the front desk or one of the nurses to schedule it.” 
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A nurse in the CT scan section decided to dare the gauntlet of idiots and the brain dead in 
scheduling to arrange for the biopsies. After much delay and her clear frustration over the 
telephone, she managed to set-up the biopsies. 

Columbia’s Interventional Radiology Division handled biopsies—a group of competent 
and considerate medical professionals. 

The doctor said, “We’re just going to biopsy your sternum.” 

“What about the lower back,” I said after lying face down on the table. 

He replied, “If we don’t find what we’re looking for in the sternum, then we’ll try the 
lower back.” So I turned over. 

To which I thought, and if there’s nothing in the lower back, what’s next, my knees, then 
my feet—where does it end? Conspiracy theories whirled in my head thanks to the experience 
with Dr. Frankenstein. Was all of this part of Columbia’s Tumor Board and Vulpe’s strategy of 
delay to stress me into relenting to immuno that would make money for Columbia and the drug 
companies? Had I escaped one bait & switch to fall into another in which the bait was radiation 
therapy, which likely would eliminate some or all of the cancer in my head, and the switch was 
again immuno? The tumor operation was January 22nd, so radiation should have started 
February 22nd. Vulpe’s additional testing and his less than efficient office had delayed the 
treatment, which was now set to start on April 1—were the fates mocking me? The prospect of 
more biopsies and the accompanying delays made me decide that if radiation didn’t start the first 
week in April, then I was walking. I’d try to find a radiation oncologist who would start 
treatment immediately, but if I couldn’t, then I’d do without. 

That contingency plan didn’t happen. The biopsy found what Columbia and Vulpe 
wanted to find—melanoma in my sternum, or so it said. All the results of all the tests that 
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Columbia conducted showed up almost immediately on the section of a medical intranet to 
which I had access—all except the biopsy. For the biopsy report and the accompanying slides, 
the old fashion way was required—telephone and U.S. Post. Sure enough, it stated “Metastatic 
Melanoma,” and later on in the report that I was a prime candidate—guinea pig—for 
immunotherapy using the same two chemicals Dr. Frankenstein, Sloan Kettering and NYU 
Langone had pushed—Bristol-Meyers’ Opdivo and Yervoy. That was never going to happen, 
which I made clear to Vulpe. But what were the odds that four different institutions would push 
the same two chemicals to treat my mucosal melanoma? Especially, when there were no reliable 
statistics or dedicated clinical trials on the effectiveness of those chemicals for mucosal 
melanoma. The reason there were none is that those two chemicals were used to treat skin 
melanoma—that’s not the melanoma I have, which is genetically different. The only logical 
conclusion is that each and every institution, except for the one where my surgeon was a boss, 
wanted to use me as a lab-rat to see if those two poisons worked on mucosal melanoma. 

Now, if they had offered me 50% of what Bristol-Meyers would make by pumping those 
poisons into me, good chance I would have agreed. After all, my life was over. Why not use the 
money for hitting strip clubs, like the good old days in Russia. But no, they had to try conning 
me, and was delay the full-extent of Columbia’s con? Vulpe kept bringing up combining 
radiation with the imrnuno to be administered by the Columbia medical oncologist, but I kept 
telling him no way. After radiation, I would find my own way into oblivion. 

Three weeks of radiation was not exactly pleasant, although the technicians, nurses and 
the front desk were great. I couldn’t see how they did it. Everyday, one doomed patient after 
another, but they kept a smile on their faces and a perkiness that lifted even my nihilistic attitude. 
I actually looked forward to seeing them, maybe because they laughed at my jokes. Amazing 
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that going for radiation, which made the inside of my mouth feel like I had been chewing on a 
cactus, was something to anticipate. The world still produces, now and then, human beings. 

Vulpe, on the other hand, was a different story. The worst part of radiation was Vulpe’s 
failure to give me some instructions during it. As a result, seven days into the radiation, the right 
side of my tongue felt like it had been sliced and diced. I—not Vulpe—came up with the idea to 
mitigate further damage to my tongue, which had nothing to do with the cancer—keep it lying 
flat and off to the left out of the way of the radiation. Worse, there were medical techniques to 
protect the tongue from radiation, such as a mouth piece with a tongue depressor or medications 
used to coat the tongue. Vulpe didn’t use any of them on me, didn’t tell me about any of them, 
and didn’t warn me about what could happen to my tongue. Why? 

When I visited my surgeon after the radiation and showed him the injury to my tongue, 
he got angry. Asked me for Vulpe’s telephone number, which I gave him. I didn’t witness the 
call, but I’m sure he bawled out Vulpe. The location of the injury made no sense. The cancer 
was in the right nasal cavity—not the mouth or the tongue. 

So, was Vulpe an East European incompetent? At first, I thought yes, but then I looked 
back on what transpired when the tongue pain started. Vulpe prescribed a topical mouthwash 
that was useless beyond 15 minutes of using it. He then prescribed a bottle of morphine, which 
made me sick, and replaced that with a bottle of oxycodone. 

Oxycodone was no stranger. After the turbinate operation, I took it in pill form—one in 
the morning and one in the evening. It relieves pain alright, but the real danger is that it makes 
reality look great. When I awoke in the middle of the night craving another pill—something that 
never occurred during my druggie days in college—I threw the remaining bottle of 40 pills in the 
garbage. No way, I’d ever try that stuff again. 
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My conclusion is that Vulpe intended to slice and dice my tongue so that I’d end up on 
either morphine or oxycodone, taken every four hours, which would turn me into a malleable 
patient lacking in critical thinking or a desire for the truth about what he and Columbia were 
scheming. His con didn’t work. But eight weeks of near constant pain from the tongue injury, 
which required eating only baby food, oatmeal, applesauce, yogurt and macaroni and cheese, 
made me curse this monster out of the show Supernatural everyday. Even talking was painful, 
which is what lawyers do a lot. 

Vulpe now became Dr. Vulture, hope that species doesn’t consider it an insult. Dr. 
Vulture was one smooth operator who would have sold a lot of used cars if he had chosen that 
profession. At our last meeting, most likely assuming I was stoned on oxycodone, he even tried 
to convince me to continue with radiation, but to the lower back, and to start immunotherapy. 

“How do you know my lower back even has a cancerous tumor?” I asked. 

“It’s there,” he said in a voice of over-confidence of the liar. 

Now it was clear why he didn’t have a lower back biopsy done. If a biopsy had been 
done and was negative, then there was no chance of getting me to agree to lower back radiation. 

So without any reliable evidence of cancer in my back, Dr. Vulture then resorted to one 
of the two psychological methods so often used by oncologists—the fear tactic. In response to 
my questions, he actually estimated how much life I had left without more radiation and 
immunotherapy—six months. That was a surprise—not the six months, but that no other 
oncologist, other than my pal, would even make an estimate. 

It was an obvious trick I had been expecting—low balling. But even if he was right, I 
didn’t care, since it gave time to do that which I intended. Dr. Vulture, however, was trickier 
than that. 
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He emphasized that without the lower back radiation and immunotherapy, the cancer 
would likely paralyze me—making my legs useless. “The moment you feel any tingling in your 
legs, come see me immediately, so we can prevent any paralysis.” 

This guy was as good as any girl I had known at manipulation. First he obtained the 
information on my life-style in the disguise of preserving my “quality of life.” He knew that 
nearly everyday I had to travel on my legs to the law library or court. He knew that once a week 
I ran wind sprints on my legs and attended boxing class on my legs. He also knew I was being 
treated by a spinal institute for the old rugby injury that misaligned one of my lower vertebras 
and hurt nearly everyday. One of the symptoms the spinal institute told me to watch out for was 
“tingling in my legs,” which Dr. Vulture knew. So he mixed that all up into a fear tactic meant 
to manipulate me—assuming I was stoned on the oxycodone he prescribed—into doing what 
made him and Columbia money: radiation and immunotherapy. None of the other nine 
oncologists I saw ever raised a paralysis issue. If the problem actually arises before my death, 
I'll go to the spinal institute—not Dr. Vulture. 

Vulture’s radiation had ended on a Friday and the following Monday the office of the 
Columbia medical oncologist who does immunotherapy called to make an appointment for me. 
Coincidence—I doubt it. More likely, these two hatched the con to get me on morphine or 
oxycodone so as to make me amendable to immunotherapy and more radiation. 

Both Frankenstein and Vulture played with my life in order to make money and further 
their hospitals’ quid pro quo relationships with the drug companies. They didn’t give a damn 
about me. 

This end of life experience taught me that a deadly conformity of belief has infected the 
cancer profession. Most doctors buy into the hype of immunotherapy as a cure. There is a 
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systemic conspiracy among cancer institutions and the drug companies. Both make lots of 
money and gain fame pushing today’s alleged magic bullet for cancer. It’s always been the same 
old scam with most cancer doctors, institutions and medical companies. Create an illusion that 
medicine has finally discovered the cure for cancer, sell it to the public, and everybody involved 
makes a lot of money while the patients die miserably—often from the new-improved bogus 
treatments. In the past, there were radical mastectomies, anti-viral drugs, chemotherapy and now 
immunotherapy. If you want to find out the truth about any alleged cancer miracle, ask the 
technicians—not the doctors—who work at these institutions. 

The neurology profession didn’t appear to be much better—exploit the patients with 
multiple tests to meet the medical “test or perish” requirement (similar to academia’s publish or 
perish rule). 

To deal with the non-symptom, miniscule stroke, I visited a neurologist at NYU’s stroke 
center before Dr. Vulture’s “slice-n-dice” radiation started. The center had a good reputation and 
was just 20 blocks up First Avenue from my apartment. She was cute, always a plus, and Asian, 
so at the upper end of the bell curve. She showed me my brain MRI and pointed out the small 
area where a blood vessel had burst. Twenty years ago, the technology wouldn’t even have 
found it because it was so small. Strokes happen when clots build up in a blood vessel that block 
the flow, so the vessel bursts. 

She asked about any symptoms. 

“No, no head aches outside of the usual for lawyers, no numbness, no black outs—I 
haven’t drunk that much in years.” I answered. 

“Are you physically active?” 
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“Once a week, I do wind-sprints, and once a week I take a boxing class. I don’t spare, 
just train the way boxers do—heavy bag, pads, double under bag, and exercises for an hour.” 
Looking back, I wish I had kept my mouth shut, but I thought she’d be impressed and needed to 
know. 

“The first thing we need to do is determine the cause of this stroke. There are two 
possibilities: cancer, because it causes the blood to thicken, which increases the chance of a clot 
in the brain, and . . .” 

That made sense, since the cardiologist had told me the same. 

“. . . or you’re doing too much physical activity for someone your age.” 

That made no sense, and my suspicion antenna went off. 

“When people around your age exercise too much, their hearts may become arrhythmic. 
Some beats come too quickly causing an increase in pressure that causes a blood clot to break off 
and travel to the brain causing a stroke. In order to detennine whether you have arrhythmia, we 
need to monitor your heart for a month.” 

“I’m not stopping the wind-sprints and definitely not stopping boxing.” 

“You can continue with your usual activities, but you’ll be wearing a patch on your chest 
that sends a signal to a monitor that records the rate of your heart beats.” 

I went along with this tentatively, and she referred me to another neurologist who handles 
patch monitoring—talk about specialization. 

The second neurologist provided the patch and a cell phone that picked up the signals 
from the patch on my chest and sent them to—where else—a computer. The second neurologist 
also added that the cause of the stroke might be a hole in my heart, and that I should undergo a 
special test for such. I almost laughed in his face. I’ve been playing sports since I was kid— 
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never did anything like a hole in my heart come up. One of my girl friends had been bom with 
one, but that’s the closet I ever got. This neurologist was just another doctor pushing 
unnecessary tests to make more money or comply with the test or perish rule in the medical 
profession. 

The following day, I put the patch on just above my heart. Next day, did my wind- 
sprints—guess who called? The monitoring company, which I ignored. Two days later the 
monitoring neurologist called. 

“Sunday your heart rate went up well over 100, what was going on?” 

“As I told you and the other NYU neurologist, I do wind-sprints. That’s what wind- 
sprints do.” 

“Did you ever have a stress test?” 

“Sure years ago.” 

“You should come in for a stress test.” 

“I’ll deal with that later.” 

This guy was really pushing my patience. One of the purposes of wind-sprints and 
boxing is to keep your heart in shape. I do wind-sprints and because my heart rate goes up, he 
wants a stress test—no way. All this neurologist was doing was adding to my stress by implying 
something was wrong when it wasn’t. Like Dr. Frankenstein, he hoped I’d relent just to relieve 
the stress he intentionally caused by doing whatever stupid thing he wanted because it would 
make him money and he’d look good to the hospital administrators. No way! 

To prepare for the upcoming radiation treatment, Dr. Vulture needed a three dimensional 
map of my head to highlight the melanoma, which meant a specialized CT scan. That required 
taking the monitoring patch off. According to the NYU neurologists, it could be taken off and 
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then put back on at any time. So off it went, did the CT prep scan and put it back on. Later that 
night the monitoring cell phone starts beating. It was not receiving signals from the patch. I 
called the monitoring company, twice—do this, it didn’t work, so now “we’ll trouble shoot.” 
Then I realized. Strokes are caused by stress, and this test involving a computer not doing what 
it was supposed to was causing plenty of stress. Not only was I fighting doctors using fear 
tactics to manipulate me into taking unnecessary, time consuming tests and unproven drugs, but I 
was also now fighting another computer. I had enough computers in my life to fight—I canceled 
the test, terminated the “test or perish” neurologist and kissed (unfortunately not literally) the 
Asian neurologist goodbye. 

All this medical lunacy made me realize that most of the time when a patient visits a 
doctor, the doctor jumps for the insurance money by exploiting the patient. Through false hopes 
and fear tactics, the doctor manipulates the patient into numerous useless tests and visits along 
with suckering the patient into becoming the doctor’s latest guinea-pig. The patient goes through 
hell, stupidly believing the doctor is trying to help him rather than con him. 

No girl ever jerked me around as much as the medical profession at Mt. Sinai, Sloan, 
NYU and Columbia. Shakespeare obviously mistakenly wrote in Henry VI , “The first thing we 
do, let’s kill all the lawyers.” He must have meant “doctors.” Sure some lawyers will rob you, 
but plenty of doctors will torture, exploit and even kill you. 

(I Can’t Get No) Satisfaction 
MPHS Class of 1965, Reunion or Unfinished Fates 

Toward the end of my existence with just another stupid and futile thing to do, my high 
school class held, what was for me, its final goodbye reunion. 
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Back in 1965, we had a lot of potential and were looking forward to the future. The girls 
were young and hot. The guys got into fights. But now, half a century later, nearly everyone 
was decrepit, or near so, and the girls were unrecognizable, as though they had gone to plastic 
surgeons to disguise their looks. In talking with some of them, I kept thinking, “I remember your 
name, your voice, and how you looked, but this can’t be you.” The destruction of time was 
clear. 

There were tragedies along the line—guys died before their time, especially in Vietnam. 
Girls and guys failed in their dreams, families grew and fell apart, and memories of youth 
haunted all with a surreal realism. 

A girl in our class and I were enemies back then. She was using the power pretty young 
girls always possess to tame a young guy—my best friend, by turning him into a well-respected 
man through marriage and children. I was trying to convince him to hold onto his spirit of a wild 
man, knowing that we had a lot of adventurers ahead of us if he stayed free. But she won and the 
last time I saw him was when I acted as an usher at their wedding. 

There was a deeper reason to keep those two from marrying. At the reunion, she told me 
of the disaster that resulted from their union—two dead children from two diseases, the 
inevitable divorce, and eventually my buddy’s death from cancer to a brain that coined the 
phrase “it’s all relative” and invented the means for scarring Bergen County with U.F.O. 
sightings. MPHS’s own Orson Welles. She had won initially, but in the end she lost. How 
different it would have been if I had won—for both of them. 

Now she was driving me to the Ridgewood bus station after the reunion. Somehow a 
fitting end to an old unfinished battle. “You’ve had an interesting life,” she said. “Yes, it was 
somewhat interesting, but fundamentally irrelevant,” I replied. 
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She dropped me at the bus station around eleven at night. We said out goodbyes. There 
were a couple of other people waiting for the bus to the City, but it was as quiet as a graveyard 
on a warm summer’s night. I’m standing where I’ve stood a hundred times before—looking 
across the lamp-lit street at the trees of Van Neste Park, wondering “What’s the point?” 
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Epilogue 


For What It’s Worth 

Enough of these meaningless distractions, looking back over my life, I understand how I 
ended up one of the leftovers of humanity with nothing to look forward to and nothing of value 
to remember. The dysfunctional emotional and stress response pattern my mother put into my 
head had always pushed me in the wrong direction, making impossible, or at least highly 
unlikely, the pursuit of my first-best destiny. Now, like most Americans, I am a nobody with no 
power. 

No more chances now, if there ever really were any, for glory and fortune, but maybe a 
little old time justice as in all those 1950s television westerns I watched as a kid when the lone 
cowboy refused to give up without a fight. It’s always a choice between courage and cowardice. 
A man can’t win a fight by running away from it. 

Life is the most interesting experience a man can come across, so it makes no sense to 
hide from it. Living is the ultimate adventure and death the prize that awaits us all. My 
approaching minor reckoning with that vein of evil running through America promises a new 
adventure, one that, despite the fears emanating from the internal parents, I don’t want to miss. 
There has been a joy in fighting everybody who violates my rights, especially the Feminazis, but 
nothing in this life matters anymore. All the illusions and false hopes no longer hold sway. 
Death’s hand is on my left shoulder as it walks beside me, and that’s just fine. The only problem 
with a life lived too long under Feminazi rule is that a man ends up with so many enemies he 
can’t even the score with all of them. But law school and the media taught me how to prioritize. 

All I ever wanted of females from mother to wife was someone to trust, but all I got was 
duplicity, treachery, infidelity and ruthless self-interest. The feminine evil pounds every guy in 
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an effort to subjugate them to female whims and sacrifice them to female desires. Girls cause 
more harm than they are capable of imagining because they don’t care. To them, men just don’t 
count. For broads it’s always me, me, me. They can’t see a world that doesn’t center on them. 
They believe men exist solely as a tool to gratify their vanity of greed and lust for power. I 
showed weakness in not slapping the Commie Ho around or escaping from my sociopathic 
mother, and as Russia’s President Putin said after the slaughter in Beslan, “The weak are always 
defeated.” 

As for that more virulent form of feminine evil—the Feminazis, I despise them! Despise 
them for the harm they have intentionally done to men in their effort to create a tyranny over us. 
Until my last dollar or last breath, I will fight them, and if there is anything after death, I will 
fight them for eternity. If you think the Feminazis haven’t subverted American institutions 
against men, then look back on what I’ve written and switch the sexes. Make me an American 
girl and the Commie Ho a Russian mafia male pimp. Do you think it all would have turned out 
the same? Not likely. 

So what’s the moral: If a man wants to succeed in America, live an enjoyable, 
worthwhile life and have a chance at happiness, he must pursue his first best destiny, stay in 
shape and utilize girls only for partying; after all, “girl” is just a four-letter word. And remember 
above all else that no good deed done for a girl goes unpunished. At the end of every day 
Darkness conquers the light, but that’s no reason not to fight back as a Cheshire grin spreads 
across my face in anticipation. 

“Some people will do anything for money; some will do anything for justice.” 

— the Author 
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[The sole author, Roy Den Hollander, of this story Stupid Frigging Fool by making it public on 
the Internet abandons all his copyrights in this document. Anyone may copy, distribute or use it 
or sections freely without violating any copyrights of the author once this document has been 
made public by the author on the Internet.] 
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List of Characters 


Alan: “He’s the only person that scares me,” said a mob judge connected with Roy 
Cohn. Got the New York City Board of Elections to do its duty—the only governmental 
agency in this story that did. 

Alferdo Ibarra Sotelo: Fat Mexican drug trafficker who had to beg as well as paid for sex 
from Alina. 

Alexander: Maria’s boy friend and lead guitar player in the Russian band “No Problem.” 

Alexei: Decent Krasnodar guy who unfortunately fell for Alina. 

Alexey Smolin: Krasnodar member of the Russian mafia who can’t seem to hold a 
manager’s job for more than six months. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, a.k.a. Angelina, a.k.a. Chipilina and affectionately called 
Angel, Dark Angel, Poisoned Dragon, the Ho or the Commie Ho: six-foot, vat-dyed 
blonde Russian prostitute, member of the Russian mafia, mistress to Chechen Islamic 
lunatics and Roy’s ex-wife. 

Amy Saltzman: Idiot associate of divorce attorney Steven Silpe. 

Anastasia Anatolyevna Vasilyeva: CEO of the Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House in 
Krasnodar that runs an international call girl operation. 

Andrey: Alina’s masseur in Krasnodar. 

Anna Pavlovna Kurilko: Chief of the Inquest Office in the Department of Internal 
Affairs for Krasnodar, Russia, took bribe to close criminal case against Inessa Shipilina. 

Anne H. Tiedemann: Kroll Director of European Operations, lesbo-feminazi, carries a 
007 lighter. 

Arbi Baraev: Deceased Chechen Islamic mafia don with whom Inessa and Alina 
Shipilina associated. Baraev cut off the heads of four British Telecommunication’s 
workers in return for $20 million from Usama Bin Laden. 

Azul, Juginta Raszyukevichina: From Lithuania, fellow stripper and prostitute with 
Alina at The Men’s Club in Mexico City; Azul and Alina provided weekend escort 
services in Mexico for wealthy businessmen. 

Barry P. Babler: FBI special agent in Milwaukee who tried to run Roy out of town. 

Barry: Night manager of Flash Dancers. 
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Bobby: Traviesa’s boy friend whom she used to hide from in my apartment; he’s a 
cousin of Joey Gallo and his former wife is a relative of John Gotti—he’s such a name 
dropper. 

Bob Henning: New York City detective from the 114 th Precinct in Astoria, Queens— 
typical bully cop, constitutionally incapable of telling the truth. 

Bolger, Katherine M.: PC-Feminazi attorney for Australian newspapers and reporters 
Tory Shepherd and Amy McNeilage. 

Bradley Evan Dubin: Lead lawyer for the RICO defendants in the U.S.; descendant of 
Russian Jews. 

Brett: A competent INS officer at the U.S. Moscow Embassy who initiated deportation 
proceedings against Alina. 

Brian: Former Marine, solid guy, researcher for Roy. 

Bruce Claugus: Attorney for Bank of Cyprus. 

Carmen: Voodoo priestess whose warnings proved true. 

Carol: Big Five accountant from Jamaica. 

Cedarbaum, Miriam: PC-Feminist judge in the Ladies Nights case. 

Charles William Den Hollander a.k.a. Chicken Little: Roy’s father and a Nazi by any 
other name. 

Cheryl: Fonner friend of Roy’s who helped turn America into a feminarchy and 
institutionalize discrimination against men using the Nazi rational of collective 
punishment. 

Chicken Little: Roy’s father. 

Cindi: One of Roy’s longtime friends who works as an actress, model and singer. She 
helped Alina find legitimate modeling gigs. 

Cynthia D. Zahnow: Works with the Krasnodar pimp Anastasia Vasilyeva in Wisconsin. 

Dennis: Roy’s Moscow lawyer, former Ivy League professor and a solid American man. 

Dmitri Morosov: Krasnodar photographer who taught many of that city’s models, 
including Alina, how to pose with and without clothes and do nasty things before the 
camera. 
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Edward S. Rudofsky: Defense lawyer for Flash Dancers. 

Elaine: Canadian detective who found one of Alina’s accounts for hiding money and 
arranged for the D.E.A. to initiate an investigation into Alina smuggling narcotics. 

Fernando: Mexico City detective. 

Fran L. Lubow: Queens, New York Feminazi Family Court judge, discriminates against 
men and laughs about it. 

Franco, Jaro: Illegal alien whom Roy called an “illegal”. 

Federal Security Services of Russia or F.S.B. formerly the K.G.B 
Gene Kazenko: Just another lazy employee of the INS. 

Grace Del Marco Models for Print and TV, Dee Simmons-Edelstein Director: Alina’s 
first New York City model agency. 

G.R.U. or Russian military intelligence. 

Helen C. Sturm: New York Family Court Feminazi Judge, discriminates against men. 

Harriet: Justice Joan B. Lobis’ former lover who practices before Lobis without 
disclosure of the two’s prior relationship; daughter artificially inseminated, who also 
receives preferential treatment for her clients before mom’s fonner lover. 

Inessa Alexnadrovna Shipilina: Alina’s prostitute mother, like mother - like daughter, 
teaches at the Krasnodar Academy of Physical Culture Academy, connected with the 
Chechen Baraev Islamic-mafia crime clan. 

Inessa: Vasilyeva model. 

Irina Athanasiou: Recruits Russian prostitutes for Cypriot brothels but pretends she 
doesn’t know what goes on in those brothels—typical pathologically lying Russian broad. 

Isabella: Metamorph salsa teacher. 

Jack Sachs: Ho’s attorney for RICO suit. 

Jeff: Friend and Harvard educated lawyer always willing to help. 

Jesse: Martial arts buddy, should be a philosopher, served papers on Alina at Flash 
Dancers. 
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Joan B. Lobis: New York County lesbian-feminazi Supreme Court justice, discriminates 
against men. 

Joe Serio: Harmonica playing former manager of Kroll Associates Moscow. 

John Jacoby: True identity unknown. 

John Madison: Threatening goon who is still unknown to Roy but not the F.B.I. 

John Miller: WNEW-TV, WNBC-TV, ABC-TV reporter, fonner Assistant Director for 
Public Affairs of the F.B.I. 

Judith: Roy’s first divorce attorney, an Orlock in nature and looks. 

Judith Comeau Bollinger, a.k.a. Judy Comeau: College intern in the WNEW-TV 
Newsroom who hoed her way through a number of guys at Metromedia’s New York 
Station. 

K.G.B. now called the Federal Security Services or F.S.B. 

Kaplan, Lewis A.: PC-Feminist sycophant Judge in the first case against Columbia’s 
Women Studies Program. 

Katya: Friend with whom Alina hoed around Krasnodar. 

Kristi: Jesse’s girl friend and pretty Hungarian refugee who tends to see demons. 

Larissa: Girlfriend of Marios Athanasiou, she smuggled some of Alina’s money from 
Cyprus into Russia. 

Lena: One of Alina’s clairvoyants, poor nurse with child who lives by men, whored 
around with Alina and Olga. 

Leonid “Leo” Perlin: President Phodes Studio, Alina’s Moscow Pimp, member of the 
Russian mafia. 

Maiya Furgason: Roy’s oversized incompetent or crooked stockbroker at Solomon, 
Smith, Barney. 

Marc L. Paulsen: California doctor who produces pornography in Russia and imports it 
to Southern California. 

Maria Serrato: Prostitute recruiter for Julia Heart Agency (now called Malbros) in 
Mexico City. 
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Maria: Religious do-gooder to whom Roy should have listened, lead singer in the band 
“No Problem.” 


Marie (Hoogstra or is it Ho-ogstra) Den Hollander a.k.a Nazi Ho: Roy’s sociopathic 
mother. 

Mario Pisano: FBI special agent who claims the FBI is not an investigative organization, 
as the victims of 911 well know. 

Marios Athanasiou: Brother of Melios who manages two brothels in Cyprus: Zygos and 
Tramps, both owned by Krasnodar mobsters. 

Mark: Always had Roy’s back, a true best friend, also a top martial arts instructor and 
excellent at picking up chicks, now a .com venture capitalist. 

Masha: Another Tatyanna Vasilyeva House of Fashion model trying to keep hidden what 
she did as a model before marrying. 

McNeilage, Amy “McNeuter”: PC-Feminazi reporter for the Australian newspaper The 
Sydney Morning Herald. 

Melios Athanasiou: Recruits prostitutes for Cypriot brothels, member Russian/Cypriot 
mafia, married to Irina. 

Moody: Martial arts buddy who always has your back, computer wiz, honest, but much 
too chivalrous towards broads. 

Movsar Baraev: Nephew and successor to Arbi Baraev, took hundreds of hostages at a 
Moscow theater in October 2002, now deceased. 

M.V.D. or Ministry of Internal Affairs: The national police force of Russia. 

Nadya the Good: Vasilyeva model who traveled to Cyprus with Alina but returned after 
two days because the work involved prostitution. 

Nadya Sanchez: Krasnodar investigator and translator. 

Natalya: Krasnodar translator. 

Natasha: Vasilyeva model, tall, dark hair, lived in Alina’s building and kept Alina’s 
secret documents. 

Nazi Ho: Roy’s mother. 

Nicholas Mundy: Alina’s profit driven immigration lawyer who specializes in the law of 
personal destruction, descendant of Russian Jews. 
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Nicolay N. Vasilyev: Short, greedy husband of Anastasia Vasilyeva and member of the 
Russian mafia. 

Norton, Jimmy: Small time comedian whom I sued for defamation. 

Oksana (not her real name): Fonner Tatyanna Vasilyeva House of Fashion model who 
disclosed the Vasilyeva’s call girl operation. 

Olga Viktorovna Borisova: Investigator in the Inquest Office in the Department of 
Internal Affairs for Krasnodar, Russia, took bribe to close criminal case against Inessa 
Shipilina. 

Olga Ponomarenka: Whored around with Alina and Lena. 

Olivo, Dominick: Got Roy fired from a job for calling one of Olivo’s illegal alien 
employees an “illegal.” 

Pat: Roy’s friend who previously played lead guitar for Meat Loaf and now produces 
records. 

P. I. Ostapenko: Chief of the Investigation Office in the Department of Internal Affairs 
for Krasnodar, Russia, took bribe to close criminal case against Inessa Shipilina. 

P.K. Castel: United States District Court Judge in the Southern District of New York. 

Peter Petrovich: Russian lawyer who works for green card mill Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates. 

Rey: Pimp for Krasnodar models. 

Robert: Roy’s third and final annulment-divorce attorney. 

Roberto & Rosa Elina Quilan: Managers of The Men’s Club, a brothel and lap dancing 
club in Mexico City, a franchise of the American “The Men’s Club.” 

Roy Den Hollander: The sucker who was born on his day of birth, a.k.a. stupid frigging 
fool. 

Sasha and Anya: Roy’s coed translators in Moscow who rented him a room during his 
investigations, both very bright and very pretty. 

Satisha Gibbs: One of the many princesses in the Feminazi Clerk’s Office for the Second 
Circuit Court of Appeals who ignores the rule of law for the arbitrary rule of females. 

Schecter, Jennifer: Man-hating, PC-Feminazi judge for the case against the Australian 
newspapers. 
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Scott X. Marvin: “X” marked the spot of incompetence as demonstrated by this second 
INS officer at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow to handle the Shiplina removal case. 

Sergei Nikolaevich Lazarev: Russian religious philosopher, worships the anti-Christ. 

Shepherd, Tory “the Torch”: PC-Feminazi reporter for Australian newspaper The 
Advertiser Messenger Sunday Mail. 

Sonia Sotomayor: Second Circuit Court of Appeals judge who advocates the divine right 
of judges to usurp the power of Congress. 

Stephanos: One of Alina’s Cypriot clients who helps her launder money for the Russian 
mafia. 

Steven M. Silpe: Roy’s second annulment-divorce lawyer who sold him down the river. 

Svetlana: Roy’s Krasnodar lawyer, hot-looking middle-aged blonde, always missing in 
action. 

Tanya: One of Perlin’s prostitutes who went with him and Alina to Mexico. 

Tatyanna Vasilyeva: Founder and Chainnan of the Tatyanna Vasilyeva House of 
Fashion that operates an international call girl business, the mother of Anastasia A. 
Vasilyeva. 

The City: New York City. 

Tom: Roy’s former bartender friend. 

Tony Wong: Manager of Sherring-Plough Moscow, boasts about seducing a 14-year-old 
girl in Cuba—probably paid her. 

Traviesa: Austro-Hungarian au pair who left a lot of trouble in her wake. 

Twins: San Francisco Girls. 

Vadim Thomas: FBI special agent of Russian Caucasus descent, sidekick of Pisano’s. 

Valodya Gavrilov: Alina’s St. Petersburg customer who travels around Russia recruiting 
prostitutes for the Russian mob under the cover of selling custom jewelry. 

Velez, Ramon: Executive Director for Law Enforcement of the NYC Commission on 
Human Rights. 

Vera: Honest and courageous professor at the Krasnodar Academy of Physical Culture 
who refused to allow Alina and Inessa to intimidate her. 
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Victoria: Reporter who wrote a story about Roy and Alina in 2001 for the Krasnodar 
newspaper Ulitsa Krasnaya. 

Vikrant Pawar: Outsource lawyer for Detective Bob Henning. 

Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko: Vice Rector of the Krasnodar Academy of Physical 
Culture, held under duress Roy and Natalya for interrogation. 

Volodya: Alina’s Krasnodar male concubine who tricked her into believing he was not 
married—boy did that tick her off. 

Xenia: Roy’s Moscow lawyer, sharp, honest and very competent, the exception to the 
rule. 

Yevgeny: Alina’s track and field trainer in Krasnodar. 

Yulya: Very tall, black hair and beautiful fonner friend of Alina’s. 

Yulya: A different girl from Kanevskaya village whom Alina tried to sell overseas. 
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1. Glossary 


Definitions for what various words really mean in Russian: 

Adultery - fidelity, so long as my partner doesn’t do it. 
Agreement - useless 

America - money, money and mo’ money 
Business - crime 
Brutality - brutality 
Charity - me 

Capitalism - legalized thievery, as in America. 

Coffee and Cigarettes - drugs of choice 

Compassion - brutality 

Consumer Protection - caveat emptor 

Contract - kindling paper 

Crime - business, government 

Criminal - Russian citizen 

Devil - everybody else 

Ethics - what you can get away with. 

Fidelity - sleeping around but not getting caught. 

Fraud - all interpersonal relationships 
God - U.S. dollar 
Government - criminal enterprise 
Gun - bazooka 


Honesty - weakness, stupidity, you’re doomed. 



Hospitality -softening up the mark. 

Human being - me, but nobody else. 

Law - jungle rules 
Magic - it works. 

Marriage - business deal without scruples. 

Money - the only reason for living 

New Russian - thief, gangster, racketeer, pimp, embezzler, corrupt politician (redundancy 
terms), forger, hood 

News - lies, prevarications, half-truths; same as in the U.S. 

Partner - thief 
Police - useless 

Politics - lies, just as in America. 

Promise - trick 
Peace - war 

Restaurant - money laundering operation 

Religion - latest popular trend 

Russia - insane asylum 

Russian female - ho 

Russian female child - ho in training 

Russian wife - over the ho-hill 

Truth - doesn’t exist. 

Urban Center - toxic waste dump 

Vodka - escape 

War - nonnal everyday affairs 



Other definitions 


Feminazi - unnatural life form that believes females are superior to men in every way. 

Ho - a girl who uses her sexual attributes to get something of material value from a man, a.k.a. 
whore, slut, prostitute. 

Homo Sapiens Female - broad, chick, girl, dame, ho, snatch, nookie, slut, whore, prostitute, evil. 
Judge - arrogant to the max bureaucrat 
Metahomorph - dangerous 

Political Correctionalists - person who wants to imprison your thoughts, speech and actions 
unless, of course, you’ve already submitted to lefty totalitarianism. 

She-male - a girl who thinks she’s as tough as a man but as feminine as a dame, a.k.a. Feminazi. 
Woman - I’m not familiar with that term. 
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1 (cTpamma TurcrsiiHKa) 

nepeexana b anapTaMCHTBi x neBHOHxaM (b noniCMcnBe). 3/iccb xopomo, miBeT Mhhic-TB. Ahji, ji h 
3naTKHH (tjjoxycHHx). B nepBBiii nciiB (na, Map hoc co6npancJi mchji cviOTpcTB Tpn nan, to thcm, to b Tpn naca 
hohh, ho Ha TpeTHH tciib nocMOTpen (xax a .TBHraiocb). B nepBBiii ,tciib a HMena comb npniiKOB. MeHJi Tpjicno, 
xorna a pairoBapiiBana c KOCTioMepaMH. B stot >xe near a no3HaxoMiinacB (Mapnoc mchji no3HaKOMHJi c KpucoM). 
nocne Toro xax mbi noexann Ha ero cnopTHBHOH ManiHHe. Tax 3nopoBO (b poMaHTH3Me Mecra). 31 yBHnena 
CBcpKaioiHHii JIiiMaccon, b oraax... Ha BTopoii ,tchb (Ha nepBBiii nonapnn po3Bi, bo BTopoii - >xenTBie h xpacHBie 
tbo3,hhkh) noexann b Mara3HH, oh xynun MHe >xypHan, moxonan, e3nnnH Ha nnjDX, noxa roBopnnH, BOJiHa 
HaMOHHJia HeMHoro Haimi Horn. Ha TpeTHH ,tciib oh noBe3 Mena nrpaTB b xapTBi. C itomoiubio Moeii yra'iiioii pyxn, 
mbi BBiurpajiH. Ecjih ji nornina - 220 naynnois. r,TC noTOM oh nonapnn MHe 110. 31 Tax OBiJia pana, noTOMy hto MHe 
h a, to OT/iaTB no nr. Ha 'icTBcpTBiii ,tciib mbi BnepBBie noiienoBanHCB Ha rope, /(a, Ha BTopoii ,tciib ji BnepBBie 
TaHiieBana Toilon-naiic nna o.Tiioro ohciib tojictoto M3H. Xh Tan Ty mh... nocne ji npiiiuna, MeHJi bcio Tpjicno, x 
Kpucy. Oh ynHBHncJi - hto co mhoh. 31 paccxa3ajia, nocne ycnoxonnacB. 3to 6bmo npoTHBHO h y>xacHO. Henariiio 
Kpnc nonapun MHe 20 naynnoB ( 3 a cTpiinTHi-nanc, hto6bi ji He TaHiieBana). T.x. ji cioxy c hum npaxTHnecxn BecB 
BCHCp. y MeHJi HeT HI! o.Tiioro CTpiinTH3a, T.X. OH He JIIOOHT 3TOH OOCTailOBKH. C'lHTaeT. HTO 3TO IiaC.TIIHC. O'ICIIB 
HHTepecHO OBino Bnepa. 31 roBopnna c xy.TOVxmiKOM , y xoToporo 6Bina Kupa. Oh noTcnunoi BceM. 31 jsjia Hero 
iianana TaHiieBaTB CTpnnTH3. Oh xaTeropunecxn OTxa3ancn, iicnyrancn, 3annaTiin 3 a T3ii6n. 
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He ycnena Bee HanncaTB. Haraimy b cncnyiomcM rony. 31 ot Been tv hi 11 onaro.Tapiia 1998 rony. 3tot ro.T 
MHe o'iciiB MHoroe nan! J\a oy.TCT onarocnoBcii 1999 ro.T. H na iicnomuiTai Bee mchtbi! nycTB ecTB h oy.TCT c 
Bo'/Xhhm onaroenoBciiiiCM n HacTaBneHHeM! J\a nacr HaM MaTepB Eoucbji nioOBii. rapMOHim h noopa. J\a xpaHHT 
Hac AHren XpaHHTenB. J\a noMO>xeT HaM Hiixonaii Hy.TOTBopcii h Bee CBJiTBie! Amhhb! B noopBiii, hhctbih, 
npexpacHBiii 1999 ro.T!!! 

1999!!! 

rocno.Tii. onarocnoBii! npecBJiTaji Eoroponima nail HaM nioOBii h Bcex cnacii! AHren XpaHHTenB Hac 
6epern! Hiixonaii HynoTBopcn bo BceM HaM noMorn! H Bee Cbhtbic oy.TBTC c iiaviii! 

Xsnrai hbk) eap! 

Bot h HacTynnn Hobbih 1999 ron! 

C Eo>XBeH noMoniBio!!! Kohthhbio. Ha TpeTBio BCTpciy c KpucoM mbi noiienoBanHCB. MHe HpaBHTCJi 
6bitb c hum. Mbi ci.Tiinii b oTenB h ncnanii Macca>x npyr npyry. Oh xoTen MeHn n a ero, ho. .. Hotom Kpnc cxa3an, 
hto oh npii.TCT TonBxo Ha MeHn nocMOTpeTB Ha njiTB MiiHyT, t.x. 3to oy.TCT nynme nna Hero h MeHJi. MHe OBino 
CTpaniHO ero noTepjiTB h ji pacnnaxanacB. H Ha Kpiica tto nonciicTBOBano. MHe oh Hy>xeH... npcvxnc xax nenoBex, 
xoTopoMy ji TOBcpjiio, a Bo-BTopBix - MaHH. Oh MHe xoTopBiii pa3 napiin iibctbi (po3Bi). B npoiunyio njiTHimy 
c m ana Ha Mope c 3naTxoii TpaxaTBcn (h cc ro.T mi 1.01.98. TO>xe) - xaxoii npunHB iiicprwi. .. A rso/ia. neconex. .. 

Einiina noxynaTB nnaTBe c KaTeii. 
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xyraina 3 a 22 nayima. MHe eme h no.TKopoTiinii Ha Hy>xHyio Tniiiiy. KocTac TpcoycT nciiBrii 3 a nopory b 
SMiirpeiiniH. A ji He 6yny naBaTB, t.x. sto ero paOoTa. 3a nopory b mon 1 nayHn, xopomo. A 28.12. b TpaMce mbi 
npai.THOBanii Mapn KpucTMac. Tax xopomo. noxymann canaTBi, mjico h TamicBanii. Etna 6paTa - Mapnoc h 
Mcniioc TamicBanii rpeHecxiiii TaHeu. Hotom neBxn H3 TpaMca TaHiieBann CTpnnTH3. Bee ohh c TaxiiM 
uenmonHTOM... Xopomo noBecimnnucB, a noTOM paooTa - 29.12. npumnocB HacTonTB Ha CTpHnTH3e, ho ji TpycBi 
He CHHMana (BTiixopn). B stot neHB a CTaHiieBana Tpn CTpunTim h oniiH to iron. Mapnoc - opauo! Ha cncnyioimiii 



peHB TOJiBKO 3Z 50. A 31.12. mbi BCTpenanH b 3nroce b 23.00 Ham Pocchhckhh Hbio eap, a b 24.00 KiinpiioTCKiiH. 
KaK 6i>mo 3popoBo! flraMMH (pn-p>KeH) nopapnn MHe KpacHoe bhho. Mbi poMa (31.12.) pacminn, npuroTOBiinii 
noKymaTB c peBOHKaMH h 3naTKoii khcbckhh topthk. Ha paooTC noenn KajiBMapBi, kotpctkh. A y Memi Kyna 
canaTa (rpiiow). B nupore b TpaMce pcbhoiikh Hamni 50Z ?!). A mbi nupor He poenn... >1 h Bee HamraHCB... 
MapTHHH, noTOM bhckh c KpucoM. 3aTeM mbi yexanH b OTenB. TaM mbi pa3pennCB h penoBanncB, cnymaji PTP. He 
3Haio, ho MHe kb'/Kctch. hto si roTOBa c hhm nepecnaTB. Ecuh 6bi He MecuHHBie. 31 He cHinaio sto H3MeHOH, He 
nyBCTByio. Ho npo6neMa - 6e3 KonpoMa. A B/ipyr... FloaTOMy... 31 'iyBCTBOBana ero ropnnee... (noTOM TaMnoH 
ene BBiTamnna). Mbi BMecTe HCKynanHCB (Bopa mna to ropuHan, to xonopHan - mbi BecennnHCB). Hto CKa>KeT 
Mapnoc o HameM 6ii3Hece... 
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,ZJaft Bor HaM MyppocTH, hio6bh, chu h Tcpnennn! !! 

01.98. 

M jpn KpucTMac !!! OiacTJniBoro PovKpccTBa XpucTOBa !!! 

Bot y>Ke npornno ceMB pncii c Hoboto Fopa. /()khmhc CTan 3a mhoh yxamiBaTB. Korpa sl h Kara noexann 
b TypHCTepnio, oh nopapnn MHe Tyanerayio Bopy (oGanpemiyio), eipe KocjiTy (Korapyio si BBiOpana). A ceropmi - 
HiiacHee 6enBe (TeMHo-ciiHee h 6enoe). Eipe h o6BiKHOBeHHoe nnaTBe npepnaran (pnnHHoe - pnn ynnuBi), ho si 
OTKa3anacB. A BHepa e3pnnn no ropopy (xoTena KymiTB BenepHee pnnHHoe nnaTBe pnn moy), ho mon H3 Knoy3p. 
non in h KO(|)c, ^'/Khmhc ncpaBiiopymcn ko MHe, oh cop Ban hbctok (naB, hot naB). H Tax HHTepecHo - y mciih - 
Hoy, a y Hero - nee. Oh paccTponncn. MHe >KanB, oh MHe npaBincn KaK hcpobck, ho KaK msh He b MoeM BKyce. 31 
eMy o'iciib, o'iciib onaropapna. Oh ponaceH yexaTB b AHrnmo, MocKBy, Kpacnopap. Oh xoTen b3htb moh appccc. 31 
o6BncHJDia, hto >KHBy c MaMOH, HeT MecTa. MaMa b moKe... HeT. Korpa oHa ero vbh.pht... /Jhchmhc MHe xotb h 
ppyr, ji ohciib eMy onaropapna, ho >khtb b MoeM ,tomc. .. 

Kpnc ccropiin hohbk) HMen pcnr po>Kpennn (7.01.61.). 31 xoTena eMy nnaKaT no/iapiiTB. ho He CMorna. 
Kymma topthk, OTKpBiTOHKy. B 3Ty hohb Hap op OTcyTCTBOBan b 3nroce. nocne noexann b OTenB. Ho stoto (ok. 
PByx ncpcnr) n poBopnna Kpnca (b eeKC nnaHe). Oh y>Ke He mot... Ceropnn hohbio ji pemnnacB (ncuxononiHecKH 
si 6Bina roTOBa h He cmiTaio sto 3a H3MeHy). B nepunTope 
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oh cnpocnn Ha chct koiipomc. 31: «Bot hot?» Oh CMcnnen. oKaiBiBaeTCH Kynnn. Ok. opnoro naca mbi 
nrpanncB b naB. Oh Bxopnn h bbixophp, Typa, oopamo (TaKOH ManemncHH..., one nr hcoGbihhbic oinymennn). 
IIcHxonorHHecKH n 6Bina roTOBa. 

KoTopBiii pa3 papiiT MHe HBeTBi (po3Bi). TaioKe hohbio, pcbkh h 3 TpaMca BCTperanncB c mopopbimh 19 h 
23 ManBHHKaMH. Ohii HannnHCB, b MamiiHe oncBann. FIotom poNioranncB k peBHomcaM. ITocne ohii B6e>KanH 
poMoii h 3aKpBinncB. 3 th napHH ppanucB c AnppccoM. bbiohph cTeicno. Flonniinn npne3>Kana... TaK>Ke Mapnoc 
H36nn (paHBme) PByx MyiaciiKOB, KOTopBie He nnarann pciiBrn. 3 to 6bdio y>KacHO... 

Ceropmi n noKpacnnacB b ppyroii UBeT, nonyHHna AneH KapT (nacnopT Kunpa). Y Kpnca b ponr 
nonpocnna Ha pnnnnoc nnaTBe ok. 30Z , ho oh pan 50Z ), CKa3ana, hto BepHy, ot OTBeran, hto sto npe3eHT. Fie 
3Haio, ho He xony o on a m bi b amen. Fla pa6oTe opnn KOCTioMep Mcnn ncnoBan Bee 30 MHHyT, ppyroii roBopun o 
npoOneMe c >KeHoii (3aTO B3nn T3ii6n). ppyroii roBopiiT, hto si nepn. flpyrne npumnn c p*aHKaMH, t.k. ppyr 
VKcnnncn. PvKann c mohx nacoB, co Bcero. 

CTon nocTaBiinn FlHre, Pipe, /(one, a cciFiac oh xonnpcii xeB, b cy66oTy 3Ty ye3>KaK)T. 

Mapnoc hbio cucTeM X3B. Flapo ianncaracn. KpoMe Toro h 3bohhtb KOTopBiii pa3 eMy - Kypa nomna. 

TocnopH, OnarocnoBii!!! 



19.01.99. 

Bot ynce no'iTH Mecnn, KaK n npnexana Ha Kunp. Xonnna b THM 3aHHMaTBcn rricpa (c 3jih30h). noEerana 
no noponoce 
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ok. 15 MHHyT. J\a, ho npo6neMa - n HeMHoro nonpaBHJiact. Konenno, Kancnoe yrpo KpyacaH. On nil 
KOCTioMHac (n TaHueBana eMy CTpnnTH3, a noTOM t3h6h, ho bo Bpc\in tshEh oh 3axoTen CTpnnTH3, oh cnaHHiim...) 
KOHHHJI, 3TO 6i>IJIO 3a6aBHO. 

Kopna n on nil pa3 cnncna c Phkocom, npurnen Kpnc, a ero He savTCTHna. npomna mhmo. Oh ncnan, ncnan h 
yrnen. Ha cnenyiomHil neHB He npnexan. KI eMy 3BOHH.na, ocTaBnnna coo6meHiin. Korna oh BepHyncn (npurnen), a 
H3BHHnnaci> nonro. Mbi einnnn nrpaTB b KapTBi (bh bhh, MHe 50Z). no3>Ke, 17.01.99. mbi to npourpBiBajiH, to 
BBinrpBiBajiH (ok. 5-6 tbic.Z). Ero npyr nan MHe 20Z, eme kto-to nonKHHyn, Kpnc Ran 10Z, TaK ok. 50 HaEpanocB. 
>1 nepencHBaio ncyTKO. TaM cunen o.thii msh b 3onoTe - no 3 opacncTa Ha pyKax, Ha najiBuax, ero ren-(|}p3Hn bcji b 
30H0Te. XoTena Kpuca Ha hhh3bi pacKpyTHTB, ho oh npunyMBiBan Kyny npHHHH. Jla/ino, rnaBHoe, hto 'icpc i Hero a 
nonynaio nciiBni. rmorna nnn MeHn 3 to ohchb BancHO. Ceiinac y mciw ok. 340Z. A ohchb xony 500Z. MHe nano, a 
CMory. Korn a rsncpa PuKocy CKa3ana o nuroax, oh cpa3y Hanan EecnoKOHTBcn, nail Eor, oh MHe noMonceT, a to 
Mapnoc... 

C Phkocom noexann mshk c|}oto B03ne Mopn. no<J)OTorpa(J)HpoBajiHCB, ho noTOM coEpanncB 3 bohhtb 
npyry - noKaTaTBcn Ha nomannx. H TyT ero nceHa Ha n>Kiine. TyT chchbi peBHOCTH. Oh MeHn BBicannn Ha TaKCH, 
ero nceHa nonocracT h roBopuT, hto ecnn OHa vbhhht xotb pa3 MeHn c viynccM. OTnpaBHT b Pocchio. .. H 3a TaKCH, 
rne a exana OHa MHanacB He OTCTanan. A naBail 3 bohhtb PuKocy Ha mo6hh. Xopomnil TaKCHCT, mbi yMnanncB ot 
H ee. 
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noTOM no3)Ke oh nonBexan h mbi noexann KyrnaTB MoponceHoe b pecrapaH. 3 to 6Bino hto-to... A 
pecTopaH oneHB yioTHBiil, KCTam. 

IIotom Mapnoc noncannn mciw k noKTopy-opToneny (a eMy ohchb HpaBHnacB). A eMy CTanncBana. 
IIotom c neBHOHKaMH mbi noexann b Ey3yKH. 'A BnepBBie yBHnena - hto sto TaKoe. TaM necHH Ha rpenecKOM n3BiKe 
h oEKHnBiBaioT HBeTaMH. Ero npyr ce6n nnoxo nyBCTBOBan, 6Bin HepBHBiM (na, b 3nroce oh BCTan Ha KoneHH 
nepeno mhoh h noncnoBan mince nynxa - y BBixona H3 Knyoa). IIotom mbi noexann b OTenB, Mapnoc nocannn 
MeHn b cbok) ManiHHy. Mbi noexann b OTenB, TaM TaK KpacHBO... HcKynanncB, oh noBCTaBnnn HeMHoro moh 
no3BOHKH. H xoTen nepecnaTB. Ho n o6BncHHna, hto sthm He 3aHHMaiocB. /J/Kop.T/KH cKa3an, hto MeHn nponan 
Mapnoc 3a onHy TBicnny Z... Oh nonapnn MHe Ha6op 14 nyxoB ScTcnayncp, nan 50Z h n yexana. npaBna oh ce6n 
nnoxo nyBCTBOBan (HaBepHoe noTOMy hto n He cnana c hum). >1 nenoBanacB c hum, sto Bee. Kaxoe nynecHoe 6Bino 
yTpo. B 8 nacoB... 

rocnonn, onarocnoBn! npecBnTan Eoroponnna cnacn. AHren XpaHHTenB Hac 6epern. HiiKonail 
HynoTBopcn bo BceM noMorn!!! Amhhb! 

2.02.99. 

CeronHn y Hac c jhoohmbim 3 rona h 5 Mccnncri. J\aii HaM Eor cnacTBn, jhoobh! 3bo nuna c ManiHHBi 
PiiKoca AneKceio h oh ncnyrancn, Korna n CKa3ana o 3BOHKe MHe Ha pa6oTy, ho n ycnoKonna. KaK Bcerna 
CTecHneTcn CK333TB o cbohx nyBCTBax (npn 
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MaMe). 



Eme ok. 27-28.01. Mapnoc Haopan Ha mghm H3-3a Kpnca. BceM bhjiokhh, hto oh moh Soil-c|}p3Hn... 31 
6i>iJia cnoKOHHa, t.k. BBinnna BHHa. Ha cnenytonmil neHB mohm noBenn b ocjmc. 31 npocnnena ok. 1,5 naca, peBena. 
Mennoc CKasan, htoSbi ji He Ha3Hanana BpeMJi KaM Kpnca (ji CKa3ana, htoSbi oh npnexan non koiicii). Hto ncuBin 

HMeTB 60H-(|)p3Iin, T.K. flp. KOCTIOMCpBI OTXOM3T. >1 00113.33 BCe, KpOMe, OHIIOrO - KaK 3TO B03M05KH0 npH,TaBaTB? >1 

eMy ctojtbko noBepnna, a oh, Kpnc, npc/ian MeHJi h onoiopnn. Ho ji ero npocrana. Ho 29.01. mbi cinnnn b CTcni> 
(oh npocTaBHJi MHe, a TanncBaiia nna Hhkohb). 31 HannnacB (oh B3Jin eme c co6oil bhho), ycTponna Seceny c 
HaMeKaMH (o npenarenBGTBe, o noBcpnn. ho He CKa3ajia, hto pent h,tct o HeM). H oh xoTen nepecnaTB (xotji no 
3Toro, nocne toto, hto ji He Morna kohhhtb, oh CKa3an - cexc HeBep), a ji He nana, BoiEynuna ero h H3neBajicB, 
HeMHoro OTOMCTHJia. nocne nonuiH b ero pecTopaH (yTpoM Ha jiaHH). 

Ei/iHiiH mbi b ropti c TaHeil, CBeToil. nourpajiH b CHe>KKH, noTOM nonuiH noKymann pin obi... Tax xoporno 

6bijio. .. 

C Phkocom cinnan b Mara3HH, oh nonapun MHe mhoto KOCMeniKH, a ccronna nenann MacKH Ha anno, 
ohhctkh. noaapna MHe cepeSpo c mohm hmciicm. >1 eMy ot Been ayinn Enaronapna 3a Bee. 3a noci.TKy Ha (jicpMy k 
aomanavi. FIcpBiaii pa3 b >kh3hh KaTaaacB Ha aomaaax... Hohth noay'inaocB. TaKiic Bne'iaTacnna... Oh eme 
cnenan MHe (jjOTorpatjiHH SonBHine. flail Eor eMy Bcero noSporo (noneMy-TO cennac He npnexan). 

HiiKoaaec MHe nonapnn oSanneHHBie rmeTBi c TenecjiOHOM. C PeniHoil mbi e3nnnn k HeMy noMoil, KymajiH 
uiaiunBiKH. noTOM b BOCKpeeeHBe oh noBe3 MeHJi Ha ropy, xotji ji 
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xotji a xoTena Ha SailT (naa>K). 31 oBpyrana h oh laBepnyn oSparao. 31 Tax xoporno noTpcimpoBanacB. 
nocne nocxann novtoil. ji HCKynanacB y Hero, oh nonapnn MHe cboh cnopTHBHBiil koctiom, My3Bixy, a noTOM noHec 
Ha pyxax MeHJi b cboio cnanBHio... 31 c paiBencniiBiMH pyKavin b ctopohbi He 3axoTena Tyna nonacTB. nocne nonro 
pa3roBapHBann. Oh CKa3an, t.k. ji He 33HHMaiocB cckcom, oh He CMO)KeT - sto HeHopManBHO. Knnyn MeHJi. Ina'iiiT 
Tax nano... 

Ha cncnyioinnii .tciib a cnacna c apyravi Anapccovi. Oh nonapnn MHe mhoto Bemeil. H roBopuT, hto He 
xohct cexca, xohct nrpBi, xohct BHyTpeHHeil ynoBneTBopeHHOCTH. Oocman xonnnsH b HcnaHHio. fla 6yneT Ha Bee 
Bonn Eo>kbji! nocne Ey3yKOB uenoBan MHe Horn, oErainan rmeTaMH, noMBin Horn b niaMnaHCKOM, oSuenoBan. 
HHTepecHBiil. B stot neHB Kpnc npnexan, ho vtcna He no>Knanc3. C KpncoM cinnnn b KapTBi nrpaTB (MHe 
nepenano 20 ). MHe xoporno c hhm. Ho ji one mb ocrapoiacHa. Bnepa onnH KOCTioMep xoTen cexca, ho mbi c 

HaTann yocnnnn ero, hto mbi janiiMacMca MacTypoanncii, HHorna neBonxa c neBOHKoil. Oh ncnyrancji Hac 
OTnpaBHn. Ot m3mkh raicBMO nonyHHna. 

flail Eor HaM Bcero noSporo, hhctoto, rnaBHoe - nioBBH, Mynpocra, cnn, TepneHHa, SnarocnoBeHiui!!! 

8.02.99. 

BpeMeHH npornno HeMHoro, a coSbithh. .. Kpnc nenaeT Bnn, hto oh m-i'icro He paccKa3BiBan o cexce, na h 
hto TyT Taxoro? Oh n jMcnnnca, nioSHT TonBxo ceSn. Korna a cxa3ana o 3anep>KKe nepnona, oh npenno5xnn 
cxa3aTB oB 3 tom Mapnocy (xp3H3H), nnn, HanpiiMep, xyraiTB TecT (a nonmia)... 31 neilcTBHTenBHO nepe>KHBaio, 
t.k. ox. 12 niicil 3anep5Kxa, ho cennac Bpone Sbi nanann EoneTB rpynn, npBimHK. A BHepa a c Phkocom noexana b 
M anBiil OTenB, 
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npumnocB eMy naTB MeHJi nopenoBaTB TaM h cnenaTB Bnn, hto a c|)hhhiu. A noTOM h eMy noMorna. MHe 
HpaBHTcn, hto oh H3 ceSn He CTpoHT HHKoro, c hhm MHe Beceno. To b pecTopaH nocxann, to Ha nomannx. KaK 
3nopoBO, nepBBiil pa3 b vkh mih. HeMHoro pbicbio, noTOM MBininBi HeMHoro Eoncnn. 



ApiiaHe ctoii H3-3a KocTioMepa (to jih oh c npyroro Kny6a rnecj), a oHa c hum mhht, to nn hto-to npyroc). 
Ha 3 tot neHB (b cy66oTy BcncpoM) Map hoc 3anpeTHn BooOme Kyna-nnOo ciuiiTb. B cynepMapKeT o.thh pa3 b 
ncncmo c KocTacoM (noKa eme He no). HnKaKHX iuonc, thm. Toubko c KOCTioMepc natfce b ncpKOBb He pa3peuiHJi 
Ha 10 MHHyT. Tenept mbi b TiopbMC. B cy66oTy 6.02. npaa^Tiiona.TH neHB povK.TCiiHa JleHKH (b pecTopaHe). npnexaji 
Koctjih no saK'asy Mapnoca, natfce MoponceHoe He nan ,tocctb. Xopouio noci-mcnn, BBi6npanH caMH MeHio, 
pbioKH.... TopT b 3nroce Mapnoc He pa3peuiHJi ecTB. Oct a b uji h Ha Bocxpcccnbc, nance nepen paooToii He 
pa3peuiHJiH, CKa3ann nocne. A nocne... BBiOpocnnn b Mycopicy... TaKoro HHKorna n He BHnena... 

C HiiKOJiaecoM nocne mbi BCTpeTHJiHCB toubko Ha neHB poncnemin PerHHBi b Kaoapc. Korn a 
nopenoBanHCB, oh a>K, SenHnra, ene BBiTepnen. 

fleHB ponc/icnim PerHHBi (3.02.) OTMeTHJiH... Y Cbctbi nponann b KapMaHe 70Z + 10Z, KOTopBie 6 bihh 
noMeneHBi. OHa npniuna npoBepiiTB MeHn h Haiuna noMeneHHyio Kymopy. A n sth neHBrn nonynnna toubko ot 
rapcoHOB. TyT Bee Ha MeHn Hanann CMOTpeTB... Y MeHn HCTcpiiKa. MnrnenB noOencana CKa3aTB, hto 6e3 MeHn ohh 
H e noii.TVT Ha /ichb poncnemin. Bcio hohb n nnaKana, He Morna paooTaTb (5 npiniKors h 1 CTpnnTH3). C Kpucovi 
noexana, oh nance He oco6o MeHn yenoKanBan. Hto eMy nano, oh roBopiiT To¬ 
ll 

jibko o cexce, a moh npooncMbi ero He HHTepecyioT. Toubko c AnnpccoM h CBeTOH n cMorna CBCimiTb b 
pecTopaH k HeMy h noKyiuaTB (a noTOM b ayT). fla, no stoto hohbio n eMy ycTponna hohb. .. C biihom, c HaMeKaMH 
o npenaTenBCTBe. Cnenana BHn, hto npnHK h HHKaKoro ceKca, toubko HeMHoro noMynnna ero. ft hto, oh paHBiue 
xotb hto-to naBan, a ceiiHac... Ponceil KpuBJineT. Ho n nenaio BHn, hto Bee xopouio. CeronHn n noMepnnacB... 
6enpa 97,5 - 98, Horn 57?! Tanun - 67?! .ft noHnna. Y MeHn 6Bina Taxan HCTopun nocne npomnoro nnn poncnemin. 
KoHfjieTBi, moKonan... ft TopMoncy, xb3tht! 

Eme MeHn nocTan Jlyxoc. Kanc/ibni neHB no Tpn pa3a 3 bohht, nero-TO xohct. CBeinnna c hum b pecTopaH. 
no nopore 3acTaBHn MeHn oneTB ohkh, naObi y ero npy3eil MeHn hhkto (b ero nncnne eepe6pHCToro iuseTa) He 
VBiincn. noTOM Bee, MHe He 6yneT 3 bohhtb... Cciinac onnTB 3 bo nun. Xohct npiirmi b Kaoapc. roBopiiT, hto 6e3 
MeHn Kp3H3H (n eMy «tbi xoTopBiil neHB Taxoil»). 

AHnpeac 3aBTpa xoneT KyniiTB MHe oc|k|), noilTH b pecrapaH, .thckotCK y. Flonpocuna ero b OacceiiH. flail 
Eor, hto6bi Mapnoc Ham nono6pen, hto6bi ymna 3Ta nypaiiKan cucTeMa, hto6bi Bee 6 bdio xopomo! rocnomi, 
SnarocnoBii!!! 

11.02.99. 

CeronHn o6BeM 6enep 99... Hrax, n BecB neHB ncnana stoh hohh. AHnpeac Kynim MHe oc|k|). Mbi nocxann 
noKymann b nyHmnil (juim pecrapaH c ero npyroM h msh (ok. 60 neT) c HrannH. Mbi oeccnoBanii. O MiioroM. 
noTOM nocxan h b paimiHiibic MecTa (6y3yKH, ho Bee 6bdih 33Kpbitbi). Ci>e3nHnH b «Oyncnb» Ha nncxoTexy, TaM 
Tax KpaciiBO... >1 noTanncBana ot nyuin, minn ociinnc. Hotom b Ey3yKH. 3necB Mope iibctob, ropBi iibctob. 
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npumnocB CTanncBaTb non rpcnccKyio My3BiKy (bo BpeMn Hero n 6Bina Ben ycBinaHa HBCTaNin). AHnpeac 
roBopnn, hto xanceTcn jiiooht MeHn. Oh ce6n He ohciib xopomo nyBCTBOBan, t.k. cunbiio ycTan (apiiTMiin). Hotom 
mbi nocxann b OTenB, rne oh HecxonBxo pa3 cnpamiiBan MeHn yilra nn eMy? Ho n nonpocuna ocTaTBcn. Oh nonro 
BCTaBnnn KapTOHKy b nBcpb. Mbi cnann BMecTe. Oh nBiTancn HeMHoro nonpucTaBaTB xo MHe, ho n ero ocTanoBima, 
cxa3aB, hto nepnon. Oh \iononcn, KOHTponupoBan Bee. Hotom mbi npocHynncB ox. 10 yrpa, eMy Hano 6Bino exaTB b 
o(J)hc. H n BecB neHB 6Bina onHa. >1 cxena kht KaT + 100 rp. opemKOB, iannna cokom (ecTecTBeHHO noToncTeemB). 
noTOM nomna b Oacceim nnaBaTB. Tax nynecHO, oh 6bui HeOonBiuoil. Tyna, oOparao. Hotom n nornna norynnna, 
no<J)OTorpa(|)HpoBanacB. Cxonnna b pecrapaH, CBena TOMaTHoro cyna, orpoMHyio Tapenxy canaTa, xanBMapBi, rne 



MeHJi 3a Bee Gnaronapnnn. 3a 3aKa3, 3a to, hto fi noena. 3aTeM nonraa b HOMep, npuroTOBHnacb, noroBopnna c 
MantHHKOM (o 6 cny>KHBaK)mHH nepcoHan). MHe npiiHecnn npe3eHT (mwkgt hto c.nany b pecTopaHe nc.no.nann) ot 
koto-to ( 6 aHaH, khbh, rpyina, MaimapiiH). 31 CHOBa npomraacb, nanee nonnaBana b SacceiiHe. H nonraa 3 bohhtb, ho 
T cnc(|)on cnoMancJi, to nncpB He Morna otkpbitb. npnexano TaKCH, ji noexana b oc|)hc k An.npcacy. Oh HepBHHHaji, 
ycTan. 31 nocnnena, n p o a e m o n ct p n p o b an a Mo.ncnn, 3aTeM oh MeHJi OTBe3 no moh, nonap hb MHe 50Z (ji OTaana eMy 
c.nany). Bot Taxon oc|k|) nepBbin pa3 a HMena. npnexana ji ok. 19.00. npnexan Mennyc 3a TaiiBKoil, oHa xoTena 
yexaTt b MocKBy (nonynnna CTon) 3a cboh aeHbrii. IIotom nepeayMana h yexana b «KpHCTan» b JlapHaKy. 
IIpaBHJiBHO caenana. B aoOpbiil eil nyTb. 

13.15 

Kpnc noTOM Hanan ycTpaiiBaTb enema, hto HarnuM OTHOiueHiuiM (jjHHHin. 31 nonro c hhm pa3TOBapHBajia, 
cneunajibHO BcnnaKHyna. H nonana on no. Hto ot MeHJi eMy Hy>KeH 6 biji toubko cexc. Ero He BOJiHyioT moh 
npooncvibi, paooTa, ca mo 1 1 y r c t rh c. flanbiue ce 6 a hhkoto He bh.tht. H3-3a toto, hto ji HMena o<jnf>, paccKa3aji 
HCTopnio, hto AjiHHa (no MeHJi) pa/iM Hero 6 pocnna An.npcaca, hto oh cyMaciiicnmnii. t.k. nap an cothio iibctob. 
Ha ce 6 a obi nocMOTpen. B nocnc.nncc BpeMJi hbctri He napnn, 10Z nan Ha KonroTKH h Bee, b KapTRi cTan 
npoHrpbiBaTb, CTan npimeHJiTbCJi k nrpyuiKaM (rano aoporo ana MeHJi), npHHr Z 3-4, He 6 onee... 31 CKa3ana, hto 
ccmi OH XOTb HTO-TO KO MHe HyBCTByeT, OH npOCTHT MeHJi (b nO.TTBCp>K,TCnHC OT HCOVKIinanilO HHXHyn). 

^yvtaio, hto Bee, MoaceT 3 to h k jiyHiueMy, t.k. .npynic KocTioMepc, bot ail naHK, 6 eKaM (jipn. Movkct sto h 
k nyHiueMy... 

HanpiiMcp, HeMHoro ncnopManBiiRn'i no.napnn MHe naKO paoaii Tyaneniyio Bony, noTOM HrpyuiKy Kyrara, 
noTOM non a pirn 3onoTO - (c ce 6 a CHan). A BHepa acypHan h opraHaii3ep ( 171 c 6 wan ero nHHHbie 3anHcn). Ha.no 
ceronna oT.naTR. O.nnn KocTioMep, KOTopwn xoTen nocne Mockbbi cnaTt co mhoh, nooocman MHe nonap htb 
opacncT (ciraBep), KaK a npociraa (nocne Toro, hto ji noMonHnacb, hto Kpnc hh pa3y He no.napnn MHe hh o.nnoro 
nonapKa). Ho npn stom CKa3an, hto xohct cnaTb co mhoh, ccnn a oy.ny chhctr h roRopiiTR c hhm. 

Cennac y Hac HOBaji cucTeMa. TannyioT no 2, 1 Tonnuc. Hnor.na moy. B sto BpeMJi npynic oTnwxaioT. 
MHe Don Bine sto HpaBHTCJi. F ocno.nn, onarocnonn. nail HaM nio 6 BH, viynpocTH. cnn, Tcpnennsi!!! 

14.16 

7.03.99. 

Bot h cocToanca ncnn 3 rona h 6 MccaneB KaK mbi 3H3komi>i c moOHMUM. Oh MHe no3BOHHn b 3nroc h 
CK a3an, hto ohchb mooiiT. hto He MoaceT 6e3 MeHJi h cHHTaeT ,nnn, Korna ji npnc.ny... A ji He 3Haio, MoaceT 6 bitb 
npoanio KOHTpaKT, ho TontKO Ha 1 Mecau. 

Ee3 Kpuca MHe xoporno. no3HaKOMHnacb co CTC(|)anncoM, 3 pa3a e jnnnn b OTcnR, BMecTe cnann TontKO. 
nepBBra pa3 b KOMHaTe He paooTan nance CBeTHnBHHK. Ha BTopoil pa3 6pan pan no. Oh TaKoil hvtkhh. niiTcpccnRin, 
HenenbiH... Ho ncncr He nacT, minero He napiiT. Ceronna naan a y Hero 10Z 3 a Maccaac, oonncnca (ho a cKa3ana, 
hto sto He 3 a Maccaac). Cennac nonaccn npncxaTR. 

Y AHnpeca (xyaoacHHKa) nonpocnna ana CTyneHTOB ns a naca no 20 MHHyT c 5MHHyTHbiM nepepbiBOM. C 
KaKoro-TO CTynciiTa no 2Z (ok. 16Z) ji nonyHHna. Xony, hto6m moh nopTpeT HapucoBanH. C Phkocom moooRRio 
3aHHManHCb, 2 pa3a. 3 to yacac, KaK cooanKii (cine 1 pa3 Mano). XoneT ooninnc ,nnyx pa3 b ncncmo. 31 - HeH!! Fine 
cnparanBaeT - nynmc nn oh, hcm moh 6on-(|)p3nn (jipoM Parna... EMy h He epaBHHTbCJi. 31 TJiHy c Hero 
RnncoKavicpy ,nna MaMbi. OraoacHna 100Z Ha \ianiHTO(|)on AneKceio (MaMe He oyny roBopiiTb). Phkoc no.napnn 
nenoHKy ccpcopanyio c ccpncnKOM H3 aceMnyra. KpaciiBO... J\a, moh o6beM paBeH 100...AnneTHT. Cennac Hanana 
niiTb nail cna6iiTenbHbiH. J\w Eor, noxyneio. 



Bbinpocnna y Hero KpeM ot ncnmonuTa. MonceT nopapiiT MHe 30JioTyio penonxy c mohm HMeHeM 

AnHHa. 

OiccaHKy H3HacHH0Baji /Jvxopp'/K, stot Mai max (oHa 6i>iJia nbanaa). Mbi e3pnnn 
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BMecTe c 3pHK0M, OKcaHOH KaTaTBCJi Ha nomapax h CTajiH ohcbupiuimh ceKca nomapeil. TaK xoporno 
noKaTajiHct... 

C HeMHoro HeHopMajiBHBiM npoH3omno HFI. M nepHopHHeexn c hhm pasroBapuBana. Mapnoc BbixHHyn 
ero. Oh ppan Ha MeHJi. A stot npinnen c noJiHUHen, pyMaa, hto tot MeHJi ypapan... Mapnoc Tax nepencHBan. Bee 
ynapnnocb, a cxa3ana, hto co mhoh Bee b nopapxe. Oh pna MeHJi mhoto epenan (cKa3an, hto npHHeceT 100Z, a caM 
pan Tonbxo 20Z)... 

C.Tapaiocb, hto6bi a 6bina Ha nepBOM MecTe no 6n3Hecy. Ilc/ipoc nyTb He nopnan MHe opeaepy, roBopa, hto 
K yniiT popoace. Mokiivtuh capncT. Oocman ccpcopanyio penonxy nopapuTb. 

12.03. npaspnoBann pern. poacpemia y Bhhkh. Bbiji cnapxnil ctop. BaneGoc nopapnn eii 30 hotoh opacncT, 
napijnoM. Xoporno noenpenn. 13.03. b hohb HaTaniKy h MoHHKy 3acTaBHJin TaiiiicnaTb no 40 MHHyT non pap. He 
paBaa paooTaTb. MoHHKa He Bbipepacana h ce6e nornna CTaBHTb cran. HaTaniKa po stoto Tepana co3H3HHe. 

OxcaHa He Bbipepacana h ce6e Toace nocTaBuna H3-3a Mohhkh. npurnen Xunnyc, roBopnn. MoHHKa 
Bcpnypacb, a OxcaHa HeT... 

B'icpa cipHPH Ha nomapax noxaTanncb npuHCM ObicTpo. H a, Ha oopaTiiovi nyra noTcpapa cboh nacbi. 
Mlion-ic KOCTIOMCpbl He pioohph moh nacbi. Ho a iiapciocb. hto hx iiailpcT Axmcp. 

J1io6hmbih 3bohhji, pyMan, hto a Ha cnepyiomeH Hepene npnepy. Ho a noxa peimina ocTaTbca. Oh 
paccTpoHPca. Ho MHe HeMHoro iiapo. 

Ceropna poktop ,ZJacoppac npnexan. Oh Tax 6 bin pap. M b npaiiBHpe c hhm tojibxo ooimviapacb h 
H cponapacb. Oh Tax 
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6 bin cHacTPHB... noTOM noexanH b By3yxn c AHppecoM h Manixoil (pciib poacpemia). Oh eii rropapiw 
MHOTO I1BCTOB. TOpTHX, neCHIO - 3POpOBO. HOTOM a IianHPaCb BHH3. noexanH B OTCPb C /T/XOpPaCCM. M B TaXOM 
pacnaSoHe... Oh iicnoBan vicna Bee yTpo, oOmiMan. IIotom nopapnn MHe nacbi, oypiiPbiiHK. ccpbrn c HcnoHxoii, 
OpraH3a - napc|noM. Tax MHe 6bi.no npnaTiio. + 100Z. 

/I,ail Bor, HTo6bi Bee 6narononyHHO cxnapbiBanocb. Tocnopn, GnarocnoBii! npccBaTaa Eoropopmja cnacn 
h pail HaM pioobh. AHren XpaHHTenb Hac 6epern! Hiixonan HypoTBopcn BceM noMorn!!! 

21.03.99. 

B'icpa poBHO 6bino 3 Mecana, xax a npnexana Ha Knnp... 

3pecb xaacpbiil peHb HTO-Hn6ypb cny'iacTca. To xaxne-TO mojioxococbi saopaPH Hac c Mohhxoh (pcth ox. 
18 neT). Y Mena Boo6me He men 6n3Hec, TyT ohh OTxpbiBaioT maMnaHcxoe, xoTb hto-to 1 Taiicu h 4 ppHHxa... 
Ttoexann, noiicnii b xaxoil-TO OTenb (pemeBbiil). H paBail MoHHxa hx poxanbiBaTb. XoTen 100Z 3a eexe (a caM 
pe6eHox). Cxonbxo oh nepeTacxHBan MeHa Ha xpoBaTb... 3aMaxHBanca Ha MeHa (a a cnpaniHBana: «hto cnyHHnocb 
c TBoeil pyxoil?»). Tax h ni-iHcro He pana. noexann, He Mornn iiailTH popory pomoh (a xaacpbiil aBTo6yc... «Bbi 
3pecb hto, vxHBOTnbix y6nBaeTe?»). 

E3pnnH c OxcaHxoil c ToncTbiM. Ero ManeHbXHH ppyr (c OTxnoHeHiiaMii) He mot ox. 30 MHHyT BcnoMHHTb 
popory, Mbi e3pnnn 6onbmHMH xpyraMH). noTOM npnexann b OTenb, a noMorna eMy noppaHHTb, epenana Maccaac, 
oh 3annaTHn 30Z. OxcaHxe... npupypox pa36nn xocMeraxy, xoTen 3a6paTb cboh 
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30Z 3a /ipaHHJiKy. OHa nepene3na 'icpcj SaincoH h npiinuia ko MHe. Mbi yexann Ha TaKCH... 

Kpuca (6bibhihh JleHKHH) nonpocnjia, mbi noexanH b ITa(|)oc. Xoporno (ok. 1 naca) Ty, 3 a h o 6 paTHO. 
FI o (|) o to rpa (])h po b an hgb . Oh KynHJi mho tjicktph'icckhc nacBi, nonro BBi 6 npanH. A noTOM OpHK tohho TaKHe (ho 
Ztpyroro urscTa) nonapun. >1 OBiCTpcc npjiTaTB. 

C Cepe>KKOH B'icpa nocne BCTpenn c naiiHHKoeoM (3ae3>Kan .nenaTB upanunKy - mho Tax Hanoeno sto. ..) - 
nonapHn nnaTBe ok. 37 Z) - roBopuna h pa3pBmanacB... Oh noTOM npiimen, 3a6pan MeHJi (a no 3Toro a cnnena c 
OnjinnoM - c IlapiDKa, oh BBicTaBHJi 6 onBinyio 6 yTBinKy maMnaHCKoro - 8 ziphhkob 6 anronapio, rocnonn). 19.03. 
a HMena 40Z + 10Z canapn! nepBBiil pa3 b >kh 3 hh 5 npailBiinoB no 6 Z + 10 npumcoB). 

MoHHKa CTana 6ii3Hec ncpcoiiBaTB. KaK eil nano - OHa c Phkocom ch.tht nonynaeT 6n3Hec, KaK a. Korna 
mho ira/io KOCTioMepoM ee - TaK , 3 aBail OBiCTpcc. OKcaHKa yexana noMoil. Ccronns. nomna (c TpaMca) 3annaTHna 

Annpcacy (ceKBiopHTH)- h b 6 nacoB yipa yexana c KOCTioMepoM, BcpnynacB ok. 10 yipa. Y3Haji Mapnoc, 

Mennoc - npenynpe>KnanH. 

Mapnoc B'icpa opan Ha MeHJi - noneMy mbi c3,3h.3h c IlaHHHKOcoM, oh He npuxo.THT b Knyo. a c hhm 
33HHMajiaCB eeKCOM - HTO-TO HMeiO JI OH HeT. .. >16-3311. M He 3aHHMaiOCB. . .C hhm! (KpH'iy B OTBeT), KOMy TBI 6-3 3,3 B 
BepHHiB. IIotom Bpone noBepnn 

- Focnonn, 6 narocnoBii! MaTepB Eodkbji , 3 aii HaM , 3 io 6 bh h cnacn. AHren XpaHHTenB coxpaHH. HiiKonan 
l ly,30TBopcii b 6n3Hece, MoeM noxyncnim noMorn!!! Amhhb! 
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3.04.99. 

y>Ke 3 anpc- 33 . B'icpa 6bijio 3 rona h 7 mcchiicb, KaK mbi 3HaeM npyr npyra. flail Eor HaM Bcero 
HaHJiyniuero (MHe pa 6 e EoncBeil Aiircnwic h pa 6 y EoncBeMy AncKccio). 

Jlapnca (mhcc kht'icii) noMorna MHe o'ichb. OTBcma Benin (nanBTO, . 3 '/Khiicbi) b Kpacno, 3 ap + nepenana 
no 200 nonnapoB MaMe h AneKceio. Moil mhjibih no3BOHHn noTOM h CKa3aji, hto moji MaMa 6 Bina cnacTnHBa, hto 
M eHJi o>KH 3 iaeT cepBe3HBiil pa3roBop 06 acnupaiiType (hto ji non>KHa yiHTBC3). A hio 6 hmbih CKa3aji, hto He MonceT 
npHHJITB 3THX , 3 CHCr, H OHH 6 y, 3 VT JIC/KaTB, nOKa JI He npi3C,3y (3H3HHT 3TO, HTO a eMy Ba>KHee, HTO He /ICIIBni 
rnaBHoe). 

ripHcxa-313 Ha npoiunoH Henene TypucTBi c KyBeiiTa. Mapnoc npo, 3 an hm mcii 3 . PerHHy, fl>KyjiHio h Ha,3io 
(no 40Z HaM). Moil xapB CKa3an, hto He xohct ceKca. -3 Ha pa,aocT3x iiaminacB BHHa h no ruynocTH OTnanacB (310 
3toto nonpocnna 100 nonnapoB He 3a eeKC, a 3a Hyacny). Ha hto ot otbcthji. hto nciiBni y ceKBiopHTH BHH3y. 
CaMoe y>KacHoe - oh 3acoBBiBan HJieH b 33,3111111 npoxon (MHe TaK 6 bijio 6ohbho... KaK iniKor,3a, 3 to 6bijio 
CT paniHo). >1 noTOM He HyBCTBOBana CBoeil nonBi, 3 ,3113 6 blho 6ohbho... Oh CKa3an, hto npn,3CT b 3htoc huh caMa 
npnc,3y h 3a6epy sth nciiBni. Oh yexan Ha C-3e,3yioinnii hciib. .. Eor eMy cy,3B3 (H6parnMy). Hcpci , 3 Ba ,3113 a 
no3HaKOMHJiacB c 3aMeHaTeJiBHBiM nenoBCKOM. >1 noexana b OTeJiB k HeMy, cnenana Maccanc (40Z eeKC 100Z). >1 ero 
B030y,3H-3a, oh kohhhji, He bxo.33 b \icii3. >1 nonyHHna 100Z + , 3 CiiBrn 3 a TaKCH (k H6parnMy). flail Eor 3 to My 
3aMeHaTeJiBHOMy ncnoBCKy 3,3opoBB3 h 
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Bcero HannyHiuero! 

C Bhkoh npoKononn ynin no o.Tiioil ,3BipKC 6naronapn OpiiKy - 6ecmiaTHO. Ej.tii-TH k Bpa'iy, t.k. 
ja, 3 cp>KKa 17 ,3iicii. Hcpci — ,3113 - mccshhbic. CKa3an Bpan, hto suhh —cail/i 0 (|) mh. CnaBa Eory. 

>1 pa,3yiocB, Kor,3a b npaiiBiin, MyiaccKoil po,3 KoiriaioT. y HeKOTopBix 3 to 6bijio nepBBiil pa3. JleaHnpoc 
npiiBen CBoero CBraa b 3nroc. TenepB a BCTpciaiocB c cbihom h c hhm. JleaHnpoc 3aMeHaTenBHBiil hchobck, 
3a6oTHTC3, Bee o6cTHpaeT, Hape>KeT ijjpyKTBi. rio,3api3-3 MHe 30hotoh 6 pacneT (nepBBiil pa3 b Moeil >kh3hh. ..). 




EtiBaioT npo6neMBi c 3eBH0HxaMH. KpmiaT, hto a rsccrpa Bncpc3 Bcex neny x KOCTioMepaM Korpa cine hm 
H e npocTaBHnn), xotji ji rm/ieJia, h Aviaiipy. h CBeTy. MoHHKa zenana 75Z co cbohm KOCTTOMepoM 3a 3 Ciib (ji 
M aKCHMyM 50Z) - ho ji 6erana bc3/ic). K 0171 a 3pnx He Bian y Hee Taiicii. OHa CKa3ana CBoeMy KOCTioMepy TC»xe, 
'itodbi He 6pan y MeHJi Tannin. 

Pa3Htie CHTyaiiHH. B'icpa oohii BecenBHax pa3yn moio neByio HOKy, o6pi>i3raji anentcHHOM, o/icn moh 
T ycjjent. IloBeii Mena TaniicBaTB Ha ciicuy. noTaimcBanm nonpBiran Ha MHe, ho Taiicii He B3JDI... Ha Bee Bonji 
Eodxbji!!! 

Focnoom SnarocnoBH. MaTcpB Eodkbji, cnacn h j\a h HaM jho 6 bh. AHren XpaHHTent Hac 6 epern! HnKonan 
HyooTBopcii b 6n3Hece h — Moero Beca noMorn! !! Amhhb! !! 

KAJIO nAIIIA! 

16.04.99. 

XpucToc Bocxpece! 

Bo HCTHHy Bocxpece! 

22 

Kax 3 to 6 blbo 'iypccno! FIohth b pyccxyio uepxoBB (co BceMH neBHOHxaMn). >1 rsnepBBic cnenana 
KpecTHtra X 03 3a EaTioHixoii co CBC'ioii, Bee Tax 6 bijio l iy,Tceno... EomicTBCimoc - Koctjih npnexaji h mbi He 
ycnenH ocbjithtb xyjiHHH. (3pnx xynnn HaM b pecTopaHe xynnn h I lapcxyio nacxy H3 TBopora). PIocxaBH b 
«T paMC», noenH, noroBopHJiH, noTaHueBajin. El no>xanena, hto He noexann co CTecjiaHocoM, oh mot 3a6paTB MeHJi 
hohbio nocne uepxBH, noexaTB Kyaa-imEyaB... 

J\a, Bee pcb'ioiikh 12 pa3 OTxycnnH 12 xynnneH - 3to iiia'iiiT. hto 303>kcii obitb cHacTHHBtiH rop. 

Ot Cepe>xxH y 3 Hajia, hto oh jiio 6 ht jjeBHOHxy Jliony, xoTopaji paooTana b Ka 6 ape, npo 6 neMa c ero 
poztHTenHMH. A bo nacxH MeHJi Mapnoc OT/jan ppyrovty xocTioMepy (AHTOHy), a CTet|)aiioc xotcb MeHH aaopaTB, 
ho eMy He cxa3anH, hto MeHJi 3a6npai0T npynic. Oh paaoBBiinca. nance He xoTen MeHJi bhhctb. He to hto roBopuTB. 
El pacnnaxanacB. Ho noTOM, CnaBa Eory, oh h jbhiihbch. t.x. 6 bdi ni>an. El xo'iy ero, ecnn necTHO. 

Eaoanann aonaiiBi, xoraptie xoHHaioT Hapy>xy (bo npcMa Taima Biiano He aaMCHaio, xax OTxptiBaioT, ho 
xax? Mo>xeT ncpci 6pioxH). Bo btophhx - 5 TaimcB. 0.3 mi MantHHX 303 >kcii obi MopmB b cy66oTy, npiimen c 
3py3i>HMH (TOJina). BceM no3>xe TamicnaBH t3h6h. /T,vxyBHH Mapnoc /ran cnanconoc nnaTBe, OHa Tamicnana ,33 a 
3Toro MajitHHxa CTpnnTH3 Ha ciiciic (oh tobbko yxo.THTB, ero ppy iBH oEparao - xypa nomen?). 3a pyxy cxBaTHJi 
MeHJi 03HH XOCTIOMep, C XOTOptlM CH.BCBa /ICBOHKa B TTBaTKC 
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h My>XHHHa. Oxa3ajioci>, hto yMeiOT rapaTB no pyxe. CHanajia n p c 3 c Ta b 3 a c tc a MycTaiJia, hotom Axmc 3. 
XoTen 6ail oijxj) Ha Tpn 3 Hji, ji roBopnjia npo 03 HH. noroBopnii c 6 ocom h xynnn Ha Tpn 3HJi... 

TaTBsnia, ee My>x, Axvic.n h ji. B nepByio iiohb b OTene McpiiBiiaii oh MeHJi 3aMynnn c cexcoM («nnH3, 
nnH3»). El He 3ana. MeHJi painpancacT xavxnoe npHxociioBcime, ji ycTana. Hotom oh CTan MeHJi yBavxaTB, hto ji He 
Taxan peBHOHxa, xax Bee. Mbi cinunii b pa3nHHHBie xa6ape b sth Tpn 311a. El nnaBana b oaccciiiic 3Ba pa3a (omn h 
xnoy3). H caMoe Bamioe - oh npurnacnn MeHJi b ErnneT. Oh OTxpBiBaeT ,33 a MeHJi Bee noporn BC33C - pa6oTa, 
pa3BneHeHHJi. npepnoxnn Mopmn. Y Hero ecTB >xeHa h bbc 30'icpm 03mi ManBHiix, xoTopoMy ji noMorana 
BBionpaTB 03C>K3y. Bee, hto ji xo'iy - 30 m, xapnepa. /],a>xe oh mot xymiTB yiin'/xciinc Moero 6occa, xoTopBiil MHe 
hhctht o6yBB... Hi-iKoiTia ji 30 3Toro He onymycB. Hh 3 a hto. H bot a peiunnacB Ha cnc3yioincii Helene noexaTB b 
E runcT. Oh npucncT 3 a mhoh Ha cnc3yioincii Helene. El Morna yexaTB h nocne3aBTpa, oh mot 6 bi cyicnaTB MHe 
BH3y. Ho a peiunna He jaTaniBaTB. TaTBaiia 3aMeHaTenBHBiil HcnoBCK c PocTOBa, TonBxo 22 ro3a - h OBiBinaa 
OanBIlHIUl H aCIIOBH.Bailiaa. pa3HOCTOpOHHHH HCnOBCK. 



A TaK pa3>KHpena... PccTopanbi, Ha 33BTpaK Kpyaccanbi. A noxy/icio, naio cnoBo! 

Cbgtk3 xohct cron nocTaBHTB. Cci-inac cnncy, >K,Ty Bp ana /T,>Kop,T/Ka. 

FocnoziH, OnarocnoBH b ,no6pbiH nyTt! Enaronapio h nporny MynpocTH, can, Tepnemin, jiio6bh h 


oxpaHefflin!!! 
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25.02.99 

3to 6biJia Helena «Kp3H3H». Mapnoc coOnpancn yxo.THTb ot Hac b «TpaMC» h OT.TaTb flacravnicy h 
K aKOMy-TO rapcoHy cjipoM «ApxoHHHca». 

Y Hac He 6bijio 3 tiiia onancca. IlepBbiH pa3 6biji o.thii .apniiK (h to, no.TA'iia 6bma BCTpeTHTbcn 3a Hero; ho 
n He BCTpeTHJiaeb, t.k. noexanH b o<J)hc 3a .neHtraMH - canapn, ho onnTb He .nann, Bee ncny). 

noexann co CrecjiaHOM, HaminHCB tohhk3 (40% anKoronn). il Kax Hannnacb, nepBbra pa3 b >kh3hh 
HeHopMajiBHO. laiiHMa.THCb moooBbio, a noTOM pBano... Bc/innra, oh 6eraji 3a mhoh, CTaBHJi MHe Kpecno, hto6bi 
ynooncc 6bijio, MHe Tax 6bijio nnoxo. A oTpaBHJiacB. Oh ohchb 3a6orancn. Ho nocne oh 3a6onen, TeMnepaTypa. 

Mapnoc na/iocn H3-3a Toro, hto He 6bino onancca, H3-3a BaM6oca nocTaBHJi Bhhkc CTon h HaTaniKe 
(BbixoflHT 3aMy>K). Mbi nnaKanH Bee, na.Tcnnncb, hto Mapnoc yn.TCT b BOCKpceciibc cjjpoM 3nroc. 

B nnTHimy BnepBtie n cyienajia 8 npanBn.TC (60Z) h 12 .apwiKOB. A 6biJia HHKaKan... Eme, .to stoh o.thii 
n6naH 3a6pan MeHJi h xoTen, hto6t>i a c,nenana mhhct c ero bcjihkhm CTpyHKOM, yroBapmana, HTo6bi nan MHe 10Z. 
/Jpyroii HMeeT .tom c .th(|)tom, ho a He .Tana! Ohh 3a6Hpann MeHJi ncpc.T cavibivi bbixo.tom ohchb nco'/KH.Tanno ( 3 a 
30-20 MHHyT ncpc.T 3aKpbiTHeM Kaoapc). 

B'icpa 6bin 1 npailBH.T h 10 tphiikob (Mapnoc naopan Ha Main, hto a He BKmonana cBeT Ha Tannc, xotji a 
BKinoHana). noexann c CepencKoil 3aHHMajiHCB moGoBbio. nepBbra pa3 3a 4 Mccnna a KOHHHJia peantHO... B 11.30 
ocTanacb c naHHHKoeoM (,to stoto oh no/iapi-m MHe kojibho - 6enoe 3onoTo). II Menrana... noexann b aKBanapK... 
HaKaTanncb, nannanaiiHCb... Hotom a 2 naca ci.Tnna Ha xapnen .tjbh.tcoh (\ioTooan). Co BceMH noi.TopoBa.Tncb, 
BOKpyr o6T)C3,th.th. 
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— pa3a Kynanncb b Mope (nocne conT nnnnca). CaMa ei.nnna Ha bo.thom motohhkhc Ha viaKC cnnn.T... (60 
km/h no Bone). 

CeKBiopHTH nponan HHcjiopMaHHio 3pHKy, hto a nouenoBanacb b ry6bi c Ceperoil, b neM 6bina oneTa... 
3pHK .TOKonancH 30 MeHn, to cne3. noneMy noncnonanacb, oncnacb... A nornna k Mapnocy. oh 6 but 3noil. 

Y 3pHKa 3a6pana Bee cboh ncnbrn, nepencHBana... OBeipan BH.TCOKavfcpy bo btophhk. 3aBTpa npne3>KaeT 
AxMen... 

JleaHnpoc nonapnn MHe Tycjjnn (a caMa BbiOpana, noMeHnn ocTantHbie nonnapti). KBaprapa ctoht - 
12.000 aonnapoB, 2 - 15.000 nonnapoB (KOMHaTbi) b uenrpe. 

B'icpa 3aKni0HHTenbHbiH pa3 ci.Tnna Ha Anboano, (Ha MoeM nepBOM KOHe - ohchb ObicTpo. onna). 

J\n onarocnoBHT Hac rocno.Tb!!! J\n nacT .tioobh MaTcpb Eonctn! fla xpaHHT Hac AHren XpaHHTenb. 
noMonceT HaM HnKonail HynoTBopcn h Bee cBnTbie!!! 

6.05.99. 

Bee Tpn nc.Tcmo a naxo/wnacb b paanyvibc. A He 3Hana - exaTb MHe b ErnneT nnn HeT. Bee MeHn 
ocTaHaBnHBann. A npnexana h pa3roBapHBana c MapnocoM, hto xohv yexaTb o xojih.tjhc. Ho pyrancn, hto a xony 
Bee cpa3y 3a ,TBa /inn. A pcmnnacb nocxaTb, coopana Benin. npne3>Kan Axmc.t, 3a6npan MeHn. OOeman MHe BH3y, 
ho CKa3an, hto npo6neMti. npnexan flncopn* (noKTop). flo stoto n xonnna k Bpany, hto6bi n ann cnpaBKy, hto n 



6oneno. Cica3aJia, hto 6ojiht khiiiciiihk. MHe aana TaBneTKH. FIotom xoTenn moh aHanH3, ho 6yMary Tax h He 
maBann. MHe He CMornn KymiTb o(J)(J). Kax a cnmena b BonbHinine- 80, 110 (70) - HopMa. Y>Kac. 
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/J)Kopm>K b 3Ty no'ib 3a6pan MeHJi. flo stoto a no .nypocmn nonpocnna An.npcaca nacxaTb b «McpoMaiiHH» 
xoyTsn, hto6m naopaTb y AxMc.na Konmo BH3BI (oh 3arpy3Hn, hto hto-to He nonyHHnocb, KaKHe-TO npoBneMbi). 
3 to 6biji nepenoMHtiH momciit. .. IIotom nocxamn b «Mcpin,nman» oTent c /T.vkop.ta'om. Oh no.napinn MHe 6pacneT h 
koubho (3 BH/ta 30H0Ta - Sentra, >KeiiTBiH, KpacHtra). CepeBpimyio niKOHy, ji,jia cjnoTorpacjnHH, SymHnbHHK - Bee 
cepe6po... Bee 6bijio xoporno. 

B 3Ty hohb Mapnoc Haopan Ha MeHJi o npoHcmcpincM. Ck'anan. hto6bi cnc/iyioimiii .nciib a pentiH .nciib 
cm.ncna novia h >K,nana ero. FI (1.05.99) >K,nana ijenbiH ,nciib, ho oh He npnexan. B stot ,nciib a ,non>Kiia China in mcti> 
o<JhJ) c /T,>k o p.T/K" cm. Mapnoc BC'iepoM Bin bub an b o(|)hc h cKa3an, hto b BocKpceeiiBC a c/iy b Kpacno.nap. FI He 
Morna paooTaTB... FI 6bina b uioKe. FlpHHien C'TC(|)anoc h 3a6paji mciih, a Mapnoc CKa3aji, hto6h oh Bcpuyn MeHJi b 
7 yTpa, KocTac OTBe3eT MeHJi. CTCt|)aiioc CKa3aji, hto He xohct, BCTaBaTb b 7 yTpa h otbo3htb mciih. Ok'anbiBacTcn 
3to 6bin ncHxonorHHecKHH TpioK. (ypoK Alia viciin. a ocTananacb Ha Kunpe). 2.05.99 y Mapnnoca ,nciib povK.neimyi. FI 
noexana b oc|)iic roBopHTb c MennocoM, MapnocoM, CKa3ajia, hto sto Obina oimnOKa. Ohh npocTHUH. Cnc/iyioimnii 
3Tan - BepHyTb Apncaca. FI momma eMy, roBopmna, oh oocman npmcxaTb, ho He npmc3>kan... Ccil'iac ycxan Ha 
iic.ncnio b r epMaHHio. FI no.nmncana Mapnocy OTKpbiTKy eme pa3 H3BHHHnact. Mbi noexann — 
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TopT (Koctjih Kynuji). Xoporno Bcccninnincb. Mapnoc ooimn MeHJi b oijiincc h H3BHimncn, hto Tax opan (.no 
toto 3a 1 .nciib oh Memi He mot Bbi.nnopinnb H3 oijmca, a CMOTpena eMy b rnana, oh He mot. FI B35ina ero pyxy. TyT oh 
h Bbi.nBopmn MeHJi H3 ot|mca). FI ero nioonio, kak 6occa. FI 'iyBcnnyio ccon HopMan, Kor.na oh b xopomeM 
HacTpoeHHH. Pa3Hoe oinnacT. 

Bn3Heca ccil'iac HeT. B'lepa oninn nonaii B3 an naiicii h He nannaTinn, t.k. a eMy He ,nana noiicnoBaTb puse. — 
- , ramocTb Kaicaji. 

Axmc.t He 3 bohht. Eoiace, mail MHe cmn BepHyTb xopomee otiioiiiciihc TBoero pa6a An.npcca h /(vkop.T/ka! 

B noopinil nyTb! F ocnonm, onarocnoBin, MaTepb Eovki>h, cnacn. Aiiren XpaHHTenb Hac ocpcnn. Hiikonail 
Hy.nonnopcii b 6n3Hece, b MoeM noxy.nciiwi h bo Bcex ncnax noMorn!!! Amhhb! !! 

16.05.99. 

C KonbKO Bcero npoH30inno... Bo-nepBbix. FI HacTpoeHa cepbe3HO noncpnnb cboh Bee, t.k. a pacKopoBena 
(rpy^b 94, raima 69, 6empa 102, 6empo 59, BHH3y 51...). 

FI CHJibHaji. FI KOHTpoJinpyio Bee, hto a eM, ckoubko. Y MeHJi o'iciib cinninian Bonn. FI Bbi.ncpvky!!! 3a 3Ty 
iic.ncnio a nonnciia hmctb oc.npa 100. a cMory, Bbi.ncpvKy. FI cinniman. FI BceM pyKOBO)Ky. 

Miioro, Hero npoH3omno. Y An.npcca — H3 6poyKeH, oh npnexan b 3in roc, ho a He Morna c hhm roBopHTb. 
B omHH npeKpacHbiil meHb Mapnoc 6pan acjmep BopK Hac, nomoncman, 
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Kor.na mbi nepeomeHeMcn, 3acTaBHn omeTb nnaTbii, a TaK ycTana b stot meHb (ok. 8 TaHineB). Flanan Mopann 
HHTaTb, MeHJi 3amen Bee TaKH. FIpo ApMaHmy roBopnn, nomKanbiBan, hto OHa b ocjrnce Kocjne mnna Alia OTpe3BneHHJi. 
Fla cnc.nyioimnii .nciib cHOBa coopamnc. En3Hec He men h oh pemnn Hac HaKa3aTb. O.nny iic.ncnio He x on inn in 
HHKy^a, 3anncanH A r u MamHHbi, Bp. KOCTioMep. FIocTaBinn MoHHKe in BniKe CTon. KaK Mbi Bee nn a Kanin... FI He 
Morna paooTaTb. O.nmii nonaii He 3annaTHn 3a TaHeu (a .ncnana 2). /Ipyroin rpy3Hn npo nciibnn. FI CTaHineBana, oh He 
man, a Ahtohho vion'ia CTonn in CMOTpen, ,na>KC He nbiTancn noMOHb. FI A\naii,na 2 Tamna 6e3 .nciicr eMy >Ke. BcKope 



A via up c nocTaBiinn CTon. (po 3Toro OHa ce6e, a noTOM Mapnoc nanicn npii'niny h nocTaBHJi cii). IIpHmjiH ppyrne 
pnc pcbkh c ppyroro Ka6ape (t.k. hx oOamcpoTHnocB). 

CoHBKa npaipnoBana cboh pern. poacpcnna. Xopomo pcbhohkh no mo ran npuroTOBiiTB, Bee 6 bijio nenco. 
Phkoc CTan npiiKanBiBaTBca, hto a b npaiiBHpe paBana ce6a — ero xopomeMy ppyry (oh He 3HaeT, hto mbi c 
3pHK0M BCTpcnacvtca). 51 6e3 cues, namo c hum noroBopuna h OTBeprna Bee. 

Co CTe(j)aHHCOM Ha Mope launvianncb pk>6obbk> non myM bohh, Berpa; 3aropana a noTOM 6e3 n micro. Tax 
nypccno. 

B rormHuy 6 i>ma napTHn. TKciiHTbca coonpanncb pna M3Ha c panibix cipaH c op noil TenetjiOHHOH 
KOMnaHHH. ripncxann b stot penb b AcjipiiKH, AMepHKH, ABCTpannn ok. 20 hcpobck. Mbi TaM TamiBi. 51 
ncpcopcnacb co BceM 
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b 4>yT6onKy, a xopnna h OTTaniBana. AHrenoc (6 bibhihh KOCTioMep PerHHBi) nopapnn, KaK oOemaa 
30noToe koubiio CoHe h MHe. PerHHa miioto hto eMy oOemana, ho SBiJia op mi pa3 (eexe), mhoto, hto noiiMena. 

fleBHOHKH npHKajiBiBajiHCB. KyraiJiH caMH ce 6 e ppmiKH, Mapnoc 6biji b rnoKe. Pcrnny on nil pa3 no via 
3a6BiJiH, yexanH Ha pa 6 oTy 6e3 Hee, ckojibko bohii. .. A Korpa OHa Ha yHHTa3e Ha 6 oHKe 3acHyna... 

Mapnoc cennac yexan b Kpacnopap. nopana eMy a cboh naxeTHK «ManeHBKHH». B BOCKpeeeHBe 
npHe35Kana MoHHKa h BuHKa k HaM, a toubko 1 nacHK noObina c Hen. Cennac aciiBy c Onen h Con cii. Eonee hjih 
MeHee. Korpa ncftpyT moh MecaHHBie? H3-3a HepB03a yace 17-18 pneii KaK HeT. 

rocnopn. onarocnoBH MeHa, Ha paooTC. /Jail MHe bo BceM cnn. TepneHBa, h noviorn MHe noxypcTb! 
Amhhb! !! 

P.S. KpHCHC (oapvtcn) napneonap. 

51 TaK cvicapacb, a ponacna H3MeHHTBca 

(yMeHBHiHTBca). Cennac F pnniKa pa6oTaeT oapvicnovt, a CTC(|)annc b TpaMce. C Aiippccovi a capiina 
hohbk) Ha xapnn p jBHpconc 150 km/h! (B ero paenneax h KypTKe) no Tpacce. A KaKoe nypo 3Ta cooaica... 

Bnepa (jioTorpaijiHpoBajiacB b 4 CH30HC. XoponiHH naipaH. Focnopn, OnarocnoBii!! ! 

22.05.99. 

BpeMa pctht obicTpo. MHe ocTanca pobho opnn viecan paooTaTb po Konna Moero KOHTpaKTa. 51 
o6a3aTenBHO ponacna noxypcTb. 51 noxypcio!!! Amhhb. IlepeacHBaio H3-3a MecanHBix. Yace 
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nepe3 opny nepemo oypcT KaK viecan iapcpacKH. 51 nBio TaoncTKH pna ypcrymipoBanna iuiKna (c 
npomnoro BH3HTa niHeKonora). TocnopH, noviorn, hto6bi y MeHa nonmn MecaHHBie!!! MaaraiiK pacT 
HHiJiopMaHHK) h paMKH, hto HHHero HeT. (paacc npH3HaKOB HeT). F ocnopn! 

Bnepa H3-3a opnoro a on ana (KaK oh yviyppnnca paooTaTb b 6aHKe) He noexana c pcBHonKaviH rynaTB b 
HeHTp. 51 pacnnaKanacB. (c ppyroii ctopohbi, pcbhoiikh oObcnncb. PerHHa (JleHa) npaipnonana cBoe HMa h 
npiiHecna TopTBi. Hy a h noena. 

Ceropna c IlaHHHKOcoM cipnna Ha nnaac. Ha oopaTnovi nyTn ero ManiHHa He Morna 3aBecTHCB. Hy mbi 
noTOJiKanH HeMHoro h noexann. Bnepa 6bijio 4 npaiiBHp, 1 tshOii h 12 ppHHK. A b epepy - 7 npaiiBHp h 2 ppiiHK, b 
neTBepr nnoxo 1 npaiinnp h 2 ppmiK (yacac). Bnepa ponacHBi 6bijih co CTC(|)anHcovi noexaTB b JlapHaKy, a 
no3BOHHJia Bunxe, h oh He npunien... 51 noexann c He By. Oh xoneT nopapiiTB MHe HKOHy - ronp, 24 KapaT, rpe 
Hucyc XpncToc (oh caM pncoBan. 51 TyT BcnoMHHna, hto MHe ronopunn npo Bcnib. nopapoK, c kotopbim y MeHa 
6 ypeT npo one via Ha Knnpe h b KpacHopape. Hvicnno Bcnib. Hvicnno Bnepa a Bppyr CTana BcnoMHHaTB 06 3 tom. 



fleBH cKa3an, hto y Hero (Jmhhih 6eH3HH h mbi BepHeMCJi Ha MOTouHKne. Ha stom HeEonBHioM... 130 km/h ji 
KpHHana. Ebijio CTpaniHO pucKOBaHHO, OBicTpo. A He 'iyrscTrsorsaiia CBoero Jinna. 

3pHK onjiTt He npnexan. A oEeman. TocnoziH, EnarocnoBH!!! 
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29.05.99. 


BpeMJI JieTHT. C O.TIIHM MOTIO/IBIM KOCTIOMepOM BBIBajIHJiaCB H3 npailBHHa Ha nOJIOBHHy, 3TO 6i>IJIO HeHTO. 
3piiK nonapun MHe (naKoncn-To) BH/icoKaMcpy MeHTy Moeil MaMKH. OHa TaK MeHTana... B stot >Ke /ichb 
mbi c Mamcii noexann b «CaHT nnaTaenB» nonjiaBajin, CKyniann, Macca*. 3pHK hto-to CTan c Mapneil xnecTaTB, 
He CKpBiBaa. Kyniin eii KynajiBHHK 3a 39 , TanoHKH HaM. Xotcji nocne Bcero cexc, mbi OTKa3ajiHCB. Hotom 6ii3Heca 
eii /icnacT BTopoil pa3 6onBiue, hcm MHe hbctbi /lapiu. Hotom OTHHTBiBaeTCJi no TenecjiOHy (cnoreTTH). 

CrenHoc nan MHe 30Z (nono>KHn thxo b cyMKy). BHepa ji Kymina nnaTBe ce6e (20Z), cnaTB Tiino 
nuacaMBi (ok. 44Z). 

HaKoncn-TO, CnaBa Bory, MecnHHBie (He 6 bijio ok. 1 Mecana). 

CeroflHH noexann co CTC(|)aimeoM Ha flvKop.T/KHO Ehh, a ji TaK xoTena nnaBaTB, t.k. oh 3axoTen. >1 ycTana, 
nornna h b nnaTBe b Mope, b bojihbi. >1 nnaxana h CMennacB. Hotom pa3peBenacB. Oh MeHJi ycnoKaHBan. nonapun 
MHe nonoTcnne >Kenroro HBCTa. MiBi-munca, ecnn hto He TaK. Bee HopManBHO. 

J\a, o.thii ooraTBiii apa6 3a6pan c npyroM MeHJi h Mapmo. Hotom noTanneBana Ha /ihckotckc. H toubko b 
OTene a CKa3ana, hto y MeHJi mcchhiibic. Oh ooh/iciicji (oh xoTen), no3BOHHJi Mapnocy Ha>KanoBancJi, ooraTaji 

CBOJIOHB. 

EaM6oc nan MHe mc.thchh. ji nonvKna c6pocHTB 3a mcchu ok. 10 kt. Cennac a 77 kt. Focnonii. EnarocnoBii! 
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30.05.99. 


Kor/ia ManiKe 3pHK nonapun oociBJiny. npninna no3>Ke >KeHmnHa c nBCTa\tn. ManiKa roBopiiT eii: «OHa 
CMOTpuT Ha Te6ji (ooc3Bjnia)». A >KeHmnHa nonyMana, hto OHa BBirnanirr, KaK oGeiBHiia. OEnnenacB, He xoTena 
nponaBaTB HBeTBi. 

HanJi Tpn nua iiaaan HaminacB... Ee Bee ncBO'iKH oTKaHHBajin... H BaHHyio ee, h koc|)c. nepe>KHBanH, 
hto6bi Mapnoc ee He bhhcji. HeMHoro OTornna h onjiTB y KOCTioMepoB bhckh... PerHHa Mononeu;. npHiunocB no 
jnmy noxnecTaTB. 

EaM6oc MHe nasi mchhhhiickhc npenapaTBi ana yBcnii'iennsi MeTa6onH3Ma. flail Eor, hto6bi a HMena 99 cm 
o6BeM. flail Eor!!! 

6.06.99 


2.06 6bijio 3 ro/ia h 9 mcchhcb c mohm hio6hmbim. Oh MHe TaKoe raicBMO npncnan... 

Y onHoro apa6a nonpocnna (oh roBopnji, hto OoraTBiii) 65Z Ha MarHHTOcjiOH. Oh Ran 70+5 Ha TaKCH. flail 
Eor eMy Bcero noEporo. Crennocy He nana, oh oEnnencji. npoexann b AptjjoHHnec. Oh pacnnarancji cBoeil 
KapTOHKoil, a noTOM 3aSpan 65Z (c >Ka,TiiocTBio. aonaii). Ooh/icjtcji. He xohct npiixomiTB b Ka6ape. 

Ha/iBKa h ManiKa Ha>KpajiHCB. Ohh BanjinncB Ha nony b TyaneTe. Mapnoc hm chhjikob Hanenan. npocraji. 
Ohh 6bijih b TaKOM coctojihhh, Pcrmic npocTO CTon nocTaBHJiH. flann 3 nan xojih/iccb. OHa novKcnana MHe Bcero 
noSporo h HannyHiuero. 

AneKciui npumna b KaSape b 22.00 
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TanoHKax, KamomoHe. Ahtohhji ee — ocJjhc, a OHa ymjia. TaKoii bii/i HMena, a hto co6cTBeHHO TaKoe 
npoH3oniiio. 3to 6bijio nemo. Ee raniinH 2 mrcii 3apnnaTL>i. OHa ccro.niH ye3>KaeT. npiiexanH c Fpeium MopanKH. 
TaKHe Bee OcnciibKiic. Epann Tannin, —norp-CB. 

Ej/wna c 3pHK0M Ha Jioina/iflx. b CaHT PacJjaajit, nonnaBana b Mope (Tennoe), Macca5KHCTKa (/iCBOHKa c 
Kpacnonapa). 

B 'icTBepr CrecjjaHHoe npurnen, nojiHonn co mhoh h 2 Taima. Tax 6 bijio saMenaTenBiio, Beceno. IIotom ji b 
OT ene 3 ncTBcpni naca 6ynHna Ha pa6oTy. 

Tpn ,tiih ncpvKana .query, ot npenapaTOB cy/ioporn cBoqHJio, noTOM EaM6oc, ot — KajitijHa, cnaBa Eory 

nponuio! 

Eloxyncna tojibko 77 kt. Ebiji y Ojibth qeHB po'/KqeiiHH. npiiexana nocne 3pnxa —cb), 1-bih pa3 He 
nepeeqana. On bra xohct yexaTb b BOCKpceeiibc, ycTana ot paooTin. Y MeHJi ocTanocB 1,5 Heqenn. Cciinac ctojibko 
hbk) repnc... 15. 

OHH >KHJIH C H3MH, HHCTBIC ayTHHIIbl. 

—eHKa yexana (xopoman qeBHOHKa ok. 34 neT), cpa3y >Ke npnexajia qpyraji. Tenepb c 4. 

Ej/wna k naiiTHCTy. xoporno, toubko TenepB BocnajiHJiacB .Tcciia, cn>Ky c poManiKoil. CTC(|)aiioiioc 
roBopHT, hto oneHB oy/iCT cKynaTB, xohct. hto6bi si eMy nucana nucBMa. Eme FlBep bjiioEhjicji b MeHJi. CeroqHa 
xoflHUH, pa3roBapHBajiH, no/iapun oTKpBiTKy 20Z. 

CoHBKa pea min nasa/i yexana, t.k. My>K 3a6pan CBraa, xoTen cy,Ta (t.k. oh-to CKa3an, hto OHa pa 6 oTaeT Ha 
Kunpe - npocTHTyTKa). Y Hee b /iBa pa3a 6 ara>Ka oonimie, 
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neM y MeHJi. Xoqnjia b moraiHr ueHTp, KymiJia io6Ky h KocjiTOHKy ce6e. 

/T.VKop.T/Ky Ha 30Z (Tpy 6 Ky - c 30 Jiotom - 20Z h HKOHy ccpcopmiyio - 10Z). 

flyMajia, Kyqa qeHBTH MHe qeTB. ^sa BapnaHTa - b 6 ara>Ke huh b KaSnyKH (Haqo KymiTB). 

Y oniioro apa 6 a nonpocnjia 65Z Ha ManiHTO(|)on c CD. Oh /(an 70+5 Ha TaKCH. H si KymiJia b (a, si yace 
nucana 06 otom). 

CeroqHn / i l>Kop.T/K ,to.T/R'cii npnexaTB... Cciinac ohchb Tpynno, 45 /icbhoiiok. Kaitfcqaa no nyTB-nyTB. 
En3Hec. Eor MHe b noMomB (MoeM noxyqeHHH (2), 1 - 6n3Hec. 

rocnomi, onarocnoBH! MaTepB Eovkbh pail HaM jho6bh. AHren Eo>khh Hac 6epern! HiiKonaii HynoTBopcii 
bo BceM noMorn!!! Amhhb! !! 

15.06.99. 

OcTanocB hbc Heqenn h homoh. Bnepa (b noncnenbimK 4 npaiiBiina h 5 hphiikob). Ej/wna k 3y6HOMy - 2 
3y6a. TaK pcacna - 6 bijio Eojibho, qecHBi 6 ojwt. 3pnK (qo 3 toto 3 3y6a + 2) OT/iaji oneHB mhoto. Ecjih 1 3y6 30Z, 
to - 150Z... noqapHJi MHe nnaTBe, JS ?Kynnn (OonBine, neM MHe). 2-e noKoneHiie, oh OonBiue eii yqenjieT 
BHHMaHHe, HeM MHe. 

C KpncoM (nacBi, EIa(|)oc) e3qnnn h 1-bih pa3 33HHMajiHCB moooBino. Oh kohhhji 3a 1 mhh. OneHB 
3qopoBo, noTOM noexann KyrnaTB b pecrapaH Annpcca - pBi 6 y. 

3bo ilima ^VKop.nvKy. Oh He xohct co mhoh pa3roBapHBaTB. IToneMy? El oneHB, oneHB chjibho 
paccTpoHJiacB. El hoobiocb pa3roBopa c hhm. Bhhiio kto-to cKasim nipn 6aq. 
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xo.nuna b THM. 76,5. ITocne 6 er. Ho>kkh - 74,5. B MoeM opraHH3Me oneHB mhoto Boqw. El nonnaia yexaTB 
c V - 100. OOroaHa. 

rocnoflH, OnarocnoBH h qail HaM MyqpocTH, chji h Tepnemui!!! 



23.06.99. 

B romumy (18.06) a 3BOHHJia C'TecjianH, roBopnna, hto c ppyrHM KOCTioMepoM nocpy c Aaiiaviy. Oh 

o6npencJi, noiKenan Bcero po6poro h a 3aKpBina TenecjiOH. 31 TaK nnaKana... B cy66oTy a cpenana peKopp- 

npaBHp (5 opHOMy 3aMenaTenBHOMy pepyne) c ophhm OTpanacB b npaiiBHpe, 2 t3h6h, 7 ppiiHK - 68 500... 

3a6pan MeHJi CTecjianHC h mbi noexann b JlapHaKy. Bhkh He 6bijio. npiimnocB yexaTB paiibinc, t.k. 
pepyneft MHTHHr. 3a6pana 60Z 3a — MimyT (ppancnnc). noKyinann b pecrapaHe, a eMy 3a 10Z npopana 2 — 
(J)OTorpa(j)HH. 

B BocKpccciibc a 6e3 nanpjr/Kcnnc OTpaDOTana npaiiBiip, 1 t3h6h, 8 ppmiK. 3 xoTenn mciih 3a6paTB. Honan 
CTentoc, touctbih, J\)bh. 31 yexana c /Jibh. Oopamo a Bcpnynacb Ha MOTOumcne. 3popoBO ! C yrpa b noncpcubniiK 
no inna no3HpoBaTb. (3a 2 pim — 5Z (ok. 3 nacoB) - oOHaiKemca). B noncpcubniiK co C’TecjianH mbi nonuiH b 3nroc 
3a —, a nopcKapana peBHOHKaM - KaK napo paooTaTb (Bee TaK cnymanH \icnn). C’BOOopa... IIotom Ha Mope 
nonnaBajiH. IToexajiH —aTB b OTenB. (B stot pcnb a on an CrenBoc CKa3aji, mo xohct ceKC, He xohct exaTB BMecTe.) 
Bo BTopHHK co CrecjiaHH nonuiH b nyHanapK. KaK 3/iopoBO b nonncniennoM cocTosninn... A b KOMHaTe yiKacoB... 
tojibko b Konnc o6nnnn bopoh. A ManiHHKH... IIotom nepBBiil pa3 cnncnn b pecTopaHe... nepcjiCKT. PaccKa3BiBan 
niOOOBIIbie HCTOpHH. 

36 

CeropHJi KocTac (ManBHHK) o6eman CBe3pHTB b nacjioc, ho He npHexan. /jenana peKnaMy (cjiOTo), 
TpeHa>Kepa b opokpc h 6e3 - 50 aHra. Oviitob. CaMoe yiKacHoe - HeT MecT Ha caMoneT b BocKpeceHBe Ha 
Kpacnopap h, MoiKeT 6bitb npnncTcn exaTB ncpci MocKBy, cnncTb 1 pcnb. A noTOM b Kpacnonap. F ocnonn, 
noMorn MHe MiiHOBaTB sto! IIoMorH MHe, 'iToObi HamnocB 1 MecTo pna MeHu. Monio tc6h! Focnonn! EnarocnoBH 
h noMorn!! ! 

27.06.99. 

CeiFiac cniKy b caMoneTe. ITaKonMa! KaacpBift /icnb a nyvtana o Ohjictc. Bee cpenana caMa. Mapnoc 3 a6Bin 
060 MHe. B roiTHHuy noMor op nil apa6. 31 mna no AHapcTace3HH CTpHT, oh ocTanoBimcn. Bo3hh mciih b ocjiHC. 
Bcipc. IIoexanH k HeMy novion, nocnn, cHOBa npucTaBann. 3I6naH, Kpnny. A oh roBopiiT, hto ji omnoaiocb. He 
TaKOH KaK Bee. nopa pun MHe io6Ky h 2 c()yT6onKH. 31 eMy oncnb onaropapna. Oh MHe oncnb, oncnb noMor, a 
csKOHOMHna mhoto peHer. 

Co CrecjiaHH CHOBa xopnnn b nyHanapK - 2 pa3a Ha KpyTOH (bhh3 ronoBoil, rscipc). Ax, CrecjiaHH, 
CTenaHHT. noTOM Bopnna ManiHHy. B nmnnny BcncpoM noninn xopnnn b na6, nnna KOKTenB a (opra3M), ho KaK 
oh nonpo6oBan ero, oh B036ypnncn, nBiTancn nocnaTB CBoeMy xyio cjiaKC, ho cjiaKC He poxopnn. noTOM noninn Ha 
OTKpBiTyio rpc'iccKyio pncKOTeKy, ji no3HaKOMnnacB co CBeToil (vianeiibKan, xopomcnbKan) c BopoHeiKa 
(3aMy5KeM). 

B cy66oTy mbi noexann (a yroBopnna) b Asniany. 3annaTHnn 3a CBHMnapK Bopp - 22Z 3a 1,5 naca. Oh 
CMennen, KaK a c HaHBBiciueH ropKH (2yx) e3pnna, KaK ji nBiTanacB xophtb no nnacTHHaM (KaK Kopara). CTonBKO 
nnenaTncnn ii... noTOM noninn b 3htoc. 
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en h. Mapnoc 6bui bmccto Hup'/Kca (Mapno). Bbina «cayHa» (Bee pcbhoiikh, KOTopBie TanncBann Ha cncnc, 
y>Kac). non-CB co BceMH. 31 pyMana, hto B3Jin moh peHBrn 500 ponnapoB. Ho noTOM a noHnna, nocne pa3TOBopa c 
peBHOHKaMH, hto —1.800, 500 a oraoacHna, ocTanocB 1.300. MHe oncnb ctbipho, hto co CrecjiaHH npinunocB 
otkpbitb cyMKy JIonHTBi h nocMOTpeTB. Focnopn, npocTH MeHJi rpeniHyio, noTOM oh BBinun mhoto, 3acHyn. 31 
xoTena cpenaTB cjioTo pucKOTeKH. 



— He a an, 3acBinan! Bee sto BpeMJi Ka>K,HBiH /ichb cnanH b OTene (ok. 20Z). — HCTBepr. CTC(|)aim 
npocnan Ha pa6oTy. — 3axoTen h.tth b 8 h. Ebijih pa36opKH —anon. HecMOTpa Ha to, hto oh nnor/ia .ijenan to, 
hto ji He moEnio, MHe oh oneHB HpaBHncJi, oneHB. Ero 3anax, ero cjjnerMaTHHHBiH Tun h ero xo,n MBicneil, —niKa, 
noTpjrcaiome. 

B 'ICTBCpr C3,TH.3a 3aKJIK)HHTeJIBHBIH pa3 C 3pHK0M H /I'/KyHHCH (c KpaCIIO.Tapa) Ha AjIi>6aHO. y MeHJI HOTH 
y>Ke 3 .Tun oonsn. TaM oneHB KpacHBO... Y 3pHKa BBinpocuna —Z, noTpaTima. H ccronnn 25Z Ha Macca*. Ho 
oneHB, o'iciIB onaro/iapna eMy 3a Bee, 3a Bee. /J,an eMy Eor Bcero /rooporo, 3/iopoBBJi. HaHnynmero! 

Ceronna yrapoM coEpanacn, c /lennonKaMH nocH/tenH, BtmHJiH. npocTHTe MeHJi /icbmoiikh. hto si 
noziyMana Ha Bac. /(an BaM Eor 6ii3Heca. 

npnexanH ok. 11.50. Bcipenana BuHKa. nonuiH B3JDIH ohjict. Omit a >KeHinHHa np c.t.bo>khh a obitb c 
^ eBOHKOH. C hx no mo m bio He nnarana 3a Saranc (2 cyMKH y Hee). Bee TaK OBicTpo npoH3omno. OKaiBiBacTca 
caMoneT BBineTaeT 
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b 13.10 (no KHnpcKOMy BpeMeHii). 51 toubko ycnena 1 pa3 noirenoBaTB Crec|)aHH. 

Bnaro/iapio 3a Bee Kunp! JIiiMaccon. Bnaro/iapio ot Been nyiini 3a Bee!!! 

rocnoflH, OnarocnoBH. HamiHaio B3neTaTt 13.57 (27.06.99). 

30.06.99. 

npnneTeiia, CnaBa Eory! Ho ckoubko Myicunn c cyMKaMH?! Xoporno, si Enina c stoh /icbohkoh. Co mhoh 
6bijio: 1 naxeT c MarimTO(|)onoM h b h ,t c o k a m c p o il , 1 cyMKa Oa, 1 cyMKa ot Mapnoca - SnnBHpe + mo a ManeHBKaa. 
PyccKHe, pyccKHe. HeT, htoEbi noMonn, TaK eme h yrpo)KaK)T. Bcero 6bijio 2 SonniHHe, 2 3eneni>ix <t>a, 1 nepnaa, 1 
naKeT - si Bee oxma. 

51 TaK xoTena BepnyTBca oSpamo. Ebiji /io>R 71 b. CnaBa Eory, b T3M0)KHe Bee 6 bijio b nopanKC, enpoenn 
Be3y jih ncniiBie, si cKa3ana, hto no/iapor MarnnTO(|)on h Bi-mcoKaMcpy. 3onoTa HeT (xotji Ha naiiBnax 6 bijio). 

MaMa MeHJi c iuapHKaMH BCTpeTHJia. KaK Taaceno nocne Kunpa... rpa3B, HeT comma. Moil mhubih... 
nocne CTC(|)ann... M He Morna penoBaraca. MHe Ta>KenBi Sbmh npuKocnoBCHHa... 51 TaK CKynaio no CTCcjianH... 
Ero 3anaxy, ero CMexy, ero nouenyaM... 

OTMeTHJin, TopTHK c,nenan, oopa/ionanacB /iohkc (c T.raneM). 

B nonc/idiBiiHK ca/inna: (He noMHio Ky/ia). Bnepa 3BOHHna CTC(|)ann (c neperoBopHoro nyHKTa), noTOM 
noexana k AneKceio .homoh h noroBopnna. KaK ji 6i>ma pa.ua cnnunaTB ero ronoc... «0, panajiMy (naxaaMy) xay 
xot xea AHrenHHa, Ail noy3 1 khho». CTenaHHT, moh ManBHHK. Mbi roBopniiH - KaK si noEpanacn, KaK ji CKynaio... 

3BOHHJia b MocKBy, JleoHHZi npHrnaman 
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MeHJi npnexaTt ok. 15.06. EyxieT KHHOcjjecTHBajiB, npneziyT 3Be3/iBi ronnHBy/ia. 

17.07.99. 

Ckoubko Bcero npoH3omno. 5{ nanana HHCTKy KHineHHHKa b mc/b neiiTpe «llcncncnHC», mhctv. TyT oh h 
BocnajiHJicJi, Enina TeMnepaTypa 38,7 (H3-3a CBipBix cjipyKTOB h OBomeit). Bpozie 6bi ycnoKonnocn, ji CTana BeciiTB 
nocne 78 kt. - 73 kt. B neTBepr mina cnaSHTennHBiH nail, b naTHimy CHOBa — TeMnepaTypa. B cy66oTy c MnnBiM 
noiunn Ha «/],>koh». noenn MoponceHoe, KOKTenn. 3aHHManncB moSoBBio - SonnHO. Ytpom CKyiuann cochckh, 
xonnnn BBionpaTB MHe nonapoK (nanKy). 51 nyBCTBOBana 6onn b ccpc/mnc naiBOTa. nun a cMeKTy. BenepoM 
peninnH pBaHyTB Ha Mope, He 6Bino SonnHO, Konono bcj/ic. 51 Enina He Becenaa. BenepoM npnexann cnanana b 
flncySry, a noTOM b Berry. nonnaBann - Mope Snino Tennoe (6onn Sbuih b pailoHe neneHii). Kynnnn moKona.ii 
«BnoxnoBcnBC», noxonnnn —, Moeil 6a3e, TaK 3/iopoBO. Ho 6onn He ocTaBnnn MeHJi. Kor/ia mbi co6panncB cnaTB - 



ji He CMoraa, 6 ojih 6 bijih He bbihochmbi. Mbi noexanH ncicaTB «CKopyio». HaniJiH. — C/ienajiH MHe yicon (xopomiiH 
napeHt). Mhjibih eMy Tan (ckojibko He 3Haio - ot ziyrnu). IloexanH /jantnie, ji 3acBinana. Mhubih TO>Ke 3acBinan. 
Mbi ocTaHOBHJiHct y nocTa cnaTB. TyT >Ke npocBinanHCB onaTB ot pencymeil 6 ojih b oOnacra npaBoro nonpcocpbii. 
Mhubih, eMy Tax 6 bijio TJDKeno. Oh He BBicnancJi, ji opy. Oh no6e>Kaji y3H3TB - pic b FopnneM icmone 6onBHHua. 
npHIHJIH, 
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a TaM tbc flOnanKH cut jit «Hy mbi He MonceM Tan, o6e36onHBaiomee, aHajiH3Bi - noTOM noroBopHTB 
(nocne 50 MHHyT, Koryia a 3arH6anacB ot 6onn). Kor/ja mhubih nononcnn no# )KypHan ee caM mthh, ihh H3 roy, h 
H exora Bca^Hna MHe o6e36onHBaiomHH (ji He 3Hana o /iciiBrax). C MyHeniuiMH mbi Toexann tomoh (to stoto 
mhubih eme y/iapiwcji 06 ctoh 6, Kopia 0TBe3>Kaji). nocnann. Ho Ha yTpo peninjiH «cKopyio». MeHJi bcio 
H ccneTOBann. no niHeKononiH - HHtjieKiiHJi (cennac 6onn Taicne nocne 3aHJiTHJi iho 6 obbio HaKaHyHe BenepoM c 
mhubim). - He noMHio - ipponia hto-th. Oica3anocB sto - 3acTOH >kcthh, Tann MHe KancnbiiHiiy, aHanH3 mohh. 
npiinuiocB jio>KHTBCJi b 6onBHHuy. >1 Tax njiaicajia. FacTpocKonuji... 3Ta TpyOKa oTpBirHBaeTCJi BOinyxovt, a noTOM 
cna3MBi b oOnacTH neneffli (icaic none). EonBinaji Snaro/japHOCTB MaMOHKe, OHa Tax MHe noMorna... noMor 
AneKceii moh ponnoii ManBHinc - Taicaji nee OonBinaa onaronapiiocTb h 3a BOTy, 3a Bee. 

CnaBa Eory, MeHJi BBinucanH bo btophhk (BocnaneHne ncenHHoro ny3Bipji - oxohhctht ncenyrica, 12- 
nepcTHOH khihkh, ruHeiconoraa...). /IjicTa (iicni/in ncupHoe, ncapeHoe - 6 pa3 no nyTB-nyTB, TaoncTKH racTpo(|)an h 
H o-rnna. 

Ceronim ji npnexana b MocKBy. H ynce c MapKOM BcnoMHHajia cboio Kunpcieyio pa6oTy (—), /iairc h 
pe3ynBTaT - 100 TonnapoB, HaKynnnn eMy e/iBi Ha 500 pyOneil (Bcero Hiinero h 500 py6neil). JleoHHT Bee 3HaeT. B 
KBaprape, pic MeHJi ycTpoiinn xoporno ( h 'iaiiniiK. pa/ino, mhhh TB, Bee - nail.. 

r ocnoTH, SnarocnoBH - OnarocnoBii! H nail HaM viynpocTH. cnn h Tcpnennsi! Amhhb MaTepB EoncBJi nail 
HaM tioobh h cnacn! 

AHren XpaHHTeJiB - 6epern h xpaHH. Hinconan HynoTBopen - noMorn bo BceM!!! 

41 

23.07.99. 

Hto co mhoh npoH3oniiio... Flomna Ha HepKinoBCKnii pbihok. Bee HopMajiBHO, noTOM nornna k 
HHCTHTyTy (|)H3KynbTypbi Ha pbihok. TyT MeHJi ocTanaBTHnacT TeTKa h npeTnaracT anboovt OccnnaTiio. Hotom 
nonxo.THT k cTOJiHKy. N° Moero annOoMa coBrianacT c HOMepoM npH3a. Myncnic othit — . ji c iic.TOBcpiicM 
OTHecnacB. Ha, to 6bijio bhccth 2.000 pyoncii. noTOM eme (T.e. hto6bi He ncpcoiiTii). Cbbth ctojm jionaiT, kotopbih 
Tonnaran MHe 300, ji cboh 400 (hto y MeHJi 6bijih). TyT Monorail TeBHOHKa nepe6nna Bee. T.o. TeBymica 
(KaBKa3CKOH iiaiiiioiiaTbiiocTH) My>KHHHa ynuiH, a ji h BnaT ocTanncB 6e3 minero. M xoTena OencaTB 3a toh 
TeBHOHKOH, BnaT MHe He Tan. M OBiJia b uioKe. Oh MeHJi otbct h roBopuT, ktk Tuna a eMy BepHy ero 300 (MonceT 
oh 6biji no.TCTaBnoii). J1h6o ji otttm, jih6o oh mciiji oy.TCT npo.TaBaTb. Oh 3annaTHJi cbohm Tpyibavi — py6, hto6bi 
ohh MeHJi CTeperan. >1 bcji TpjicnacB... K MoeMy yTHBTcniiio napeHB (ynBiSancJi c hum ctojm Tpyroii, h CKa3an, hto 
BnaT mciiji bo Bee «,TbipKH»...) oTnycraji MeHJi «6ern»!. >1 6encana yKpaHKaMH b ariTooyc. Hotom npoexana 
TajiBine b MeTpo. MHe 6 bijio CTpaniHO. MHe Ka3anocB, hto oh MeHJi bot-bot naii,TCT... TenepB ji He o.TCBaio thcm 
cboh — (t.k. ji obrna b hhx). Eo>Ke, Kax 3 to CTpaniHO... Kaic a Morna nonacTB Ha Taicyio rnynocTB... 

Ehtctob Ha noci,T HeT. Ha caMoneT - pic 1.118, 1050, 1020. Ho ji 
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Haiuna 980 py6neii. 



Bnepa no3HaxoMH:iacB c «xpBiineH» areHTCTBa. Oh mghm iiaiBiBari 30 hotoh. XonniiH Ha nc'icpHiiKy 
)KypHana «AnnpeM». TaM 6 but KpBinoB, Ahtohob, CepoB, KD.HaHanoBa. >1 HaTaHiieBanacB, natfce y CTonOa 
nonpo6oBana. C oGcibhiikoh noxonniiH, KOTopaa /icbhohkc pyxy nouenoBana. 31 naace HeMHoro y CTonOa hvtb- 
nyTt noKpyTHJiact. BbicTynajiH neBHOHKH co CTpnnTH30M. 0,3ira c hjichom, xoTopBiil oOrnanana co Bcex crapoH. 
BtlJIO 3,30pOBo! 

Ha npc iciiTaiiHio 6aHKa MeHJi He B35Uin. Onrypa... 

3ara BeHeponor Hainen y MeHJi rapnHepenny (Snaronapio JleoHHna, hto oh nan 250py6 Ha aHanH3). 
Kymma nexapcTBa Ha 65 py6 (xoporno He Ha 200 p). Eyny 5 niicii mm>. 

Focnonn, 3 an MHe noncanyilcTa CHacTnHBBiH cnynan non3apa6oTaTB neHer, noncanyilcTa!!! 

Focnonn, OnarocnoBH, cnacn h coxpaHn!!! 

4.09.99. 

Ha BC'iepHiiKC ji no3HaKOMHnacb c PoeM. (y JleoHHna). EyKBanBHO b koiihc, ji cooiipanacB noMoii. Ho 
3Toro a 6biJia nepcBonHHXOM y Mapxa, ncpcBonima h.thotckhc c|)pa3Bi («Kax obi 3aHHManncB jiiooobbio c nonon - 
2 rpymi Ha sirooHiiax - h3 ymeii tchct Men»). CepoB nonapnn KaceTy. 

Ha cnenyiomHH neHB mbi rynjinn c PoeM, xonnnn Ha nncxoTexy «FlponaraHna» (npuneM nepen Hameii 
BCTpeneH oh MHe nan 100 nonnapoB (t.k. Jleomm cxa3an, hto BpeMJi npoBonnTe - Ha.no nnaTHTb). TaKCH.. . 50 py6, 
30 py6. C hhm Hennoxo, ho TaniicBaTB oh MHe He naeT, t.k. HaHHHaeT npHOnroxaTBCJi BnjioTHyio h He xohct 
OTXonHTb. noenH, b MaxnoHanBnce (a BcnoMHHJia Kunp - HereT hhkch). Xonnnn, rynjinn, enn b pecTopaHe, pic 
iiciibi b nonnapax. TaK bcio cncnyiomyio nencnio. Oh 
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nonapnn rBO i.THKH, a mbi hx 3a6BiJiH b «Mnpance». npnexann /iomoh, man 3a pyxy h mbi noexann o6paTHO 
3a HBeTaMH... 

Bbinnna KOKTenB - HaBepxy oh ropen, BHH3y - xononHBin (xotjieHHBiH jiHKep). Ha cnenyromnn neHB y 
MeHU 6onen >khbot B03ne npjiMOH khihkh, rnHexonornn. FIoncMy? Ebijih ,tbc neBHOHxn co CMOneHCKa. O/ma - 16 
neT - HopMajiBHan, npyran OnecJi, KOTopan Bnioonciia b Mhkkh. PypKa h iimeT — hto6bi 6bitb c hhm, ot6htb ot — 
, HapKOTHKH. CoonpacTCH nonacTB b JIoc-AHncenec. 31 nBiTanacB c Hen noroBopuTB, ho sto 6bijio 6ecnone3HO. 3to 
— neno. .. Ee B3Jmn Ha 3aKpBiTiie KHHOcjiecTHBanji, npurnaniajiH Ha cbcmkh. .. 

Poh noBen MeHJi (CnaBa Eory!) no aaponopia. nonapHn MHe Ea3y + np- 100 nonnapoB - nail Bor eMy 
3nopoBBJi! 

MapKonB no stoto Benn CBeMKy (—). 31 noMorna eMy nenaTB CBeMKy nec6n (ohh toubko ynBiOanncB, 
nanH no 20 nonnapoB xancnon). 31 cnpocnna JleoHHna, — BBinennnH noTOM no 10 nonnapoB. CnaBa Eory ji 
BB i3nopoBena. 

OTnpa3nHOBanH c mhubim 3 rona 11 mcchhcb, nonapnn MHe anexTpoimyio KHHacxy h 

F ocnonn, nail MHe chu h KOHTpona, hto6bi noxyncTB! EnarocnoBii!!! 

16.08.99 

3bohhh Poh, roBopnn, hto CKynaeT. 31 c —noM Bum a 6nneT Ha noe3n, ho noTOM pa3roBapHBana c 
JleOHHnOM, OH TOBOpUT, HTO BH3a eCTB (Ha 3 MCCHIia), HO nCHBril Ha OimCT He BBICJiajIH. npHIUJIOCB MHe enaTB 
OimcT. CyMKy a ocTa- 
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Buna b stot MOMeHT y Aneicceji b ManiHHe. A Poh ocTariim coo6meHHe, hto nepe3BOHHT MHe b cy66oTy b 
18.00 (b koiihc «c hio6obbk) Poii») Ha nennncep. AneKcen npoHHTaji ero. «Kto oh Taxon, hto 3a Taxoe - Hcpei 
xancnoe chobo c hio6obbio?». PyranucB, ccopimiicB. Boo6me nacTO. Ocoocimo, xorna a roBopima c tohhubiuhkom. 



Oh Bee npcMH roBopHT, hto moh napeiiB MHe He noTxo.THT - to oh BoToneii, to to, hto Ha 2 ro.Ta Bcero hhhib 
CT aprne - Mano. Kopone - Bee, hto >KenaeT MHe - BoiBpamacTCJi eMy. Amhhb (3 pa3a!). 

MaMKy naK0iicn-T0 OTnpaBHna Ha Mope. Ci>e3THna b AHany, cropena, Tenept a ee KaacrBiH tciib oo.Tiipaio. 
CniHJia MHe mopTBi, a cennac KpacHT paMti. HaM TaK xoporno 6 bijio c Atckcccm 3th 3 .tith BMecTe... 

Xo.THna Ha TiianiocTi-iKy k nceHirtiiHe (no CTone Horn) - npoOneMa c >KennHBiM ny3BipeM, oc'TCOxon.Tpoi. 
IlHna TpaBBi (TnarHOCTHKa - 40 pyOneil, 6anoH 3n. - 40 pyOneil c TpaBaMH). Y MeHJi cennac Taicoe jihho b 
nptimax... 

E3,HHna c noKa30M b TyaneiiHCKiiH panoH, aKBanapK, pre 6 biji KOHKypc «Mhcc (J)OTO-iieTO». BuTajiHK, 
Ha.Tioma, r ana, a, 3 HOBeHBKHX. JleHa - moji iianapimna... M one b ana nHH3Bi, nonpocnna MonnaTB, a OHa Kax 
noHecnacB, jiOnaHKa. Y MeHJi ot 6ojih rna3a cne3HnncB (KOCMeTHKa nonanacB). IlpHexanH, no6erann mbi 
nopacnpaniHBajiH ohtctbi .tth co6cTBeHHoro noKa3a, t.k. Mano 6 bdio npo.Taiio. B tckctc, KOToptra ponvKiia obina 
HHTaTB Ha.Tioma («8 Ton motctch - mhcc ®a, Ejiht motctb nyx, mhcc KpacmoTap...») >1 Tax CMeJinacB... >1 c 
TaKHM yTOBOTBCTBHCM noKa3ajia. HacTn MHe 5 SannoB nocTaBHna, 
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Tarn 100 pyoncii! Pa3B03HJin Hac b tot *e tciib iio'ibio! no Topore b Knyoc ocTano bhji hcb, 6bmo 
xoto.tho. /Jcbhoiiok npurjiacHJiH TaiiiicBaTB, ohh corjiacHJiHct (mciit — ). Hacra hm noTOM Taicoe GTenana... 

3th JleHa bcio hohb MeHJi mixana, hkoGbi ji ee npuraBuna k OKHy. Ha cncTyioim-iii .tciib ji xo.wna Ha 
KacTHHr TaimcBaTB y cTon6a. B >KiopH - Ccpreii chtht. Menu b3juih! !! >1 He o>KHTana. noroBopiiTH c Poctom, 
noOonTann, e(J)OTorpa(J)HpoBajiHCb, no>KajiH Tpyr Tpyry pyxy. TocnoTH, OnarocnoBH, Tail HaM chji h TepneHHJi!!! 

29.08.99 b MexuKo 

Cennac ji neny b orpoMHOM caMoneTe (15.01 no BpeMeHH no OpaHKOypry (2 naca Ha3aT MOCKOBCKoro). 
Hac noKopMHJin cokom h coneHBiM neneHBeM (20 rp.). H3 Mockbbi mbi BBineTenn b 7.00 yTpa, 6 bdi to>kthk. B 
asponopTy HaxoTHnncB 4 nacoB. Eotbihoh, noxoTHnn c TenencKaMH jsjia Saranca, norynjmn KpyroB 5. no nopjiTKy. 
C jiio6hmbim mbi peinujin noexaTB Ha Mope. Bee BocicpeceHBe Tenan .Tena (xo.thth no noB. tc'ihthcb TpaBaMH, —k 
y MHJioro (oh chubho CTeemincJi), nnTHa Ha KO)Ke - >KyTKO nepemiBan. OKa3anncB npoEneMBi c noT>KenyTOHHOH 
>Kene30H, Toiace oy.TCT TpaBBi miTB. M y>Ke ok. 5 iic.tctb mina. noexann Ha Mope... T.k. '/K.Tana Hiu|)opMai[Hio ot 
J leoHHTa no noBO.Ty Mckchkh, mbi He Moran noexaTB b /JuBHoropcK (KaK ji ohchb xoTena). noexann b 
K aoap.TiiiiKy (k 3H3KOMBIM). Mano Toro, hto mbi He CMornu HCKynaTBcn, t.k. 6Bin xono.THBiii nym, TaK h tomhk 
CK punen... hohbio kto-to TBiirancn. Y MeHJi 
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nocne 3aHHTHio tioSobbk) 6 Bino oneHB 6onBiuoe BocnaneHiie Ta>Ke xothtb 6 Bino 6onBHO. /Jenana 
cnpBiHueBaHHe c TpaBaMH (KaKHe mma h Horn-ny). B tchciihc 3 Tiicii yxo.Tiina 6onB. B BocicpeceHBe BenepoM mbi 
noexann norynjmn, noroBopnnH o 3aMy>KecTBe. H ji nomina, hto y Hero He 6 bdio nporpecca b TeHBrax, t.k. ji 
roBopnna, hto eme KaTcropimccKH He xony eme 3aMy>K. Ha 3tot pa3 CKa3ana, hto cepBe3HO HacTpoeHa (ok. 2 
tbicjih TonnapoB HopManBHO, oneHB xoporno). (Xopoimm o6eT, 6pann bhho, cennac 6Bin - Kypnua c pucoM, canaT, 
CBip, nyTinir...). Ho to 3Toro ji Ton>KHa 3apa6oTaTB Ha KBaprapy MaMe (Bor MHe b novtoiHB). Mbi noccopnnHCB (He 
noMHio H3-3a nero) - ji noTcpuna cboh ccpcopmibiii 6pacneT. /JuarHOCTHKa ManTHHKa noKa3ana, hto b CKBepe. Ha 
Bee Bonn Eo'/Kbh! Bhtho TonycTiina onin6Ky (iancnKa 3a MaTepnanBHoe, toptoctb). KaK-TO Ha yTHBneHne nerao. 
nnaBana ji no 30 MHHyT - BOTa... nyTO (+26 +27 C) b 2 3axoTa yrpoM, TO>Ke BenepoM, T.e. hhctbix 2 naca b tciib 
(16.07 b caMoneTe 29.08.99). BenepoM xoTcnn noiira Ha oTKpBiTyio THCKOTexy b «HaTe5KTy», ottokhth Ha 
Tpyron tehb (BBicT-na «HMnepH5i» - bxot bmccto 50 py6. - 150 py6 .), kohchho He noiunn. Cxothth noKyniann, 
BBiminn BHHa. Ho 3Toro BBinunn. Ha cneTyiomiiH tciib JleoHHT CKa3an, hto b cy66oTy b hohb mbi OTneTaeM b 



MeKCHKy. A 6biji btophhk - Benep. Mbi nonuiH, 3aKJiioHHTeJiBHBiH .neHB noKyinajiH (mipomioe, bhho, manuiBiK... 
125 py6). Ha cne^yromnil .neHB noxojioziajio, 6 biji chjibhbih BeTep, a Bo^a Temiaji. Mbi peniHJiH norraaBaTB 
3aKJiK)HHTeiiBHBffl pa3 h noexaTB, t.k. ira/io 6 bijio tiocthtb 6njieT. B iicjiom nocijiKa 6BiJia xopomaa, poMaHTunecKaa 
(1 pa3 nOCCOpHJIHCB, 
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oh He 3axoTen noMBiTB KacTpioJiio nocne —). Moil hio6hmbih. .. 

Xo.th^ a c An.ipccM b «HMnepHio» (iuecj) stoto Kny6a. TaniiyiOT - KJiacc... >1 nocne HeMHoro 

noTaHueBana, BCTpeTHJia - c KonreiiT (paccKa3aji, Kax BCTperana Bana). Jlio6HMOMy Kynnna nnaBKH 250 

pyBneil, xopomne — + cyMOHKy 330 pySneil (aita .noicyMeHTOB, oh oneHB xoTen ok. 580 py6nen). Oh 6biji oneHB 
pam A — MHe hio6hmbih noziapHn IHoy T enc 40, — KaHKy 40, naK 20 - nnzi)KaK cjmpMeHHBiH 850. 

Bnaro/iapio, po.moii ji nioGmo tcoh. 

3bohhhh ko BceM no noBony ouncTa b MocKBy, bci/ic - HeT. Y>Ke h TaTBHiia HBaHOBHa H3 KTE, 
aziMHHHCTpaiiHio... h Bee 3 HcnoBCKa nocTa.Tii ohjict. .. 

>1 B3ana hohhoh b 00.15 nym limy. He cy66oTy. B hohb c neTBepra Ha njiTHimy c jiio6hmbim noniJiH b 
« 3e6py». noKymann (mra zjeBymeK OecnnaTHBin bxo/i, zpin My>KCKoro pozia - 15 py6nen). .3 noTaHijeBana — 2 
apHHK zicbhoiikh HaexaTB Ha Mena (ncpczi mmo\t paz Maxima.™ h Tpacmi BceM TenoM. >1 Biiwa pyxy cKa3ana: 
«noMeHBine a\in.mTy,3y». Bpozic CTana MeHBine. Ho noTOM onnTB, Ha hto ji noBepHynacB k hhm — mhoh. .. 

Poh MeHJi BCTpeTHJi c HiHKapHBiM oyKCTOM iiBCTOB. >1 nepenoHCBana y Hero, t.k. b KBapTHpe 6 bijio MHOrO 
Hapoay. Oh MHe zian 100 zionnapoB. .3 nonpocnna Ha cjiOToannapaT . T.k. CKa3ann, hto ziocTaBKa tojibko b 
noHezieJiBHHK (a caMH numyT KpyrnocyTOHHo). npHHinocB KyniiTB —. Xommii b napK Ha B/1HX. MepTBaa neraji 
Ha aMepHKaHCKHX ropKax - ronoBa He ziepacanacb). Ha ManiHHKax, Konece oGoipeima - tojibko 2 

48 

cnzieHHJi h Bee + orpoMHan BBicoTa (<J)o6hh. ..). Hotom noKyniajin b pecrapaHe (cajiaTBi Ha BBi6op). Hamnn 
QZJ MapKeT (.tuck naTHHO-aMepHKaHCKHH) nozuipiw Poh. Hanuia nornoTHTenB mipa b anTeKe, ho... 
3aMeHaTenBHBiii zicim. 

Tocnozm, ziail MHe Myzipocra, chu h Tepnemia, 6narocnoBii!!! 

31.08.99 

Cerozma 3aKJiioHHTejiBHBiH ziciib jieTa. Cennac b MeKCHKe 9.50 yTpa, a b MocKBe 18.50 Benepa. 
3aKaHHHBaeTcn neTo. Bnuia Ha Kunpe no 27 hioiisi. b Kpaciioziapc, b MocKBe, b Kpaciioziapc. b MocKBe, a TenepB b 
MeKCHKe. 

CnaBa Eory! npnneTeiiH b 18.00 no MeKCHKe. Cnajin, enn, CMOTpenn TB. B npimiuine nerKO. Hvtb c 
onomamicM BCTpeTHJi Canimaziop. Ill cm zioncm. npHHTHBiii MyvKHi-ma. OcTaHOBHJiHCB >khtb b OTene XoyTsn Mapua 
KpucTHHa - CHMnaTHHHoe MecTO. B CTapHHHO-MeKCHKaHCKOM crane. CnaTB, KaK ji ycTajia... Tana ocTajiacB b 
HOMepe c JIcoiihziom. OKaiBiBacTca oHa He ;ma zipyra, a /pin Hero. BcTajm b 7.45. norn.m no3aBTpaKanH. nprnicM 
TaHe Bee BpeMJi xoTenocB eme hto-to, Sezmara ocjmmiaHT... nonpocmiH nanaio. Hotom norynann, nonpo6oBajin 
cbokhh cok (cBeKJiBi h mopkobh), ilorypT, jieneniKH KyKypy3HBie c jihmoh, npunpaBaMH. /JoaczianncB CajiBBaziopa, 
KOTopBiil npnexan Ha 1,5 naca no3>Ke, nocMOTpeJin ero zjom (8 KOMHaT, Be3Zie KapTHHBi, a jihcJjt cpa3y b KBapTiipy 
OTKpBiBaeTcn). Hotom nonuiH b ooanziciiiiBiii pecTopaH, noc.m pBi6y, (KpacHBBiii bh.t - o3epo, Bzianii (|)aiiTaimi, 
yTOHKH nnaBaioT), KaKoil ziccccpT... Hotom nam.™ TaHe KpacHyio 
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— OHKy zina ee nnaTBa. OHa eme ycncjia cKa3aTB, hto y MeHJi HiTaHBi rpaniBic (oHa CMorna otjihhhtb 
tk3hb ot rpam), ji noJiB30BajiacB ziciiicbbimh noMaziaMH (—). J\a caMa OHa ziemeBaa! 




IIotom CanBBanop noKa3an MHe 6a ii — ero 6yMancHHKa (|)OTorpac|)Hio (c HmepHeTa nancnaTanbi) h 
CKa3aji, hto xoTen 6bi 3Ty ren-c|}p3Hn... 

Oh noexan Ha BCTpciy. nocne xoTenn exaTB b pecrapaH. >1 KaK He xoTena, exaTB... CnaBa Bory, He 
noexajiH, t.k. men chjibhbih noncnb, oh rne-TO 3acTpan. Ceronna a no3aBTpaKajia nanaiicii c CBipoM, CBencHM cokom 
H KO(j)e. 

F ocnomi, nail MHe Mynpoem, cnn h TepneHiui!!! Amhhb! 

IlomjiH norynann, JleoHiina 3aTaHyn napeHb noHHCTiiTB o6yBb, eme xoTen nonyHHTB 20 necoB (1 nonnap 
ok. 9.25 necoB). 

Ho JleoHiin B3an h nan toubko 7 necoB (no3nce BBiacHiinn, hto sto ctoht 6 necoB). Tax b koiiiic eme 
xoTen h moh noncnyii. EMy npiimnocb 6 bi OTnaTB bcio BbipyHKy. Hotom npyroii hto-to iianan nnecra o KpeMe h 
CHOB a HaMa3an, TyT Jleomin h c6encan. M/icm. nannmicb coxa naTypammoro, noTOM ctoht nbncnoK oommioii. Hy a 
mhmo npomna, nyMana Kyicna, a oh bo3bmh h noMamn MHe pyKOH, a He oncnnana Hcnyranacb. Ha Bcex ymmax 
TonbKO cnbiiny on mi cbhctbi, a iieKOTopue h nbinaiHT H3 Maimni. Hto TyT Taxoro, io6Ka /umnnaa c pa3pe30M... 

CanBBanop CBonnn Hac no3nce b canoH KpacoTBi. rne mbi nenann MaHHKiop npuneM b ozihh momcht c 
npunecKaMH, ncmiKiop. >1 ncynco paccTponnacB, hto 
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MeH CHOBa o6pe3ann no nonaTKH BonocBi. Bponc Hennoxo, ynoncnn xopomo, a anc npeo6pa3HnacB. TaHe 
OHCiib nonro nenann npimecKy, t.k. ee hto-to He ycTpaHBano. HacTano neno MaKHanca... >1 noMHio OTnanacB b 
pyKH MacTepy, oncnb nance 3nopoBO. 

A Han TaHen paooTami 3 nenoBCKa, ee Bee He ycTpaHBano, mbi 3anepncann hx paoo'niii neHB anc Ha 45 
MHHyT, MacTepa Bee TaM ynann... OHa ynnna cneniiamicTOB (y KOTopBix ObiBaioT Monenn). Ha nonro ohh Hac 
3anoMHaT. npumnn b OTenB, nocjjOTorpacjiHpoBanHCB. CanBBanop o6eman Hac CBonnTB Kyna-nn6o, ho oh 
ocBo6onnnca TonBKO b 22.30, a mbi ynce ianpcMami b nnaTBax h MaKHance... 

CeronHa 1.09.99. - nepBBiil neHB oceHH. Focnomi, onarocnoBii!!! 

norynann nocne 3aBTpaKa, nominn cok, norypT, HeMHoro nocjiOTorpacjiHpoBanHCB. nomnn b 
aHTpononorHHecKHH My3eii (onnH H3 6onBmnx b EBpone). noxonnnH, 3a6penn b can, OTKpBinn KanHTKy, noxonnnH 
Ha 3aKpBiTOH TeppuTopiiH, rne pecTaBpupoBanH. 3a HaMH noTOM noniiiiciicKnii npn6encan. A TaM KanHTKa c 
3aMOHKa nerKO OTKpBiBanacB, nosTOViy mbi h pemnnn nocMOTpeTB. B conpoBoncnennn mbi Bcpnyniicb. YcnenH co 
BcnBimKOH c(J)OTorpa(J)HpoBaTB, a HenB3a 6 buio, noTOM 3a HaMH nonnueHCKHe cnennnn, hto6bi mbi He 
HaxynnraHHnH. H TaM cnen ocTaBHnn... Hananca cnnBHBiH nHBeHB. CanBBanop TaK h He npuSbin b 17 nacoB 3a 
HaMH. Mbi no6panncB Ha TaKCH. no3BOHHna mo6nMOMy c ocjmca, ho mo6HMoro He 6Bino noMa... noroBopnna c 
MaMOH. 

,Z],a, b My3ee (men Korna noncnb), 
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ycTponnHCB nonnueHCKHe, 3kthbho pemnnn b 2 KonoHHBi bbihth Ha ynnuy (no OKOHHaHHH pa6oTBi), ho 
TyT nee nocne 3 maroB 3a6encann o6paTHO. XoTenn cjinar CHaTB, 6erann, 6erann, o6paTHO (uenoBeK 6) h no6encann. 

BenepoM c CanBBanopoM no ex ami CMOTpeTB ropon, Tax KpaciiBO... nocMOTpenn npocTHTyTKH. Ccnn b 
pecrapaH. noTOM nanann aKTHBHO (nocne enti) KamnaTB (a nyMana ncpcii). OKa3BiBaeTca y koto-to cpaooTana 
cucTeMa iamuTbi MamHHBi - ra3, KOTopBiil 3aneTen k HaM b okho. 

B naTHimy 3.09 mbi no ex ami b AKanynBKO Ha miiKapHOM aBTo6yce, rne cnncnnsi perynupyioTca, TB, 
TyaneT, nail,-(HaniiTKii) pa3HocaT. Ebuih TonBKO b ropax, rne 6buih Ha ypoBHe o6naKOB. He 3aMeTHBix 5 nacon. 




A b - pan mbi npnexann iiotom... EacceiiHBi c Bo^ona/iaMH, po30BBie cjinaMHHro, rynjnomiie Ha CBo 6 ozie 

naBJiHHBi... 

3acenHHHCi> b HOMepa, noTOM noKymann (moji nopuiui ptiSti cranna 180 necoB... (180:9=20 .nonnapoB). 
IIotom mbi KynajiHCB b oKeaHe, b TennoM, onnoBpcMcimo chubhom oKeaHe. 3aTeM nonuin Ha niicKOTCKy b 
AK anynBKO (mna TaKCH ok. 20 mhh) - Emir via - TaK KpacHBO, a My3BiKa HHKaKaa. B 3tot ncim Ca.ribBa.iop xoTen, 
HO 3 BOKnHBO OTKJIOHHJia (II3,30 003BIIIC BpOMOHH). 

Ha cne3yiomHH zjeHB mbi HMenn c yipa hibo^ckhh CTon - cjipyKTBi, OMneT, e^a, cnaxtocTii... Hotom mm 
CH3BHBIH 305K3B, nO'ITH B0CB 3CIIB. /I,0 3aBTpaKa MBI C CajIBBa^OpOM nOOC'/R'a.TH B.303B oKeaHa. 
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/(a)Ke b 3Ty noro^y (6 buio Tenno) ji nonuia no6erana, nonpBirana, nonnaBana b OKeaHe - TaKoii KaiiiJ). 
/Jokub, bojihbi. noTOM twko b oaccciiiic, r3c B03ona3bi, k3mhh - MopcKan B0.3a, CHTB c x3opo\i. 3aTeM CanBBajjop 
30HHM33 m cn3 Ha cexc TeMBi, npmicM, 3a3aBaH 1 Bonpoc, nonynaa otbot Ha npyroii. Oicim yMeH. ^oro^anca, hto 
y MeH3 6oH-(J)p3H3 (yBH^en c|joto), a noTOM BonpocBi. H TaK 2 .nonrnx naca. BenepoM mbi noexann KyrnaTB b 
AK anynBKO, noTOM Ha .aiiCKOTCKy - 3 to KJiacc... H My3BiKa He nnoxaji. 

Ha C3C3yioincc yTpo CajiBBa^op Bbiny>K 3 Cii 6biji yexaTB b MexHKO, t.k. 6bijih npooncMbi Ha paooTC y 
MaMBi. (Cciinac npnexan Jlconiin h CKa3aji, hto CajiBBa^op KaK 6bi HaitfcanOBancfl, hto ji He 6 Bina c hum 6nH3Ka - 
HeMHoro pa303neH, hto sto oniiiOKa, 11330 HcnpaBnaTB. J\aa MHe Eor Mynpocra h yuaHii!). Mhoto 
(J)OTorpa(J)HpoBaiiHCB, 6bijio oOan/ieHHoe conHue, noTOM KaTanncB Ha noinajpix. 3to TaK 6bijio 3a6aBHO... 
ManeHBKHe ... Hotom c JIcoiiii.tom noexann. Cnanana noma^n He xoTenn, noTOM ji ^ora^anacB nornaTb hx 
BepeBKoii, KaK mbi neTenH oopaTiio... 

noTOM ji 6 Bina oflHa. Eerana b^ojib OKeaHa, KynanacB Be33e... A BenepoM mbi ymmaim ua 6 epery 
OKeaHa... HaM totobhuh C3y 40 MHHyT. Tana 6pe3rnHBO ena, noTOM Haexana Ha MeHJi, hto He Moe 3C30 - KaKoii y 
hhx nopa.TOK. 31 paccTponnacB. BenepoM ji nnaBana b oaccciiiic HeMHoro Taimcnana ( 6 Bina My3BiKa b pecTopaHe. (a 
>KHna b HOMepe c JI con 1130 \i h TaHeii). 

Cne/iyiomuM yTpoM (6.09) ji 6 erana 
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CHOBa, noTOM nonnaBana b oaccciiiic. 3to 6bijio 'iy.TCCiio. CaiiBBa^op 3annaTHn 3 a 3aBTpaK, ho TaM 
aflMHHHCTpaiiHJi xoTena Hac aa.aypiiTB, a mbi y>Ke ona33BiBanH Ha aBTo6yc, ho CnaBa Bory, Bee o6ohmocb. >1 
noTepjma cboh KpecTHK, Kor/ja 6erana yTpoM. 

OBpaTHo exanH Ha ,3Byx3Ta>Kiio\i aBTo6yce. BenepoM noirmii Ha BCTpciy b pecrapaH. M mhoto 3 y\iaaa. >1 
Bee 6pana, 11 micro He .naBana eMy B33MeH. (JI pemnjia nepecnaTB c hhm). Ho b stot Bcncp oh yexan no.nniicbiBaTb 
6yMarn, Jleomm He 30 >K 3 ajica, h mbi pa3MHHynncB b 50 MHHyT. A ceroflHJi a zenana HHCTKy nnua - TaK 6ohbho, ho 
ooa.rpncimo - h Maccatfc, h MacKH 300 necoB. 

rocnoflH, 3 aii HaM My^pocra, chu h TepneHiui! 

9.09.99 

B'icpa mbi x 03 H3n b M3HC-Kny6, 33opoBO HecKOJiBKO 3anoB. H.cb'ioiikh paooTaioT c 14.30 - 20.00, 20.00 - 
2.30. Pa3HBie 3Cbhoiikh H3 Bciiccy33bi, HexocnoBaKim. >1 303 ro 3 yMana, peiunna ocTaTbcn. t.k. He 6 y, 3 CT 
BBicHHTBiBaTB 3a 6 nneT. 3a k3)K3bih 3 cnb. hto 3 paooTaio b Kny 6 e - 3a 3ciib 250 neco, hohb 300 neco. Toil 63 3311 c 
- hit 140 neco, + BBinnaTHTB komhcchohhbic 20% 3apnnaTBi Hcomioy. 3to npiinmmo. Hto MHe ocTaiicTcn? C 
Eo>KBeH noMonibio, na 3 Ciocb, nonyHHTCJi! Co mhoh peiunna h Tana ocTaTbca. YTpoM c Hcoiih.oom ohh b 
pecTopaHe nopyranucB, a noTOM ncpcno mhoh H3BHHnnHCB, 3 a oihh6kh npyr npyra. 

C CanBBa/jopoM y Hac TaK mincro h He 6Bino. To oh nnoxo ccoa HyrscTBorsan, 
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to ycTan. J],a>Ke ceroflHa yrpoM mbi Hanann h TyT >Ke 3aKOHHHnn, T.e. cran. Toubko nouenoBanHCB, chjmh 
T pycti h Bee. Cica3aji, hto no3>Ke, xohct, hto 6 bi sto 6 bijio npeKpacHO, He xohct /larsiiTB. Ceronna JIcoiih.t yneTaeT. 

rocno.TH, SnarocnoBH, /(an HaM cun, MynpocTH h TepneHiui! MaTepB EoacBa, nail HaM hio 6 bh h cnacTBa. 
AHren, XpaHHTeJiB bci.tc Hac ocpcrn! HiiKonail Hy.TOTBopcn bo Bcex /icnax. pa6oTe HaM noMorn!!! Amhhb! !! 

16.09.99 

ripcp-BOVKiTBH pa6oTaTB b Msnc-KnyG. Mbi no3HaKOMHJiHCB c rnaBHBiMH. A nucana 06 3tom. 3a nepBBiH 
^eHB a c,nenana 16 TaHiieB! 27, BHepa 31. ceroflHa Morna 6onBHie, ho noTOM He nonyHHnocB. C noHe^enBHHKa 
pa6oTa.na c 14.30 zio 2.30. Jlynme 6onBine .neHer. Bnepa HananacB nay3a, a ziyMana, hto Moa My3BiKa - BBineTena, 
Bee KaK 3acMeanncB, noGeacana MeHJiTB nnaTBe. Kynuna 3a 600 necoB apKoe nnaTBe. >1 ceronna 3a 189 necoB 6enBie 
6 ocoho>kkh + ccpcopanyio nenoHKy Ha Hory. Ceronna o.thii aonan o6eman KpcniiT. KapTOHKy paTB. A m-3a Hero 
yrnna paiiBinc c paooTBi. A oh nan 60 nonnapoB, xotcji 33MaHHTB b ,tom cboh, ,iaTB eme 300 neco, a noTOM, Kopra a 
OTKa3anacB noijenoBaTBcn yrpo3HJi, hto b hojthijhfo noacanyeTca, 3a6pan Bee neHBni... CaMBifi nayn msh Ajih... 
>l6nan... 

3aTO c AcynB, TaHeii h mshc a jw.ua b KapnanaKy b 
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pecTopaH... FIthiibi c xoxonKaMH... Mbi ooc.Ta.BH 4 naca... Oh Mena 3aMyHHJi (sto 6 bijio b cy66oTy). 3ara 
BC'iepoM oh b3h.b 13 TaiincB, y AcynB ee —. MHe moh noo6eman npiiBe3TH nnaTBe, KpaciiBoc. 

BHepa OTHONiy CTanncBana - 200 TO.B.BapoB nan... A ceronna .tbohm ok. 20 TaimcB, npyroMy - 6... 

Xonnnn b khho c hcmiuimh. KOTopBie noHpaBHJiHCB TaHe, TaK ce6e. 

no3BonHna cnenaTB ce6e ncTHKiop 3a 80 necoB - 1 nac... 

y MOeil M3M0HKH CCrO.HIia .TCIIB pO/KnCIIHa. 49 neH J\a Oy.TCT \ia\iy.BH CHaCTJIHBa! 71,311 Bor en j.TOpOBBa, 
KpenKoro, KpenKoro, orpoMHon hio 6 bh, cnacTBa, ynann bo BceM, MHpa h noopa!!! C'ciinac 2.53 b MeKcmce, b 
Pocchh 11.53. J\a o.Baroc.BOBHT Hac Bcex Focno.Tb!!! 

19.09.99 

Hto HHTepecHoro? Ceronna c nopBiBOM pemnna ho3bohhtb mh.tomv. Fonoc y Hero 6 biji cyxoii. >1 
roBopnjia, hto CKynaio no HeMy, a oh hh cnoBa, hto cxynaeT, HHHero He roBopnji... nocne stoto a pacnnaKanacB, 
MHe Hecrao roBopa, nance He xoncTca 6onBine 3 bohhtb. Oh nance He pap 6 biji cnBimaTB moh ronoc... He 3Haio 
MonceT 6 bitb noTOMy hto oh cnoMan ManiHHy (MaMa CKa3ana, hto peMOHTiipoBan). 

B'icpa BTopoil pa3 c MaBpo BCTperajiacB. Cbc3,th.bh c ncB'ioiiKaMH b pecTopaH (pic (J)oht3hbi), xoporno, a 
noTOM noexann hck3tb o 6 m 6 hhbih nyHKT. noexann b asponopT. TaK i.Toporio. none, 
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caMoneTBi. Mbi iienonanHCb, ohchb 3/ioporso... Oh CKa3an, hto 6Bina y Hero .TCBKa, noxoncaa Ha Mena, ohh 
vkh.bh BMecTe 6 MccaneB. Ho b AKanynBKO, ohh, onnancnBi, ciincnH 3a 6apoM. OHa npn HeM nanana pa3roBapnBaTB 
c npyniM MyncHHHoil. Hotom (Kor.na oh nomen b TyaneT) - ohh uenoBanncB... Oh Kynnn eil o6paTHBiii 6nneT b 
llnmaii.T. OHa pacKaHBanacB, ho oh en He npocTiin. 

B'icpa 3a cy66oTy a cncnana 8 Tanners, 171 c o.thii h.thot oonypnn Mena Ha 100 necoB (ok. 11 /lonnapors) - 
Bor eMy eynta. A 16.09 nornna c o.tiihm h.thotom (hbjihbim) - paHBiue c pa6oTBi. Oh .nan (ene BBinpocnna) 60 
neco, mbi npHKanBiBanncB. Oh xoTen 33TamnTB b cboh .tom. XoTen noncnonaTB, a He .Tana. Hotom oh rs.Tpyr pe3KO 
H3MeHnncn, CKa3an, hto rpa'/K.Tannn Mckchkh, noiincT b nonnnnio... 31 OT/iana eMy ero rpaaiiBic .tciib™ - Bor eMy 


cynta. 



C JlyncoM h AcynB (npyroM) xo/inna .tomoi'I h enn anoncKyio KyxHio - BKycHO... BcenepoM b pecTopaH, a 
noTOM b 6 ap naTHHo-aMepHKaHCKOH viyabiKH. 3/iopoBo. noTanncBajin. (Bee Tax cMOTpenH Ha MeHJi). 

CeronnH TaKaji jaMCHaTcriBiiaji noro/ia, cojihbhhko, ho H3 KOCTioMepoB HHKoro HeT. A noTOM Bee b o.thii 
MOM eHT... 

Kymina ce6e mtaTte JipKoe! 3aBTpa xo'iy noHTH h KymiTt 'iTo-nnoy/iB .apyroe (Ton h io6Ky). 

r octioth, SnarocnoBH. /Jan HaM My.ipocTH, chji h TepneHHJi! IlpecBJiTaa Eoropo.THna cnacn h nail HaM 
hio6bh! AHren XpaHHTent Hac 6epern! HnKonan Hy.TOTBopcii bo Bcex Tcnax HaM noMorn! ! ! 
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23.09.99 (2.06) 

Mhoto hto npoH30Hi:io. PaSoTana 3 ,tiih no 11-12 nacoB... Ccil'iac y mohm 3.600 .TOJiJiapoB! !! CnaBa, 
Te6e, Foctio.th! 3aBTpa xony p hckuytb noilTH Ha IleHxay3 nopaooTaTB, c Eotom! 

B noHe/ieiiBHHK ji CTjeJiajia 25 TaimcB, bo btophhk - 37! Ccro.niH 35! Bo btophhk MeHJi no/iOTBan jin.Tcp, 
npocTOH TaKoil. B3 Jiji 4 Taima h Ran mho 2.500 necoB! A b cpc.ay npucnaji mho Kop3HHy KpaciiBix po3. flail Eor eMy 
cnacT bji! 

C MaBpo BCTpcianacB ccro.Tiui. Ha stot pa3 3a (jipyKTBi /rarer He 6pan. Xopouio oh uenoBajicji... Ho 
xapaKTep y Hero Tpy.TiioBaTBiil. 

CeroflM c o.tiihm kjthciitom 20 TaimcB czienana! flail Eor eMy jho6bh, nacTOHiHcro c'lacTBH. (ji ^ana ero 
apyry Mono/iOMy BH3HTKy c TenecjjOHOM, a oh no ohihEkc nan MoeMy - OTMa3ajicJi, y>Kac). flo 3Toro - ozihh ji6naH 
MeHJi .to cne3 /iobcjl Bbicokhh, ch MnaTii'niBiil. ho npHCTan, hto ji cpa3y o /iciiBrax! Tojibko b yMe .tciibth! H Tax 
pa3 5, a He Bbi.TcpvKajra h ynuia, ypoHHB CTC jy. Honan! Eor eMy cy.TBJi! 

n 0311 a K O M H -T a C B C MaKCOM, HIlTCpCCnBlil TaKOH, OOCI nan GB03HTB nO.TBOTHBlii MHp YBH.TCTB... npHCHajI 
MHe ny/iecHBie po3ti! (7 niTyK). CeroTiHJi y MeHJi po3Bi... 

TaHJi HCHe3na, AcynB nepenyrajiacB, OKa3BiBaeTCJi OHa npnEonena... 

3bohhh Poil. CKaaan, hto jtiooht MeHJi - Ha nonHOM ccpBeae, oy.TCT /K/uitb. PocnoTH, SnarocnoBu!!! flail 
HaM chu, TepneHHJi h lairn-mi Hac ot bchkoto 3na!!! 
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2.10.99. 

B BOCKpceeiiBC h cy66oTy c j.thth c AcynB h c AnB(|)pe,TO b Yaiia-MBaTy. flonro .TyMann, to oh MO>KeT, to 
o(|)opM-TcnHC HOMepa... Ho mbi noexann. KyraiJin (jipyKTOB... Exann 4 naca. Kaicoil CTapuniiBiil ropo.T. KpacuBBiil. 
KajiopHHHtie HBCTa .tomob. Cxo.thth b oaccciln. noKyniann. HanpoTHB 6tiJia nepKOBB, r.TC >K,Ta.TH HeBecTy - 3 naca 
(sto Taxaa Tpa.THiiHH - onaa/iBiBaTB). EbiJio npai.TiiOBannc, KpacHBoe, ManBHHKH, .tcbohkh b Bcncpnnx nnaTBJix. 
OKaiUBacTCH npai.THOBa.TH 15 neT. .. Xo.thth b neiiTp. r.ac paccKajBiBaioT MyiBiKaiiTBi HCTopiiH, Kax MajiBHHK 
nopenoBan TieBOHKy. Hhjih bhho H3 cneuHanBHBix cocynoB. Tuna nrpbi, r,ne TaHueBann napBi, uenoBanHCB. 
3aKJHOHHJiH mbi .THCKOTCKoil ! EbiJio TonbKO 2 nenoBeKa. Mbi KaK 3aKaTHJin TaM... rapcoHBi CMOTpenn Ha Hac 
ctojijih (oco6eHHO ji). Hohbio 3 pa3a nepe6erana c ozihoh KpoBara Ha zipyryio, t.k. AnBcjipezio nBrrajicJi rna^HTB 
MeHJi. npHCHHJIOCB, HTO MeHJi KTO-TO TpOTaeT (TaM), HO He noilMy - KTO, HyBCTByiO, .TBHVKCIIHC. npOCBinaiOCB - OH. 
Ha yTpo BBicKa3ana, hto ji He npocTHTyTKa, hto 3a ManaKHJi! Oh h3bhhjdigji. C Kaaan, hto He xohct cexc co mhoh. .. 
BMecTe mbi no3aBTpaKanH b 6 y<J)eTe - cjipyKTBi, ilorypTBi... noexann cMOTpeTB cepe6po. AnBcjjpeao noTjapnii MHe 
cepBrii h KynoH H3 Tona3a, AcynB OpacneT cepeOpnHBiil ko zjhio po>K,neHHJi (450 neco). rynajiH, pacenaSiMiiHCB, 
XO.THTH B IICpKOBB (b Tpex). My.TCCTIo! 3aMCHaTC-TBIia H nOC J.TKa. CMOTpeJIH - r.TC .TOOBIBaiOT eepe6pO H 30HOTO - 


500 m rnyOHHBi... 
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b noHe/ieiiBHHK 6 bijio Tjrtfceno, bo BTopHHK TO>Ke 22, 25 TaimcB. HcTBcpr... Yipo Hananocb, ji BCTana, 
yMBiJiact, TyT Acynb roBopiiT 6e>KHM kto EbicTpee. CHanana He noHJina, TyMana - nrpa, noTOM cntimy - hto-to 
na/iacT. >1 noEencana, rsncpcTn MCTncnno Se>Kana >KeninHna no CTyneHBKaM. M BbiSe>Kana b mrscaMe, cxBaTHJia 
KypTKy ceKBiopiiTH. Ph.tom tom ctojm - 5Kanio3H rsncpcT-na'iaT. 3to CTpamHO... Y MeHJi ccpmic kohothjiocb. 
IIotom c AnbcjipeTO e3^HHH TeHbrn MeHJiTB - ji noxiyMana, hto y MeHJi yxpann 500 TonnapoB, t.k. naxeT 6 biji 
nycTOH... >1 b HCTepuKy. AnB(|)pc.TO mototch, oh ycnoKOHn MeHJi... CKa3an, hto tsct MHe sth 500 .aonnapoB, 
Hiinero He cnyHHnocb. II ayMana, hto tciib™ B3Jin napeHB, KOToptra ocMaTpuBan hom nocne 3CMncTpHccnnji, t.k. 
cyMKa c ,TCiiBra\iH Sbina OTKpbrra. Y MeHJi Bee na/iano. IIotom jiHH3a, ynana, noTepjmacb. Ha paooTC rnasa Sonenn, 
TeKJio Bee. KmieHTBi MeHJi He xoTenn... Ha neHxayce tcbhoiikh pacKpbiBann cboh MecTa... MeHJi hhkto He xoTen, 
t.k. ji He /icnajia stoto. .. 6 TaimcB - neHxayc. 3 - oEbihiibix. .. M noHana - crjia3 - /ia! 

Cero.TiiH a CHHMajia - KaKoe ooncrnciiHc!!! flpyron ,tciib! To>Ke 25 TaimcB. ho 6e3 nanpnra h c 18.20! /Jo 
3 toto Sbina npc jciiTaHiiji 3HaMeHHTocTH - a mhcc Paiua: TB, c|)oto! Ebijio TaK Hyrccno! Ecnn 6 bi a 3Hajia - KaK 3 to 
cepbe3Ho! Y Acynb 6 biji tciib povk.tciihsi. 
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>1 eii no.Tapnna ccpcopmiyio pioMKy. /Hail eft Eor Bcero HaHJiyniuero. Cctotiih oHa naxana b AKanynbKO. 
Eonbinaji SnaroTapHOCTb Anbfjjpezio! (Kynnn MHe ejsy, cjipyKTbi, TpyciiKH...). no3BOHHJia TeTe Fane, t.k. MaMaHb 
nepenyranacb 3a MeHJi - 3CMneTpjiccnne. A B. ji 3bohhti> ootbiiic He xo'iy. «Hcm Tbi TaM 3aHHMaenibCJi?» A nocne 
Moero pyraTenbCTBa hto hh othoto cnoBa «CKyHaio», «moSnio» - «Hero Tbi pyraenibcn?» /Jana eMy cjiaKC - 
Hiinero!!! noKa nepBbift He otbctht - He to'/Ktctch! 

MaBpo o6bjibhjicji. nocMOTpuM Ha Hero! 

rocnoflH, SnarocnoBH h cnacn!!! 

9.10.99. 

Ckojibko Bcero npoH3omno... B cy66oTy c MaBpo noexann k HeMy tomoM - noMeHJiTb o.TOKny. Oh 

HeXOTJI MeHJi HaKOpMHJI. XopOIHHH .TOM, EoJlblHOH, TOMOX03JIHKH. Mbl yCTOBHTHCB, XOTeJIH ,Tp>T Tp>T3, HO JI He 
Morna. Chhihkom paHO. Oh 6biJi paccTpoeH... Kynnn MHe KpoccoBKH (mot omn6Ka Sbina - rmna MancnBKnn 
pa3Mep). nornjiH b aKBanapK. Kopna mbi noexann Ha «pyccKHX ropKax» - oh opan, hto ncnaBH.THT mciiji. hto ji ero 
noTamnna Ha ropKH. Mbi xoporno cxoTnnn. noKaTajincb - sto 6bino ayTCTanTnnr! Hotom Mbi nonuiH b MnoncKnii 
pecTopaH, oh MHe paccKa3an npo TeBHOHKy c KaHaTBi, hto OHa ero npurjiacnjia, hto Tana eMy HapKOTHKii (Tparc), 
KaK ohh iannManner eeKCOM, KaK nocne ccon xpeHOBO 'iyBCTBonan. Ha cncTyioinnft tciib - b BOCKpeeeHbe ji c 
A nBijipcTO noexana Ha nnpaMn,TBi. 3 to 6bino ny.Tceno, saonpaTBcn HaBepx. Oh nonapnn MHe tb a ccpcopmiBix 
opacncTa, 
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MHoro Hero. nnpaMHTBi 6ora comma h 6ora nyHbi. M m cnn th po b ana, naonpanacr sneprnn. Hotom mbi 
no inn h b pecrapaH, Korapbift naxoTHTcn BiiyTpn cKanbi. Cbchh, a noTOM (|)onbKnopiibic m c k c n k a n c k h c TaniiBi. 
npurnacnnH MeHJi TaHueBaTb, a nonpbirana - sto 6bino Beceno. 

Tax 3aKmoHancJi moh TeHb. HeoiKHTaHHO TaHJi npniuna - OHa iuna 3a nneHKoft h pacceKna HaT rna30M 
ce6e. noexann b rocmiTanb, OTHa MeKCHKaHKa noMorna HaM (oraoKiina Bee nnaHbi). CMOTpena - KaK sto Bee 
3aniHBaeTCJi. TaKOBa >kh3hb. 

>1 Kynnna KpacHoe nnaTbe, oho pacnon3nocb b nepBbift tciib, oTHoenna 3aniHBaTb, HiBHinmncB. 
noncTcniniHK (22), cpc.Ta - 45, SnaroTapn Paynio. Cnanana eMy TanncBana KaKaa-TO MeKCHKaHKa, noTOM ji nanana 
(Acynb noMorna - nocoBeTOBana cocKOHHTb k HeMy) + oh Bbimican MHe neK Ha 5.000 neco! Ha cneTyrommi TeHb a 
nonyHHna hx. .. ,ZJaft Eor eMy nioOBH, cnacTba. 



B 'icTBcpr - 39. B nsminny - 27 (3 Taima MHe nonapnn ohhii co OnopnnBi). Ebdih paiimic CHTyanim. 
Ohhh noimMancH, hto ji TanncBana Hero He 3, a 2 - Bee sto iicpBBi. Y MeHJi 6 buio hhctoc jihho, isncpa 3a 1 
neHB bck) BBictmano... MaBpo Bpan no noriony. hto oh b aBapnio nonan. IloKa 3 aji MHe chhjik. ITooEeman, hto 
noMeMJi KpoccoBKH h oman b anapTaMeHTti. Ho Ha caMOM ncne - Bpaiiac. Oh nocTynuji co mhoh, KaK c npyroii 
^eBHOHKOH (oh 3a6pan Bee ee Benin, hto KymiJi Bee - a 6 nan, Kpoxo 6 op). Ceronna no Tcncc|)ony cKa3an, hto ecnn 

XOHCT paCCTaTBCH CO MHOH - 
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moh npo 6 jieMi>i, oh c y n o b o n b c t b h c m sto cncnacT. (ji nyBCTBOBana, hto nonro mbi He nporaHeM!). 

C AjiB(j)peno h AcynB e 3 nnnH KaTaTBCJi Ha nomanJix - sto nynecHo! Eonee nerKoe cenno, no ropaM, a 
noTOM octopwkho cnycKanHCB. My no! 

n03HaK0MHJiaCB C Ch.TIICCM (c ABCTpajIHH), nOCMOTpiIM, HTO 6 y,TCT! 

>1 Tax CKynaio no MoeMy ManBHHKy... a oh? 3BOHnna MaMe - nepBoe, hto sneer paooTacT TpeHep, hto 6 bi 
oh HHHero He y3Han. CoonpacToi BBicTynaTB Ha Kon(|)cpcnnHn - y^ann! 

rocnonn, onarocnoBH Hac! HaM cnn, TepneHini! npecBJiTaji Eoroponnna, cnacn Hac h nan HaM 

hio 6 bh! AHren XpaHHTenB 6 epern h xpaHH Hac! HiiKonan MynoTBopen HaM bo BceM noMorn!!! 

17.10.99 

Cennac ji b KaHKyHre. Yexann mbi paHo yTopoM b mummy. cc roan si TpeTHH ncim. >1 c AnBejipcno. AcynB 
c MapTHHOM. KaKOH OTeJiB... >1 bck) >kh3hb MeHTana noEBiBaTB b TaKOM MecTe... B hohb c neTBepra Ha miTHimy 
mbi Boo 6 me He cnann (34 Taima). noexann noTOM c Ch.tiiccm, ji npnoonena (k HeMy aovtoii. B npomnoe 
BOCKpeeeHBe - sto 6 bijio 'iynceno. Mbi noexann b nynanapK, cHanana 6 biji /io/K/ib. Mbi KaTanncB Ha pa3HBix 
ropKax, BBinrpajiH no KonnnecTBy EnneTOB - HrpyniKH MajieHBKiie). Hotom noexann noenn, BBinnnH, ji onBJiHena 
(no 3 toto cxoniinn b iicpkobb). noexann noMoii h ji nepecnana na-M - KOHHnna. 3 to 'iynceno, 1,5 Mecjma... Oh 
C nHHIKOM HaCTO TOBOpHT, HTO niOOHT MCIUI. npHHinO BpeMJI 
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npoBepnTB ero. >1 nomma. hto MaBpo xoTen nepecnaTB co mhoh. >1 eMy He nana, oh 6 bui snoii, ene 
caep>KHBancn, a noTOM CTan «yxonnTB». 

HTaK, KaHKyHr... M 6 Bina 6e3 cnn, KaK bo CHe - ji He cnana 1 ncim. Mbi B3JDIH ManiHHy Ha npoKaT (AcynB 
3axoTena otkpbitbih nvKim - MeHBine «Hhbbi»). Hotom nomen ,to>k,tb - KaK noTOM 3anaKOBBiBann... KaKOH hbct 
\ iopsi. AnBejipcno CTan npncTaBaTB. npumnocB nonpamiTB, oh tovkc MHe xoTen. M cKa3ana, hto —. Oh p-n 2 t. rp., 
b Hanane ji KOHHnna - sto 6buio TaK 'iynccno... He naBan cnaTB. Ha cncnyioinnii hciib (b cy66oTy) mbi noexann b 
HKC-CK apneT — napK... B Hanane mbi nanann xo.thtb no pexe b >KHneTax (1 (|)oto 8 nonnapors!). TaK HHTepecHO 
xohhtb MOK'ny CKanaMH, painn'iiiBin hbct. .. 

noTOM mbi noninn 3HaKOMHTBcn c nenBc|)HHaMH... HmepecHaji Konca, nnaBann. Mbi hx rnannnn (ohh He 
mo 6 jiT 3a Mopny) - no Teny - na. Hotom mbi neJKann Ha Bone h 2 nenBcjniHa c cran Hac Hecnn no Bone... (KaK 
cynep-repon). Oto 6 buio noTpncaioinc... Hotom nornen no>KnB, mbi nonnaBann. >1 3a6onena, connn TeKyT. noninn 
nocMOTpeTB (|)onBKnopiiBiH KonncpT. >1 3aMep3na... AnBejipcno iaooTnncsi 060 MHe. Ene yroBopnnH, hto 6 bi Hac 
HaKopMnnn... b «100%» (pecTopaH). 

CeronHn yTpoM AnB(j)peno yexan - nun 6H3Hee-BCTpeHH. Mbi nnaBann BecB neHB, a nrpana b BoneilEon 
(«Pama moy mh eaMCHHr!»). noTOM noexann b pecrapaH c poK-My3BiKOH. nocMOTpcnn 3 bc3,tbi h Mope... 3aBTpa b 
5 yTpa BCTaBaTB... 
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B cpc/iy Enaronapji Paynio, a cnenana 52 Taima - sto moh pcKopn!!! Oh MHe nonapun mhoto pa3! flail Eor 
eMy cnacTBJi. 

Il03B0HHJia MHJIOMy, CKaiaia, HT06BI n03B0HHJI MHe BO BTOpHHK, Ha HTO OH HeXOTJI OTBCTHJT, HTO TOUBKO 

o.iny MHHyTy hocbjitht mho. .. Enaronapio 3a mc.ipocTB. 

TaHueBana on no My KacTioMe - /iana eMy HeMHoro co6oh ero o'lKaviH no mmy. Oh lanamiKOBan... >1 eMy 
nen - A oh, Occcobcctiibih, npHTBopjmcn. flpyroMy Hanana TaniicBaTB, py'iKy co6oh BBiKHHyna... B cy66oTy 
ynana Ha CToince. Konemi 6 oimt, cornu tckvt. EaT! IIIyM mo pa. THniHHa b KOMHaTe, TB - sto nynccno! 

Focnom, 3aii HaM cun, Tcpncniui. SnarocnoBii!!! 

30.10.99 

Etuia HiiTcpccnaH Helena, nocne KaHKyHra... 31 He 3Haio, noneMy AnBtjjpeno naBnncJi HiincaMii h 3aenan 
Mopo)KeHHBiM b KaHKyHre, He xoTen Hac noKopMHTB. Ho t.k. ji 3a6onena, nonpocnna nan c mc/iom h eMy 
npunuioct Hac CBonnTB b 100%. 

npuneTeiiH b nonc/icuBiiHK. Focnom, KaK 6 bijio xoporno 6e3 Hero. Hhkto He nanaji... paSoTanocB 
HHTepecHO. FIp11 x 0111 n Cilmcii, He 3annaTHii 3a Tannin, o6eman BcpnyTB neHBra no3>Ke (y mcum 6i>ma ero KypTKa) 
- ji He EoJinacB 3a neHBrn. npnexajiH c EocTOHa. B romnmy noianncnam hm. 3Ihhiito cKa3an, hto CKynaeT. 
Flocxam non bio c nsmiHUBi Ha cy66oTy. Bcio nopory 51 cnana. npnexajiH b AxanynBKO b otc.ib, 171 c oaccciin c 
HBeTaMH - 3 to 6bijio 'iynccno. Oh 6onee hjih MeHee naBan MHe 
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cnaTt. YipoM mbi 3aBTpaKajiH Ha oanKone, pic nynccnBiii bh.i Ha Thxhh OKcaii, ropoi... Mbi noexann Ha 
ihudk, rue noneTann Ha napamioTe (ji EoJinacB, Korna neTena Han CKanon, hto BeTep ocnaSeeT...). Hotom mbi nyTB 
He yTOHyjin c AcynB - chhiukom EBicTpaji rny6iiHa 3aTJiHyjio h HaicpBino. Y MeHJi 6 bdih mbicuh - TenepB ji 
noHHMaio, KaK TcpaiOTCH 110311 b OKeaHe. Hac npaKTHHecKH Been iuudk npocun ct|) ot orpac|) 11 po b a tbcji (napHii). Y 
Hac ecTB cjjOTorpacjjHH c napamioTOM, paKyniKa. 

BenepoM mbi xo.mnn b pecrapaH, r/ic bh.i Ha AKanyiBKO b orHJix, cbchh. 31hhiito TO>Ke MHe nanocn c 
npiicTaBaHiuiMH, ho He TaK KaK AnBcjjpeno. 

Cennac ji ci«Ky b caMoneTe, mbi jicthm b ilopTOBajipTy. ho ji He ohchb cHacTJiHBa, t.k. 3Haio, hto c hhm b 
OT ene, ji ycTaia... 

MaKC npne3>Kaji, nonapnn Ha npoinnoii Henene 3onoTyio uenoHKy, napc|)K)M. Hotom moKonan. MHe 
npnxo,mioci> nocne paooTBi, 3-4 pa3a exaTB c hhm b OTeJiB (xopoimiH Macca*), oh xotb He nanaeT. 

B npoiujiBiH neTBepr xo.inia Ha npciciiTanino «Cmhphob» {jisniH c (BincTacM) c On pure. 3 to 6bijio 
nynecHO. XoTenn MeHJi no3HaKOMHTB c monBMH, ho He nonyHHJiocB. 3aTO nonynnna c|jyT6onKy h cjjupMeHHyio 
6yTBinKy «Cmhphob», Enaronapio ero 3a Bee. 

iToccopiinacB c Ch.ihccm. Oh roBopim o nyBCTBax (.iciiBni oTnan, a opiaia ero KypTKy. Bee sto cpyii.ia. 
Korna mbi noroBopniiHCB o BCTpene, oh Bee 
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BpeMJi He npucj’/Kai. K0171 a mbi noexann c Eoctohom - oh 3a6poHiipoBan MecTa b AKanynBKO (OTene) 
xoTen noexaTB co mhoh. Oh oh nponan no mthhhbi. Oh oouncnca. t.k. ji ooci liana noexaTB c hhm. (KaK KpaciiBO - 
ropBi, 3eneHB - nponeTaeM). 31 ero noHHMaio, oh oh He o6n3aTenBHBin, cnniuKOM mhoto roBopiiT o nio6 BH h He 
noKa3BiBaeT. HanpiiMep, nonpocnna ero BCTpeTHTBcn b njiTHimy, a oh npocTO He npnexan... Mononoil, lypaK. 
3BOHima TeTe Tane, AneKceii BmccnaBOBii'i Kymin ce6e 3HMHiie 6 othhkh, a pana 3a Hero (a bot OaKC - He MO>KeT, 
«cnHHiKOM noporo nna mciui»). 31 roBopnna TeTe Tane, hto oh 3a6Bin npo Menu, oHa roBopiiT, hto HeT, Bpone 6 bi 


Haraican micBMO. 



JIcoiih/i 3anapHn co cbohmh (jiaKcaviH o /[CiiBrax. To pacncTBi He corma/iaioT. to eme hto-to. K3>k,tbih 
. neHt. riocnajia eMy nciibrn. Mapn roBopiiT, hto ecnH a 3axony BepnyTBca - no3BOHHTB eii (6e3 Jleomma). 

rocno.nn, nail MHe chji noxyncTb! EnarocnoBH Hac! Amhhb. 

1.11.99. 

OcTanoct 10 /inci'i /jo mohx 24 jtct. Kaxoe ny/iccnoc Mecra nopTOBaapTa... Ecuh obi c jtioohmbim 
nenoBeKOM, a nonro .nyMana o MoeM ManBHiiKe... Kaic 6bi a xoTena obitb c hum b stot momciit. .. Ooaji/icniiBiii 
OTem>, r/je He Ha.no nyMaTB o ene, Bee bkjhohcho b ctohmoctb oTena 2 jj.ua - 600 nonnapoB c nenoBeKa, BKnioHaa 
c/iy, ctohmoctb OHUCTa Ha caMoneTe (pic a cciinac cuacy). KaK 6 bijio 'iynccno... a nnaBana b oaccciinc 30 pa3 (30 
Ha 25=750 MeTpoB), nr- 
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pana b BoneH6on b Bone, rne kto npoHrpBiBaii nonany - mimi KOKTenB (BKycHBiH, TexHJia c jihmohhbim 
KoimeiiTpaTOM...), a TaioKe Toro 6pBi3ranH bo.toh. 3to 6bijio ny/iccno. FIpcvKHc mbi c AjiBijipeno iirpanH b ManBiH 
TeHHHC, rne oh 6 onBine BBrarpaji (a BenoMHHJia CBoero ManBHHKa - a nyMaio, hto jhoOjiio ero, t.k. Bee BpeMJi 
nyviaio o HeM - a oh? Bee 2 viecana HeT nn'icro... HaBepHoe ,Ta>KC Ha moh /ichb po>R 7 icnnn nn'icro ot Hero He 
oy.TCT. no'icMy?). 3,tccb 6bijio \moro mo/icii c ceBepa AMepuKH, nonaKH, /ia>Kc c EenopycciiH. Xotihjih ncicpovi Ha 
XiHCKOTeKy MecTHyio, pic 6biji ronyBoil (b 6 enoM Bcicpncvi nnaTBc). HeMHoro noTanncBajni. M rscicpovi AjiBt|)pe;io 
3aa6naHHn MeM. Hto oh MeHJi 'iyBCTBycT. HcnBiTBiBaeT BOiOyvK.TCiiHC, Kor/ia TporaeT vicna. hto a ero He noHHMaio 
(nocne Toro, Kax a paccKa3ajia ncTopmo, hto hkoobi vicnn xoTenn H3HacHJi0BaTB, a y6e>Kajia). Oh BBicnymaji, 
no6ecnoKOHJica o /lOKTopc, noTOM onjiTB Hanan jicttb. .. M Tax orpySena, t.k. ycTana oh nanaHHH. Ha Hero nn'icro 
He .nencTByeT. CnaTB oh MHe jjaji. Ha npyroii ,tciib b b3hhoh 3acTaBHJi TporaTB ero («kommoh, 3 jihttji 6ht»). KaK a 
pyrajiacB... Ho noTOM oh ocHacTHHBHnca, cnaBa Eory! 

A KaK mbi /locxann Ha bohiiom MOTOUHKne... M BBDKHMana viaKC, oh 6 oanc a. A noTOM a onna - h BnpaBO h 
BJ ieBO, MaKC cnnn.T. Emc mbi KaTanncB Ha napycHHKe. >1 He Mory TepneTB ero npiiKocnoBennii, oh MHe b othbi 
ro.THTCH. ero 3anax, MHe He HpaBHTca... M Biiacy, hto a eMy 
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HpaBJiiocB, ho a ycTana iacTannuTB ce6a /icnam. hto MHe He npariiiTcsi. >[ onaro/iapna eMy. Ccronna y 
Ajib(J)ohco neHB poacnefflia. il eMy nonapHna OTKpBiTKy h ManeHBKoro AHrena. AjiBcjipeno roBopHn, hto caMoneT b 
14.00, a OKaaanca b 15.30, Mono/icn. Emc mbi no6crann b THM (a 20 MHHyT)! CnopTa 6 bijio mhoto! !! 

C Eo>KBeH noMoniBio, c Bo>kbhm onarocnoBcnncM ! Amhhb!. 

12.11.99. 

Ei/nuni mbi CHOBa AnB(|)pc,TO, a, AcynB b XyaTyjiBKO. Oh o6eman He TporaTB MeHa. 45 MHHyT Ha 
caMoneTe. Kax ! KaKoil OTenB... Ena hcjibih .tciib. B nepBBiil ncnr, MajiBiil, 6 ojibhioh TeHHiic! BenepoM CHOBa 
nonannn. Xonnnn Ha nucKOTexy, KaKnc MajiBHHKH-HHCTpyKTopa. Bbijio, sanannc - TCKiina, TCKnna - mbi Tancn. 
Bo.TKa! Mbi MenacMca MecTaMH (napTHepaMii). Kto onoi/ian - niananajia (2 pa3a), ryn 6ail! Hotom nmicKOJiana - 
My>KHHHBi Hac 6pajiH Ha pyKH. Ky6a! - mbi non3anH MCVK.Ty no ravin! 3 to 6bijio 'iynccno! 

Ha cnc/iyiomnri ncnr mbi KaTanncB Me>Kny CKanaMH Ha botuibix MOTOiiHKJiax c Anw|)pc,TO. 3 to 6bijio 
H eHTO. Oh Kynnn MHe TanoHKH. CaMoe y>KacHoe - a 3BOHHJia CBoeMy nioonvioMy. XoTena noroBopuTB c ero MaMoil 

- ecTB jih y Hero /ipyran. Ha hto OHa OTBerana noroBopuTB c hhm. Kor.Ta a nanana roBopiiTB c hum, a cnpaniHBana 

- noneMy He nunieT - «Hy HanHniy». «noneMy >Ke tbi Hiinero MHe He roBopnniB?» Tbi xoneniB CTon HaniH 
OTHomeHiia? Oh He otbcthjt nn'icro. 

«noneMy tbi TaK?» «noTOMy hto .TOCTano MeHa Bee! Kor,ia tbi CKa3ana, hto ocTancniBca y MeHa Dy.TTO 
HTO-TO o6opBajIOCB...» 
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Y MeHJi obina HCTepHKa 20 MirayT, ji TaK pBinana... 

BcHCpOM 6bIH HIlTCpCCIlblH KOHKypC MC'/K.iy ,TBy\TM napaMH. 

1 .Kto ooninnc otovkmctch. BBiurpana npyrasr napa 

2. Me>Kny HoraMH a 3a>KHMaio Tyanerayio 6yMary, My>KHHHBi nonuKHBi Me>Kny Hor nmaOpy h c 3aKpBiTBiMH 
rna3aMH nonacTB b OTBepcrae SyMarn. A a b MHKpocjiOH roBopio - BnpaBO, bjigbo. Mbi BBrarpann. 

3. Ee>KHM, nBeM miBO neper TpyDKy ceiccyajiBHO. Hotom o6paTHO - My>KHHHBi iibiot m stoto nono'/Kcnnsr 
MBI BBfflrpajIH. 

4.3a onny MimyTy ncpconcTbcn - ooninncc KonHHecTBO bcitich - KaK mbi ncpconcnanncb... Kaic BBinumen 
AnBcjipeno. .. B MoeM nnaTBe, b 06 — Kax h b TanoHKax... mbi BBrarpann. 

5.C 3aKpBiTBiMH raa3aMH mbi /iojt/Kiibi 6bihh nomynaTB Horn xiyvK'nin h onpenenHTB - kto ecTB kto. 31 
BHZjena no oovrsn. Ho AcynB noncKasana mho. Mbi BBrarpann. OyrOonKy n nnnnoM. 

BenepoM xoTen npncTaBaTB oraiTB nocne Moen ncnpeccim. 31 y6e>Kana c BaHHon k ropaM ok. 20 MirayT. 
noTOM oh H3BHHnncn novia. 

Ha cnenyiomira neHB AcynB c npHHynaMH - xoTena xoponrae (jroTorpacjran. noKa OHa nornna KpacnTBcn - 
ji nornna k Mopio - TyT OHa pacncuxoBanacB - He noHJiTHO H3-3a Hero... YcnoKonna ee, H3BHHnnacB, xotji He 
Birncna cfiocii bhhbi. 

OHa ocTanacB OTjjBixaTB npynrc ,nna /hut B noncncnbiiHK a cnenana 20 TairacB (c 6 nacoB paooTbi). Bo 
BTopHHK BCTpeTiinacB c ManysneM. Oh nonapun MHe 500 nonnapori + Tyanemyio Bony. Mbi cxoniinir b pecrapaH 
jmOHCKHH, KpaCHBBIH! HHTepeCHBIH My>KHK. 
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y Hero cecTpa b kphthhcckom coctojihhh, oh 6bih nonanncn. 

BenepoM >i c/icnana 23 Tainia, nnoxoii Oiiiiicc. ho 3aTO moh 500 nonnapoB. Xopxe CKa3ana, hto moh ncnb 
poKnemui - oh nonapnn MHe 24 po3Bi. B 00.05 no3BOHHn AnBcjjpezto (cKa3an, hto cneiiHanBHO nocTaBHn 
6y/wnbiiHK). H noanpanirn MeHJi! 

Ytpom Mon MaMOHKa MHe npucnana cjiaKC - KaK sto 6 biho HynecHo! He ycnena otkpbitb rna3a, KaK MHe 
npiraecnn nynccnbic po 3 Bi. - ot Poji... Hotom oh noiBonnn h noanpanun MeHJi. Hpircxan Anbt|)onco h noinpaBnn 
MeHJi - nonapnn po3y h uenoHKy Ha Hory h pyKy + OTKpBiTKy, rne Ha pyccKOM ji3BiKe - >Kenaio cnacTBJi! Hotom b 
canoHe MHe Hyn> He noKpacirnii BonocBi b Kopii'incBbin hbct. 31 npocnna TonBKO HaKpyTHTB h no.nnsrTb. npnexan 
AnBcjipeno. nonapnn MHe no3onoHeHHBie hbctbi, rynmi, OTKpBiTKy c TennBiMH cnoBaMH, oSanneHHBie po3Bi c 
nonconnyxaMH. Mbi cxoniinir b pecrapaH, r.nc a rmna BKycHyio pBi 6 y canMOH... Ha paooTC KaK 6 Bino nynccno. 
Ozihh KOCTioMep no/iapun MHe TopT (KyconcK) h man 18 Tanucri! JJo stoto KOCTioMepBi B3 aim no 8 , no 7 Tanners. 
Anbijjpeno 3 aKa 3 an npyroii TopT (BKycHBiii...). Jlnnna. a. lOnBKa h AcynB cncnn MHe - sto 6 Bino 'iynccno! Hotom 
K ny 6 MHe nonapnn TopT. 31 Bcex yromana - oxpaHHHKOB (MHe cciinac ncnnKiop ncnaioT - njiTKH hhctjit), 
rapcoHOB! 3 to 6 bin nanny'iiiiHH nenb povKHcnnsi! Bnaronapio Focno.nn! Menu nance He ovipa'inno. hto kto-to cnep 
moh 1.000 necoB, a y HlaTeH - 1.000 nonnapoB... J\a, npyr, KOTopBiii o 6 eman cnenaTB noe3nKH nonapnn MHe po3y 
h OonBiuyio co 6 aKy!!! 

71 

B'icpa c Anb(|)pcno xonnnn noKynaTB MHe KpoccoBKir, ho Kyminn cyMKy 3a 1.300 necoB - Knacc! Oh c 
yMa cornen, xohct ceKc. 31 nyxiaio, hto ji cncnaio sto, ho onnn pa3. 3a to, hto6bi ji He mna Ha pa6oTy - nnepa - 2 
naca - oh 3annaTHn MHe KaK 3a 10 Tanncs! Mbi cxonnnn b napK, noKopMHnu yTOK, pwooK. Hotom cxonnnn b 
H epKOBB... Oh nprauen b Kny6 h B3Jin 10 TaHueB! J\a OnarocnoBHT ero rocnonb! 



JleoHH/i cKa3an, hto onuTB He nojiyHHJi /jeHtru. EaHK b Pocchh noncMy-To He 6epeT jicubth. >1 eMy 
ccro.Tira no3BOHHJia h CKa3ajia sto. Oh cica3aji, hto nepecMOTpHT. 

rocnoflH, 6naro/iapio ot Been ziyniH 3a Bee... EjiarocJioBH Hac, Rail HaM MyzipocTH, chji h TepneHiui! 

VtaTcpb EovKbH jainHTH Hac ot Bcex 6 c,t h 6 c/ictbhh. jiaii HaM jiioSbh orpoMHon, Mupa, ,Toopa. YKpenH 
Harny Bepy, Ha^e>K^y. 

AHren XpaHHTent Hac 6epern! Eepern moh .nemra, Bcex Hac! 

HnKOJian Hy/ioTBopcii! Ey;iB cxoptiM novioimiHKOM MHe b 6H3Hece h mocm noxy/icnn h! 

IIOMOrHTe Bee CBJITBie! 

Ejiaro/iapio Iocno;iH, 3a Bee HcntiTaHiM, 3a moh HyqecHBie 23 ro/ia ! EnarocnoBH mcihi b moh hobbic 24 

ro^a!!! 

20.11.99. 

TaKoii ciopnpH3 >k/iaji mciih b cy66oTy. C paHHero yTpa AcyjiB noi.ipaBHJia \icna c hiicm povK.Tcnna - kak 
tojibko ji OTKptma raa3a (rjisl kocmcthkh). 
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IIotom noexajiH KaTaTBCJi Ha jiomajiJix c AjiBcjjpexio. IIotom Bjipyr CTajiH npHB03HTB kojiohkh. Mbi 
nnaHHpoBajiH noTOM noexaTB b napx - noKaTaTBCH Ha ropicax, noTOM b pecTopaH. CTajiH npiiHOCHTB c/iy, CKa3anH, 
HTO 3TO 7IJTH Jipyra. B.Tp)T BBIXO.THT AjM C TOpTOM ... CIOpnpH3! OkaiBIBaCTCH OHH peHIHJIH C/ICJiaTB napTHK) MHe. 
IlpHexajia IOjiji c IlaKO, XaOBcp. noTaiiiicuajiH. noenn xoporno. Ebijio Beceno. BceM ohchb OJiaro/iapira. IIotom Ha 
pa6oTy b cy66oTy - 18 Tanners! rioiiiakOMHnacB c Ajickcom - KaK sto Ebijio nyjiccno! 

B BOCKpeceHBe noexajiH c AjibcJjohco b ropo/i, pic xopomaji SHepraa. norymuiH, KynnjiH pa3HBie najioHKH 
(3anaxoM). IIocH/icjrn y ncpkrsn Ha TpaBe - TaK Ebijio ny/iccno, hcmhoto njiaKajin - a TaK MopajiBHO OTjioxnyna. 
IIotom cxojihjih b pecTopaH, t,tc noejin MeKCHKaHCKyio c/iy (c BBicTpeJiaMH Ha ynunc h My3BiKon). BepHyjiHCB 
TIOMOH, cxo^hjih b pailoH, r,ne Sbijio mhoto mojio/iokh, KyraiJiH iiorypTOB, xoTeJiH Kocjie-KanyHHHO - TaM SBiJia 
oncpc/ib... 3 to Sbijio hv/icciio. 

IIotom b noHcneJiBHHK CHOBa nepe>KHBajia H3-3a /jeHer, roBopnjia c JleoHHjiOM no TeJiec|)OHy. C^eJiana b 
noHeaeJiBHUK 11 TaHiieB. AjiBcjjpexio 3anjiaTHJi MHe xipyrne 14 h mbi nonuiH b hohhoh KJiyS. Xopomne (JjHrypBi h 
rpyziH y jjeBHOHOK. MHe b npaHBHji KOMHaTe TaHiieBana SpiOHeTKa. AjiBcjjpeao noMoraji, OHa HeMHoro Kycana Memi 
h Jianana. HHTepecHO. IIotom AjiBt|)pc/io xoTeJi OTBe3TH 
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MeHU b OTeJiB - Ha Macca*. IlocJie Moero OTKa3a oh CTaji Shtbcji b HCTepHKe h HeMHoro njiaicaTB, hto oh He 
MOJKeT SoJiBiue vknaTB. hto ji c hum nrpaio... II noHJiJia, hto HeJiB3s SoJiBine >k/iaTB. II BBinnna poMa h OT/janacB 
eMy. OcHacTJiHBHJia. 

Ha CJic/iyiomnii hchb oh no/iapnjr MHe coSaKy - sto ny.TO! Ab, aB. Bo btophhk oh CHOBa 3anjiaTHJi 14 
(Sbiji Sn3Hec k mohm 14 TaHiiaM). Mbi nonuiH b «TnTaHHyM». Bee My>KHKH CMOTpeJin Ha Mem, a He Ha /jeBHOHOK. 
noTOM 0311a CTaimcBajia «npaiinH,T» b KOMHaTe - r/ic ch.tcjih jipyrnc 3 MyvkHka c jiCBHOiikaMH. OHa c MeKCHKH. 
Henjioxo. II Tax HannnacB b stot /icitb - ji oT^anacB eMy - ji roBopnjia mhoto no-pyccKH b 3Ty hohb. 

B cpcjiy h neTBepr Sbijio no 41 Taniicri. b nmnnuy - 45. EenvkaMiiii /jaji HaM SnjieTBi h jieiiBkn b KaHKyHr. 
Cennac a Jieny Ty,Ta. Ajib<J)ohco cine pa3 nojiapmi MHe cepeEpaiiBiM SpacJieT (Ha Bpcvia jiarr MHe cboio KypTKy) - 
bjiioEhjicji - no HecKOJiBKO Macca'/kcii ocTaBJUieT MHe. B'icpa SBiJia c MaKCOM. Flonapuna eMy MiiniKy c eep.TiiCM. 
Oh CKa3aji, hto BH3a jicrracTCJi. noMoraa eMy kohhhtb - oh xotb ocHacTJiHBHJicji. 

J\aii MHe, Focno.TH, chji h Tepncnna noxy.TCTb! EjiarocJiOBH Hac! 


23.11.99 



Bot h /lopora o6paTHO. npnexann, Bee b nopa.TKe. B OTene Ohcctc AMepHKaHO HananocB. Mbi ncnann no 
15.00 Ham HOMep (1,5 naca). IIotom nonuiH b KOMHaTy - TaM 
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6bijio HaKypeHO, ncTann bohocbi c GyMancKOH ot pe3HHKH. He Mornii /lOKanaTb, hto y Hac ecTB chct b 
6 amce nnji otcjhi Ha 3000 neco. KaKoil pecTopaH... c nenanBHOH KnaccHHecKOH MyjbiKoii. npuHCM 6e3 /ipi-mK - 
nano 6bijio omenBHO nnaTHTB. Xopomnil oaccciin. BcTpeTHJiHct c pcOjmiMH (bojjtc Htio-HopKa ok. KaHaK). 
Bcicpovi nonuiH Ha aBTo 6 yce noenn aMepHKaHCKoil c/ibi (ji - canaT) - Ha yniinncnnc 3annaTHnn. 

noTOM Ha /iHCKOTCKy. TaM TaKoe moy 6bijio... H MBinBHBie nyibipn h Contra - to Maim ^vk'ckcoii noeT, 
to MacKa. To co cbhctom na/mpaioT ynin, a naiOT miTB TeKHJiy c hcm-to (BKycHBin). Hohbio nonuiH Ha Mope 
KynaTbca. 3to 6bmo iichto. B KapnocKOM Mope. Moil yxancep h AcynB. Mbi TaK He penoBanucB, xotji h oh, h ji 
xoTenH. Cjihiukom npocTO h DbicTpo. Ha cnc/iyioiru-iii /iciib mbi c AcynB xoniinn b THM. >1 TaK xoporno 

no3aHHManacB. 31 BenepoM b Mara3HHBi (-). Ha Te /iciibrn. hto xoTenn Maccanc (no 600 neco) - AcynB Kymma 

b 3ape uianoHKy h cyMKy (a a Ha npyron neHB KpoccoBKH, nonnaTiina ot ce6a 100 necoB - 720 necoB). BenepoM 
nonencana Ha Mope - b TeMHOTe. 

Ha cnc/xyioim-iii nciib mbi nonpocnjin panoymiTb, ho Hac He paioy/uinn. Mbi nyTB He onoj/ianH Ha AKBa 
Bop.T. noTOMy hto 3to 6bijio naneKO. Mbi noexann Ha nomibix MOTOHHKnax b cnennanbiioe Mecra, pic noTOM npn 
napKOBKe HHCTpyKTop 3anc3 Ha Ham motohhkh h nepeBepHyn ero. KaK 6bijio Hy/icciro, Kor/ia a ynmcna 
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OonBimie pbi6bi, manaioiruie B03ne MeHJi. H aencnbie c ncenraM, KpacHBie. H o 6 an/icn no - rony 6 i>i x. H KaK 
oniia ManeHBKaa pa3roH5ina 6ohbihhx co CBoen TeppuTopnn... Hotom cena k HHCTpyKTopy h ero no/ma cnoManacB, 
3aTO ji rso/iHJia Ha oopamoM nyra o/ura. OOparao nonuiH neniKOM no 6 epery mo pa (Bee CBHCTenn paoo'nic HaM). 

BenepoM b THMe ji 6 c ran a 60.02 MHHyTBi - 800 KKan!!! Hotom nonuiH no Mara3HHaM, b 100% 
HaTypajiBHBiH KyraiJin MHe KpoccoBKH. Hohbio ji nonpamanacB c MopeM. 

Ceronmi, CnaBa Eory He 6bijio npooncM c KynoHaMH, Bee b nopa.TKC. Acynb ye3ncaeT nocne3aBTpa. 

TocnoziH, SnarocnoBH Hac!!! 

29.11.99. 

Xoporno OTpaooTana bo btophhk - 41, 45, 41 Taiicii. OObjibimcji PayjiB, CKa3an, hto OTBenann ero opaTbH, 
hto 6biji 3a ropo.TOM. B3 hji 15 Taniicrj h yrnen (c npyroM 6 biji). Cnanana 6n3Hec men onciib nnoxo, noTOM ok. 23 
npiixominocb yciincimo pa6oTaTB. 

AcynB Kor^a ye3ncana, na>Ke He pa 36 ynH.na MeHJi. 31 cnBimana, KaK OHa co 6 npajiacB. OHa ocTaBHJia MHe 
6 yMary - ianucKy (hto jtiooht mciiji. 6 naronapnT 3 a Bee). B HCTBcpr ji c Tpy/uni oTpa 6 oTajia 11. Cxomina c 
Ajib(J)ohco c MeKCHKaHCKHH pecTopaH. noenn, oh coonpancn ycancaTb b MoiiTcpcii. Mbi oOMCiumiicb anpccaxui. 
Oh CKa3an, hto mo 6 nT MeHJi... Oh 6 Bin OTKpoBeHeH co mhoh. Cxo.Tiina c OnpiiKC b pecrapaH - ooan/icimbiii 
ilnoHCKHH. HacTynnna 
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njiTHima. Anb(|)pcno roBopnn MHe - He paooTaii. 31 nee nonvKiia 3aKnioHHTenBHBiH nciib. /Jo 3Toro a /iciibrn 
Moero 6 occa, hto He /loinnu. nanna b 6 aHKe (542 + 931). CnaBa Eory! C noMoirmio Anb(|)pcno ji Ha EaHaMeKC Bii 3 a 
nonyHHna 500 nonnapors. Tpsncn Many - 5.000 nonnapon. BenepoM (3 no nun OpaiicucKO no nonony Bim). 
npumen Moil icnneHT fl>K03, B3Jin 20 TamieB. CTaHueBana eme 2. /(pyroMy - 6 . H TyT BKnioHHncn cbct - nonimiiJi. 
31 cnBimana 06 jtom - hto Ha HapKOTHKH ()]paKc). 31 cnoKoimo nornna b KOMapramy. TaM Hac omennn h - 
MeKCHKaHOK h HHOCTpaHOK. Hotom Hac noHeMy-TO CHHMann Ha KaMepy, 3anHXHynn b aBTo 6 yc c pemeTKaMH. 
CKonBKO 6 buio nonimeHCKiix... npiiBenn b omeneHiie, b kotopom nponepneann c 11 - 4 yTpa, nepemicBiBanH. 




Ky 6 iiHKH rmaKanH. Mbi c lOneH nepiacanucB. IIotom (ena npHiuna - ntio KpacHoe bhho). Hac OTBe3JiH b TiopBMy 
3MnrpauHio. Mbi Bee TaK 3aMep3HH, cnanH b KaMepe c lOnefi h KyEiiHKaMH (Jliic, KapoJiHHa, BeHoc) - Ha nony, 
npyriie - no 2 Ha 1 -bix h 2-bix 3 Ta>Kax. Mbi Tax TpacnncB ot xonona... Cnann Bcero Tpn naca. KancnBiii momcht 
nyMann, hto Hac oTnycraT. Ho hoboctch He 6 bijio... Mbi ne>KajiH Ha 3eneHOH eonncnnoii nonnHe, OKpy>KeHHBie 
neTBipBMn CTeHaMH c noniincHCKHMii BOKpyr. TyT 3 bohok - ena. Kaic y CcncnoBa pe(|)ncKC co 6 aKH Ha jiaMnoHKy h 
3 bohok. Mbi bccb ncni> clinen h Ha noJiHHKe h ena, h cnii. HaM Kny 6 npiiBe3 hockh, CBHTepa, c Makyioiiajib/ica enw, 
(jipyKTBI. 
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CHanana Bee nep>KanHGB BMecTe. BeeenunuGB c Kyow (nceHiiiiiHa c 6aHTHKaMH, KOTopan pa3roBapHBana Ha 
MHorux 33BiKax, TaM y>Ke ok. 1 rona) Ha 33BTpaK, oocn h ymiH \icnnna oneneny. KonupoBann ncB'ioiiKii. oHa 
npocuna hcmhoto neHer, ho noTOM Hac 3ano5KH.ua, Korna c Hen cnenann cjiOTorpacjiHio. npuBoKan me(|) - kto nenan 
(J)oto? Bee ncreioiiKH - HeT, HeT. ^eBHOHKH HincBamicB Han Hen - nenann kochhkh «M Ky6a, ,ianc!>>. flaBann 
Hennoxyio eny - b ochobhom puc + mhco, caHrBHHH - cjipyKTBi - 6aHaH huh hkihio + Kocjie c 10 Kr caxapa. BenepoM 
KonupoBann - kto KaK TaimycT. Bee 6 bijih panBi mnme. 

noTOM Xynrapnn (Benrpnn cTann OT,icnnTBoi. Bee ce6e no3a6epyT, a npynic BceM). K)nn mojio/ich! 
Korn a mbi cnann BMecTe, OHa yKpBiBana Menu. nanana naKpriBaTBcn. bo BceM noMorana. H a CTapanacB T05Ke. OHa 
3aMenaTeiiBHBiH nenoBeK. 

/T,bc ncrnioiiKH c Xonnaiin yexann b BocKpeceHBe. Hm nance He nanii coopaTB Bemen - Bee 3a hhx. H c 
noJiimneH b asponopT, ckoubko cne3, neHBrn... 

B noHenenBHHK 29.11 3 bohhji 3 OpaiieiiCKO, roBopHJia, hto6bi oh BBiTamnn MeHn - oh roBopnn, hto sto 
HeB03M0>KH0 (npyr MaKca). FI He 3Haio - hto c Moeii BH30H... 3 bohhji AnBijipcno, cKa3aji, hto Benin 5KeHniiiHa 
co6pana, a npyryio cyMKy He Harnna. FI nanana HepBHHHaTB - MonceT, ce6e 3a6pana, a cKa3ana, hto He Hanuia?! 
AnBc|)pcno c Mapnen Cappara Bee naninii no3>Ke, coopanii. npiiBe3 AnBc|)pc.no. Focnonn, KaK 
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a Te 6 e onaronapna, hto stot HcnoncK co mhoh panoxi. FI TaK eMy oomana, onaronapna. 

TenepB co mhoh neHBni 6occa ok. 2.200 + moh TpsBen HeKC Ha 5.000 nonnapoB + 600 nonnapoB + 1.500 
nonnapoB a nonmia npoBepHTB, a ocTajiBHBie ok. 12. (Mapn CKa3ana, hto 7. ocTanncB y AnBcjipeno) ok.19.000 
nonnapon. AnBc|)pcno oOeman npiiBe3TH MHe b Pocchio nepej 10 .nncii. F ocnonn. a nanciocb. hto oh npiiBe3eT... 
(hjih nornneT MapTHHa). Bcnr sto moh KBapTiipa. FI pa6oTana Tsmccno. no 3 nnn b 1-io h 2-io CMeHy, hto 6 bi 
3apa6oTaTB, no 10 - 12 nacori b cyTKH. FI noMHio - BBixonnna miKaKan. /lynn h cnaTB. YTpo ok. 11 nacoB, koc|)c hjih 
CBe>KHH COK H3 pa3HHHHBIX (jipyKTOB C (3a6BIJia) CeMeHK3MH. 

KpoMe toto, Korna c Kny6a npiiHecJiH Benin b MeniKax, y ohhoh h^bhohkh c XyHrapn (pBDKeHBKan) 
cnepnH 2000 nonnapoB, neHBrn, napcjnoM, KOCMeTHKy. Xoponio a Bee B3nna c co6oh, ennHCTBeHHoe - a He 
npoBepHJia MernoK - a ne 3Haio, hto TaK ecTB... 

MeHn tojibko BBiBe3JiH H3 TiopBMBi b 20.30 6e3 noKyMeHTOB, a caMoneT b 21.10! EojiBine AjiBcjipeno a He 
BHnena h Mapn Tonce, t.k. okojibhbimh nyraMH 6 e>KajiH c My>KHKOM. /JyMana, hto moh neKJiapaiiHH, Bee npoEneMBi 
b Pocchh, TyT MHe nco'/Kimanno nepc.naiOT b caMoneT. KaTepiiHa, FIna CKaiann, hto \ienn nenan h ohchb 
nepencuxoBan AnBcjiOHCo. Flo a He CMoraa hhkoto yBiineTB. .. 

Khtth Hama Ma,na\i, nepenyrajiacB, h Tonce pemiina noneTeTB co mhoh. I hc-to chhut ccii'iac, cnaBa 
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Eory, naneKO ot MeHH. J\a HHKOMy 6 bi He no)Kenana yneTeTB c MeKCUKH, KaK a yneTena. 

Enaronapio ot Been nynni. ot Bcero ccpnna, tc6h, MeKCHKa, 3a Bee! FI BepHycB!.. 



CeiiHac y>Ke noHTH no/jneTenH k Opamcc|}ypTy (6ticTpo BpeMJi nponuio). TocnoziH, SnarocnoBii! 

AjiBcjjpexio Kynnn MHe KypTKy, nynoBep cnopTHBHBiH c KamomoHOM, OHeHB Ha^eiocB, hto nojiyny moh 
.tciibiti b ccpc.Tiwc .TCKaopn. FocnoflH, noMorn! EjiarocnoBH h noMHJiyil Hac, thihhth! C Borovi!!! 

7.12.99 

Bo OpaiiK(|)ypTC ji CTapajiacB yocraTB ot Tami, hto6bi He BCTpenaTBCJi. Ycntimana oobub.tciihc, prc kto- 
to HMeeT coo6meHne ana MeHJi. OKaiBiBacTCH Poh npociui MeM ho3bohhtb (oh He cMor bctpcthtb MeHJi) xotcji 
npe.iynpc.iHTB. noinna Hcpci 3eneHBiH Kopiinop. MeHJi cnpocHJi - pic a pa6oTajia, OTKy/ia OonBimie .tciibiti. >1 
OTBeTHJia, hto apyrae noxjapHJi 6oii-(|)p3ii,T H3 Mbkchkh. Oh c no.TOTpcimcM, hto hko obi y MeHJi mojkct OoJiBine. H 
ji roBopro - TiaBaHTC, CMOTpHTe, npoBepairre. H vie mi oTnycTHJin. Ok'aiBiBacTCJi MeHJi aojdkhbi obijih BCTpenaTB ,TBa 
HenoBCKa, noviOHB 6e3 npo6neM npoHTH Tavio'/Kiiio. JIcoiih.t Bee 3nan h cnemiajiBiio npnincn no3>Ke. Ho, cnaBa 
Bory, Bee o6ohijiogb. IHaMnaHCKoe, ,Ta>KC hbctbi. 

Ho'iCBaTB npunuioct b ctv.thh. t.k. Poh 3a/jep>KHBajica. Ha CJic/iyioiHiiii tciib Poh npurnen, nepe>KHBaji 3a 

TteHBTH. 
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Mbi xo.thjih Ha oancT «)KH3eiiB». >1 He Moraa cnaTB. t.k. panama - 9 Hacors... 

Poh Hamm MHe oxpaHHHKa, t.k. He /lOBcpfln Jleonii.Ty, b asoponopTy. r.TC 3a nepeBec 6ara>Ka a 3anjiaTH.ua 
200 py6nen (jioJDKHa 6i>ma 330 pyOnen). no/japHn MHe orpoMHoro MejTBezpi. 

B Kpacno/iapc MeHJi BCTperan moh, c Ocjibimh nBCTavm. /],a>KC He o6hjiji. Bcio jiopory Monnan. Hotom 
,T a>K'c He 3axoTen iaiiTii b .tom. CKasan, hto xoTen, htoobi ji ero iicnaBii.TCJia. Ho ji CKa3ajia, hto jik>6jik> ero, 
KajKjTBiH KyconeK ero Tena. Oh Kpunaji, hto iitmciihji MHe. Y MeHJi 6i>ma .to via HCTepHKa, moji MaMOHKa ohciib 
noMorna MHe... nocnaji cooomcimc, hto VKcnacT cnoKoiiHoit hohh. .. Ckojibko BHyTpn 6 ojih. .. 

Ha CJic/iyioiHiiii tchb npnexaji, hto6bi nonpociiTB o rnaHce. >1 peniHJia .TaTB eMy rnaHC. Mbi BMecTe C3 .tii.th 
y3HaBajin o cotobbix TC.TC(|)OHax, b Cohh 3a Moeii TyonciiKoii. Oh paccTimaji MHe nocTenB. Ho Ha /lOJiro jih sto? 

Kor.Ta MBI 3aHHM3JIHCB JIK)6oBBK) OH .TCJiajl BCe TO)Ke, MHOme BCIIIH 3BTOMaTHHeCKH (- rpy.TB, CMOTpeH B 

cTopoHy h o neM-To Tyvia.T, m mbi ran hocom). Hjih roBopmi. hto cocKyHHJicji o Moeii nnoTH. B to >Ke BpeMJi ji 
co3HaBajia, hto oh roBopnji to >Ke xipyroH >KeHmHHe (KOTopoil 32 ro/ia, peOeHOK 7 neT). Y mchji y>Ke HeT Toro 
.TOBcpmi. Ectb b i t y t p e 1111 ji si 6 ojib, 6ojib. Ero MaMa Snuia b rnoKe ot toto, hto oh TaK nocTyniui co mhoh. 11 ayMajia, 
3a HTO 3TO Bee... 

Mbi xojthjih b pecrapaH, KymajiH. Ho oh rnyOoKO omnOaeTCJi, ecnn ziyMaeT, 
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hto Bee TaK jienco. JS,a, a ero jiioojiio, na.TciocB, hto oh To>Ke. Ho /ia>Kc He b 3 tom .tc.to. Oh He noiiiiviacT - 
KaK MHe 6ojibho b Tymc. J\a, a n3Meroma eMy TenoM, ho He Tymoii. A oh cyvieji .Tymoii. Oh nBiTacTai bbictpohtb 
cTeHy H3 Tex mcjikhx ccop, KorapBie 6bijih y Hac, xoTen ocTanoBiiTB jho6obb. .. Ho He cmot. 

Y MeHJi 6 ojib h HeT y>Ke toto yBavR'cimsi h TOBcpiui. hto 6bijio .to 3toto. .. 

Iboiih.t A.TB(|)pc,TO, HacTonji, hto6bi ji c hhm )KHJia b HOMepe b MocKBe. Focno.Tii, .Tail MeH cun. viy.TpocTii 
h TepneHHJi!!! BnarocnoBH! 

10.12.99 

CeiPiac ji CH)Ky b Kyneiiiiovi 12-om BaroHe c Tpevui viyvK'niiiaviH. necHJi <OKypaBJiH b oceHHeM He6e TaioT, 
yneTaioT 5KypaBHH». 

Co3B3HHBajiacB c AnBijjpexio, bot, e,ny k HeMy 3a cbohmh 18 tbic. .nonnapoB. MaMynn noaOiipaeT 
BapnaHTBi KBapTiipBi. CaMoe raaBHoe - npiiBe3TH Bee .TCiiBrii. Ha.TCiocB, A.TB(|)pc.TO oy.TCT aKKypaTeH. B'icpa 




cnpocHn MeHJi - ecTB jih y MeHJi CTaptie EaniMaicH MynccKHe... >1 TaK CMenjiacB, roBopio, hto cctb - Te cavibie 
KpOCCOBKH, HTO OH MHe nOJjapHJI. Oh - «TBI XOHeiHB y6HTB MeHJI». 

CMOTpenH cotobbih Tene(J)OH. EyayT ckhjikh - no/iKjrio'iycb. E 3 X(hjih b Cohh. CaM HanpocnjicH. Xozjhjih, 
3a Bee nnaTHn. Paccrajiaji b noci/ic nacTent. Ebijio 'iyjiccno. Ho sto ynce Bee He to, a 'iyriCTByio. J\a, oh 3a6oTHTCH, 
HO 
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He ot ayniH. Ene BBmaBJiHBaeT cjiobo «jho 6 jiio». Xozjhh KanyiBiH .neHB Ha TpeHiipoBKH, BMecTO toto, 
hto 6 bi xotb ozihh TjeHt no 6 i>iTb co mhoh. A Kor/ja a nonuia Ha «3oJioTyio uinHiH>Ky» - oh 3aB03MymajicH, hto a sto 
B peMJi He npoBena c hhm... K 0171 a nocjie Komcomojibckoto xioOnpajiacB BcnepoM, peimiJia npoBcpmb ero, 
aoopajjacb caMa /io jioMa. Oh - hh OTBeTa, hh npHBeTa Ha ncM.T/Kep. Bhjihtc jih ycTaji, /ia>KC He noHHTepecoBajicH - 
Kax a. A noTOM eme h ynpeKHyji Mera, hto ji He npnexajia. J\a, paHbrne oh nepemiBaji, npiie3>Kaji, y3HaBaji, a 
ccii'iac. 

31 Tax jiyxiaio. hto oh mciih 6 om>iue He jik> 6 ht. J\a, mbi iamiManHCb ihoSobbio, ji xoTena jib a pa 3 a, ho B'icpa 
hohbk) ji Ha^eanacb, a oh CKa3aji, hto ycTaji, /ia>KC He 3axoTen c^eJiaTB npocTO MHe. 3aneM MHe Hymia 3Ta 
HeaKTHBHOCTB? Ecjih ji Bbiii/iy 3a Hero 3aMy>K, oh Boo 6 me onycTHTCH. Oh He iiciiht MeHH. /Jance He noBecnji 
ruiaicaTBi, >k/ict hto-to iiOBcnbKoc. A 33 hcm eMy sto HyjKHO? Ecuh oh He jho 6 ht MeHJi. Oh noica3biBaeT, hto xohct 
saObiTb MeHH. 31 ero cennac hhcto jicpvKy icaic nejioBeica, kotopbih hcooxo.thm MHe b jicjiax, peiueHiin mohx 
npo 6 neM, TpaHcnopTHpoBmHKa. Ho h HHor/ja b ccKcyajibiioM rniaHe, t.k. cciEiac oh HeaKTHBeH. 31 o'iciib xony 
HaHTH unocTpaima h VKHTb 3a rpaniiiicii. Xony KymiTb KBaprapy, bbihth 3aMy>K 3a unocTpanna, tojibko He hchtb b 
K pacno/iapc. 

Kynnjia BenepoM .nyEjieHKy, uianoHKy, noJiycanoJKKii. 

TocnoziH, SnarocnoBii! Ram HaM MyzipocTH, chji, TepneHiin!!! 
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19.12.99 

npnexajia a paHO yTpoM, c/iajia cyMKy b 6 ara>K, xo/inaa no MocKBe Beet jiciib. IIotom 3a6pajia cyMKy h 
npocnjicjia 3 naca b rocTi-mnne «Pocchji» b o>KH;ianH h Ajibc|)pe;io. HaKoiicn-TO. OKaibiBacTCH nacTb 7 tbicjih 
T tojuiapoB oh nepeBen b TpsBeji Hckc h npiiBe3 c co 6 oh, jipynie 7 oct 3 bhji b VtcKciiKe, hto 6 bi BoccTaHOBHTb. Kax 
pa3 nojiynnnocb Ha .neHB KoHCTHTyuiiH h mbi xo^huh b nycTyio peJiBiMH jihhmh. Oh roBopnii no TenecjiOHy Ha 10 
tbicjih pyoacii. Ckojibko 3 aMopoHeK c rocTiinniicii... Ero Cmhphob 3 a 6 BiJi BHecra b MeHH Kax tocth, noTOM mbi Bee 
ofjjopMUHiiH, ero xoTenn 33 ct3bhtb njiaTHTB 3a non/tHH, xoth Bee 6 bijio onnaneHO... Ho Bee yna^nnn. rocnoziH, a 
KaKHe MyneHHH 6 bijih ana MeHH hohh... 31 noHHMaio ero 'iyBCTBa. MHe npuxojiHjjocb niiTb. hto 6 bi He kohh-ch. 31 
xony (|)aK tcoji. Aiirn. MHe noneMy-TO 6 bijio CMeniHO. Xoth a VBavKaio ero nyBCTBa, Bee hto oh jsjia MeHH /jenaeT. 
ClCOJIBKO H3MyHHJIHCB B 3aKJIK)HHTeJIBHBIH /ICIIb... IlOKa BOCCTaHOBHJIH HKO 6 bI yTepHHHBie HeKH, - nOMeHHJin! 
noTOM xo^hjih nocHHMajiH b EaHKOMaTax no 40 aoJiJiapoB (a MHe Ha.no 6 bijio 800...). Haiunn AjiB(j)a- 6 aHK h 
noMeHHJin cpa3y 600 iicjjbimh b ManiHHe (no 100 noJiJiapoB 6 pana Ha 2 tbichhh). 31 Bee nepencHBajia, hto 6 bi Poh 
M eHH He 3 aMeTHJi. Hto h nonynnna cboh 18060 - AjiBcjjpeno nonapnji MHe 600 nojniapoB! Ejiaronapio ero! 
Focno.TH, 6 narocnoBH CBoero pa 6 a AjiBijjpeno! (3 bohhji MHe pa3a 2 - y3HaBan, Kax a, a eMy 
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najia cboh moEhjibhhk, cpa3y npoBepnn Kax paooTacT). 

A Kax a ycTana - SBiJia .TCMoncTpamiH, icyna iiapony, mchtob h a c THHcenon cyMKoii. CnaBa Eory, Bee 
oEoiujiocb! Kax a Binoxiiyna cnoKOHHO, Kor/ja yBipiena Poh... Mbi BCTaBajiH paHO yTpoM (b 5 nacofi) ,thh 
nonyneHUH aMcpuKaiicKoii BH3BI. Tax xoho.tiio 6bijio ctohtb b o'icpc.TH. Mbi nocTOHJin, noTOM Bohohh. Ha Moe 



yxiHBneioie - HaM nann BH3y cpa3y! Ha npyroii nciiB y>Ke ee ncnann! Tenept x nonmia exaTB c PoeM 19 snmapn b 
AM epHKy... J\a SnarocnoBHT Hac rocnonb! 

Eipe Poh nonapnn MHe mo6hhbhhk MTC-/],>kh 3c 3m. >1 Tax Obina pana! npuncTena, cnaBa Eory, c 
,iciibra\iH Bee b nopapKc! 

18.12.99 - naTa nonHoro pa3ptiBa OTHomeHHH c AneKceeM! 

Oh Bee BpeMJi CTopoHiinen mchji. TyT % caMa CKa3ana eMy, hto6bi nepecTan nrpaTb b 3th nrpbi. Oh 
coiiia.acH. hto y Hero nyBCTBa k toh oco6e. Oh y6nn cboio jtiooobb ko MHe. 3to ero )kh3hb! M no3)Ke BcnoMHHJia, 
hto JleHa roBopuna, hto oh He bhhht mciih xax cboio >KeHy... 

CaniKa noMor otbc3th b HDoiinciinBiii paiioH MeHJi 3a TenecjiOHOM b noHenenBHHK. Tax hto TcnepB y \icna 
mo6hhbhhk 3ji J1//KH - 63-66-95. Y>Ke 3 bohhjih H3 Mckchkh, c Cohh. 

CMOTpenH KBapTupBi Ha XarypaTC, ho npoo.icviBi y hhx c \ia(|)Hcii + peMOHT (25 tbighh). Ha PaineeBa - 
HynecHaii, 'iHCTCiiBKaa, c peMOHTOM, ho /lancKO ot ocTaHOBKH + KnanoBKa non KBaprapoH ok. 26 kb.m. ’/Kcniru-ma 
iaMC'iaTcnBnan. ho naneKOBaro to ocTaHOBKH - MHHyT 10 h/ith. 
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OCTaHOBHJIHCB Ha KBapTHpe. /(OM C0K)30B 2 3Ta>K, 3 KOMHaTBI + CKHHyjIH 2,5 TBIGHHH nOJinapOB, T.K. 
peMOHT paKOBHHBI... 

Ckojibko HepBOB c EpairroH... OTnann 3a cpoHHbie enpaBKH 4,5 tbic. pySneii + (200 nonnapoB) + 700 
nonnapoB (3%) 3a ycnyrn lopucTa... A 3Ta Vasina nocTOJiHHO nonBonHT. B MiirpaHHOHHyio mbi Moran npoirm, ho 
H e 6 bijio opncpa... Mbi noTepunH n email neHB. TenepB, nail Eor, hto6bi xotb 3a nciiBrn HaM naan bo3mo>khoctb 
paccMOTpeTB noKyvicnTBi h BBinncajiH oyMary Bnepen... >1 TaK xony, hto6bi Bee OBicTpcc noJiynnnocB, nail Eor!!! 

Eipe x npHHacTHJiacB h noKpacnna bojiocbi, a noxynena toubko Ha 1 cm (102) b 6enpax... rocnonn, nan 
cnn noxyncTB cnmmcc h OBicTpcc! !! C Eo>KBeH no mo i mao! !! 

5.01.2000 

Bot h hobbih ron! 2000! Focnonn, SnarocnoBii! Enaronapio 3a Bee, 3a Bee! B hobbih nyTB e Eo>kbhm 
O naroenoBeHHeM h noMomBio!!! 

30.12. BCTpeTHJin Poh, caMoneT ono3nan Ha 2 naca. 3 to BpeMH x CKopoTana e Kjpoii (e 25 ihkojibi - 
oztHOKJiaccHHKOM). npuBeinn Poh b rocTiimmy «MocKBa» Ha TaKCH 3a 130 pyoncil (e nocTaBKoii MaMBi no novta). 
B 3TOT .TCIIB OTKJIIOHHJIH MOH TCIIC(|)On. HTO C MOCKBOH (MTC), T.K. MajIO MCIICr. >1 HOHeBajia B rOCTHHHIie, 
nonyiHOKce. Hotom mbi ryniuiH, noexann npa i/inoBaTB homoh. Ho ctoubko nonapKors nonapnn - naciicp e hhckom, 
mhoto Menoneii - moKonan, xnonBn. A MaMa 3aMenaTenBHBie nepnaTKH, nan eepe>KeK HiKaTyjiKH. M MaMe - 

,HHKTO(|)OH. 
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A Poio - nnaxaT eo CBoeii cjjOTorpacjiHeH. Oh 6biji pan (+ bhho, KOHcjieTBi). 

BcTpeTHJiH xoporno, nocTpcmimi! >1 HaBepHO nepBBiii pa3 He nepeena. Xotcjih bbi3B3tb TaKCH, ho He 
noayHHnocB, t.k. Bee 6 bijio ianuTO. Ok. 2.30 noexann BBI3BIB3TB (jiobhtb) ManiHHy. Ha yminc TaK 6 bijio nycTO... 
Mbi nocTaTOHHO OBicipo «noHManH» 3a 30 pyoncii no KoonepaTHBHoro. noexann no /JpaMTeaTpy, Ha Kapycennx. 
Ha cnenyiOHiHH neHB BenepoM 1.01. xoTcnn yexaTB b Cohh Ha aBTODyce, ho ero OTMcnunn. xoporno ycncnn cnaTB 
h KyniiTB Ha noe3n. Oh 6bui HenoBoneH, hto b nnaiiKapTC. /TpopanncB xoporno. flocnann, norynunn no pBiHKy. Poii 
Kynun MHe nynKH, nan Boaoc, TpyciiKH. BenepoM xonnaa Ha nncKOTCKy «npecTH>K», eae Binnn TaKCH. B 
rapnepo6e x 6 Bin a ok. 30 MHHyT. Hotom npnxo)Ky, Poii opeT, hto6bi x no3Bana oxpaHHHKa, t.k. oh He xohct, 
hto6bi cunen c h3mh onnn hbhhbih nypax! Poii nyTB He ynapnn ero... noexann Ha npyryio «YnBTpa», HopManBHo. 
Ha cnenyiomnH neHB yTpoM b pecrapaHe He 6 buio mm. .. Oh own paccTpoeH. Menu paccTponn no cne3, 3aneB 



BocnoMHHamiJi (thvkc.bbic) o Kunpe. IIotom pa303JiHJicJi. Ho n crjia/jHna, nepeKJHOHHB Ha /ipyryio BonHy. XoTenn 
Ha caMoneTe, ho He 6bijio peilca Ha 4.01. B3Juih Ha hohb Ha noci/i (noBe3no, b npnropoTHoii Kacce nann). 
IIoryjnuiH b neHupapmi, b rpipKe (rue TiirpBi pa3opBajiH rnoByc, upanncB Me>Kny co6oh H3-3a MJina (rnoByca 
pa3opBaHHoro). /Jen Mopo3 (upeccHpoBiiiHK) ene ycnoKOHJi 
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A Tiirpti pyranHct... Hotom noKyniann h noexann. B Kyne nonanHCB HaM Cepreii c ceMtefi, npennarajiH 
BbinHTB, a noTOM xpanen... Poh xoTen BbiKynHTb npyrne 2 MecTa, ho a 6biJia npoTHB... 

npnexanH, nocnanH y Menu no via, a noTOM nonuiH b tocth k Cepreio c via Moil. Xoporno nocu.ic.TH, 6 biJia 
npo 6 neMa b Cepree, oh pa 6 oTaeT c ncc|)Tbio c Baxy - HoBopoccuncK. XoponiHH mom. Ho oh cjihhikom vinoro 
roBopira 06 AMepiixe, hto Pocchji eme noKa>KeT, hto mbi He xy>Ke, nbiTancfl yHtmiTB. >1 mhoto hto He ncpcBO/iniia, 
cnoHn oh Hac... Flpan/ia xoporno OTBe3HH b aaponopT. npoBO.Tnaa a Poh, cnaBa Bory. Ohchb HHTepecHO, hto ecnn 
obi hto-to cnyHHnocb a .Ho.T/Kiia obi no3BOHHTb Ampcio c KaKHM-To cjiobom. 

C TeneijioHOM Bee b nopjmKe, Hano 6bijio nonnaTHTB neHBrn. 

AjieKcen Boo6me «ynaji». 31 HeMHoro npunyrHyna ero, hto cne>Ky 3a hhm h ero nonpyroil. Oh HcnyrancH. 
noTOM xoporno noi.TpanHna ero MaMa. CeroTiia. nocne Moero yroHHeHHS, hto ero no.Tpyry 3BanH Tana, HMeeT 
6enyio 7-icy, 32 ro/ia. Oh 3bohht MHe h npocHT Boo6me He npnxo.THTb mbitbcji b ero tom. .. Oh ncnyrancji. Y mchsi 
He 6bijio HacTpoeHHH c hhm oomaTbcsi. Ha 2-oil ero 3bohok a Boo6me He coH3Bonnna oomaTbca. He xohv. Ho ktik 
oh onycTHJicH... Bor eMy cy.TbH, BceM ero nocTynKaM. 

3aBrpa noH.TCM paiOnpaTbcn c Ha- 
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hihmh npo.TannaMH. T.k. ohh He c,TC.3a.3H .TapcTBcnnoil, npociuiH /lam aBaHC 6 tbichh py 6.3 eil, xHMHHaT. 
Kax Bor nacT. 

rocno.TH, .Tail HaM viynpocTH. ch.t. TcpnenHa, viy.TpocTH! IIpecBJiTaji Boropo.THiia cnacn Hac. XpaHH Hac 
AHren XpaiiHTC.Tb! noMorn HaM HiiKonail MyTOTBopcii. H Bee CnsiTbic. C Bo'/Kbcil noviombio h GnarocnoBcnucM! 

17.01.2000 

Bot, AneKceil BjinecnaBOBHH noTBoniw h CKasa.T, hto ero MaMa b Kypce Don bin hx coobithh, hcm a Tyviaio 
(nocne Toro, Kax a CKa3ana o B03pacTe TeTe F a.Tc). Htoobi a 3a6pajia Bee cboh Benin, MHe He ctoht npiixoTHTb. 

31 no3>Ke npimiJia k ero MaMe, novibbTacb, Mena >K,Ta.3 naKCTHK co BceMH mohmh BemaMH + CTaHOK c 
OpHTBaMH 6 biji OTKpBiT c ohhoh 6pHTBOH (cbohohb). 31 6buia Tax B03MymeHa... 3a6pana Bee cjjOTorpacjmH, rue mbi 
6bDIH B.TBOCM (mCIIH Ben) Tp SIC-30) - B 3TOM COCTOHHHH H HanHCajia 3anHCKy - TBI nOC-TC.THHH cyxa Bee BCpHCTCH. H 
Kax a HyBCTBOBana, 3Ty 3anncKy nponmana ero MaMa (no3)Ke a CKa3ana TeTe Tane, hto nycTB caM npHB03HT moh 
B enin, ji He HaMepeHa HecTH tst/Kccth. Oh npncxa.3 no3>Ke, ho ji nonpocnna MaMy bbihth. Oh Hcnyranca. Ohh 
noroBopHJiH xoporno. BocnpuHHMaji Bee c yjiBiSKoil (rana - KaKoro 3onoToro napHn ji nHiunnacB). 31 no3BOHHJia 
eMy no3>Ke Ha cneT opi-iTBbi. Tax oh, pa3opancn, hto6bi a cxo.TH.3a 
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b Mara3HH h nepenpoBepnna ynaxoBKH, a noTOM eMy no3BOHHJia. Oh opan c Taxon HeHaBHCTBio. Focno.TH, 
Kaxoe oh 'iy.ToriHinc... Focno.TH, tbi eMy cy.Tbu. 

K FIpnnc xo.TH.3a (c rpo3Horo). C MaMoil Kynnnn MaTepnan jsjia Bcncpncro nnaTBJi. Eme Ha to.bhkc 
K yrauiH MHe 6epeT, loony c 3anaxoM. KopoTicyio (450 py 6.3 eil) h nnnimyio (1.300 py 6.3 eil). HpiiHa BBinraa b KOHiie 
nexaOpji 3aMy>K - Cepreii (27 JieT), eil (31). J\a\i Bor hm cnacTbii!!! ILiaTBe xpacHBoe, ho He ycnena 3a6paTB t.k. 
HpHHKa 3a6onena (MO>KeT 6 bitb). Xohct 3a6epeMeHHeTB, ho He nonynaeTCJi 3 Mccima. /(ail eil Focno.Tb pcocnoHKa! 



A capnaacB Ha phctv. Ot cyna Ha 4 Kr Bee, ho He b o6i.eMax, He 3Haio KaK 6 bitb 102 h Bee. Focnopa, pail 
MHe chji, noMorn, hto6bi moh o6i>eM... >1 Tax xony 'iyBCTBonaTb ce6a yBepeHHo. Bee, xb3tht. Hapoeao obitb 
touctoh! He xony! A oTKa3i>iBaioci> ot aenpa! A iiaaaaa 3 kthbho xypeTB! !! 

C HauiHMH npoaaBiuiMH yace tshictch. .. Bee Bpeivra BpyT, hto epeaaan poKyMdiTBi, a caMH Bee HHKaK. To 
XOT eHH PCIIBTH (HaCTO) B3HTB. HT06BI MBI HaHHHajIH 3aCeaaTBCa. Mtl C M3M0H XOPHHH B'ICpa nOKynaHH yHHT33 c 
paKOBHHOH, npncMOTpenH pHBaH yroaoK, ppyroii (cepeHBKHii), KyxoHHBiH yroaoK, KpaHBi, paa b3hhbih MoiiKy. 
nepeacHBaio 3a \ia\iyaio - KaK TaM epeaKa y Hee. Flonpocnaa Boaopio, hto6bi oh eii noMor ecan hto. /Jail Eor, 
Focnoai-i, oaarocaoBH. hto6bi epeaKa cocToaaacB ypanno. 

90 

Ee3 HaKJiapoK. 

Fapaan c MaMOH, nocTpeaaan Ha CTapBiil Hobbih rop. Ha PoacpecTBO Toace. C KpyacKaMH (ayK, xaco...) - 
MaMyiM BBiSpaaa caxap, a a xae6. A co CKopaynon h CBeHKOH - MaMe Eopbhioh BBiupBim, a MHe no6epa b 
KOHKypce. 

TocnopH, homoth, 'iTOOBi Bee nop m aa h 30 b aaoc b . /(ail HaM viyppocTH. cna h TepneHiM. Focnopn, 
SaarocaoBH!!! 

P.S. Kaacpyio iicpcaio AaB(|)pcpo 3BOHHa. FoBopna, hto ohchb cxynaeT, aio6HT h xohct MeHa. Hto eMy 
\iciia He XBaTaeT. 15 aiiBapa oh npaipiiOBaa cboh pciib poacpeHHa. 

H Poh 3BOHHa. Op hi i pa3 a CMOTpeaa Ha (|x)Torpac|)Hio (Ha ero) h oh no3BOHHa b stot momciit. /Tpyroii pa3 
no3BOHHa, Korpa a HHTaaa ropocKon o HeM. H 3BOHaT ohh b ophh h tot ace pciib. Poh roBopHT, hto a paa Hero 
epHHCTBeHHoe cnacTBe. XoneT, hto6bi a OBiaa papoM c hum. Fean 6bi He ero B03pacT... Toil Hn(|)opManHciF hto a 
Baapeaa o HeM cciPiac - MeHa Bee ycTpaHBaeT. KaK Eor pacT... 

Eme a CHHMaaa ot opi-moHCCTBa 6Biaa nopna Ha MHe. /(ail Eor, hto6bi hhkto He Mernaa MHe. 

23.01.2000 

Cennac a b caMoaeTe, na'iniiaeM B3aeT3TB b Jlac-Berac... 

npn npi-icipc b Hbio-Hopk Ha TaviovKiic opHa 3apa3a (ToacTaa, TeMHOKoacaa) 3apaBaaa canniKOM miioto 
BonpocoB. /(aa Hero npnexaaa, kto, hto... Ho nocae oTBeTa, hto Poh moh 6ypymHH mvvk - ee Haraoe anno 
H3MeHHaocB. CaaBa Eory, Bee xoporno. Hbio-Hopk BBiraapHT Taicace, KaK a h npepcTaBaaaa. EpHHCTBeHHoe, hto 
MHe He HpaBHaOCB - TeMHBie TOHa P0M0B(KaK 33BOPCKHe CTeHBl). 
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cnopTHBHaa opeaepa. Poh nosTOMy h He hiooht aMepHKaHCKHX acenim-m, noTOMy hto ohh xoTaT 6 bitb 
noxoacHMH Ha MyacniiH. 

>1 3BOHHaa b MeKCHKy Mapn Coppara. OHa CKa3aaa, hto nocae Harnero apecTa 6Bia eme apecT. Ho Bee 
peBHOHKH c HexocaoBaKHH, BeHrpHH BcpiiyancB. Ho hhkto He movkct paBaTB rapaHTHH... CKa3aaa, hto 
cnciiHaaBiio paa MeHa ohh nocTapaioTca cpeaaTB oyvtary Ha npaBO paooTaTB b Kayoc. (/(o 3Toro JleoHHp CKa3aa, 
hto DoaBiiiHC npooacMBi y Cepxno - ero apecTOBaan, t.k. oh He nycKaa noaHiuno. Ho - caMoe raaBHoe - 
CaaBBapop. BBirnea k3koh-to 33koh o Ka nap pax (oh HanoaoBHHy Kanapcii - cbih oapona). Oh bo BceM o6BHHaeT 
noaHHHH MeHa, hto a, hkoobi HaTpaBHaa Ha Hero noaHiuno?!). He 3Haio, c opnoil ctopohbi a nepeacHBaio exaTB h H3 
CaaBBapopa Toace. A ace He BHHOBaTa, hto iaopaan moh scaciiBiH nacnopT. Fean 6ypeT cpeaaHa 3Ta 6yMara, to 
mo'/K'ct 6bitb a noepy b MeKCHKy. 

B HBio-HopKe mbi c PoeM xopnan b pBa Kay6a. Be3pe TaKoii xaoc. .. B nepBOM Boo6me. Korpa a yBHpeaa 
hx KOMapHHHy... Bee HaBaaeHO, bcihh aeacaT. HeT moy. Bxop naaTHBin - 15 poaaapoB. Oxoao ctohkh TaimyioT h 
HMeiOT Koe-KaKHe peHBrn + T iiioa pane, rpe ToaBKO ohh rporaioT, ho hx HeaB3a. Ho My3BiKa, aTMoajiepa... 



Bo BTopoM Jiynme. TaM CHMnaTH'mcii. Ho o6cTaHOBKa, KaK b KHHOTeaTpe. Cuciia HeOonBinaji, BOKpyr 
ctojihkh c KpecnaMH, c orpaiiH'icimbiM kojihhcctbom MecTa. Talien ctoht 20 nonnapoB, ^cb'ioiikh nenajiH Tannin. 
Hcctiio ronopa. ho cpaBHHBaio c Mckchkoh. Mo>KeT 6bitb b JIac-Berace... 

C PoeM xozjhuh b «Xail Maicc». TaM 6 bijio, hto-to nponc KHHOTeaTpa. Ho, 6biji orpoMHBin 
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3KpaH, r.TC TBI KaK B BIipTyajIBHOH peajIBHOCTH. 

CMOTpenH Yout /Ihciich. non opKecTp KaKaji-To komhoihhhh - oaoo'icK huh pti6, oneHJi h -. 31 ene 

CHne.ua, t.k. moh rna3a 3aKpi>iBanHci>. Xozihiih b pyccKHH pecrapaH, rne cpa3y y MeHJi nojiBHJiacB HOCTajibrnji o 
Pocchh. B jhiohckom, rne ctohmoctb cyiHH 8 nonnapoB 3a Ka>R'nyio 1 HiTyKy (ji B3Jma 2 HiTyKn) - caMbie ncmcBBie. 
B ripi-iimnne. a Bee BpeMJi CTapaioct 6paTB caMoe ncmcBoc. CoBecTB He noinonncT 6paTb OonBine. 3aBen mciiji b 
M ara3HH, rne MHe noHpaBHJiacB Bono:ia3Ka. nocne Hero oh npjiMO CKa3an - sto noporo (60 nonnapoB). 3aneM Torna 
BecTH MeHJi b noporo h Mara3HH h BBiOnpaTB, ecnn sto noporo? /Jo 3Toro a Hanuia Koe-HTO nna bojioc - 15 
/lounapoB. oh CHOBa CKa3aji, hto sto noporo. Mbi xonunii b pecrapaH, TaM oh 3a Hac nnonx nnaTHJi 45 nonnapoB, 
30 nonnapoB, noneMy >KanKO noTpaTHTB Ha BemB, KOTopyio a 6yny HcnonB30BaTB nonro. A Korna 6 bijih b KJiySe, 
oh 3annaTHJi ot a3apTa 20 nonnapoB 3a Taiicii - 3 MHHyTBi... Mno 171a a ero He noHHMaio. /JoBen mciih no ene3. ( a He 
xoTena roBopHTB o tom, hto ooh.tho - noKa3BiBaeT, BBionpacT, a noTOM roBopHT, hto sto noporo). A oh pa3opancji 
Ha MeHJi. 31 3 toto He noTepnjno! He HMeeT npaBa opaTB Ha MeHJi. MHe Bee paBHO hx KyjiBTypa, nycTB 
cncpvKHBacTcsi. (Bo3nyniHBie h mbi). Ea/in.™ b MeTpo, na rpnanoBaTo h He KpacHBo, KaK b MocKBe. non a pun MHe 
MHKpOCjjOH (nJIJI MaMBl). E3nHH B /],}KOpn>KHO. K CTOMaTOJIOTy nOKa3BIBajI nOM, KOTOpBIH nponaJI, rne >KHJI no 3TOTO. 

C ero npyroM (HerpoM, KOTopBin yHHTeJiB no KapaTs), xonunii Ha nncKO. CrpaHHaa TpannuiM, ecnn 
My>KCKOH pon npuxonuT c neByniKon, ero npyr Mo>KeT ot 6 htb ee y Hero, 6yneT nBiTaTBCJi. Ero npyr 3Toro xoTen, 
HO PoH CKa3ajI, HTO OCTaHOBHJI eTO. CTpaHHO... 
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A Bnepa mbi BCTpeTHJincB c ero npyiBHMH. 

ncpBasi aKTpHca - Ciinnn, OpsiiK (t 6 mhoko>khh) h OBeperr (kto CTaBHT moy, HineT nioncii). Ohchb 
HHT epecHBie jnonn. Chi mu ohchb h m nynBC n b 1 lan, MeHJi pacxBajiH.ua... /JacT Eor, ji Haiiny to, hcm moon 10 
3 aHHMaTBCJi. rocnonn, onarocnoBH !!! 

27.01.2000 

Cennac ji Jieny b caMoneTe oopamo, b Hino-HopK. Hto 6bijio b Jlac-Berace. Korna a npnexajia Tyna, a 
CMOTpena Ha Bee BOKpyr ynHBHTeJiBHBiMH rnaiavin. 3 th OTcnii. .. BHyTpn ManciiBKiiii ropon c Ka3HHO, rne monn 
npoca)KHBajiH ctojibko neHer... Mbi ocTaiioBiinucB b OTene «napH>K». Ohchb KpacHBo, KaKHe HOMepa... B nepBBin 
neHB ji obina b nayvtnci ihh. Mbi c PoeM xonunn BC'iepoM Ha inoy-ren j. TaM 6Bin h ManeHBKoro pocTa, b ochobhom 
nenann aKpooaTHHCCKHC TpioKH. Ho TeMa Obina, nanpannciia Ha KaH-KaH. Xopomne koctiombi, 33BTpaK npHiiccnn. 
TaK bot Ha BTopoii neHB mbi c PoeM nonuiH 3aBTpaKaTB, 3 to OBino HeHTO. Oh nanan KyrnaTB nnccvt. 31 Binna ero h 
yBHnena, hto oh 6biji pa36iiT. TyT Poh no jBan MeHen>Kepa stoto pecrapaHa, nonHiiciicKoro, cocTaBHJin ovviary - 
ecnn hto-to enyHHTCJi, to ohh ooniaiiu 6ynyT jannaTHTB nciiBrn 3 a ymep6 inopoBBn. 31 3Hana, hto iiHHcro 
CTpaniHoro 3necB HeT. 3 to 6bijio 3a6aBHo h cMeniHo pa3nyBaTB H3 stoto Tparcnmo, TeM 6onee, hto oh He en 
BecB... 

Mbi xonunii no otc-Ihm, a BenepoM BCTpeTHJiHCB c nsTCH h ee mvvkcm. Ohh MHoroe paccKa3ajiH o Jlac- 

Berace. 
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CMOTpenH hx ,io m. Co6aKH Sbiih ohchb iaoaBiibiMii. XopoimiH iom, hhctchbkhh, yioTiibiii. IIstch xoTena 
noiapHTt MHe KpacHBoe yKpaineHiie. MHe ohchb noHpaBHiocB (oho Ebijio TJDKenoe), ho a jacTcciiaiacb h ee My* 
B33JI h 3a6pan... Kax Poh cKasai no3*e - sto TaKaa KyibTypa, r/ic oh noMor KaK 6 bi MHe iiiOaBHTbca ot stoh 
H eioBKOH cHTyaiiHH, xotji b Pocchh, noiapKH ecnH lapaica - He aaoiipaioTca. 31 6tuia HecKontKo paccTpoeHa stoh 
CHT yauneH. 

IIotom mbi xoihuh Ha ipyroe uioy, 171 c HaniH MecTa Sbiih panoM co ciicnoii Tax, hto ji He Bincia oSmen 
KapTHHBi, a noBHJia MOMeHT Ha ipynix, MHMHKe. IIInKapHoe moy, koctiombi. Ho omtb, b ochobhom, TeMa Havana 
XIX BCKa. Oiiiii Taniiop - CTaji CMOTpcTb Ha MeHJi. Poh ycneji Bee laMeniTb. Xh Jiyic st io. 31 noiyvtaia, htoSbi 
H iOC/KaTB ciicny peBHOCTH - onpoBepraia. 3 tot Taniiop eme He pa3 Ha MeHJi CMOTpen. TaioKe Ha MeHJi CMOTpen h 
M 3i*HK-M3H. Y iHBHTenBHO ! Oh noiHHMaji MaiHHHy (jieTana), BMecTO leByniex b Knence noJiBiunicB TiirpBi. 
OrpoMHoe naciavKiciiHC ot moy! TaioKe mbi xoihih b M3HC-KJia6. Oh xopomo BBirjiaiHJi. Ebijio moy, r,ic 
leBHOHKH Hennoxo TaniicBajTH, xopomrai KJiyS. Bee TaK*e, tbi noiynaemB 20 nonapoB 3a Tancii. 

Xoihjih h Ha moy «Kp3H3H ren». Hirnero HHTepecHoro, xopomne rpyin tojibko oneHB lerneBO no 
cpaBHeHHio c npeibiiymiiMii. H B'icpa... mbi xoi hih b otcib «HBio-HopK» (iBa pa3a). TaM MBI KaTajIHCB 
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Ha aMepHKaHCKiix ropicax... 3 to Ebijio 3axBaTBiBaioine... A 3a ichb io stoto ji xoima Ha BiipTyaiiiiyio 
peaiBHOCTB. Y MeHJi Sana Taxaa (|x) 6 na... Kax uccria b nanaie. Ho 3aT0 hotom... Bncpcm cmci napeHB, 
ynpaBJUHOimni Hameii MamiiHOH, mbi neTajiH MevKiy CTOJiSaMH, naiann. A BiepaniHee moy HanoMiiHano uupK. 
Ebijih opaTBi c MeKCHKH, KOTopBie *OHriiHpoBajiH. Oiiiii H3 hhx ciy'iaiiiio yiapm ipyroro (pcaiuio), a iio,m 
lyMaiH, hto 3to myTKa... EMy Ebijio Sojibho. 

3a Bee 3to BpcMi Poh 6 biji pa303JieH Ha Mem, Kopia oh 3aicpBiJi poT TaKCHCTy, a ji saiaia Bonpoc. B'icpa 
mbi oScyvKiajiH c})hjiococ|)hio, oh Bipyr CTaji 3Jihtbch h noBBimaTB ronoc Ha MeHJi. 31 peniHJia nepeBecra TeMy, 
ciciaTB t|)OTO. Fie oh Bipyr CTai yibioaibca. .. 3to Ebijio iioporio. Oh ohchb noMoraji MHe, 3bohhji, y3HaBan. 
noiapnji MHe TiirpeHKa. A moh ihck... npumiocB noKynaTB MHe (30 lomiapoB !!!) - TaM iBa BHyTpu. CHanajia 
xoTei OTiaTB noJiOBHHy, ho noTOM He CTaji. J\a Bor c hum! 

He 3Haio, earn bbixoihtb 3 a My* 3a Hero, to sto tojibko pain rpa>KiaiicTBa. 3 to He tot iiicai My*HHHBi, 
KOTOpBIH MHe IIV'/KCII. Oh 3aSoTJIHBBIH, KOiyia JI pa3BIipajia CHCIiy. HTO naiaio B oSMOpOK, OH SbIJI B3BOJIHOB3H. Oh 
cjinmKOM arpeccHBeH SniBaeT, Se3 Kompoia. 3B0HHJia MaMe, - omiTB KaKiic-To 6 y\iarii.,, C MeKCHKoiF.. He 3Haio. 
r apaiiTiiii Map ii MHe He ,iacT. /JeHBrn Eicon my OHa Bee BBicJiaia eme b iCKaopc. oh HaBpai MHe. npincTcsi 
paaEnpaTBCJi. Focnoin, He 3Haio - hto MHe iciaTB... Movkct noexaTB Ha mccjiii b McKciiKy. Movkct 
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npmcTca in 3apaSaTBiBaHHJi iciicr. Hhcthtb anapTaMeHTBi Poa h totobhtb c,iy b MocKBe ok. Mccana, 
nBiTaicB HaiiTH BpeMeHHyio paSoTy b MocKBe. 

TocnoiH, Tail MHe Myipocra h chi! !! 

29.01.2000 (cTapT) 

Bot h ia koii'ihi acb Moa nociiKa (noHTii). Ceiinac ji chvkv b aaponopTy, ruieia HeKOTopBix pyccKHX 
noicii, cHMnaTHHHoro pyccKoro bbicokoto napHJi. Hto movkiio ck333tb... B'icpa lOiBomiiacb ji TaKH AcyiB, 
OKa3BiBaeTci OHa SBiJia b Xoiiaipi. Hto, OHa vktct 3bohk3 ot OpaneiiCKO o bo3mo*hocth paSoTaTB b MeKCHKe - 
M05KH0 JIH, H1H HeT. loCnOHI. HTO MHe TCiaTb? 31 He 3HaiO, lyxiaio - MOVKCT SbITB B MeKCHKy, HO TOJIBKO Ha 01II11 
Mccan. 3 to pucK, ho iciibra. C ipyroii ctopohbi - oiim Me can, vkhtb c PoeM h hhcthtb 3 a 250 lonapori (npiincM 
io 3Toro lOJiro iyMan) 250 x 28 = 7000 Henioxo Ha pySin. EyneM lyMaTB. ,3,a, hto Ebijio nocie JIac-Beraca. Mbi 
HCK ynajiHCB. Oh iianai m333tb jiocboh MHe (10 3Toro mbi BeeeJiHJiHCB, b caMOJieTe oh ci omict h ypomii Ha ceSa, 



b asponopry kto-to oTKptm mok) cyMKy). Y MeHJi 6bdio xopomee HacTpoemie. Oh Becennnca. FIotom a HMena 
myTKy, a oh He noHjm. Cxa3an, hto pyMacT, hto a nacMcxaiocb nap hum. MeHJi sto ocxopGnno, noTOMy hto y MeHJi 
h b ronoBe stoto He 6bijio. IIotom a ymna b ppyryio KOMHaTy pyxiaTb. Oh Bepnynca 3a mhoh ophh pa3, no3>xe 
npHHec xanaT, yxpBin h CKa3aji, hto ecnn a xony npeicpaTHTB HaniH OTnomenna mbi BepneMca - sto Bee. /Jypax, 
BepB 3HaeT, hto ji ot Hero b 3aBHCHMOCTH, bctct ce6ji noxa6HO. FI ncpnynacb, oh 6biji 3hoh, a o6nana ero, oh mciiji, 
noTOM oh B3JIJI MeHJi Ha CTOne. FI kohhhji3 pea pa3a. H b KaKoii-TO momcht H3HyrpH y MeHJi nomen CTpece, ji xax 
pa3peBenaci>, MeHJi 
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bck) Tpjicno. Ha yTpo tovkc, ji He Moraa ecTb, pacnnaxanacB, h CHOBa oh man MeHJi. ,3,a, pencTBHTenBHO 
3aHHTHH hio6obbk) noMoraioT b pa3pemeHHH koh<J)jihkthoh CHTyaijHH. Ho Bee sto pano xaxyio-TO Tpenn-iny... ffo 
3Toro mbi pojdkhbi 6bdih BCTpeTHTBCJi c naKOM (oh BepiiT b Bora, ecTB CTypua, rpe 3anHCBiBaeTCJi vtyjBiKa 
H3BecTHBix My3BiKaHTOB). A nonyHHnocB, hto oh 3a6BiJi, mbi noiujiH b pecTopaH. H HanajIH rOBOpHTB o nop'ic. TyT 
ji nonana, hto ero cexpeTapB Carna, ncpcj epy Marepn, KOTopyio ynoTpconn Poh, Moraa cpenaTB nopny. T.k. oh 
CT an xyrnaTB 6onBiue, 6onBiue xypeTb, TaK>Ke HaniH nnnnbic OTnoiricnna, \inoro pa6oTaeT - He HMeeT pocTaTOHHO 
pener... K0171 a BepHyncJi - ji nonBrranacB HaHTH pna chjithji. A Taxace pa3roBop c H con h,tom - o mohx penbrax. 

Ha cnepyioinHH peHB mbi xopnnn Ha cneKTaKJiB «03htom Onepa». HcTopna, xax cjiaHTOM nomoGnn peBxy, 
ho OHa moSnna ppyroro, OaHTOM yxpan ee, xoTen y6nTB ee ppyra (kotopbih OTnpaBHnca Ha noncKH). Ho OHa 
(Kphcthh) nouenoBana ero, oh OTnycTHJi ee. 

A noTOM mbi BCTpeTHJiHCB c naKOM, cry pna. Kaxaa cexcyanBHaa necHJi napna (c Opannnn), 
CIIMnaTHHHBIH TaXOH. O'lCIIb ObLTO HHTepeCHO. 

Hto c PoeM? Kax ppyr, cexcyanBHBiH napraep oh xoporn, ho Mync!.. 

r ocnopn, 6narocnoBii! !! Bnaropapio 3 a Bee!!! 

4.02.99 noenn 

Korpa npujieTenH ox. 12.30 Hanann cnaTB, npocHynncB b ox. 21.40 - bct3jih, noenn, 33HHMajiHCB 
hio6obbk). Ytpom onjiTB cnepyiomero phji noenn. HHTepeCHO. 3,onro ji OT6npajia ncnHTcncii pna chjithji c Poji. 
Hto HHTepeCHO, hto Bee opann ox. 100 ponnapoB, a HexoTopBie + 3a pnarnocTHKy. HacTHiixn Tonce, ho 
epHHCTBeHHBin npocnn 100 3a pnarnocTHKy (oTJiHBxa Ha Bocxe) h nencnnc 600 pyoncii. Hto>x, oxasbrnaeTca sto 
nep- 
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HOB3TBIH M3H, HHTepeCHBIH MyjXHHHa, BBICOXHH, C OCTpBIM B3mapOM. 3T0 6 bIJI CHHBHBIH Crjia3. Ho 
cncpyioim-m peHB ji OTBOinna (Jjoto Poh. Pa3roBop c JleoHHpoM 6 biji oncnb HHTepecHBin! Oh cxa3aji, hto Mapn 
BpeT h corjiacHJicJi Ha npjiMOH 3 bohox c Mapn (o tom, hto peHer He nonynan). H HecxonBxo pa3 noBTopan, hto He 
xohct, hto6bi sth (jiHHaHCOBBie npo6neMBi CTajin orpapon b Haninx OTHOinemiax. C neM a h cornacnnacb. Oh MHe 
noMor bo MHoroM h a onaropapna 3 a sto. BenepoM Poh Bppyr cxbo3b CMex cpenan MHe npcpno'/xcnnc. FI He 
noBepnjia, t.x. bbiihuo He cepBe3HO. Ho noTOM oh cxa3an, hto sto cepBe3HO... TpypHO. 

Bo BTopHiix 2.02. sto peHB, xorpa cocToanocB Hypo!!! HaKoncn-TO Hama XBaprapa CTana Haiuen! Mbi 
xymiJin!!! CnaBa Te 6 e, Focnopn, cnaBa Te 6 e! BenepoM a c PoeM nanajia roBopnTb o 3aMyacecTBe. O tom, hto a He 
roTOBa h He yBepeHa b HeM, ho hto6bi noexaTB b AMepnxy c pa 6 oneH BH30H - sto epHHCTBeHHBin bbixop. Ecnn mbi 
3to cpenaeM, sto 6 ypeT jihihb cpenxa, a noTOM BpeMa noxanceT. H + x STOMy oh Bppyr CTan roBopiiTB o 6 yMare, b 
xoTopofi b cnynae pa3Bopa a He 6 ypy hmctb npaB Ha ero pcnbrn. FIonynacTca - MHe minero. Tpe a, b cboio 
OHcpcpb, cxa3ana o oyMare, rpe oh HMeeT npaBa BBirHaTB MeHa H3 CTpaHBi. Ot BBinnn pBa 60 xa.na BHHa h CTan 
pypHBiM. Pa3roBop CTan OcccMbiC-TcnnbiM. 3.02 a yrnna rynaTB. Tpe nop ne'icp MeHa BBixBaran Anexceil. FoBopnn 



no pyice. Hto oyncT 2 ncTcii. Ecnn nporaHy c PoeM no Man, mo>kot jto ccpbeaiio. HcnoncK boctohiioto Tuna 
noiincT c Konna (JicBpanH. HiiTcpccnbiH. Cnncn ooniriBiBanar. b 6 othhkh Tpn pa3a CTCKno. Bbinnji BHHa, 
noroBopnjin. Ebuio ok. 18 nacoB. Poll peninn no3BOHHTB, Korna n 6 biJia b nncjiTe (exa.na b oc|}hc) 
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3a Bee 3 to BpeMfl n roTOBima eMy eny, crapana ero Benin, xonnna nnarana 3a cboh co 6 cTBeHHBiH TenecjiOH 
b micro nan. /Tyviaio, hto 6 y/icT cKynaTB no MHe. 31 Tonce. Focnonn, nail MHe viynpocTH n SnarocnoBH Hac!!! 

19.02.2000 

Bot n y*e n no via! /1 ,bc ncncnn n 6e3BbiB03H0 c yipa no Benepa nenaio peMOHT. Maviynn 3a6onena, 
cniibHO Kauin&Jia n no HonaM. 31 cnnpana o 6 on, moji pyxa CTana Ha pa3Mep 6 onbme, onyxna ot mnaTena. JlfljjbKa 
(KOTopbin 3HaeT TpeHepoB) cnenan BaHHy, paKOBHHbi nocTaBHJi. 3 bohim Ambcjipeno - oh no Tenec|)OHy kohhim jjrr 
MeHU. Mbi c hum pa3roBapnBann MHHyT 40. noMemaHHBiH Ha ceKce. 31 eMy roBopuna, hto cuncy b 6 enbix TpycHKax, 
hto n ccoh Tporaio... Poh 3 bohim. CeiPiac oh b JloHnoHe, 3 bohhh MHe. CTpainian — . Cnanano oh no Tcncc|)ony o 
% roBopun. KaK n Ha Hero Haexana, HanoMHHna - kto n ecTb jj.ru Hero noKa, 6 onbme He roBopnn. Ha>KajioBajiacb, 
hto HeT neHer, o 6 eman npnBe3TH - VTonnsm ckohbko. Ha hto n OTBerana, hto hh o hcm eMy He roBopnna... Hto obi 
H e 6 bino noTOM ynpeKOB. MaMa nonra noKnenna o 6 oh, n noKpacnna SaTapen. ,3,a, no>KanoBanacB Anbcjipeno, hto 
H eT neHer, o 6 eman Ha moio KapTy nononaiTB 1000 nonnapoB, ho n CKa3ajia MeHbrne - 500 nonnapoB. npHrnacnn b 
napn)K, roBopnn, hto He mohcct 6e3 vicnsi. xoneT Mena. 

Eme 13.02 c MaMoil nouuiH noxynaTb h KymuiH xononnnBHHK, CTupanbHyio ManiHHy. 31 yBHnena... 
AncKccu. 31 HHKorna He BHnena ero hc- 

100 

nyraHHbiM. 3 to 6 biJi jjrr Hero hiok, oh npornen He no3nopoBancfl. noTiixoHBKy ee noBen b npyryio 
CTopoHy. Xonnnn, CMOTpenn. KaK Moe ccpnnc kohothjiocb. Ohh ynuiH... Mbi c Mavioii no3npaBHJin npyr npyra 
(oTKpbiTKOH, iiBCTaviH. moKonanoM). MeHU noTOM BC'icpovi TpjicTH Hanajio, BHnHO nepeena (h moKonan, h 6 y 6 nHK, 
h oaynTii). 14.02 noiBoni-m Poll h Anbijipeno, no3npaBHHH Menu c niicvi Cbutoto BameHTHHa - Bcex BnioSneHHBix. 
A BenepoM n nouina Ha aHamorHHHBiH KOHuepT, hto 6 bin Ha Po>KnecTBO (noOaBHnn KyKon). Cc|)OTorpac|)HpoBanacB c 
CaMoneHKO (cKa3ana n, hto co mhothmh 3HaMeHHTbiMH ecTb (|)oto. Tenepb c hhm) - «hto 3to 3H3hht?» - cnpocnn 
oh MeHU. A noTOM CKa3aji, hto n non>KHa hhhho k HeMy 3a c|)oto npunra. Hy h BBinnn oh b stot neHb. Flonapi-in Ha 
30noTyio CBanBOy nonapoK h MonontiM. CeiPiac MopanBHO roTOBinocb k onepamiH. noTepnino, ho 3aTO 3a6yny 06 
OHKax. Xonnna, KOHcynbTupoBajiacb. nepencHBaio. JleHe 3BOHHJia, CKasana, hto mohcho nenaTB onepamno, hto c 
P oeM cnenKa MHe naeT Heo>KHnaHHyio 6 onbmyio Bbirony. Bnepa Kynnna ce 6 e nanbTO. Ckoubko xonuna no 
TOJiHKy... JXymaRa nnHHHoe. Ho Kynnna Harne - coBMecTHoe 3a 2.400 nojiynanbTO. CranbHoe, HeMHoro pyKaBa 
KopoTKHe. Poll non>KeH npnexaTb 28.02. C Kponna yrnen, h pan, h HeT. 31 Haneiocb Ha bojiio Bora! Focnonn, 
onarocnoBH. nail HaM cnn h Tcpnenun. MaTepb Eo'/Kbh iaim-iTH ot 6 en h cnacn Hac. XpaHH Hac AHren XpaHHTenb! 
FIoMorn bo Bcex nyrax h nenax HiiKonail Hynomopcn, noMoniTe Bee Cbhtbic! !! 
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5.04.2000 

Focnonn, ckoubko BpeMeHH npouino. H ckoubko HepB h aonaiiBU nan MHe rocnonHH XonnaHnep. 
1.03.2000 mbi nepeexann b HOByio Harny KBaprapy. Oh noMoraeT (co CTynenraMH). Ho CKonbKO HepB c hhm, ero 
onymeHHOH (|)nnoco(|)HCH. CKonbKO 6 bino MyneHHH no ero pcnicTpaiiHH, a noTOM c 3AFCOM. 3a nna nnn no 
perHCTpauHH oh ianrinucT hto movkxt 6 bitb CTon, t.k. n CKa3ana, hto He xoTena 6 bi roBopuTB o CBoeM npouinoM... 
B «nayKe» oh noxynaeT MHe Tancii. noBonHT no 3nocTH (npumnocb roBopuTB o Kunpe. MeKCHKe, hto n ycTana, 
MynunacB - HHHero (cexca) He xoTena). 



Mbi xophjih b pccTopaiibi. Oh nopapnn MHe 6enoe 30 jioto c rojiyowM Tona30M. A b cy66oTy 11.03.2000 c 
yipa mbi 3aperncTpnpoBaiiHCB. 3 to 6bijio Beceno. >1 nii'icro cepBe3Horo He BocnpiiHiiMana. 3 to cpenKa. KaK a ot 
H ero ycTana. Hepanno 3 bohhp, CKa3aJi, hto ji ero Bi«Ky, KaK xopomero KnneHTa... Bot sto ji pa303HHJiacB... 
KoHHeHHBlft. 

HHHa roTOBHJiacB k KOHKypcy. Opny OTnpaBHJiH b MocKBy hto6 hckjiiohhtb ee H3 KOHKypca. Xophph Ha 
BC'iepHiiKy MeHToe - ipopono. CHanana HHHa xoTena noexaTB k Tohh, ho He CMorjia t.k. HHCTHTyr. Ha KOHKypce 
HHHa - mhcc (3'iaporiaiiHC (npii'icM, H3 176, 114 - onaropapji Mopo30By). + mhcc PyccKoe pap ho nepBoe Mecra 
AneHa. KaK mbi noTOM rynjuin... C Mopo30BBiM OTnpjicajiH... to c hhm, to c ppyniM napHeM H3 «npeMBepBi». 
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J\a TaK /lomflcauHCb. hto MHe nopapiuiH Kop3HHy KOCMeTHKH «Cepe6pjfflaji jihhhh». 3tot nanaii iiaHan 
roBopiiTB o npo.TO.T/KcnnH. npiiHeM b OTKpBiTyio. 3a6aBHBift. noTOM Ha piHCKOTCKC «/],)koh» AneKceft CKa3ajI, HTO 
6e3yMHO MeHU xohct, hto ji CBO>Ky ero c yMa (nocTaBHJi maMnaHCKoe). >1 nyTB He yexana c hhm. .. 

Bnepa c KaTeii mbi norynann Ha OpoiiTC... Bepnoro ManBHHKa pa3BpaTHPH, nopenoBanH, BrpoeM 
TaHiieBajiH... 

MaMynH yexana Bnepa b hohbio b CaHKT-neTep6ypr. /Jaft eft Bor! 

CaMoe HHTepecHoe - ApceH, KorapBift noiiraKOMiincsi co mhoii b TponneftOyce. BBirne prwx MeTpoB, 
HanoMUHaiomuft Hypo b nme (poopoc) H3 CKa3KH. Hanpocnncji penaTB aHTeHy. YcTaHaBiiHBaii ,TBa /hut, a TB 
npeajiBHO He noKa3BiBaeT. noTHXOHBKy ot Hero ji Bee pajiBine. 

Hto 6bijio c Bonopeft... >1 Bee TaKH peninna. Oh bsm khiohh y Bapraca. 3 to 6Bina CTapaji, neyxo'/Keimajr 
KBapTiipa (3pecB noBecnnacB ero MaMa - BapHKa). Mbi HeMHoro BBimuiH, oh B3Jm MeHJi, noTOM OTpBixan (ji 
ocTBiBana). B pe3HHKe Bee 3 to 6bijio. flenaeT oh sto Hennoxo. Ho 3 a pBa pa3a (npuneM bo BTopoft pa3 oh /ia>KC 
tojikom He noproTOBHP ji hh pa3y He kohhhji3. Oh HiiTcpccno roTOBiincn. CTpaHHO, ho MHe Ka>KeTCJi, hto noxa He 
BCTpeTHJicJi iiacTosiinHii My>KHHHa, CMory hh ji? >1 He Mory pcnan. MHHeT, t.k. npHxopfflioGB ppaniiTB nocTosinno 
0,5 neT Ka>KpBiii pern.. P 010 stoto HHKorpa He noHJiTB, t.k. oh My>KHHHa. 
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Hanncan nucBMO, hto KaK eMy TJDKeno opnoMy. KaKaa pacKpacaBima ero ynuTCPBimna no pyccKOMy 
n3BiKy, KOTopaa noMoraeT eMy bo BceM. Hcctiio CK333TB, hto ji oypy penaTB b MocKBe c hhm. CnymaTB ero 
(J)hjioco(|)hio. CrapaTB h totobhtb? A MaMa o.Tiia. H ecnn KTO-nnoypB Ha MeHJi nocMOTpiiT... Ecuh 6bi ji ero 
jiioonna, oh MeHJi TO>Ke, Torpa. .. Oh yace CTan pciiBni cHHTaTB. H paccTponncJi, hto ji He paooTaio. A ji He Mory 
noKa HaftTH. Hto MeHJi BBiBeno - oh ianBiin. hto ji ero Biiacy KaK xopomuft KOCTioMep. Bot HOJianiime, ji 6Bina 3na 
Ha Hero... TenepB He 6y/iy paace ecTB Ha ero pcnani. IIpepcTOHT pa3roBop o Harnux oTiiomennsix. ji He 3Haio. C 
opHoft ctopohbi a 6bi xoTena hto6bi mbi 6bihh ppy3BHMH, ho oh He Mernan 6 bi MHe BCTpenaTBCJi c ppyrHMH, a a pa 10 
criooopy eMy. Focnopn, paft MHe Myppocra!!! 

B TCHcm-ic prwx iicpcnB a 6erana KpoccBi c 30 MHHyT po 1 naca. 

Bpajin HHTepBBio o rnaaiiOM iiciiTpe. Y MeHJi h peBHOHKH (c JluneuKa). Mbi roBopHPH o tom, hto ckojibko 
npooncvi 6 bipo c nnoxiiM 3peHiieM (a roBopuna o TpaHcnopTe, o 3H3 kombix, 6 bipo iicypooiro, phh3bi, paippavK'cnuc. 
C coMHeHiuiMH ji peniHPacB cpenaTB h cnacTPHBa, 06 OHKax h BcnoMiinaTB He xony, topbko coniniciaiHHTiiBic. TaK 
3POPOBO BHpeTB MHp CBOHMH pOPHBIMH rjia'jaMH). /JoPaCHBI B CPCpyiOIUCC BOCKpeCeHBe no aKIICIITV nOKa3aTB. 

ApceH OoPBiue He 3bohht - cnaBa Bory. >1 c hhm «xopopho» pepacanacB. ,ZJaace He mot HopManBHyio 
aHTeHy cpenaTB + ji3bbi, noPHOTa h T.p. 
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23.03.2000 b 13.00 ft c/icnana onepaiu-no Ha raaaa. Bbijio HHTepecHO. O.tcjjh Hac b 3eneHBie KopoTKHe 
o.tcjhihsi. Bbiji TpecK h bohb. A noTOM pe3B b riia3ax... Cne3Bi tckjih, otkpbitb Bbijio hgbo3mo)kho. IlpHHeciiH ct>'. 
ft to noJiKaTJieTBi, to Hiinero, sacnyaa. IIotom nocTeneHHO OTKptiBana raasa. CTapajiacB KymaTB b nonoBiiHy 
MeHbme. JIioth Tooprie noMorajin xo.thtb, t.k. ji He Moraa otkpbitb rna3a. Kopmhjih otjihhho! BcTaBajia b 7 yTpa, 
HHHa HaBemana. Kor^a 6 bijio bo3,tchctbhc Jia3epa, a HHTajia «Othc Haiu». IlpomjiH sth HCTBipe tiih. H otkpbijicji 
Z ipyroil MHp. IIoTHXOHBKy a BHXjena Jiynme h Jiynine. Kor^a a jihhihhh pa3 Kanana, moh rna3a pyranncB (6onenH, 
pe3anH). Poll mciih oBeperaJi, ho MopajiBHO BBicacBiBan. McnoBH.THmaa najia MHe cojib h caxap .TOOaB.BHTB eMy b 
e/iy. YabioKa CTajia, KaK y HeBHHHoro \ma,Tcniia. ft c coBoil CHOBa B3JiJia. 

2.04. ft xo/iHiia Ha «To,tcc». B um a BH.TCOKavicpy h jacmma koc-hto. 3to 3/iopoBO. C ceHT)i6pji xotjit 
otkpbitb b Kpaciionapc niKOJiy «To,tcc» - 100 .ToimapoB b mcchh. Ooy'icnnc - 3 mcchiui. I.TopoBo pcBma 
paooTaioT. Ho kto oy.TCT xo.thtb Ty.Ta - BoraTBic. 

flojiro jxemjm moh BTopoil nacnopT, t.k. nuia npoBepKa c rHfla (c MaiiKona). OT/jana 70 TOJiJiapoB 
(.Tcaaaii 3 iic/iciih). Ho cJiaBa Eory! Bee b nopa.TKC, TenepB y mciih .TBa nacnopTa. Mo>KeT 6 bitb noeny Ha hctcjjio b 
M eKCHKy VBH.TCTB AjJB(|)pCTO (h nO,T3apaOOTaTB XOTB HVTB). 
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Ho HyacHa xopomaa 0TMa3Ka Poio. 3to onacHO, ho a nocMOTpio. 

fla, c KaTioxoil mbi OTopBajiHCB Ha .THCKOTCKax. Ha flacoe b cpc.Ty Bbiji Xht FM, Kaaccnaa My3BiKa. A b 
nponinBiH pa3 Hac xoTeJin «chjitb», ho ohh He cmotjih, t.k. mbi c oxpaHoil cenn b TaKCH. 

ft nBiTanacB co6na3HHTB Ajickcch, noJiyHHTB ero, a noTOM MoaceT Bbitb 

Eerajia, nnaTHna, 3ario,Tiiaa HOBBie khhjkkh 3a ra3, 3a CBeT. He ycnejia tokjichtb noTonoK. 

KaTBKa npuBonena (Toace ronoc «ceji», a BHepa TeMnepaTypa 38,2 - 38,6. 

Kjiiohh HaTaiue npniunocB noJioaniTB b no'iTOBBiii jiiuhk. C ra3eToil. flail Bor, htoBbi Bee Bbijio b 
nopimKe, Beat TaM Bee Benin... 

flo BOK3ajia noexajia 3a 20 pyBneil, Bbiji aoacuHK. flo 3Toro BbiJia TeMnepaTypa +25, +27, a b TeneHiie 
o.Tiroro nua ok. +13. Bee TcpeBBH pacnycTHJiHCB. TaK Bbijio KpaciiBO 3a okh3mh - BeJiBie iibctbi. HaTCiocB MeJiKaa 
Bbi.TcpvKHT. HcnBiTaHHe ,tbvx .Tiicii no Bbitb o.Tiioii. 

ft Bee paccKa3ana AjiBt|)pcTO o Poe, o Haninx njiaHax. Oh otiicccji c noniiManiicM. >Kvtko xohct vbh.tctb 


MeHJi. 

noMHio Ha thckotckc 3tot naiiaii BCTan Ha KOJieHO ncpc.TO mhoh, htoBbi nopeJiOBaTB, a TaM BbiJia 
SneBOTHHa. Oh paccTpoHJicJi, hto .tvkhhcbi npnneTCJi crapaTB... 

Focno.TH, nail HaM MynpocTH, chji h TepneHHa, HacTaBB h noTflepacn! BjiarocnoBii!!! 
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20.04.2000 


Bot ji h B03BpaTHJiacB c Mockbbi. ft ccBh HacTpaHBajia He SpaTB tciict c Poji, .TOKaiBiBan, hto ji He BiDKy 
ero KaK KocTioMep (oKaiBiBacTca, hto oh hmcji BBii.iy He tchbitj, a Bynymnc bo3mo>khocth). TeM He MeHee oh 
BCT peTHJI MeHJI C P030BBIMH p03aMH (11 HITyK). ft XO/IHJia B IICpKOBB (cpa3y nOIHJIH MeCJIHHBie - b cpc.Ty). Berana 
KpOCCBI BflOJIB peKH MoCKBa MCVK.Ty CoBaKaMH, C KOTOpBIMH ryjUIJIH X03HCB3. floSepMaH nilHHep CO CTapBIM 
TenyuiKOH, MOJiOTaji OBHapKa. 18.04 ji caejiajia peKopn - 1 nac 10 MHHyT ok. 9 km. 

Xo.TiiTa Ha KacTHHr Ha Bh.th Bhhhh. ft noHpaBHJiacB HaTarne Py6nHoil. OHa MeHJi o63BaHHBana. ft 
CJiOManacB h BHecJia ceBji b 6a3y .TainiBix 3a 50 TOJiJiapoB, OKaiBiBacTCH. hto He HyacraiOGB b hx niKOJie (350 
TOJiJiapoB). OHa xoTeJia MeHJi Ha tc(|jhtc, ho ji OTKa3anacB. ft He yBepeHHa, hto ohh... E.THncTBcnnoc, xo'iy 
OKyniiTB 3th TCiiBni (npii'icM ji He TOJiacHa 3bohhtb o KacTHHrax noncMy-To). 



B MocKBe 6 i>ijio Tenno. il Kynnna ce6e naKOBbie TycjjJiH (3a 25 .nomiapoB + 20 pyOnen), ^Be ko<J)tohkh, 
6necK nna ry6, Kapannam, hkohkh. Xonnapnepy - aHrenoHKa. Oh nonapnii mhg ropmoneK c UBeTaMH, a nepen 
Btie3^0M 5KenTi>ie h KpacHtie TiontnaHti. 

Bbin KacTHHr y /JjKaOpanjia (Ha MaHeKeHmim ji He noTjmyjia), a Ha CTpnnTH3 o6emaji, CMOTpen, ho CKa3an, 
hto He nonyHHJiocb hto-to (Tonjinc - 25, CTpenTH3 - 25 - 50 nomiapoB Bcero). M .lyviaio. hto HaBpan. 

Xo^HJIH Ha T/KHII C All/ipCCM H ’/Kcild! C KpOJIJia (MHe noaapHUH IIBOTBI - (|)HO-3CTOBBIC XpHiailTCMbl), 
pecTopaH «IHypbi-Mypbi». noroBopiuiH o paooTC Poio (hkoGbi oh xohct h3hth b cDCE). B 3 JUIH iiibctckhh ctoji - 
250 pyOnen Ha nenoBeKa. 
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B cpc/iy xozjhjih Ha /iiiCKOTCKy. CHanajia Ha «rnnonoTaM», ho 6bijio jaKpBiTO. CnpaniHBajiH y TaKCHCTa - 
oh o6eman cbo3htb Ha ipyryio, a mbi, y3HaB HHtjjopMaipno, peninjiH b npyryio. Oh ooii.tciicji. npocHJi ncpc/iaTB 
Poio, HTO OH K03C-3 (nOCJie TO TO KaK - «3a 000,3 TBI MO/KOIIIB OT/iaTB 100 ,10-3-3 apOB. 3a ,3 HO KOTO Ky H T3KCH 
■/Ka/uiHHaciriB?)) Poh - «Tpn nonnapa, Tpn nonnapa - paiovi 100 /roJuiapoB). nonuiH hto paiovi Ha TBepcKOH. 
Hapony Mano. Ho ji OTmuicajiacb. 

B neTBepr xo.311.311 b «rnnonaTaM» - ynujin .3 a t h 110 - a m c p 11 k a 110 k 11 c TamiBi. 1,5 naca «Bncpc,3-na3a,3». 3 to 
6 bi. 3 KJiacc! Ho KaK tojibko Hananocb, Poh ycTan - 1 nac hohh. 

B iumnmy x 0,311.311 Ha BCHcpHiiKy JI001111,3a - DO-3 bine /iobhohok, neM naiianois. YroBopHna /iobhohok 
nocxaTB b MeKCHKy. II con 11,1 cKa3an, hto oohvkcii Ca.BBBa/iop Ha MeHJi KJiy6 , t.k. c A.bb<|)oiico a ko obi 6 but poMaH, ji 
ero KHHyna h oh naBCJi nommmo. TynocTB. Oh 6 ohtcji, hto ji Mory caMa ycxaTB h paooTaTB Ha ce6ji. npunuioct 
naBpaTB, hto ji jaiuiiia y Poji 10 tmcjih nomiapoB, t.k. noTepjma 7 tmcjih Ha KapTe. Ho Ooiocb BcpnyTBOi nocne 

TIOpbMBI. nonBITaiOCB COTpy.THH'iaTB C HHM - HCK3TB /IOBHOHOK RJISL paOOTBI B MeKCHKe, r,3C C Ka>K,30H /(eBHOHKH B 

Mecjm no 100 nonnapoB. FocnonH, OnarocnoBii!!! 

noTOM nonuiH vbhictb b KaHTpn 6ap ero ipyjcii - /iCBHOiiKy c Ahtoubi h ee mockbhh3 (ot KOToporo OHa 
OcpcMcniia). OHa roBopiiT no-pyccKH, ManeHBKaji, xoporno noeT. Hotom ci/nuni b /ipyroc MecTO, 171c obiho 
aHajioniHHO, ho 6oni>me MecTa, /iobhohok, KOTopwc CHHMajiHCb, unocTpaiiHCB. KOTopwe CMOTpenn Ha MeHJi... 
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B cy66oTy xozjhjih c «/],oiLiic(a)», rue bxo/i 50 nonnapoB c nenoBeKa. ,Z(eBHOHKH ciiMnaTHHHBie, ho tsh6.ii - 
50 ,30-3-3apoB. CTpnnTH3 - 100 .30-3.3apon. npaiiBH/i jsjia 4-10 HenoBeK. Xoporno TaimyiOT. Ho Poh ooaji/icii ot iich. 
noTOM nonuiH b Bs.thcsji Ha CTpunuioy. Onoi/iaiiHC Ha 1 nac, Ha moy... H3 >kh3hh naccKOMBix. AKpooaTKH 
(nayKH, iiaceKoviBic) c 3-3cmciitom sporaKH. OTJiHHHoe moy! Ok. 1 naca. 

B BOCKpCCCIIBC MBI BCTpCTH.THCB C ToHH H JIllJIIieH (3H3KOMHJIH). HaH3.3CBa.3aCB Ha ToHH JI, OH 01303,33.3. 
noTOM noexanH nrpaTB b 6i3-3-3iiap,3 h b Keran. M naopa.aa 81 ohko. OcTaBajincb to 1 mjih, to 3. A o.tiiii pa3 a Hyrt> 
BMecTO MJina He noneTena - mjih ocTancJi, a a Bnepen, sto 6 biji KJiacc!!! 

Poh, cnaBa Eory, He nocTaBaji MeHJi Moeii npoinnoH vkiijhbio. Ebijih npooicMBi c 6y\taroii H3 Kunpa. Oh 
, 30CTaBa-3 MeHJi, hto xoTen cnaTB. H TeM, hto ji xmpaji... M pacnnaKajiacb, roBopji, hto ji cavtaji nnoxaji, xnTpaa, oh 
noniC-3 ycnoKaiiBaTB MeHJi, hto xohct obitb bothc MeHJi (KJioy3), 6onee 6jih3ko. O.tiiii pa3 kohhhji b MeHJi - ncpriBiii 
MyjKCKOH po,3, KOMy a no3BO-3ii-3a 3to e,3C-3aTB. Ha /ipyroii pa3 a Bocno.3B30Ba.3acB npenapaTOM, eMy TaK ropjmo 
OBI-30. KaK JI 0X333-33, HTO STO OBI-30 OH nV-3Cii BBL3CTC-3. HTO Oy,3CT. EcUH He nOJiyHHTCa BH33 b AMepHKy, noc.iy 

nepe3 JleoHHua b I pciiHio hjih BeHiicysny. B HioHe tohho yc,3y Ky,3a-iinoy,3B. 
rocnonH, nail HaM Myapocra, chu h TepneHiui, EnarocnoBH!!! 
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19.05.2000 



CeM'iac cnacy h pcpy oTnpaBPefflia b MocKBy b asponopry. 

BbiJi noica 3 29.04 y Bama-ft b /T,pa\f TeaTpe. >1 TaK 6 tiJia papa BnTaPHKy, bcgm HarniM. Mbi Damn c 
Koctch. XoponiHH noKa3 ok. 3 nacoB topbko Mopean: h KynaPBHHKH, h oca be, h cnopTHBHoe h ... ok. 50 
MaHeKeHiitHU (viaacnaKHC h ooaamnc). Ebipo ipopono. ho HeMHoro yTOMHTcaano (6e3 nenna. Tanners). 3an 6 bui He 
noPHtiH. My'/K'inna nopapna Ha yannc MHe iibctok Genian. B 3Ty ace non a \iai c mbmoh BcrpeTHPH Ilacxy. Mbi 
paace Gbiph BHyTpn iicpKRH. cpepapn KpecTHtiH xop, npanpa Hac nyTb He paipannan (Tonna). Ho Gbipo ipopoao. Ha 
yipo ocBJiTHaa nacoHKH. TeTa Tapa paace hh pa3y TaK h He noBBonnna MHe - y Hee ppyroii HHTepec pa a cama. 

1-ro c KaTen rypapn, Gbipo npoxpapHO c poacpeM, no(J)OTorpa(|)HpoBajiHCi> c HBeTaMH, KycTaMH. 
BcTpcTnaaca c ncHiBCCTiiaiM, c KOTopaiM no Tcac(|)ony pairoBapnBana. Oh Gbip \iaaciiaKoro pocTa. Xop nan Ha 
CaMCOH-16. Heo>KHpaimo a yBupcaa JIhphio Ochio, KOTopaa BBinrpana, He Gbipo BpeMeHH pa ace noroBopma. 

Moil Gbibuihh Gbip c peByniKOH CBoen - KaK Bcerpa Gbip HanyraH mohm npHcyTCTBHeM (a GBipa b ero 
nnpacaKe - nopoinca). Ha aHTpaKTe hchci Geccnepno, a rpc Cama TaKyio CTepBy pa3ManeBaHHyio nainca... Mbi hx 
c KaTen nacTO Ha KpacHoii Blip can. CaMCOH Gbip c 18 po 00.05 nacoB - Jlnpna noGepnna, BTopaa peBHOHKa 
iicnaoxo. A Ta, KOTopyio MaMa roTorsnna paace b 10-Ky He nonaaa, xoia iicnaoxo CMOTpcaaea. KoMnoamna 
caaooBaTa - He yvicaa TaimcBaTa. nocac Ha phckotckc P...ppo mbi npooiann ok. 1 naca h Bee. IToxonopano ok. 
+10, +12 rpapycoB. 
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9 viaa HHKaKOH ocoocnnon nporpaMMBi He Gbipo, MeHTa Bee pocTaan o eaaioTC, KOTopBiil Hanapca Ha 30 
MHHyT no35Ke. Ebipo HHTepecHO. KaTBKa no poporc c pncKOTeKH iiiaKOMiiaaca c MyacHKaMH. Tpe opiin nyTb He 
3aBe3 ee, ppynic Ha ocaaix Mcpccpccax. Anppcii Gbip Ha TaKCH. noexann mbi c hum k ero ppyry, opnaacpBi. KpyTOH 
pom c KopaMH, cnmani-nannaMH. FIoGecepoBanH, noTOM ohh iaxoTcan BBiniiTB BHHa, a MHe ncai/ia, Gpocann 
MOHeTKy - KOMy. MHe He nonpaBiiaacb aTMOct|)cpa, b nacTiiocTH ppyr Anppea. Mbi cac yexann. npiixopnan 
HecKOPBKO pa3 Ha /T,'/Koii. r.ac a nBiTanacB coGnamaTB AneKcea. A Korpa a noproTOBiiaacb h CKasaaa, hto roTOBa - 
OKasaaocb, hto oh xohct. . .nopTypy. Kara Obiaa KaTcropn'iccKii npoTHB. H oh OGTanea paccTpoeHHBiH (6e3 nnncro, 
BHpHTe PH OH MaKCHMaPHCT). 

MaMyna b Parana c ipnaa npocTO rpaMOTy npHBe3PH, t.k. peBHOHKa aaobiaa KOMno3imHio. Hhkoto ji h Ha 
3tot pa3 He npiiBopnaa pomoh, xora bo3mo>khoctb ... 

npiimaa k Boaope. CKa3apa, hto xony Ha npupopy. Oh iranap OTncKHBaTbca. roBopup. hto c BapHKOM 
e3pnp. A TyT a CHOBa. TyT oh h pacKOPOPca. OKaibinacTca pBa ropa pe6eHKy, aceHaT c 1998 ropa! fleBHOHKa c 
Ka3axcTaHa, ho pyccKaa. 3to oh Bpap. XoTep Mena. Bee raHyp... 31 6Bipa b moKe. 

TyT moh «Myac» - XoppaHpep CTap CTpaHHBie npen nopcKa3BiBaTB - KyniiTB eMy ceKcyaPBHBie rpycBi, 
Bppyr He 6pHTB TaM bopocbi - c Hero Bppyr? 

ITocpe Hero? 

J\o Toro TOBapum Poh (bo BpeMa oGcyacpemia o Bcrpene, BH 3 e) no 3 Bap ApBcjipepo... Korpa ApBcjipepo 
CKa3ap MHe 06 3tom. .. a xoTepa ot Bcero OTK33aTBca. 11 vienno b stot peHB a OTpapa pciibni Ha BH3y b Phannio... 
Oh KaK 3apHHueH nyBCTBOBap. IloHeMy HMeHHO 
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b stot peHB? Oh CKa3ap, hto oh moh mvvk. H xohct VKcnuTbca Ha MHe (mbi acenaTBi BepB, bhpho hto-to 
nocepBe3Hen). H CTap cnpamiiBaTB o Harniix phhhbix OTHomeHiiax c ApBcjipepo, ApBcjipepo He CTap OTBenaTB, 
no3Bap MeHa h mbi poroBopupucB. Poh cnpocnp - ckopbko pHeii oh 6bip b pcKaopc co mhoh h 6bipo ph hto-ph6o 
MCVKpy HaMH b MeKCHKe, MocKBe. Aab(|)pcpo OTBerap, to mbi eipnnn BOKpyr MeKCHKH, t.k. CHMnaTH3npoBap 
AcypB, Hy h 6papn MeHa. l 1to a topbko xopoirom ppyr. B MocKBe oh 6bip ophh peHB, 0,5 pHeii co mhoh. 



Ajii>(J)pezio nepecnpocnn - sto TciicTBriTC-iBiio tot tctcc|)oii, pic mo>kho CBH3MBaTbCfl co mhoh (620-928). Poh - /ia, 
M- 

Xojjhji k Bajiepnio CcprecBri'iy. Oh, nocMOTpeB Ha pe3ynbTaTbi npoBepKH maia BOCKpuKHyn: «Hec» h 
nopenoBan mohm b mc'iKy. OKa3biBaeTCJi hto-to c.TBrmy.iocB c MecTa. 3peHHe 06a rnaia Ha 0,7, xotji a rsi-iTC-ia Koe- 
hto Ha 0,8, ntiTanact Ha 0,9, ho Bp an CT-picna craiHOH h He npoflBniina HHKaKoro HHTepeca. Ha hto moh toktop 
CK a3an, hto rnaBHoe - hto ji o 6 stom 3Haio. CHOBa npii.TCTCsi TcpneTB He miTb BHHa, He KyrnaTb cna/jKoe, a a 
xony... Ho 3peHiie - sto Bamiee, sto bcio vkh 3 iib. Focnonri. /(an MHe cnn h TepneHHJi bbitcp'/Rtitb sto - noxyncTb! 

Xonrina k Hanc, OHa CHHMana c viaviBi, MeHJi. O'iciib HHTepecHO. K Hen npninna rmc|)op\iann5i 
OnarocnoBHTb MeHJi. Bee nonynnnocb! CnaBa Te6e, Eonce Ham, cnaBa Te6e! 

AneHy (moio TBOiopoTHyio cecrpy) BCTpeTiinii 15.05. npaKTHHecKH He b neM He noMorana, He noicynajia. 
MaMyna penbiMH thjimh Ha KyxHe, canara, cynbi. nocMOTpHM. 

Kypbep 20 TonnapoB B3an 3a HcnopneHHBiH 6naHK 6nneTa, + 30 xoTen 3a TOCTaBKy, a CKOCHJia Ha 20, pne 
Bcero 40 TonnapoB, c^any 300 py6neii nonynnna a. H to xoporno. Harpenncb Tpy3ba, a eme pa3HK)xaio... 
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Kax nccpia b aiponopTy hto-to HHTepecHoe. noneMy-TO a CTpaHHO pacnucajiacb b nacnopTe. OHa 
noTpcooBana Tpyroii TOKyviciiT. a t ana nacnopT, OKasBiBacTCH y MeHJi Ta >kc CTpainiaa pocnucb. /(cub tojibko 
H anajica, a a cnaTb xony. Honb npornna He ny.Tiro. no/ipcMana HeMHoro. noroBopnna c / T,hmoh, KOTopbiil pa6oTan b 
HH pKe, >khji b HTanHH, FInoHHH. ail Eor hm y.Ta'iri. 3BOHHna XonnaHTepy, oh Haopan Ha chct pcrricTpami h Ha 
MeM, ooi.hbhh Bo.io.tio h.thotom (caM hto jih yMHee). Oh cHHTaeT, hto ecjiH Hc.ioBCK BOTHTc.iB, to oh rnynBiii H 
He yMeeT mbicthtb. Hto oy.TCT c Xo.i-iaiiTcpoM, BH30H... 

J],aH Eor. 

CnaBa Eory! 20.05 a nprincTcna b Vtinaii. KacTOMC 6 bli TypaK, Bcex tcbhoiiok topmo 3 hji. Ho t.k. y MeHJi 
6 biji EnneT, a He Soanacb. no MHnaHCKH roBopnn HeMHoro ene-ene, no-nenaHCKH nyTb. Hero, roBopHT, npnexana. 
Kaxoe ero tc.io? no-HcnaHCKH nonbiTanacb paccKaiaTB, hto BCTpciaiocB c Tpyrovi. KaKoe ero tc.io? 

BcTperaji A.iB(|)pcTO h mbi noexanH b JlnoiiaT-OTcnb. Oh Taxon obit c'lacTTHBBiii. noTapnn MHe (nepBbra 
My>KHHHa b Moeii >kh3hh) - 6pH.i.i h ai itbi-m apcn t e (ko.ibho 30JioToe, cepbrn h nenoHKa). >1 - cboh nopTpeT, 
KOH(J)eTbi, HKpy. 3aHHManHCb jiioOobbk) (a nonpoSoBana Kannn bjihtb). /JeiicTByeT! He ycnen 33 hth, Kax nepe3 
irccKO-iBKO MHHyT a KOHHHJia, oh y Hero TaKOH oo.iBiiioii... 

Mbi xothuh no MnnaHy, 6biJio KpacHBO, roBopnjiH. 

Ha Tpyroii tciib mbi noexann bo O.iopciiHHio 3 naca nepBbiM KJiaccoM Ha ckopocthom nociTC. noxa a 
iiaiiLia b Tya.icTC - pic CMbiBaTb, pic Bony BKJiioHaTb (0Ka3MBaeTca, Ha>KaTb Ha pricynoK, b Tpyrovi nociTC - Ha 
nuflajibRy). 

Mbi nocerann My3en, cyBeHHpbi, a CKonbKO HCKajin TaTy... (AnbcjipeTO noTapnn MHe 
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cepbra h kotbiio (30noTbie) c rpanaTovi (ohciib, o'iciib KpacHBo). Kopia Mbi exanH bo O.iopeiniHio, b 
noe3Te npaKTHHecKH hhkoto He 6bino h mbi Tporann Tpyr Tpyra, B3TparHBann, ecnn kto-to npoxo^Hn mhmo. Ha 
o6paTHOM nyra 6bino He Mano moTeii. BenepoM (k 00.30) Mbi BepHynncb. YcTaBnine noniTH Ha THCKOTeicy, pne 
SbiJiH naTHHO-aMepHKaHCKHe TamiBi. Mbi TaM OT6a6axanH Tax, hto ktik-to CTpaHHO tcbhiibi npiieocTiiiiHTHCB, 
npii'icvi o.Tiia ko MHe, npyraa k HeMy... 

Ha Tpyroii tciib 22.05 Mbi c yTpa noexann no areHTCTBaM h nbiTanucb HaiiTH CHVinaTiiio, ho hh o.tho 
areHTCTBO He 3aHHTepecoBanocb mhoio - He tot th (HyncHa TCMiio-Bonocan, CMyrnaa). 3na'iriT He Moe. 3aTeM 
noTOM mh noexann b Bciiciihio. Toace ok. 3 nacoB. Ha ManeHbKOM riapoxo.TC ex an 11 no KaHany, a noTOM 6binn Ha 



nnomann, rne TaKaji uepKOBB, rne rony6n eamiTCJi Ha Te6 ji, Korna tbi hx kopmhhib. Cthub 3onoTa oraHHancJi - 
6 onee rpyGtiH, TJDKenBiil. Mbi 6bdih Bcero ramB 4 naca, ho sto 6bijio 3nopoBO. AnBcjipeno uenoBan Mem, roBopnn, 
hto xohct, o6HHMan... Poil - HeT, Bee BpeMJi 'icro-TO 6 ohtch. To, hto ji nciiBrn conpy y Hero, to ji iicnojiB3yio ero, 
Bee b HanpjDKemiH (to naBaa nciiBrn, roBopHT, hto6bi ji He nepe>KHBana, ji BepHy eMy). 

Ho'i bio noci,T 6 biji otjihhhbih. Mbi cnncrm b Kyne 03mi h TyT Bnpyr pe3KO sancTaioT nommcilcKHC (t.k. 
mbi 3aKpBiJiH 3aH3BecKH. Tpaxann npyr npyra, ji 3acHy.na, t.k. 6bijio miioto MecTa. 3 to 6bijio nynccno. no 
B03BpameHHio - mbi nonuiH b hohhoh Kny6. TaM 6 bijio MHoro pyccKHX .Tcrs'ionoK. Mbi BBi6panH o.Tiry. 1 .TpmiK - 
25 nonnapoB. 3a hohb ok. 150 nonnapoB. Xohht Ha eeKC. flucKOTCHiiBiil ran, 
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a noTOM KoncyMamisi. FIpn'icM ji Mory noTaniicBaTB TO>Ke. nacciiBHO. AnB<|)peno TanncBan c ncBHOHKoil, 
noTOM OTnyHiincn Rim pa3roBopa c Hen. 31 pa3Birpajia ciicny peBHoera. Oh onpaB/iBrnajicsi TaK. Ho 3ara nocne 
3Toro 6BiJia oypnaa hohb. 31 nonro He Morna kohhhtb, oh oh bjh.b nepByio nomimio. pic ji ne>Kana h norn oyKBoii - 
— . fla, KannH neilcTByioT. Cnajin mbi Bcero 3 naca (rne npenBinymyio hohb oh He nan MHe cnaTB - rpaxan, 
rnannn —MyHBJiKa, noraiTB, Te KHepec, Myna). H yrpoM CHOBa ji KOHHHna, EBicrpo ero nneH nonxonHT nnJi napaMH. 
A KaKoil oh CHacTJiHBBiH, Korna ji Konnaio... Hyno, a Poh - «Hy h hto» (nypaK, nocne 3Toro y MeHJi Bp an jih 
B 03HHKHeT /Kenan hc 3axoTeTB ero). 

AjiBcjjpeao nan MHe 600 nonnapoB, a xoTen CBepxy 100, ho ji OTKa3anacB, t.k. oh ctoubko ana MeHJi 
cnenan... flail Eor eMy 3nopoBBJi h cnacTBJi! Ha ymme >KeHmiiHa nonpocuna KyraiTB Mopo>KeHoe h oh Kynnn eil! 
My>KHHHa Ha BOK3ane nonpocnn, eMy He XBaTa.no Ha 6nneT, oh nan - bot sto nenoBeHHOCTB. AnBcjipeno HMeeT 
ocoocimyio nyiny h ccpmic. flail eMy Focno.TB Bcero HannyHinero!!! 

A ccilnac MHe ohciib Ba)KHO yopaTB Bee yjiHKH. naKCT ji ianc'iaTana ckothcm, 30hoto h nciiBrn 
nonBiTaiocB cnpjiTaTB. flail Eor, htoobi Poil HHHero He y3Han, Amhhb! 

Enaronapro Foctio/ib 3a Bee! EnarocnoBii! 

5.06.2000 

npaKranecKH nonrona nponuio. npnexana ji k Poio. Mo6hhbhhk moh otkhiohhjih, npumnocB nBiTaTBCH 

KJIIOHaMH, a nOTOM 
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3BOHHTB B .TBCpB. Oh T3KHM y.THB.TCimBIM BH.TOM BCTpeTHJI MCIIJI. CTajl CnpaiHHBaTB KaK JI npiiexajia, HTO, 
rne. fla>Ke cnpaniHBan, Korna ji paGoTana, b Kpacnonapc (hto 6bijio He noMHio). Oh nonro o6cMaTpHBaji MeHJi, 6 biji 
30n, t.k. HHHero He mot Hailra. flyMan, hto ji c KaKHM-TO npy>KKOM npo6BiJia b MocKBe h npnexana k HeMy. 
Tpyniio 6Bino noBepHTB, hto ji npnexana aBTo6ycoM (c KOMMepcaHTaMn). fla b 3tot hciib mbi ci/rnnn cMOTpeTB 
KoimcpT Maprai, CaniH b 6ape. Ho ji 6Bina TaKan ycTaBinan - CTonBKO He cnaTB. Ha npyroil ncni> mbi nornnn 
(J)OTorpa(J)HpoBaTBcn h oh (Kor.ua ji nonpocuna naTB MHe cyMKy) cxBaran ee h Hanan paccTernBaTB, Bee 33 mkh h 
CMOT peTB - hto TaM (b HiyTKy). 31 c iic/ioyMcnHC\T cMOTpena Ha Hero, aocomoTiio cnoKOHHO (oh MeHJi npoBepnn). 
nocne 3Toro ji noHJina, hto oh oyncT CMOTpeTB h moio cyMKy <£>A. Korn a Bonona MeHJi naan (nna pcn-icTpaimn b 
M ocKBe) ji OTnana eMy naKeT co BceM (nciiBraMH, opHnnuaiiTaMH. c|)p-\m). 31 >KyTKO nepe5KHBana, hto6bi oh Poio 
HHH ero He cKa3an. OcTanBHBie mm Poil MeHJi HepBiipoBan c micBMOM H3 Kunpa, hto b Kpacnonapc HenpaBnnBHo 
Hanncann moio cjjaMHnmo CH, nano SH. 

B BocKpeceHBe mbi xonnnn (cam-inn) Ha npnpony c Mapn, Carneil h hx npyarnMH (kto c Anrnnn c 
neTBMH, kto c Hranrai, SonBimiHCTBO 6 buio roBopjimHX Ha aHranilcKOM. 31 KaTanacB Ha nomanax. XoTcnn Ha 
BomioM MOTOiuiKne, ho Hymen 6Bin nacnopT h nenBia B.mioCM. Mbi pernann bihtb nonxy, rnc a 
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KaK Rcer/ia b asponcpiy hto-to HHTepecHoe. noneMy-TO ji CTpaHHO pacmicajiacB b nacnopTe. OHa 
noTpeOoBana npyroii .lOKyMcm. a /(ana nacnopT, OKaiBinacToi y MeM Ta vkc CTpainiaa pocmicB. /],ciib tojibko 
Hanajicji, a % cnaTB xony. Hohb npomna He Hy/jHO, noapeMana HeMHoro. noroBopniia c /Jhmoh. KoToptra pa6oTaji 
b uupKe, jkhji b HTajiHH, Mnonnn. /Jail Eor hm y/iann. 

3bo iii-uia XoJiJiaimepy, oh Haopan Ha chct pcrncTpaniiH Ha MeM, oOBJiBim Bojio.uk) h.ihotom (caM hto jih 
yMHee). Oh cni-nacT, hto earn hcjtobck bohitc-ib, to oh rnyntiH h He yMeeT mbicjihtb. Hto oyicT c XomiaHnepoM, 
BH30H... Eor. 

CjiaBa Eory, 20.05 x npiineTena b Mnnaii KycTOMC 6biji nypaK, Bee hobhohok TopM03HJi. Ho t.k. y MeHJi 
6biji onncT. x He OoanacB. no mhji3hckh roBopnn HeMHoro ejie-ejie, no-HHcnaHCKH nyTB. Hero, roBopuT npnexajia. 
KaKoe ero neno. no-HcnaHCKH nonwTaiocR paccKa3aTB, hto BCTpeTHJiact c .ipyroM. KaKoe ero neJio? 

BcTpeTHJI AjTR(|)pe.TO H MBI nOCXanil B JlnOKH-OTeJIB. Oh TaKOl'i CHaCTJIHBBIH. rio/iapHJT MHe (1-H MV'/K'IHIia 
B MOeil 5KH3HH) - 6 p H-l .1 H 3 IIT BI - M an CIIT C (KOJIBHO 30JI0T0e, CepBTH H HCnOHKa). M - CBOH nOpTpeT, KOHljieTBI, HKpy. 

3aHHManHCi> niooonino (x nonpo6oBajia KannH bjihtb). /^eiicTBycT! He ycneji 3aiiTH, KaK ncpci iiccko-itbko MHHyT x 
KOHHHJia, oh y Hero TaKOH Oojibhioh. .. 

Mbi xohhuh no MnnaHy, 6bijio KpaciiBO, roBopnjiH. 

Ha npyroft .tciib mbi no ex an h bo Onopcnnmo 3 naca. nepBBiM KJiaccoM Ha ckopocthom noci/ic. noKa x 
Hanuia b TyaneTe - 171c cmbib3tb, pic rso,iy BKJiioHaTB (oKaiBinacTCJi Ha>KaTB Ha pucyHOK, b npyrovt noci/ic - Ha 
nunajiBRy). 

Mbi noceTHJin My3en, cyBemipBi, a ckojibko hck3jih TaTy... AjiBcjipeno nonapnn MHe 
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rpcona. (npnexajiH b BopoHe>Ke - oyiCM mciihtb HanpaBnemie). Ejih HianuiBiKH - mjico 6bijio rpy6oBaTO h 
y MeM 3y6 pa36onejicji, y>Kac. Pnrapn npocTOJiJi Been neHB, totobji nianinBiKH. Xouhjih b nee c PoeM, oh xoTen 
MeM b3htb. ho x OTKa3ajiacB, t.k. miorna kto-to npoxo/iiiJi, caMoe ocHOBHoe - Bii.icii B03pacT. Ecuh 6bi 3TO 6biji 
MO-io,ioii napeHB... Hotom pcoma no6e>KaiiH KynaTBCK, nrpanii b «neTyxoB». Mbi yexann paHBine. 3,ioporio, 
npupona... 

Ulna no.iroTOBKa ko OTnycKy. Mbi ynnnn HCTopmo, nucBMO mbi /lociann (cjiaKc) b.ibocm c PoeM, a 
HacTOJimee - b cpciy. 

30.05.99. npnexanH b 7.30. Bee c/iann ok. 8.30 OTKpBiBaeTcn okho h MyvKHnna no/riBinacT Hac. BonpocBi 
6 bihh Bee Poio. OKaiRiBacTCJi. hto x ,ion>Kiia OBiJia c.icnaTB BaKnmiannio. 

npHnuiocB exaTB ii icnam. EBiJia lOKTop, 3aMeHaTe jibh ax 5KeHmHHa. Clenann use BaKiiniiannn MHe. Bee 
cnajin. ii naxana b stot neHB, MO>KeT Onuia 6 bi roTOBa, ho roTOBnnacB toubko Ha cJienyioiHHH hohb. 31.05.99 - x 
noJiyHHJia BH3y!!! CnaBa Te6e, Eo:»ce Ham, cnaBa Te6e! 

OcTajiBHBie hhh nocBJimaiiHCB perHCTpauiiH b MocKBe (ohh naim 30 nonnapoB, ji ot ce6x 10 + ot Poji 40). 
3to MHoroBaTo, ynuTBiBaa, hto MHe 6bi npiiromniicB sth nciiBni, ohchb. 

Hrpann b Eojijic, rue ji BBinrpajia 2 napTiin - 127 ohkob, 102 (Poh 101). B OniuiHapn oh BBrarpan. Xouhjih 
H a HHCKOTeKy, rue ynacTBOBanii b KOHKypce. Hvvkiio 6bijio paccKa3aTB hjih cneTB npo nera. Oh cncn «Ca\(\i3p 
TaiiM». BBiiirpan raiBO. Ha 2-om KOHKypce x KaTana nil no H3 o.moii niTaHHHBi b npyryio. A oh H3 o.moro 
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pyKaBa b npyroii. Mbi BBiurpajiH, y Hac 6 bijih TaKHe OoneuBmiiKH... CHOBa 2 OyTBiJiKH niiBa, 3 -h KOHKypc 
- TaHiieBaTB h nenoBaTBca. 2 napBi nanann paincBaTBCH. M Tanncnana c spoTHKon. HyTB 6 BBiurpajiH npyriic. TeM 
He MeHee, Bee nonioonnn Hac. Hotom ji ocTaBHna Poji h nomna CMOTpena MyjKCKOH CTpHnTH3. napHH c KpaciiBBiMH 
TenaMH, 1 Herp. 3,iopono. ipoTH'ino. Ohh Hemepo pas/iCBann neBHOHKy. Ebijih 3,iccb toubko o.inn /icb'ioiikh. 



POH pa303JTHJTCfl. HTO JI CMOTpeHa STO aura. Hn’icro. 

HHTepecHO, b ceicce ji KOHHHna toubko 1 pa3 b Hanaae, ooabinc HeT... MHe miopia ero 6bijio >KanKO - 
ctoubko TpaTHJi neHer. fla, xonnan b hohhoh Kny6. ManeHBKHH, neBHOHKH Hennoxo TaHueBann. 3 TaHua ji 
nonyHHna. 

Poh ntiTajica MHe /iaTi> 100, ji OTKa3anacB. Ho Kopia oh yBiinen, hto ji eny b naaujcapTe... 31 o6tacHHna, 
hto ji nbnaiocb skohomhtb. Oh 6bdi B03MymeH, cynya MHe b KapMaH py 6 an (He 3Haio ckoubko) - 1.700. 

MaMa He iaim-muiacfc., t.k. Bepa HBaHOBHa He nocTaBHna laHCT h He CKa3ana BnjioTb no laiumbi 06 stom. 
MaMy He nonycTHnn. Bor cynba pa 6 e Bepe! 

PocnonH, SnarocnoBii!!! 

P.S. Poh npoBO>Kai[ MeHJi 1 - bill pa3 a* no OTnpaB.icnnsi noe3na. >1 CTapajiaeb 6bitb BHHMaTenBHee k HeMy, 
roTOBHJia BKycHBie o 6 enbi. fla SnarocnoBHT ero rocnonb! 
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25.06.2000 

npOCTO OO-ianCTb o TOM, HTO npOH30HIJIO. XoiUiaHnep n03BOHHJI MHe B nSITIlHIiy H 3anan CTpaHHBIH 
Bonpoc - Obbio ,™ Kopia-iin6y,ib, hto oh noBcpua b moio no>Kb. 31 oTBerana, hto HeT. MeHJi sto HacTopo>KHno. 
10.06 ji, Koctji h AneHa noexann b FeneroKHK Ha KapHaBan. Ho bcji nporpaMMa toubko HaHHHajiacb a* 14.06 
BCHcpoM (a mbi eoopa.iHCb 3Toro HHCJia nucM yexaTb). npHiHJiocb ocTaTbCJi Ha hohb. Mbi no.iro hck3jih MecTO - 80 
pyoacii onHO Mecra, 100. hhkto He xoTen Ha 1 hohb. Hotom mbi Hainan onHy 3aMeHaTenBHyio >KeHinHHy 3a 60 
pyoacii. no3aropanH, CMOTpenn KoimcpT c 19.00 (3aKOHHHJicji ok. 4 hohh). Ebdih h enopTCMeHBi h TainicBanbiibic 
rpynnBi, h mipKOBbie apracTBi h MHoroe npyroe. Y KaTioxn cyMKy nope3ajiH, ho, CnaBa Bory, niiHcro He B3JinH. 
XoniriH Ha niicKOTCKy, rne MecTHBie pcosna CMOTpenn Ha Hac, KaK b khho. fly Mann, hto mbi H3 nioy-rpynnBi. Bbijio 
T aK xononHO, mbi peninjiH, hto He BBinepmiM h CHOBa nociyiaaiicb k stoh >Ke aceHipiiHe h noroBopnancb o 30 
py6njix. flail Bor, eii Bcero no6poro h HannyHiuero! 

Bee xonnnH b viacKax, c aHTeHaMH Ha ronoBax. OTimiBajiH mbi MyacmcoB, KOTopBie HCKann ncBOHCK Ha 
noHy hohb... H c uenjiMH, KOTopBiil nyMaa, hto Bee noiBoacuo (KaMeniKH Me>Kny naabiuiMip inynaiibH). Hotom ji 
opocnaa b Hero necox h oh otbcth.i - nypaK. AneHa necKoabKO >KanHOBaTa. Ho hto noneaaeniB. 
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MeHJi Jicnan ciopnpH3 b BOCKpeeeHBe, ho mbi Bcpiiyancb b noiicneabiiHK. 3 ana a HCKaaa Poh. Ha 4 -bih 
neHB oh o6BHBHacji. 31 6Bina Ha noHTe h OTnpaBHna AnBcjipeno c|}OTorpac|jHH. 

31 6Bina b inoKe. Oh CKa3aji, hto Bee 3HaeT c nonpo6HOCTJiMH. O Mnpaiic, a TaioKe... o Bonone, o KBaprape 
BanHMe (rne oh jkhji c MaTepBio). 31 cciiaac nyMaio - KaK. Mo>KeT 6 bitb kto-to npiirpoina h oh paccKa3an. He 
3Haio. Poh 6bin co mhoh b KpacHonape Be3ne h 1 noMa. Bee CTpaHHO. 31 nbnaaacb h3bhhhtbcji h npH3HanacB, hto 
3to Obiaa moh BHHa, ji ncJiajia sto. H nonpocnaa npomeHiui. Oh nonpocua 2 ana. HoiBonna Ha cnenytomiiH neHB 
nonpocua eme BpeMemi. 31 naaaBiiaa, hto npomeHHe - BBicmaji Mopaabiiaa aoopoacTcab, b nocac.ancM rnaHce. 

Ho nocac Ha,in ji noTcpaaa Hane>Kny, hto oh npocTHT Mena. t.k. OHa OTBCTina, hto miKorna. H JleHa 
TO)Ke, ho sto Bbina peHB c rnyBiiHoii Bonn. nocne JleHBi a nocMOTpeaa h Bee npyrHMH raa3aMH. Y Hero KOMnaeKC 
HenoaHoueHHocTH c neTCTBa h oh y3HaeT npaBny nan pyKOBoncTBa Mopaan. Ho ji He paobina! 31 nopeKOMeHnoBaaa 
eMy ncuxoaora, Ha hto oh otbcth-1 - ccan a hm 6yny... npo6aeMa - ero peaaBHBie nyBCTBa ko MHe. 31 - CTHMya 
naa Hero. Oh bh.iht mciisi KaK peanBHyio >KeHy, ho sto a6cypn... 31 niiKopia He 6yny BiineTB ero peaaBHBiM 
MyaceM. 

TaK bot, oh no3BOHHa b BOCKpeeeHBe, Korna a h HaTarna nepenucBiBaaa KaceTy (bhico). Oh CKa3aa, hto 
npomaeT mciisi. .. H npociiT npoincnnc 3a npcMa nonyMaTB, 3a 6oaB, KOTopyio oh noc- 
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TaBHJi MHe. Ho a ponmia cran c AjiBcjipepo (roBopiiTB, BCTpenaTBCJi). Oh bh.iht b HeM conepffliica. 

KaKyio JleHa npnpyMana bchib. Hapo 6 bijio MHe npnexaTB BC'icpovi, ccctb Ha sneKTpHHKy, poexaTB po 
CTaHHHH, pic oyiCT 40-ii nocip h npnexaTB b MocKBy, a a - aBTo6yc... 

EyneM v'ihtbch. 

Ha HHCKOTeKe fl>Koil oTopBaniicB mbi. Mama Hcootkcbii'i BBixoproia 3aMy>K 23.06 h ycTpomia 21.06 
neBiimHHK. Mbi Ta line Ban h c CepreeM BTpoeM c KaTeii, KaKoil 3anax... Oh npocTO BBi3BancJi otbc3th Hac pomoh 
6e3 npoponjKemiJi... Knacc! Jlema 6biji H3yMneH. 

Xo.iii.ia k Bpaiy. Kax-TO CTpaHHO. Ha nepBBiil momcht a yBHpena 1,0 npaBBiM rna30M, xotji ji neBBiM BH>Ky 
nynnie. Ho 6bijio paccTonHiie 6onBine. 

>1 BCTpciaiacB c Pomoh. Opena Hcpiiwil napHK (pancc MeHTBi H3 MamiiHBi BBine3nn). Mbi HeMHoro 
nopenoBanHCB. npuKonBHBiH. 

Ho 3aTO Ha BBICTaBKe n03HaK0MHHaCB C pCOJUIlMM H3 nHTepa. >1 B 1-BIH pCHB IIX BH,lC-ia. Bo 2-oil mbi c 
KaTeii. B stot .iciib mbi xo.ih.ih b KacficiriKH. 6o.na.iH, nanniHCB Tax, hto Ha Bennxe (cnopTHBHOM) Kara mstko 
Bomna b ctoh6, a ji b niopeil, ho cnacaji hx. Hotom HeMHoro CTaHneBann. Ha 3-h pem> (24.06) npnmjiH Ha 
BBICTaBKy, .lOrOBOpil.lHCB O BC'ICpC. Ho 6BIJIO Bee 3a6BITO, T.K. BBinyCKHOH BC'ICp. 

Mbi nocnpenn, noenn minnBi. 
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HamiJincB « t lepHoro .iCKapji». Bonops (bbicokhh) OKHMan moio pyxy. flucKOTCKii Bee 6 bihh laOHTBi. Ho 
OHH peiHHJIH CnaTB B rOCTHHHHC. Ho JI OOI.HCHH.ia, HTO He MOry, T.K. 3a MHOH C-1C.1JIT. Oh Bee xopomo nOHJUI. 
KaTioxa peBHOBana, t.k. ji noHpaBHnacB h BaHe, h Bonope. OHa pep>Kana c BaHeii paccTOJnmc. Ho b HTore hm 
nepic 6 bijio cnaTB h Kara niJi.ia ncpciioncBaTB k ce6e h ohh c BaHeii (KaK OHa He conpoTHBJiajiacB) nepecnanH. 

Mera npiiKonono b Kacjie: 

-flcuyiiiKa, BBi6epHTe 'iTO-nnoy.iB caMoe .iciiicboc, t.k. mbi no3HaKOMHJiHCB toubko hto (c h3mh) h y Hac 
He MHoro pc Her, ho HaM Hapo ce6ji noKa3aTB. H cmivkhtc toh vr'chiuhhc c HBCTaMH. hto6bi He nopxopuna. 

npiiKonBHBie pcosna. B o6meM ji Kymma ce6e cepBrn y hhx H3 ropHoro xpycTanji. Kara - ko.ibho. >1 
KapTHHy H3 jnnapji Poio, 1 KapTHHy papcHKa noiapn.i H3 niiTepa (h 3 nBinn KaMHeil). flail Bor eMy Bcero looporo, 
Ha pyKy ce6e 6pacneT (Ha npeno). 

Pcohtkh KJiaccHBie. flail hm Eor yia'iii!!! 

rocnopn, 6narocnoBH Hac. flail HaM Myppocra, chji, TepneHiui!!! 

6.07.2000 

Bpoic HeMHoro BpeMemi npomno, a co6bithh... KaK Bccpia Bcero mhoto nop koiich. 

C pCOHTKaMH MBI CIHC BCTpeTHJIHCB B nOHepeUBHHK. YrOBOpHUH IIX OCT3TBCJI H 

125 

yexaTB Ha cnepyioiUHil peHB. BojiopBKa co6npancJi oct3tbcji, a BaHBKy MHe npHmnocB yroBapiiBaTB pain 
yBajKeHiui Kocth. Mbi noenn B03ne TeaTpa OnepeTTBi canaTa c prsyMsi 6yTBinKaMH KpenneHoro rnina. A 6Bina 
nepBBiil pa3 b CBoeil >kh3hh nBJiHaa, ho po6paa. 

BenepoM mbi nocxa.in k KaTioxe pomoh, KymiJin KpeBeTOK h cine BiiHa, noxa Kocra orapoBeHminan c 
Bonopeil Ha KyxHe, ji OTKpoBeHHHHana BaHe (Memi noHecno). Mbi nc.iOBa.iHCB c Bonopeil. >1 caMa nacTOJi.ia. Y 
MeHJi oTKpBinacB b 3tot MOMeHT bcji HeHaBiicTB k MyjKHHHaM - ji 6Bina TiirpoM. Ha yTpo 3a 2 Haca nepep HX 
OTBe3poM MeHJi noHecno pomoh. Baiui h Bo.io.iji nomnn npoBOJKaTB MeHJi. A BBi6pana MamiiHy, BBi6pana npnoTa, 



KOToptifi npiiCTaBan ko MHe. flener si c Baio/ibKH He B3>uia, t.k. cobcctl. flana nypaKy HeMHoro noTponyTbCH no 
mohx KoneHOK, ho 3aTO coKOHOMHna ncnbrn. Bbijio 5.30 yTpa. 

C PoeM 6bijio Bee nopManbiro noxa, oh He nonyHHJi Moe nuctMO, rne si 3anena ero aro. Ha.na cKa3ajia, hto 
oh He ot HaniHX h uenaa apMHJi 3a hhm, KOTopaa nacT nn(|)op\iai[Hio. nocoBeTOBana Jiynnie He exaTb. H ecnn 
rmii'iny 3 a Hero 3aMy* - xpax Moeil cy/ibObi. >1 peiniina cciinac cbCiniiTb h non'iapaooTaTb ncner h paiBon c hhm. .. 
Jlynme noc.ny b Mnoimio. 

Xozihiih b flacoil {si 6biJia b napnice) AneKcefi MeHJi He y3Han - 6biji b rnoKe. Mbi eme pa3 norynann c 
AnnpccM, KOTopbiil He paBiionymcn k Kanoxe. Mbi coopanncb exaTb b AHany k Bono.nc h BaHe, npyr totob Sbiji 
H ac OTBe3TH. Ho TyT MaMa MHe CKa3ajia, hto kto-to 3 bo nun 
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2 pa3a. 3to Sbiji Foil. Mbi cnajin ohjictbi. Oh nonyBCTBOBaji. A Mbicnb, hto 3bohhji Anbt|)pcno - He 
npnxo,HHjia, (npiiinna, Korna npyr Bbirnen H3 ManiHHbi). OSanneTb, coOpanncb h^th b EoynHHr - KaTHH My* 
npnexan... (oHa tojibko 3acTerHyna 6ocoho>kkh). 

Cxo/ihiih b cpc.ny {si - 102 onica), b OHnnnap.n, c|ihhjkh (flaKaa pcaKiiiTH?!). A .nncKOTCKa... >1 paioy/inna 
CTpHnTH3epniy, KOTopaa He xoTena nenaTb moy, xoTena MeHa pa3neTb. Korna si ynuia, OHa My*HKa (npencTaBJiana 
H3 niapM Kneo), painejia norona... 3 to 6biJia 6oM6a... 

K lOnbKe einuna b KaHeBCKyio Ha on nil ncnb. A noTOM OHa ko MHe npnexana. Kymina ocnbiii napHK, si 
noMorana, MHe MaTepnan. 

Co cthjihctom flHMoil BCTpeTHJiacb. flu a HaBopoHeHHbix —, Harno cflBHHyjiH fliiMKy. M nyMana - npaKa 
oyncT. flHMKa yMiiHiia BbiKpyrajica ncuxononiHecKH, noTOM (a no 3Toro) y o.nnoro napna npooncMbi 6binH. Ha 
npyroM MecTe c runcovi hmciiiio Hac Bbiopan «r,nc Kapnna?». flHMa nocne yroBopoB yKa3an eMy HanpaBneHHe 
nBH*eHHJi. no3>Ke lOnbKa hohbk) c hhm rynana h ohh ncnonanncb. 

B'icpa ... xonnnn k ee Myacy Hropio, KOTopbiil ot Hee xoTen c6eacaTb, Kor.na OHa Bbinraa b napHKe. Eh 
nano KOHHaTb C HHM. 

r ocnonn. onarocnoBH Mena b 3 tot HenenciiH nyTb. >1 pemnna iianaTb HOBbiH nucBiiHK. hto6bi Xonnaimcp 
He Bocno:ib30Bajicji HHcjiopMaiiHeH. 

C EoacbHM on arocno b cn hcm, viynpocTbio. /Jail HaM cnn, Tcpnenna!!! 
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12.07.2000 

rOCnOflH EJIArOCJlOBH! 

OTHe Ham cynjHH Ha ncoccax. fla CBaTiiTca Hms TBoe, na npHH.ncT HapcTBiic TBoe, na 6y.ncT Bonn Tboh, 
aKO Ha He6ecH h Ha 3eMJiH. Xne6 Ham HacymHbiH naacna HaM .nnccb h ocTaBH HaM nonrn Hamn aKO ace Mbi 
ocTaBJiaeM nonacHHKaM HarniiM. H He BBC.nn Hac bo HCKymeHHe, ho H36aBH Hac ot nyKaroro. M ko Te6e ecTb 
uapcTBHe, h CHJia, h cnaBa Oma h Cbraa h Cbjitoto flyxa. AMHHb. 

>1 HaHHHaio nucaTb cboh oncpcnnoil nncBiinK. t.k. tot yace 3aKOHHHJicji h He 6bino cMbicna 6paTb ciona, 
T.K. MHOrO 0 C 060 H HHlflOpMaiJHH. 

8.07. si co6npanacb. B.npyr neoacHnaimo Hamnacb mo a KacceTa «HIoy-renc» Ha toh nonKe, Korapyio mbi c 
MaMoii nepecMaTpHBanH HecKonbKo pa3. noannnacb - c noMombio Moeil nBoioponnoii cecTpbi. A bot mvmhc TaK h 
HeT, BH.nno eme He BpcMn. M oncnb onaronapna MaMyne, 3a bcio ee no mo mb. flail locnonb cnacTba Moeil 
MaMyne!!! 

KaK si nnaHupoBana - oncna napHK. Poil cn.ncn nanpn'/Kcnnbin c ooanncnnbiM 6yKeTOM opxn.ncn. Oh vicnn 
c TpynoM y3Han h cnpocnn - hto ji cnenana co cbohmh BonocaMH. Bbin xononeH. nocne npne3na ropen acenaHHeM 



noroBopiiTt. Mbi roBopnnH, noTOM noexana b EoynHHr. 3 to 6 biji KJiacc. >1 no3opHO Ha 6 pajia 68 ohkob, b Eunnuapn 
Hennoxo, a b xoKKeil (c maiiOoH BBinrpana). Mbi rauiH bhho h nBrranHCB npaTBcn h uenoBaTBcn. J],OMa oh Hanan 
npucTaBaTB ko mho. IIotom B3nn Menu Ha CTone, npuroBapuBan, hto oh TpaxHOT Menu. hto Ha CTannonc KOTopBiil 
xo'ict MeHU. IIotom 6 eccHHBHO MeHU nepeTamnn b KOMHaTy, 3aBB3an pyrai mohmh nee HiTaHaMH h nanaii 
npononncaTB. XoTen, hto 6 bi n Monnna o nomane ocTaHOBHTBCJi. 3 to 6 buio snopoBo! Bee ^hhhocb naca 1,5-2. >1 
nyBCTBOBajia hto bcb 3hoctb Ha mciisi. arpecciin BBinHBanHCB b stot momciit. 6 ohb, KOTopyio oh nepenciiBan. 

9.07. 6 bIJI C3MBIH BanCHBIH nCHB, T.K. .TO.T/R'CII 6 bIJI COCTOBTBCB pa3TOBOp, B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT KOTOpOTO a 6 bi 
noexana hjih He noexana c hhm. Mbi paaroBapuBami Ha toh caMOH BiiKTopn CKBep. Pa3roBop nn line si 2,5 naca. 
HamiHan c 1 nck'aopn 
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oh roBopun, hto oh /icnan, noTOM si. OKaiBiBacTcn oh cnan c Caiuen (ccKpcTapb c Kponna). IlpHCTaBan k 
ncpcBO.T'iHiic h k ManeHBKOH Came, KOTopan CKa3ana, hto ccmi 6 bi oh He 6 Bin ncenaT... Bee MynciiKH Koocmi. 

MHe npumnocB Tonce Bee paccKa3aTB KpoMe CaHKT-ITeTep 6 yprcKHX pe 6 m. CTpaHHO, hto eMy nann 
noncHyio HHcjiopMaiiHio 06 Anncjipeno, nKO 6 bi oh 6 bui b MocKBe. 3 to He npaB.ua. MHe He 6 bdio CMBiena Torna 6 bi 
e3/iHTB b HTanmo. Pa3roBop 6 Bin nocTaTonno HHTepecHBiH, BKmonan to, hto oh CKa3an npo Marmo (naymina - Ha 
cbok) ronoBy) - nomen k tctkc b HBio-HopKe h Bee y3Han - o tom, hto si b c/iy nonKnanBiBana hto-to (oh xoTen 
cnaTB OKasBiBacTCSi .tiicm) npumnocB CKa3aTB, hto oh 6 bdi arpeccHBeH ko MHe, h si xoTena sto. Hto nc, sto 6 buio 
TSIVKC nO. HO HHTepeCHO, B BlIKTOpy IlapK. 

Ha cnenyiomnii nciib mbi no ex ami b asponopT. Moh caMoneT 6 Bin no3nce Ha 3 naca. >1 npoBomina Posi. 
BcTperana CTyceHOK, OKaiBinacTCH ohh Ha ron y cancan n b Hpnanmiio. /],opora 6 Bina xopoman. >1 nepencHBana 06 
KOHTpone. YBHflena Ty caMyio HerpiiTOCKy, h nBiTanacB He nonacTB k Hen. nonana k MyncHHHe-MeTiicy. Cena h 
nMMurpeiiniH o(|)(|)hc. Banna oTnenaTOK n amnia. >1 ohciib ncpoKnuana. Ho co mhoh 6 bdih nynccnBie opxnncn, 
KOTopBie b tchciihh 10-th HacoB OTKpBinHCB. CnaBa Te 6 e, Eonce Ham, cnaBa Te 6 e!!! >1 b AMepiiKe! >1 nenana Post, 
ho He 3Hana - npuneTen nn ero caMoneT, t.k. sto 6 Bino npyroc ananuc. >1 cena (MHe noNiornn, nail hm Eor 
3nopoBBn) Ha Opuii Eac h noexana no ana mm h CTana hck3tb Posi (He man cckiuih). H TyT MHe noMor FocnonB - 
oh men naBCTpcny. 3to 6 bdio ymiBUTcmmo! no3nce oh npnanancn, hto HMen MBicnn, nyvian. hto mien 3Ty BH3y 
yneny b npyryio CTpaHy (MeKCHKy HanpiiMep). YBHneTB Anncjipeno, nantnie pa 6 oTaTB b KanmjiopHHH nnn rne-TO 
pnnoM. Y MeHn nance b MBicnnx stoto He 6 Bino. 

nocne npne3na mbi OTnBixann. H nance xonnnn, e3nnnn h H3ynanH Merpo, ynmiBi. nBiTanncB MeHn 
ycTpoiiTB b 2 Kny6a: «CKoypc» - caMBiii onHTHBin, rne Hano nnaTHTB 300 nonnapoB... ( 3 a bo3mo>khoctb paOoTaTB). 
- He nanmi, oOBncnnn, hto mhoto neBHOHOK c Onopnnu. Hotom, b «TaH» - tovkc HeT - He o6bjichjiji noneMy 
( movkct noTOMy hto 6Bina 
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c PoeM h sto He Moe). Tpn pa3a B03BpamanHCB bo «®n3in /],anc». npnmna a caMa nncvi. 3Ta Mama to 
nnaTBeM 6 Bina He noBonBHa, to ooyrmio. Paipcinnna npiinm b noHenenBHHK. PyccKan neBHOHKa HiiKHTa noMorna 
MHe nnaTBeM h noncKa3ana npnnTu Ha annum n BenepoM. 3 to 6 Bino Moe! Hanana a paOoTaTB c BOCKpccenmi, rne 
3apa6oTana 400 nonnapoB, noTOM 540 nonnapoB, a BHepa (epena - ok. 650 nonnapoB). CnaBa Te 6 e, Eonce Ham, 
CnaBa Te 6 e!!! Onnn c HHnnn ynce 4 nun ko MHe npiixonuT, Bee xohct. npiiKonBHBiH TaKofi. A nannnaio 
iisncBaTBcsi. «nonoiinn ko MHe nepea 15 \innyT». A: «>T 3aBeny cboh 6 ynnnBimK» nnn «Te 6 e nyneno 911», «tboh 
B onocBi BBipocnn h noSenenn, noKa tbi MeHn ncnan». 



B'icpa y Hac c PoeM Bbiji sciib jiioBbh (ceKca) - SKcnepT. A ccro.mia mbi BCTpenajiHCB c JIiothch h Bo 6 om 
(ee 6oii-(J)p3Hzi). FIoroBopHJiH 06 oseacse, npuscTca h.tth b viaraiHiiBi b cy66oTy. FlBiTajiacB 3 bohhtb - He 
noJiyHHJiocB. 

%o*, na/iciocB. hto a 6y/iy npoiiBCTaTB. flan MHe FocnosH. h Moeil \ia\iyjic, viyspocTH. chji h TepneHiia. 
Focnosn, SnarocnoBu! 

5.08.2000 

23.07. - 1 ro.ii, KaK mbi c PoeM BMecTe - ckojibko Bcero 6 bijio Meacsy HaMH. Oh nosapnji MHe roprnoK c 
HBeTaMH. >1 no3ace - niTopBi Ha Bee komh3tbi, TaK yioTHO CTajio. Focnosn, no moth HaM noHHMaTB, yBaacaTB a 
SOBepaTB spyr spyry. Focno.TH, 3a 1,5 hc/icjjh Taacesoil pa6oTBi ji acsajia stot OOO. Hto sto 6 bijio... Poh 
OK a3BiBaeTCJi 3HaeT, o tom, hto 6 bijio b MeKCHKe - o KOHTaKTe, o Haninx pa3roBopax c AjiBcjjpeso - c pa3Mepax 
neHHca?.. KaK sto? IIosTOMy oh Bee BpeMJi roBopnji o Bojibhiom neHiice, oh npoHioxan bcio HiK|)op\iaiiHio c 
MHtcpocjjOHa TeJiec|)OHa... KaK sto rpsiino... Bcio hohb mbi xoTemi nrpaTB b Bujuinaps, enn b MaK/ioiiajjBSCC... H 
BBIHCIICIIHC OTHOHieHHH - JiyHHie 6 bI JI He HMeiia 3TOT OOO, MOH 6H3Hee T3K)Ke. B nOIlC/ICHBIlHK a HMeiia BTOpOH 

ofjxj), Toace caMoe, ho JiyHHie, Marne. Mbi c ero spyroM ,ZJeBH h ero nospyroil c Mockbbi - TaTBJiHOH xoshjih b 
C xopc. BcrpeTHJia TaM Ty pyccKyio seBHOHKy, oHa CTanncBajia necHio nocjie 
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Hanana h Kor/ja necnsi eme He kohhhji3cb (TaHe, J],3 bh.t 6 biji pajojjjcii). riocne stoto onaTB BBiacneiiHe 
OTHomeHHH, noniHJi b BHJiJiHaps, t.k. OoyjiHHr 6 biji 3axpBiT, hjih 3aHaT. Y Memi 6BiJia HCTepHKa. H a 3a6nBajia 
HepHBiH Man, t.k. oh roBopnji o npoHrpBiniHOH napTHH - oh ace jiioBht BBinrpBiBaTB... EMy 6 bijio sto He 
HHTepecHO. FIotom TpeTBio napTHio mbi iirpajin, He motjih 33kohhhtb. TyT a CTana cyneprepoeM, kto noMoraeT 
cnaoBiM - 3a6njia HcpiiBiii. Jlynnie 6 bi a paBoTajia. 3aTO KaK MHe 6 bijio TaaceJio. >1 paooTana b naTHHuy, He cnana, 
cpa3y ace nonuin Ha npoMoymeH k 8 yTpa. A no3HaKOMHjiaCB, BCTpeTHJiacB c Chii.th h 3;iBap/io\i. Mbi noenn, 
noTOM MaKHaac. Mbi 6 bijih CTaTyaMH. TaK 6 bijio HHTepecHO. CHanajia STa raynaa roJioBa roBopHjia KaKyio-TO 'iviiib, 
a noTOM (Bee OHeMeno). FIotom mbi 6 bijih BiiyTpn stoh napTHH. Bee KymajiH, xohhjih. A mbi CToann h nrpajin. 
Ojjhh MyaciiK B3an h nocTaBHJi CT3K3H b mok) khctb, nocjie CKa3an cnaciioo. y iiicjt. /JpyroM pcocnoK cTaji 3 a Bam 
MHe TteHBrn. Bbijio Beceno, b koiiiic mbi CTanncBajiH ac|)pHKaiicKHC TaniiBi - sto 6 bijio i/iopoBo! A noTOM CHOBa 
pa6oTaTB... FI KaK rsavinup xosnjia, 6e3 'ivbctb - chu He Bbijio, 3apa6oTajia ok. 400 .TOJUiapori. 3ara B'icpa (c 4 Ha 5 
- 900 aoJuiapoBl). - sto moh peKops. TbpaBjia - BaiiKep saji 50 soJiJiapoB, ho a ero spyry TaK He CTaimeBajia, 
nocJie/uiCMy napHio - 5 TaimcB HOH-CTon, sajiBine + 50, TaK 150 jiojurapors. KpoMe Toro, a onoj/iajia Ha BHIT, 
npHnuiocB 5 neceH, ho a TaHueBana 9 hjih 10?! Y MeHa 6 biji CTpece, a TaK xoTeJia k AjiBcjjpeso... FI ycTajia, oshh 
M yacHK CMOTpeJi Ha MeHa 33BopoaceHHBiMH raa3aMH h jiasan no 1 sojinapy. J\aim 20 soJiJiapoB Ha CTOHKe (mshh) - 
a TaK He CTaimcBajia. 3/ioporio! 3acj)HKCHpoBajia TaKace aTy Ha caMOJieT - yjieTaio 9.09, npnjieTaio Ha /ichb 
poacscniia Poa. 

r ocno.nn, sail MHe viyapocTH He coBepiuaTB rjiynocTen, o hi hook. /I, ail MHe TepneHiia, chji, BjiarocjioBii!!! 
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21.08.2000 

Bpo/ic HeMHoro Bpcviciin. a ckojibko npoH3onuio... B hohb c 9 - 10 Poh pasoy/nui MeHa h CKa3aji, hto a 
He paBoTajia noiie/iCJJBiiHK h btophhk, npoBeJia BpeMa c 6oii-(|)psn,TO\i. FI 6BiJia b yacace... 3tot jihctok, 171 c 
Mciicsaccp He nocTaBHT noHesejiBHUK h btophhk, t.k. a sth ,thh oTpaBoTajia - h3mchhjio Bee. Y MeHa oncpc/niaa 
HCTepHKa, BoJieJi aceJiHHBin ny3BipB. A miTajiacB /lOKaaam. Ero HeT so via cyTKH. FI ac/iy ero b KJiyBe, htoBbi 
SOK333TB, hto a paBoTajia noHeseJiBHHK h btophhk. Ero HeT. >1 3bohk> - oh roBopuT, hto He HMeeT juancm-ia. FI 
Byacy ero c yTpa h mbi peninjiH, hto Jiyniue aciiTB b pa3HBix anapTaMeHTax. Ebiji arpecciiBHBiH, a Toace. Flo c spyroii 



CTopoHti - THimiHa, CBo6ona, Miip. J\o 3Toro - paHefflie b o6nacTi> npaBOH ctopohbi, 'iyriCTBO cTpaxa, 
QuaBJiHBaHJie. Bee H3MeHHJiocB. A iia pa6oTe pBinana, cnaBJiHBanacB. 

16.08 6 bijih Ha CTaTy JIn6pa. 3 to 6bijio 3/ioporso! Flpi-ipopa, nonHJDiHCB no 349 CTyneHJiM, njiBDiH Ha 
napoxone. 

Ha pa6oTe HecKOJiBKO pa3 nbiTajincb b Ilbnair KOMHaTy, ho a CTapajiaet yBHJiHBaTb. On nil nenb nonajincb 
h6h aHbi, KOTopbie nbiTajincb TporaTb, onHH nypaK (ji He pa3pemajia noTparHBaTBCJi) CTan roBopiiTB, hto ji xy>Ke 
Bcex... 3aTO nocne - 5 TanncB. npomnbra noHenenBHHK 6 biji ok. 900. C on hum tojibko ok. 20 Tanners... Ebijio 

OTJIHHHO! 

17.08 6 biji KOHKypc. 31 xonnna 3a neHB no 3Toro noKpacnna bojiocbi, noTOM ynoJKHJia hx. Ebijio xopomee 
HacTpoeHHe. Mbi noooc/iann b pecrapaHe, endian n (|)OTorpac|)HH. nbiTanncb nanm oTBeTBi Ha BonpocBi. 
Hananocb... Ha nepBBin Bonpoc noneMy ji cniTaio. hto Mory 6 bitb mhcc Xshbsh, a OTBerana, hto c novioirnno 
ztnHHHBix hot Mory o66e>KaTB nnsivK h c noMonnno kocmcthkh Xshbsh noMOHB .tiohjim He oOropeTB. 

Bee OTBenanH cepBe3HO. A noKa3ajia ce6a KaK Morara. Ha Bonpoc - hto 6bi a Banna c co6oh Ha octpob - 
3y6Hyio meTKy h pacnecKy. A He o6BJicHHJia ocTpoyMHo noncviy. Ohh cMOTpenn Ha 6 k>ct, aMepnKaHCKHH ji3bik, 
6 onBnie o6meHHJi c montMii h cyntJiMH. 

Cennac npo6neMa c ncnbraMii. Poh npoHioxan, hto a He Bee Knany nenbrn b 6 aHK. A TaKcuc? B 6aHKe 
cennac ok. 6 . 330 pyonen, a nanminbix ctoubko >Ke. 31 xony B3JITB b Pocchio, a noTOM HopMajiBHO OTKnanBiBaTB h 
njraTHTB TaKcuc, a Poh nyviacT. hto a ({ranbiiiHrsnio h 6ohtcji 3aKOHa. 31 6yny nnaraTB, He xony npooncM, ho c 
yMOM. 

TocnoziH, SnarocnoBii! 
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9.09.2000 

HeMHoro BpeMeHH, a co6bithh. .. B Knyoc a nviena ,Tna pa3a 3a o.Tiiy nenemo no 900 nonnapoB. 3to 6bijio 
3/jopoBo! Ho noTOM b cpcnncM a sapaooTana no 600 - 650 nonnapoB. npn'icM b cy66oTy /ina pa3a He xoTenn 
niraTHTB 3a TaHHBi. nepBBin pa3 - KOMnamui, jiko 6bi ji BBiTamnna ero TanncBaTb, a oh He xoTen. Ho c novioinwo 
TC.TOxpannTC.TJi OT/ranH. A bo BTopoil pa3 - B3 an nsa, a 3annaTHn 3a opnir. jiko 6bi oh cnpaniHBair to.tbko o6 o.tiiom. 
31 Obrna paccTpoeHa, ho noTOM paccKa3ajia onnoviy koctiom. h oh nan, MHe sto 20 nonnapoB, t.k. ji paOoTana y 

ctshjk. KpoMe toto, ji obina nepBBin pa3 b -KOMHaTe (c Oopo.TKoii. c tc.tcbh.tciihsi). B noncnenbiiiiK, mbi 

en.TC-TH ,TBa naca, pa3roBapHBann, ji TanncBana (y MeHJi 6 biji TaKoil CTpax). 31 He no3Bonjina .TOTparnnaTbCH no 
MeHJi. 31 nonynana ynoBOJiBCTBne. CTano b Knyoc Bee MeHBine h MeHBine napony. Ebijio Beceno. O.thii koctiom., 
Korna ji nonpocnna nononBHHyTBCJi nnJi TaHija - ypoHHJi miBO, CKa3aB, hto ji ero nononBHrana. J\na npyroro ji 
T aHueBana Ha MecTe, rne kto-to pa3nnn miBO h sto BBirnjineno - 6ynra oh omicancji, nnJi npyroro 3nopoBoro 
TaHueBana, pa3nnna Ha Hero miBO cnynaHHo h eme b rna3 rpecHyiia (cnynaHHo). Beceno. C KancnBiM nneM 6 bijio 
B ee xy>Ke - 6 biji Jln6ep flsn b BOCKpeeeHBe, a 3apa6oTana 500 nonnapoB, a b noHenenBHHK - ene 200 - Hapony 
Boo6me He 6 bijio. OTpaOoTana c ynoBonbCTBHCM ToTan, ji 3apa6oTana rne-TO ok. 17 - 18 3a 1,5 naca (BKntOHaa Bee 
pacTpaTBi, eny, nonaprai). J\a, nepBBin pa3 ji He CKOHTponnpoBana ce6a h norpoHynacB no ... KoneHKH, a MeHJi 
yBlinen MeHen>Kep (oysp) - cKa3an, eenn eme pa3 - nrrpacj). He nail Bor. 

floMa. 31 ncpc'/KHBana 3a MaMy, H3-3a 3Toil ManeHBKoil 3Men. Tctsi CBeTa xaMHJia MaMe 3a Bee ee CTapaHiui 
c noKyMeHTaMH Harnero noMa. MaMa nnaKana ot o6h,tm ... B HarneM co6cTBeHHOM noMe ynovKann MaMy, 
OTnennjiHCB b ene, a noTOM, Korna y hhx Koe-HTO nonynnnocB b CTaBponone - ohh OTKa3anHCB. H cnaBa Eory! 3Ta 
ManeHBKan smch, eme y3HaeT Koe-HTo o >kh3hh. Bor hm cy.nm! 




A paccTpannaiocb oTHomeHHio Poa k MaMe. B tot momciit. Koryia ji iuiaicajia no TC 7 ict|)ony MaMe, OHa 


nepe>KHBajia n cropana CKa3ajia, hto 
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Bee HanapnTca. >1 onem. c'Kynaio no Poio, Koryia ero HeT. Oh mho onem> Ba>KeH... 



Ho’s Prostitution Clients 


Some of the man with whom, according to Ms. Shipilina’s diary, she engaged in prostitution. 
Time Period: January 1999 to May 2000. 

Pagination for Russian handwritten and English printed versions of Ms. Shipilina’s diary. 

Cyprus ( “Zygos”, owner Marios, “headhunter” in Krasnodar - Anastasia Vasili eva ) 
1 Cyprus £ = $1.5 


N 

Client 

“Type of service” 

Price 

Page Russian 

Page English 

1 

Ibragim 

intercourse and anal sex 

£40 

20 

8 

2 

Wonderful man 

ejaculated without entering 

£ 100 

20 

8 

3 

Fat man 

masturbated him in a hotel 

£30 

18 

8 

4 

Anonymous 
customer 1 

blow job 

£ 10 

24 

10 

5 

Anton 

a new customer to which the 
owner Marios gave her 

“sale” 

22 

9 

6 

Andreas 

full day accompany 

£50 

11-12 

5 

7 

Akhmed 

three days accompany 


23,25 

9 

8 

Grandpa 

masturbated him + two naked 
pictures 

£60+10 

35 

15 

9 

Andreas and his 

son 

Regular client 

golden 

bracelet 

21 

9 

10 

Pannikos 

Regular client - masturbated 
him 

new dress - £ 
37, ring of 
white gold 

16,19,24 

7, 10 

11 

Rikos 

Regular client (intercourse) 

Silver things, 
makeup, + 
£100 

6,8-10,16 

3, 4, 5, 7 

12 

Chris 

Regular client (intercourse) 

£50, 10, 20, 
10 + digital 
watch 

2-6,11,13,24 

1-3, 5, 8 

13 

Doctor George 

Regular client 

£50+ 100, 
perfume, 
watch, alarm 
clock, earring 
with chain, 
bracelet and 
ring of gold, 
silver alarm 
clock 

7, 17-18, 26 

3,7, 11 

14 

Devi 

One night stand client from the 
club 

£ 

35 

15 

15 

Peirre 

One night stand client 

£20 

33 

14 

16 

“Fucker” from a 
hank 

One night stand client 

£ 

30 

13 




17 

Stephanos 

Regular client from Ayanapa 

£30+ £40 
dress -£ 23, 
pyjamas - £ 
44 

28, 31,35,37 

12, 15, 16 

18 

Rich Arab 1 

One night stand client 

boombox 

32 

13 

19 

Rich Arab 2 

One night stand client + with 
another girl from the club 

£ 

31 

14 

20 

Eric, good friend 
of Rikos 

Regular client 

digital watch, 
video 
camera, 
slippers, 
money for 
dentist, 
additional 
money 

21,28,31,37 

13, 16 


Mexico (Mexico city night club “THE MEN’S CLUB”, “headhunter” in Moscow -Leonid 

Perlin) 


N 

Client 

“Type of service” 

Price 

Page Russian 

Page English 

1 

Anonymous client 

1 


$60 but took away 
money 

54 

24 

2 

Mavro 

Regular client 


55,60 

24 

4 

Yachingo - 
Boston guy 

Three day stand client 

For a trip to 
Acapulco 

64 

28 

5 

Sidney 

Regular client 


62 

27,28 

6 

Max Garcia 
Appedole 

Regular client 

For a visa 
assistance, golden 
chain, makeup 

65, 73 

28,30 

7 

Manuel Gamio 

Regular client 

$500, toilet water 

69 

29 

8 

Alfonso 

Regular client 

Chain for hand 
and foot, trip to 
Cancum, silver 
bracelet 

72 

29,30 

9 

Alfredo 

- favorite client started 
02.10.1999- 
intercourse, performed 
oral sex on him 

For money, 
various presents 
and trips, 
transporting cash 
to Russia, 
diamond ring, 
extra $600, trip to 
Milan, Florence 
and Venice 

58,60,71,73,83, 
112,113,114 

26, 27, 29, 30, 33, 
38, 42, 43 





Ho’s Known Travels 


1991 Grozny, Chechnya to live in Krasnodar, Russia 

1996 Moscow for nude photographs to market sexual services 

Fall 1998 Moscow for masturbation video and prostitution 
Dec. 1998 Limassol, Cyprus to work in the Zygos brothel 
June 1999 Back to Krasnodar with whoring loot from Cyprus 
July 1999 Moscow for prostitution and stripping 

Aug. 1999 Moscow then onto Mexico City for prostitution and stripping through The Men’s 
Club, also Acapulco, Cancun, Puerta Vallarta 

Nov. 1999 Deported from Mexico back to Russia 

Dec. 1999 Moscow for prostitution and to collect Mexico earnings from Alfredo Ibarra 
Sotelo 

Jan. 2000 New York City and Las Vegas with her prime sucker of the moment 
April 2000 Moscow for visa from Italian Embassy 

May 2000 Milan, Venice, Florence, Italy for prostitution with Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo 
May 2000 Moscow for immigrant visa from U.S. Embassy 
July 2000 New York City for prostitution and stripping 

Sept. 2 to 29, 2000, traveled via Aeroflot from New York City to Moscow then to Krasnodar, 
Russia, and then Limassol, Cyprus. 

Dec. 18, 2000 to Jan. 18, 2001, traveled from New York City to Moscow then to Krasnodar, 
Russia, and, on information and belief, to St. Petersburg, Russia, and Cyprus. 

Mid-April to mid-May 2001, traveled to Moscow and Krasnodar, Russia, and Limassol, Cyprus. 

Aug. 6 to Sept. 12, 2001, traveled to Miami and Moscow and Krasnodar, Russia, and, on 
information and belief, to St. Petersburg, Russia, and Cyprus. 

Nov. 5 to 19, 2001, traveled to Miami. 


1 



Late Dec. 2001 to Jan. 28, 2002, traveled to Moscow, St. Petersburg and Krasnodar, Russia, and, 
on infonnation and belief, to Cyprus. 

In July and Aug. 2002, traveled to Moscow, St. Petersburg and Krasnodar, Russia, and Cyprus 
and returned to NYC via Aeroflot on August 8th. 


2 



com rn/\C T 

Wf> the undersigneds 

:.YIANNOS. CHIUpTOplJLIDEC 

Manager of night club-fcabaret " ' * * * V ' 

2 .MELIOS > ATIIANASIOU 

Artist Agent 

3 .SEE NAVIES. BEJ,OW_ . 

Artists 

Agree and accept the following! 
l . Ihe artlst-s will be employed solely with the.'J'PAMf? 
Caharet-NIghtclnb nt .WiV’.Q^. .nnd will not be employed 
^perform In any other cabaret-nightclub in Cyprus under 
circumstances during the period of validly of this 
cont. rat .The artlst-s will participate In all the floor 
snows of the above cabaret-nightclub and will stay In 
’lif’ cabaret-nightclub during Its working hours from 
Hon pm to 3 . OOnin. 

?.The artlst-s Is-are allowed one day of r every week In 
'.ssn or sickness he-sho-lhoy should obtain a certificate 
fro,,, a goyenn erit medical off icer at the beginning ofthe 
sl'knens period. 

I.Tbe contracting parties!.c. the manager nf the cabaret- 
nigiitciub, the artist agent and the artlst-s agree on the 
following with respect to the daily wages of the artlst-s 

— 1. _ill 


n.Cross dally wages for each artist 
• •. pofinc 1.1 on s : 

I. Income tax 

II. Accomodation 

III. I leket fares to and from Cyprus 
lv. Artist Agent Commission 

' • Artlst-s net daily wages 
Total (B» C^A ) 


El 6.00 -CROSS 


3.00 -DAILY 
FREE- " 

1 . 50 - 
1 . 50- 
? 10.00 
^16.00 


If 

If 

If 


j Establishment 
TRAMPS NTfiMT CLUB 


DEBUT 


FIVE DAYS AFTER ARRIVAL 


DURATION 

THREE MOTNHS 

APPOINTMENTS 
£16.00 DAILY 

VOYAGES 


SPECIAL CONDITIONS 


IDENTITIES - 

Alina CHIPILINA 
. (Oriental) 


A The net dally wages of each artist ,c,unted above .should be 
inld to hlm-hor every working day at the time of closing of 
cn inret-nighlclub. Any delay in the payment of these 

f J? sported by the artlst-s in person and without 

lay to the Allens and Immigration unit of the police In 
^1t district or residence and employment. i 

Ms contract is valid or three months but the contractinl 
, . 1 a 3 may, ir they so wish,amend its validity at the end * 

Its valUl'iT " ,0nU ‘ nn<J "° r aL U,r 0,ul or u »e second month of 

b. Ihe contracting parties have signed this contract after 
leading carerully the conditions there In which thev 
fully accept. J 

29.10.98 


Made In L/SS0L 
D 1 RECTI OH 

c 






ANc ^l Eo 


:d: - \ I--' ' ?//>L/l°V 





V 

V 


Form F. 74.) 


INSTRUCTIONS TO THE HOLDER 

* • • « 

1. This certificate is valid for ever. 

2. Change of Residence an<^ employ¬ 
ment should be reported to the* nearest 
Police Aliens’ Office for Police Station) 
immediately. 

3. Application for further extension of 
stay must be made one month prior to ' > 
the expiration of the alien’s stay. 

4. Holders of visitor’s Permit are not 
permitted to work. 

5. Holders of Employment Permit 
must comply with the conditions stated 
in their Permit. 



CYPRUS 


ALIEN 

REGISTRATION 

CERTIFICATE 


MO <Q0A7Q9 






jm 


(T.vriao i'-A. II) 


kyiipiakh 

ahmokpatia 


flo 446727 


republic 
of CYPRUS 



YHHPE2IA METANACTEYEEaZ 

migration office 

7' 1 AllOAEISH/ RECEIPT 

Mi S WM ,o ra «6,»v £1 o r ^ai,,«V-a l 

Eittoxe^ri;/aKaox6Lticni9 ww application fee I 

Received the sum of £10 DC, "& 
visitor/employment permit from. 

K.o/Mr \ 


Ka/Mrs 


s , ) 

..u.,4 . m 

HpEQ.T>ate 







’ • . 




■_ 





(Form F. 74.) 


Name:. 


Nationality:. 

Occupation:. 

Registered Address: 


. . . 

. 

. 

. Cq^>. 




IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the above 
named alien has been=T!tny“registered as an alien in 

the Register of Aliens in the Category of. 

.. 


£10,00 fee paid. 


Dated at. Li.S.SjQ.. . 





































zr 



Change of Address 

1. Reported at. 

on.19., as residing at 


.of Police. 

2. Reported at. 

on..19.as residing at 


.of Police. 

3. Reported at....... 

on.19....,.., as residing at 


( 3 ) 


of Police. 








































KYflPIAKH 


yjjb AHMOKPATIA 


M.P. No. 

Tel. No. 804507 
Fax. No.676941 


Mr Melios Athanasiou 
POBox 7384 
Limassol 


Gentlement/ Sir/ Madam , ' 


Vci 7 . 

^3 U}A>i 


MINISTRY OF INTERIOR 
MIGRATION DEPARTMENT 
NICOSIA 

15 December 1998 


I wish to refer to your application dated 29 October., , 1998 requesting permission under the 
Aliens & migration Law CAP. 105 and Laws of 1972-1997 and its relevant Regulations of 1972-1996 for the 
following persons to enter stay and work in Cyprus temporarily as an Artist(s) with Tramps Night 
club at Limassol and inform you , that your request has been carefully considered and it was approved. 

2. This visa is valid for a period of one month from the date of issue 

3 Your application has been approved subject to the following conditions: 

( a ) A five ( 5 ) day visitor visa will be granted to the person/s below upon arrival in Cyprus in order to be 
examined for the AIDS Virus, Syphilis, Hepatitis, Tuberculosis ( chest X - Rays ) and other contagious 
diseases . For this they should call to the Thalassemia Centre at Acropolis, Nicosia between 7.45 and 9.45 on 
the first working day after their arrival in Cyprus. 

( b ) They should thereafter get registered with the Aliens Section of the Police in their District of residence, 

(c) The below named artists are over 18 years of age. 

( d ) They will arrive in Cyprus within one month as from today and will be employed only with the above 

mentioned employer and cabaret/ Night club. 

( e ) These artists will come to Cyprus on the Passports mentioned below and their names in their passports 
will be given as below. 

(f) The Artist(s) in question is/are not allowed to enter any cabaret or Night club's premises during the 
provisional five days visitor period, unless he/she/they hold the necessary Employment Permit. 

(g) This permit is granted on the clear understanding that the aliens in question will produce Medical 
Certificates (AIDS Virus, Hepatitis Syphilis) upon arrival in Cyprus. 

IMPORTANT : ORIGINAL VISA SHOULD BE PRESENTED AT THE PORT OF ENTRY 


Name 


Nationality Passport No M.P.No. 


Alina CHIPILINA 


Russian 43N7489821 D984000 


Copies to : Chief of Police ,, 

Director of Cabaret, Yiannos Christodoulides\ 
KS 



Tgration Officer 



q * * *> 




NAT 53267S2 
CODE Russian 
M.P. Art 

09S4000 


Wm - 


<7~ 

11 i 111 j i i'l !• ; ; j I i III lit )1 I jVy; ! J ; !){l 1 : 1. , 


(Form M. 62A.) 


REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS 


temporary resident permit 

Permission granted lo remain in Cyprus provided that this permit may 
be revoked at any time by .giving fourteen days notice to the holder. 

!his permit ihall lapse forthwith if the holder ceases to be occupied as 
specified below. r 

Applications for further extension must be made at least one month 
bero'e the expir. of this permit. 


NAME 


Alina CHIPILINA 


am. his/her . child;en) respectively.' 


r a '''Lr.rvnx • . r— 


i : wi3i. — r '--j— ...fc 


k A LID UN Fir. 


22 June 1999 FINAL 


NATURE OF RESIDENCE 


As an artist wth 


"Zygos Caba-et " a* Umassol 
c c .-OSOX L masso! 

L3 2 J. iZ f 5 e -VC ,'•', 7 m f • 

Artist Agent Vehos Athanasiou '/J 


IS Mav vl9j 




Copies to C-;of cf ?oi;ce 

r "“' u r ector c-f Jn'ancl Revenue 







/t^-O K-cX ( 


tftuuu^ &*** &Au*a <ij 2r^d°r^- 


Q&WJO*VUXJDtfb ZJ^-^oLfkc^ Gj^*' OtfK! 1<ifl-OC 

✓(? (7Lr^eK^caA f c / < ^ AJL ^ l > d/CoK rU ^ ) 


jC&JLry^ 


"dmxx 

ei 


- 


/7 L ' C/ « „rJULU-UUIU- at^KcJOOjXX. . 

KC « feg« *■ 

'IKook^ nCtTu^fu-J-j\J~C-Cb 

Tn ffl{p < - 0 ) 

t^unvuere. n&xccu^cjrct op<y ^k<x Scm^ 

yo~c*c>\ t 

&&/dbe_ O' 0 COh.atyn^H- 


rw 

rvuL<MJ- jjOj 

\f v V V I \z» / / 

U£i*X [*.C 4 UJL <fc cgffiST C 


£ 


oc MdLUD 


*a, *y^"° 

^ HP^X lULlrUDOOLte «#> aX ^. 

<£*CO tot^Wu^ ( G/toe *^ 

^ w>._ MQ , 2 ,^. 

'^CL. K-O'- 

M a, ■ pocobmJP^ ( mcu<^n) , 

1^ ™ JTA ju2_ %C*-JU-£l rrC^TO^P^^<Z^ U-^~ 


]cC’UZX>^C 

> 'T ' ~ 







Owe* wgoa o 

^ ‘ 


K? &*£, 'Tfeofec^, 
f& om $ee£ (SmloyTcy . 


V - /V ~2V 


14 








V, 


w 


0 


JjUkOL 


*o. H- 9 s 












f*o‘ feov 

L) i hrva^ 






;iap. ABa/uiaTb naxoe anpejm AByxrbiCHMHOro roAa. 

pr—”*——I 

>|, | lviaO. , K' t --d i. j ^ HOTapHyc Hoxapnajibnoro onpyra ropo,xa 

Kpaciio^apa, PoccHHCKaa OeAepauHfl, CBHiiCTe.TbCTByio BepHOCXb ncwiHCH, 
CAejiaiiHofi H3BecTHbiM mhc ncpeBo;i*inKOM BopoobCBoii Bajicpnefi 
AnCKCailApOBHOH. 



3apenicxpnpoBaHO b peecTpc 3a 
iiUL ? o&SH orap n y c yj/ 


B iiacTOHiucM AOKyMeHxe 
npcmyMepoBaiio, npoinnypoBaHo 
h CKpcnacHO nenarbio Hoxapnyca 
tpf jnicxa 


,>X « Tx* 


Horapuyc 







Konufi 

IlOETOpHCe 


CCCP 

CB!'53pTBHK!TBO 0 K>2KEHHH 
I^aKWanEH (i<a) Linii-iJL'ura Amm AasKcanapoBHa 
poj&DLGR (jiacb) 10 Koadon I975r. 
racflqa ^.qebtboot ceM&jfcGflT HBToro ro.ua 
Mbcto roj .CQ:;e*ise ^anaei k 

paiio « • ••••• 

od;iaoTb, Kpaii KTijtfHiiaBCKaa 
pecuyri junta PGOCP 

o T -i 0 iw b Kiuire perxcrpauaa aitTos o pos^ernra 
1975 ro.ua iionCpn Macatia 12 BiiGJia 
nponsBQ^QKa saniicb an J5 1223 
P02KTSM: 

Otgii PadaKOE A.HeKGaiiAL-' AH^aePuiB 
i-ra uaoHaji &hoc t l p.yc ckk»j 

IvIaTB DtaEJinna Ifeecca AneKcan^poBHa 
HatXKOHaJlLHOGTb ptfCCKafl 

Ms cto nerHcTpartiiii HanaencKiu rop.oTaaJi 3APC 

Ky* 6 UB0 B ok o ii o 6 j:a c te 

£aTa BHjtaMH I2.09.I99C r. 

3aBoflyionatii otjssbjiom (oiopo) 
sanncii sktob rparjiancKoro oootobheb no^rJHCB 

v-PP J* 392900 

DQBaTb: PG3»CP Mguojikom ^lanaascKoro ropcoBQTa 
Hapojtnax ^enyTSToB Kyii6uifl.o.(Sa. Otjwii 
3annex aKToB rpaag^HCKoro cocTowiia 


IbpoA KpacHojctap, ^Ba^uaTb qaTBspToro anpean, 

*rv-|.TTifCjr^nroro rni^. 

K, jMdCJiOBa B.M. ] 

HcWpnyn HoTapiiajibKoro oKpyra ropo*a 
Kt-acHo^apa, PoGcancKoii -ve^opaiiKii, gbh$stgjibc?b.yto 
B epHOCTB 3Toii KOEJIH C HO.HJIKHHIIKOM ^OK.'^QHTa, 
b noc 7i0^Hei\5 no,"MviGToK, iipumicoK, saqapKHyrwx 
CJIOB II TTHLIX H30r0B0p9HHnX KCnpSBJieRHi-i Hffi KeiKRX—. 



ocio 






Translation from Russian 
Copy 
Repeated 
USSR 

BIRTH CERTIFICATE 

Citizen CHIPILINA, ALINA ALEXANDROVNA 

born on November, 10. 1975 (year nineteen seventy-five) 

Place of birth: town of Chapacvsk, Kuibyshev Region, 

RSFSR 

that was registered in the birth registrations book of year 1975. month November, 
date 12 under registration number 1223, 

PARENTS: 

Father: RYBAKOV ALEXANDER ANDREEVICH 

nationality: Russian 

Mother: CHIPILINA INESSA ALEXANDROVNA 

nationality: Russian 

Place of the registration: Chapaevskiv district Civil Status Registry 

Office 

Kuibyshev Region 

Date of issue: 12-09-1990 


Head registrar -signature- 

V-EP FT« 392900 

Seal: RSFSR Chapaevskiy District 
Executive Committee. 

Kuibyshev Region 
Civil Status Registry Office 

City of Krasnodar, twenty fourth of April of year two thousand. 

I, Maslova V.I., notary in and for the notary district of the city of Krasnodar. Russian 
Federation, certify the identity of this copy with the original document, no erasures, 
added words, crossed-oul words, non-stipulated corrections or other peculiarities were 
found in the latter. 

Registered in the registration list under number 3-2585 
Duty, 2 Rbl, 50 Cop paid 
Notary -signature 
Notary's seal 


Tckct koii tin CBHAerenbCTBa o poaateumi n y:tocTOBepHre;ibnou na^iiHcn noraptiyca 
c pvccKoro tnbiKa na aiinmncKiin nepeBeaeH nepcBomiHKOM Bopo6heBoii 
Bajicpnen AneKcanApoBHOH ^ r , 


Fopozt Kpacno - 



From- "iaaaaeaa_Nai+an" <nadya_sanches@rambler.ru> P~ Add to Address Book 
Subject: Nadia 

To: "roy den" <rdhhh@yahoo.com> 

Date: Mon, 07 Jul 2003 20:33:48 +0400 

Hi, Roy! 

Alina has 2 passes. First is a usual international pass: 

60#2812380 issued August 2, 2002 by the department of interior affairs 
of the Krasnodar ter-ry. 

The second one is issued by the Ministry of International affairs, 
51#0207805, on 04.04.2002. 

I found the Order issued by the Ministry of Interior affairs, #310 of 
05.26.1997. It sais that a person cannot have 2 passes, unless he\she 
regular business trips, and in that case the organization he\she works 
on makes a request for another pass. 

Anyway, I'm not a lawyer to make conclusions. 

Bye. 

Nadia 



Translation from Russian 


Surname 

name, patronymic 
citizen of 
nationality 
date of birth 
place of birth 

and 

surname 

name, patronymic 
citizen of 
nationality 
date of birth 
place of birth 


MARRIAGE CERTIFICATE 

HOLLANDER 
ROY DEN 
the USA 
American 

September, 26, 1947 
state of New Jersey 


SH3PILINA 

ALINA ALEXANDROVNA 

Russia 

Russian 

November, 10, 1975 

town of Chapayevsk, Kuybyshev Region 


married on March, 11,2000 (March, eleventh, of year two thousand) 


about which the registration entry of marriage N° 125 was done on: year 2000, 
month March, date 11. 


After marriage registration the following surnames were given to: 

the husband HOLLANDER 

the wife SIDPILINA 


Place of the registration in the state register: Civil Status Registration Office 

of Zapaduy Administrative district, 
city of Krasndar, 

Krasnodar Region 


Date of issue: 11-th of March, 2000 


Head registrar of the 

Civil Status Registry Office -signature- G.I. Klimova 


Seal: 


I-AT Jfo 530781 


Russian Federation 
Civil Status Registry Office 
Zapadny Administrative District 
City of Krasnodar 
Krasnodar Region 


I, Valeria A. Vorobyeva certify that I am familiar with the Russian and the English 
languages and litis translation of the original docu ment in Russian is true and 
accurate to the best of my knowledge. 

TRANSLATEO I# TSA8SEA1 liSl' 


_SE BVICE _ D E P A R I_H E 


KRASNODAR CHAMBER 
COMMERCE and INOUStjtY 
/ Director 


& 



1 



CBMAETEAbCTBO 
O 3AKAIOHEHMM BPAKA 


X 0 JIJ 1 AHJ 1 EP 


M.HH. OTHCCTBO 

rpax,qaHHH C ID A 


rpawdaHCTBo 


aMepHKaHeu 


nniiMonn.1 i.iiocTi. (bhocmtch, ec.iH ynn iuh<i b kiiimi-h okto o mK.noHCHHH opaita) 


1947 


daTa pftmdttHHH 

niTaT Hbio-UxepcH C lH A 


MeCTO pOWtfeHMM 

DIHnHJIHHA 


AJ1KHA AJIEKCAHflPOBHA 


H.MH, OTHeCTBO 

rpaxziaHKa Pocchh 


i|>nmdnn<TH<> 


pyccKan 


HdllHOHU.lbHOCTb (BHOCMTCH. SCAM yKa'UUKI B 'HIIIHCH aKT(l 0 TaK.HOHCHHH ftpah'd) 


1975 


daTa pONUtOilMH 

ropofl HanaeBCK Kyft6wineBCKafl o6JiacTb 


JHOCTO pomih'HHH 


11 MapTa 2000 rofla 


33KAIOHHAM 


1HCAO, .MOCHIl, rod (l(H(t>pO.HH H IIpollMCbM) 


oflHHHaflqaToro MapTa flByxTucjiMHoro ro,qa 


2000 


MapTa 


o neM 


Mecsma 


HHCAa 


cocTaBAeHa 3anncb aKTa o 33KAiOHeHMM 6paKa Na 
IlocAe 3aKAK)MeHna 6pana npwcBoeHbi 


XOJIJIAHHEP 


My>Ky 


HHnHJlHHA 


*eHe 


MecTO rocyAapcTBeHHOM perwcTpaquM OTfleJI 3ArC 3anaflHOTO 
aflMHHHCTpaTHBHoro oiqpyra ropo.ua KpacHoqapa KpacHoaapcKoro span 

HOHMCHOBOHMC opiUMO MUIHCH (IKTOB rpilMUtllHCKOfO COCTOHHMH 


?C>9 rp **42 


2000 


MapTa 


,aTa BbiAanw « 


EOBOdHTB.lb oprana 

Ihcm qktob rpamdaiicKoro coctohhhh 


r. H. KjiHMOBa 


I-Ar M 530781 
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visafraud 


Angelina's Visa Application 



ahketa nna ncmyHEHMH hmmhtpahtckoR BH3W h 

PErHCTPAUMOHHOrO HOMEPA HHOCTPAHUA 


.liHMJui »HK«rra - «oci>14»°P Mb< m»M ecT< 

■tOM H p^CTp*UMOWHOTO MOMSp* HMOCTp»MU» 


OTVTCT90 

Middle AAt,KdAMA*Ot>* 




6. Mscto pomaemi* 

M. nocmfo*. c**of (pqpo*.P 
p 4AnAWi , 


puls) 


II. Jmittv# C'A^OC.tOATtA%,w^ aO*OA 
Orr-uuAUorv <U3rtC^ASTAHT flO pt<A-A«Af 
\ 9 £ * A ”va to*'*. TaAt^fck o 


r MocM»a 


12 Oco6*#e npMMew 

«* nP*%o« (\A« 4 * 

HA « Ae,<e 
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HATe^coM Hw«j axei'i'A 


P»c cynpyrvO). »c™ 
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My Missing Angel 


October 15 


Como esta? I hope well, and I hope you are getting some rest so we can go dancing 
when you come back—Yes!!!!! And so we can kiss and more (?) when you come back— 
Yes!!!!! Your dancing and kissing are pure femininity and knock me out. You are my 
addiction along with chocolate and one other proclivity. We can go into that when we 
see each other again. 

Have you seen any interesting sites in Mexico? What do you do on your days off? I 
caught an opera at the Bolshoi last weekend. It was Yolanda by Tciahkovsky. The 
young princess (always princes and princesses) was blind (she had never fallen in love) 
but she did not know (did not realize what she was missing) because her father (social 
authority) forbid anyone to tell her. (He was trying to keep her ignorant of the beauty he 
could not control and did not understand.) Have you ever been in love Angel? Anyway, 
a young (well may be not so young) rebellious prince (thinks there is more to life than 
social status and money) comes along and raises her consciousness (she falls in love and 
realizes what she has missed by following the enslaving rules of society). Before the two 
can consummate their love (unite in a union that transcends the physical and the 
emotional— have you ever found such a union Angel?) the King (the conformist and 
unimaginative people in society) sentences the rebellious prince to death. Then a 
miraculous wise man from the mysterious East (metaphysical forces aka quantum 
cosmology) intercedes. The rebellious prince is saved (he transcends the restrictions of 
social order with the help of metaphysical philosophies) and unites with his other half the 
princess who now sees clearly the wonders of the worlds that he beyond this very limited 
space time continuum in which we struggle to live. 

That is tonight’s bed time story, now go to sleep my Angelic princess. 


Love Roy 
S.W.A.S. 





To: Angelina Shipilina 

Londres 216, Apartimento 6 
Fax: 525 514 9837 

October 3 

My Darling Angel, 

I just took a long walk in Victory Park. The sun was shinning and it was very warm. 
Much of the time I thought about you and how far away you are and how lonely that 
makes me. But you must be even more lonely than I in a country like Mexico. Do you 
find it pleasing or not a place to live? I just realized that it was 10 weeks ago today that 
we went to Gorky Park, and in the evening I gave you the first message. 

Leonid gave me your fax number so I hope you receive this. Did you receive my letters? 
If you are able to send a letter please do. Or better yet, send pictures of you. I assume 
you still have my office address. 

I talked to the American Embassy and it should not be a problem (of course you never 
know) to obtain a tourist visa for you to the US when you return. Of course we will need 
a story. I have one in mind and will tell you when I see you again. 

In a way it is good that you are in Mexico. You are probably safer there than here. 
Leonid offered to tell me what you are doing, but I said no because if you wanted to you 
would tell me yourself. I know you will be wise in what ever you do. 

I miss you terribly. Moscow is a lonely place to live. Even when I go out with friends, I 
wish I was with you dancing in some club. 

Take care of yourself my guardian Angel. 

(My Russian tutor is off, so I was unable to have this translated—sorry) 


Love Roy 

S.W.A.H. ( guest what it means) 








Angel 


13 November 


It is Saturday night, dark and cold outside with snow on the ground and me here 
in a lonely office working because there is no one to go DANCING with. Where are you 
Angel? Why am I always alone. I thought you said I had a guardian angel to protect me. 
Doesn’t that mean protection from loneliness? Are you that protection? Will our 
differences doom the short future you saw in my hand? Enough of my moaning and 
groaning. 

Don’t you become weary of this space time continuum. Life has not been easy 
for you like it has been for others who have so much they cannot decide what to choose 
from and then complain with tears of duplicity that they have to make a choice. 

Oh well, I miss you, I look at your photos, I sleep with your dog, but the perfume 
is gone and I still feel lonely. I wonder whether we have a future and if so how long. I 
guess I should just let the universe and its metaphysical underpinnings unfold—after all 
you have a longer period of uncertainty facing you then I have. 

I guess you are the only one I have now. 

Love Roy 



(W\i 61 H 


*•& A,< , .. •'. - _’l * • * w***". • 

• • w. •<•: c>t-f?•■'•'• 

. ; :. ‘•‘I 


"T 




1; 

• s . '^\ji c 


O VC 



r 


Cj-.Vc- 

v 

() 

^C'A' 


| Vy‘-> % '« VL. \/ J • ■—f ~ ^ ! . - 

r# \vx, -BlGm-Sci 


L - _ 

Vj J qu- 


Vw-iv* 


<lo.IU sour'd ^ 'toxu' 


i CU~V 

- ■ 


* <-V 


<* 

&Cj^-^Xdxl p ■ OitXLS 

i" m. ^VvVffeV'. oiocuX 


V" *L ^'USCTvM 1 




i; i- vl' toe titee. ^ . 

A .4 


t-wt 

' UC«A . 

1 —* 

C-V'.-f y '-<*! 

/\ O VX-OS/ 'd*' X \.*IC‘A' 

* « 

s \y£ C‘-f£_ ‘S-C CGtdft, '^^Vo(A 

a /A V. vi 1 pi f*.-Ov- • v^-VY^ PP -M ^4- Xc Y^ J 


bou hi. 

2 P hP 

, i _ v\ C v . •“ >. 


1 i >. _ J v' 1C <£ dJUU/ 

1 ‘ * '“ X ( £. “fe r>*v-<2 


u 


o(.h 


*?\ 


*. '..1.7 


• . 


£.\cv, \.. Wrx/^. •-•: 


\,JJL \ I 
Cv'-° txi. 


i\c l ci; mcu a lot &2 S cc \ <Jt 

J 1 

v^.rtci ^ * 


. N 

/’ - Kow iv^ jvlo^asw ~ ^ 


. ■>'. 


\ X 


jbwi&’l '■ rix\ 

- • 

■■/s - . -/ / Si? 


'.vSy L5 < IN 

<0> *i 


c 7ht £ feadu t£Ho(ds 
w (hr World' 





-POM : Ju! ja. Heart?_ 51*4-9837, 


PHCNS NO. : 514 933? 


Nov. 19 1999 01:09PM PI 


/{nuidi«a K C'k' 
1-&Q jpi * / %S) i 


; e i (;**) = /i#K j ^ 1 ,K V h ; 411 

p£> u &» ‘Sk’™ 

*4^ Rrv.l Arr'JlfJJ?,-*" 


1 

Q-f- rru. 


•fw 

-Hq 


Q V fr***3 -bl-u ■jvo' 
^ . UA^^' 69iHZS 

IvtAjV. t • ai'jrd. dc- 

u-L. 4drie_ nxem-te** 


CXx 


lac 


^r ouvW ^ 

J\ A. Qgeow. V. 

MensCl<J}~ - 


ftp ■■ (&& 

£zj! 


V_>H ?>&&€> 


A 

JT' :S /■'" 

:2>«T- 
*( ?: so 


’ &f'sis-*?*? 

&‘ u ,! an 


rrve^ Or- 


V<2X^j 


P\e-O^S€- give- rru=- -^ooV 

,*rtW/&rcfc or opt4\ I 

ryv.-tirve- ven-sdouj C ar ^ ^ 

me. vwe-Sgac^e} _ V 

veru \ m-oor-toA-'t v ^ ri< ^- 


ve^u \n\ttov 

\\-ttle. "Urm 


ve^ 


^ \\t3tie. time 

3_ goet, ; 

X hx>\dt 

; •*• | 

Slf - M - i'# ^ 

/ V ii/X| 4 (as~V\ 


L {QJJUT' 

cfhr^0<sA) 





1_ ho^><L ^(7"la_ a rn iA I 

3-t ci Uia^ly \jcnA- aA/ 0j <, 7 W2, 


[“ 0 </vv^ \±(Lc[i.4D X C^Kl !l <9 i 


/ 


A^l/ 



< 3£/2 - 6<f CL.I /$$> 


WjtfX ! O^dL M-^xl t^( 


AlU J 


do 4 Cxu^ 


l)0*-7 S<2OW0J3 

ijt°t 

sy/ -s' d 7?<r 





\ 


Xj d<LOue 

frorw odl mu SOtA 7 oAl mu kexMrd 

ct Wo-bo q oVew y 0u - • \ 

W\&i J j • 



T 


r 


tn 


wxsK do r ^ ^ \ 

3 \a ^ reaJ ; WfchJ 

<^Vv3tt qocur cWe-cuno-S co<^-£ v 



AuaX uooLf ^ —;— 

^uXu-eAs. 'in- yoa-uc' wond 

^edAuA\ ? naa^e^ Vdndf 

<M ,3 _t°ro 

cft\v -tine tes-t Jj au - r 

c/Kd good ItcA, ^ 


m>on-e- 








* 


p 



T^Vrv Kej^JT 
cA-r\ 0 eA 




^6 42 ' ah /JPS# 3 £)<p c 

/'■'N 

/j , 


fth&ej _ 

j£ic£m£U O^fl y ■ ^y&u^CWa C& (1 





do J IX 1/V0~f X CCKcJ € iTJ. 4c(- tA cl, X) L d 




Vtfu 4-U. 'kle(pU(AA£ V\ U>v\ U £ i,%r 




(h) tr .Af (vf*. d 0_^512 O 6<23 : _ 

/ riro^ _// 7/f? °f " }\/h^ - 

- 


~sv/Xs~4- 796'. 




I na/^ j- jo u- .J-dr.n-t.iXy. ; i) ym. KJ\0vo IXxof_ 



tXo ^ £ WgLU r ^ flXXy ^_£LXdLL/_ 

___ _ __ 



_M IvL£ X O L QV<? ___ 




Rot/ 


/ 

































VviOrA. soil l 
•4rkccnX. “tt) 

Cc VYLto(2CS» S.\ Qr\ 

ta$b\ 'tctl'i'tw 

CooA k;. w A 


y Olus 


7 b 6L&&IPA& O 

k^ctv'-fc-ecl ^ 


VT-O lj Occ^» 

■°^pp) Hes-^ 
k«'S* i/c*< \ 

Jmg&l7hCi 1 


y OOf) 
X s e 


(Xx4' > 



'Ckiz 6 




A £ iiftCL *-S k..< |p ±.L.ia <i 3 + $6! jL 6 ^ftPcP (J 7 



ok /jf# 




. A - 



r U^il( i.u_y jou. (XJnolou^ p k M £ tfSjP T&r 



a C km W/ fpirrA^nr. If ybu c\t o ft <° 



iv\ .knw.d.0 doii^, £ un li cj/vz-e yt c< -fke aivic/un{- 



■ft: 1 r +t\f iwf?tj\.l(? u4i £ ia y^M. in H OXCC^O . 




0 \r ij £ ccift buy lobtft Kjo^ac^c ift 



K orc £?c*p_,__ Ukiclv ever \jbUL-U 2 -a k-fc.___ 

[ 




Le>v£ 


Vov 
































n 'ft m°^-. 

^-NTOirw ^ ft I *^3 Piruk 'bruj’ -?\ower mcu 

Uove. '-vt ^ owe b^ ca^ °«A\ 4°^ £texn 

‘gdt «r 5 ^'&^ e 

WfM S#£SU«Ait- "wW 


joa 

lejatn 


WW [a? 

WKe 3 D»ot **' 

_—t»tr » ij f- 


-ttAVVv ‘teTOejrrve 

■ ZPRlnc. vVtV^.-? — UOU/ 

(Mil 23^1 H 32. 232-29-57 

H}roTon,WH« WI1C "Cieia QaJU&£ Q'f-<U\- 

iiibi■ iiiii it\niiiIIIII lllll 


3.V.OAW , 

',. uryVr^'ovodole 

i&ejrKe£%~ HADE IN RUSSIA 

i . r\i * l/^ «••• aai aa 


''Cr 


63-007-99 

<rV 


Ill IIIIII III I Hill"''•" || 

V'601135 100618 

4Vo w&r 

JWei'\rvX-- 

\ vwv&v 'Ove S 

\ X 





V/-P/ n n 



JvUj Modu^biu- >^ync 

V m on uOi 

\>uJl 4 do ad 


POCCHfl 




n jmpoc anipaBHiomi 


WHfler.C npCJV-fl^^TV»» CBB 3 H 


II113C&.C iiprjnpMHTiii cn* jm I m jiiiwc otitpasMic.ifl 


hcm-e tv/Cv> 


lliiiuiiic nimckc npc.inpuinn 


BKv 


1 1 'MiJ B M ,l| i" l B 















POCCHfl 


\(V M.05e>OU^. . 

-XhaJL wK-2-a vjCju. ^ 
about vr\/2_ Irutcie < 

UQti }Q(LC£)X>tJ2- ~W®Y> 


JM xy&gJh, 


Mhjibkc flpeAflpMmni cmiaw 


oTnpaBHTo/m 


qua 


rhmiMto hhao*.c npe/inpmmiti c«h^m mocm »iajH;i i *etinn 


s//c/so 


S'/jofuD 










POCCHfl 


\(V M.05e>OU^. . 

-XhaJL wK-2-a vjCju. ^ 
about vr\/2_ Irutcie < 

UQti }Q(LC£)X>tJ2- ~W®Y> 


JM xy&gJh, 


Mhjibkc flpeAflpMmni cmiaw 


oTnpaBHTo/m 


qua 


rhmiMto hhao*.c npe/inpmmiti c«h^m mocm »iajH;i i *etinn 


s//c/so 


S'/jofuD 











. 'll \aaa^\($^J\^ 

M^h +d 4w ^,Lfil, 

r tdL\^~i^jj) cL ^ {> ca^~ 
OjaA^i 1JY Ic^n^'HAPj 

2^ UM$lO w^/^h ]\cuj lu^U 

j\t^cju^^^ W^W f ^dJ- 

1 JptAli/-£4v\e lut^^ /Vx.t/ucaC- 

'fyjv.JL %J^YdC ur&^Jis Lo JiP 
J jmwv kv-yu_ 

cO-dlP Jtf? 

Vc / jc^^CX^, J-4'UjeX'P^ 

bj2.M -p CC2aSWYd LX|i yjcM 

Jlitt^ck cA^T^V f) uV 


jlXtfuX cA^T^V Xu^t-tv^, 
4^L TctC^n Q/3L-W 

^0W^ttKi2 AjfjX 

-i- Lt5Vv^<7>Jc^ 

Pv£^4»A_^ 


k c 4jiu'bn> 

hyjp . 





iua £ Li Z&&V 




IW& 

MtfvC? " 

T^aJu^v l' 

i^v l~ Luet^Jr /w^v (>«^ y 
\v^\Z Ic'rt^fj . urtruJldl 

^UML be . l^c^f 

ju ci^ lAsfrb bbuJg- ibb3c~ 

ib^bM h24 X^CL u>, 

loLsb&i/tf'S i,yj l\^ T 

/XA^f (M^fb^duLy 

toe — vtCHti A XX?^p 

ULs <j LLs byj^jtJ' ubJi 
idJl ' Iwk -bvfw\ 

1 \Jljfl/Y\/Vv(Z^ A 

+p hsL. 7 y 

. bu/^72 h 

i&QysJlCH<bb 4u Xxj IL^CiK^MLj 





-&L\nQ5 D WK ctA lr 


c 4 -ad nx 5 u/ vW^-frrug- 

Y'eotcL ^<v tooKs: ,1 

oLcbsttie. e^uo.\ly 

^ 1 4-tI^ kav't 3 to to? pc<a n. ete $-<&» t*k»>ro*\ 

iC k±^ ^cie **ruS- okfcrfOru ^ ^ 

, ^ eve^u-fctU'nJo, wlrvoxA oocpp-e^ 



N " tIi ^ naouie £or)a£ ^ — 

^ I ^ ^ve^ut^'^) wWciJj Irvocpp-e^ 

^ V wiLL-^ p\u^ US6L- <■ 
Wpjjofi duJM^-O/ oti^Q r ^ 

1 . ,- ^. _ _ ^_J\\\(r\oi otyvcL p ^ -qaitlow i 


^jOJUy> 


© 





4e>\v-e^e-lr<Jrb*) 4 om k&scwa 

Ve sviuo^^ vA\V \M>bv <** nzg^vtoe. 

u<z*J^ tKtobtng ocrvd b\ocAt«£ 

3 CW Uoob- Tt *Kls, wW 
^ Ww ouxd s’ umW^-fcenA a,bm^t 

w °<Sj i ' mocc Hoove, Mt ^ 5c^ 5i-tu.(^>£w 
* b\ems v^k w\bk ^ keodtk, 

W ^Sor??^M ^ cW 3 e **y^ \Xel € °5c 

e^LT ^ Mour^,. .,„Jt 


p V^\JV V(3 • \ \ ^ 

__\ o YvKe^v MOu_ 

v/KtcOv abound 

^ IWxiWi , ^ ^ V d • 1 -kbe^-W 

^ r^\^£3R . , , " 

^ 3 o cicw\i _ CykoLnae 9 ril A\A\CP °^ ^^iPj 

q °^ ao^ktood^ 3y^ M ^\ A mJi -ba^v a** , dWr 


^4- 4^§dk \V moju_ 

■ iorr&khSry, ^V^Jz 

? -£r£-^ isis ^5j%{ 


V\yyv\ "t e-^jj-s-tceA ^ (}^ ^) . 


r ’ 

li-^our rv 



(4$) fteoA feowev* WXcV - 'ove «/«i 

a-trtervt<an. ^ coud do P^V 

6i) q^kiaUKQ <*W; ) , wK f i ' do yo« uwct 

Vvo^e., Jt ru*fr <VcV wkct4 yC ^ Vf 

$U. cMeqag^e- c^e- &*ny ck$j 


(*£> 


>. j*VxVv ggpiJk 

V w * r 

Jb^V <^bke -Wveg 

vvv£r fe ^ ^ vv 

zu’-bz*'™* 

30 ^^^ ,d ^I-Wvwfl ^ 

Xo Veo^n^. VVss oY ^Cttr^gV'cVV 
■ U-Xl - ' • ' , 4-tag Vvp^ld We e^sw- 

W \',K V>V n^t 

p\<La-S<AOe_ WM "- 


gf&tW ? curt 0^ try ***** -<****» a 

0L*yS\A'«^ t n W. JL i/QXV TVfWl V"€. 

One^-Hw X- dorv't XfOiS ^he-CBUf? 

vxve^ . Jnvd*.. ySf^ Vxuxt -L, 

■vV Xrt p^e -ttvotX. 4cot dc-t^'X 

XX1 vdc 1 yctt- a .. ^7^a_-Wvq vvlXh ^e. 

WvV ^ V W ml sinauv^ 

I 3 *-- ^^i ac kxtL 0LvM.qe (WV^' V 
o*' V Y 7"^ fj-^e bio pa VcW*_ £ w * Xkotcc 

\-b ^i'l K Xw\tKo-uX v'e^fccjfri., 

ejo^^AX* °^> 

TKccn^ -W aVLde^s4<a^ci j no > vv . 

( X Will *UU 'tcVUOOL by '™/^K 

cm?* XV W-,H V ,4 '<“* if®^ J°“-• 

^ ull P $4 t 2&' Ju Id hood. Yotor faWs 

«*- tfo^- W -VTS W ^ 

y^otvl C2t ex5rvup'ei4.. TVe coim^le<c o-f decjoculaV, 


«jQX-cr 


Mu* you. svecA -fcke -t««4 ? cteqf^- 

^^r4 e fc!vfs'T-t z ^f\^ 

r>^\ou% , . apr^> ^a^-trri co^felOA. £&Ov6T:HOri) 

<\M ruj* 0 (* otl wVtbm^ wKcot °J otruiwejr [ mi rtfal ' 

oe^vd cnVGX mp ^ , , 

<^o ^f\er ' £'\ d-e — uoti m *to .*' d< ^ £ c y^\ 

Kccue-' Xn..r ou. (. Kow 3^^ ipou^ewts, wKi o^ 
me&S cmu ojoulY 14-■jCXxY' \ruVg_ CO/yL f' e *~ 
be. \ a -feh£_ roJe^rR^ _ 

j\Aa (A -e-QUrc*- $~OU \) J 2^ru Vic Uoc^i cley^ — 

T'rw you^> aaoci XMerV jj®£- ^ '^ unylc 

M. w^J4- c ^ 14- qacc pv' o\Q^,^ex««jLvysc 

^K<l ' o uou-i-tr'Mu V*a(v £\ewt\ 

^3«*» <W^_ 

J^-\ ,_\. -to {T'Z- ) 


& 


tcu^ 

JVU 


yCCL ?X>^*b~ TxV-W , XV uo^ 
4^5 U ^ use ^ 

•XmaqS uxxruS / -u 

-fcfv£ rvtons- Q^e> ^ ^ 

u ^'f crjLT\ oport cither VQ • 

M beWe- 3°^- , sort^'-feK5 n& _- 

5 <M rv<dx»M _ w Ku C VvP- T i V- 

Lir?V r/ i O' 


^ru do te - 


cc/v 


*> 


Vf 


cO iu^- WhH (.h-e^w 

V-, 




ov 






t <«Y«7 3°“fo 

- m°“. 

Paqe,\v^ - 



Kou&ewV e 3 

- \\ -fceM me 



■fg CG. 



Mv* you. ^&cA -fcke -btau^K’ THU*, 4W deojr^- 
Acdb^orv- MCKx^seV^? cfxxd (xOrtffile^. pu^o.^, 

i-lao, -ms WBv ^ -W. ™ £ « U ''S 

Y»eAc*A , . ap^> wa^-trri cci^iO^L C&3U6 I ii cfc=£* On ) 

^ _ 4 _ i/nw I .* /ly% /^il «-Jl \ r~\t) tjr\ y*) \ . /»jO • a / “’/ ~^fs\ i i/-i ivtl 

<vm rue^ ( <3ru 


cmd 9 


V s . ^ . 

m£ ^ /9 i 

x \'o GscnC*' Side-'UCMjt. ”t°. ,-ri^a ck I'e.c-Boy. 

over People - W ^ 

orv *uatA . l4r ^0^ \ n^a — Cor ^f 

be. \a -bh^ ra'I-e. ^ ^H\e_ bo&z _ 

J\/\u dl-e.GU^e 9uxj \)- | 2n. Vio U oCf^i rle^ — 

T~fA. ycu^> aaod -friend q^-d -.-...( X -bfunxic 

Ve- b©«** ^ 0 Qm 

K**» f°gXSSSt,^ 

&V , 

^ CL S> ' “ .. . jl^__ 1! 'ha 4-re^, y X nx nx?t 


t ^e,acwjM^5e. 
vicxe. tv £ \ GtA/ b^ 
yeAd iomt cimrve^_ 


>u^^vt^peA^» 


• ' U ' - ' ~ ( 1 ^ H r-J2 

. . \ lo T Kcu/e rriq niqK^fc \\'€_. 

%We 1- /v J amd 


fTU ^vucjv ^ gr use - 


aq 
-fcKe 




rruar<3L 
yew 


, mwt- -kv'uyrb 

c^ apen. rJ-h^ m/o^\c\ 


Open.' 


„ e —, -rp; some *h*™_ 

- ior^eWH ^_7 w d O^.TS^ 
• A S Wl? wKodr dhe- v^xsoa ? 


s-tciP ' N0< d ;: ■ d;Ke? ^ectAO-n. ?J 

? v^- -tWS- , somethin** -Wi. 

i x ‘-Kt.ddl" hSp -ft 3^ 

^ 3°****-* “™ 

l^ eW> "V'' i ^3°^ ( ai pi'-f 1 "^ > 

O*^ a ' ,,-L uou-t\,- ( d 

, ltf ,ii ires^y <-) j2 re ; s r\ 

,^fv-v.n ' 10 wt, , 

-nte*^ o ^ e ^°fosr,e^^ 
imo'o^x 0 *’ tius-t J 4 n ae\^« ■ 

(fS3B 



lxOu-S.e.''W _C e - 

wd\ d^W 


) 



£76. ACCC 1 





To 

-£/i } nks 
otsid 


be wT 

CtbCiSJub 




QLTLqI 

w/1-sA.-e^ 
i K-ficie wav' lc/ 



iZ OG.PJ&? 


± ^ . 

2>0 M.QJUL M^?TjC_ 

1'rw wvM-b-e *t» 

, t> A ^ouj v,Wv gc^ WUl gwe vrut 
Vwi rr\M W* «W« 

^ Yt ^ kof^. ^ ^ ^ lCl M 

vt ^ "W WVt. feu± ^ 

_ wWf T- "^‘‘S. VvWv !j°^ 

X’ ^ ouafwev'e 4 p yQex _ , 

XeedL 7 X k# ^T v ~ 

l 4- ic4r\ -tke- ocn-swe^ -y<ux. WiVlgive 

wbJ^t , uru^ej^rtpUacX c/,°X 

rtwX^U •&> -tW'-talk. 

"rf 4 V.tXcli <hv *.4w«ct, ■<= 

5 o<nA.€ ctcW'C* L i ve X r&span si b\e •S'fcep 

Yttr S'- u J?«wW~l. 

w . 3?^ X?4 ’ qoa. eisoose -Vt c4scm ce 

ViU wW^ ^ wk<*£ X .we, 

tMow ? v^U J 

-v.oVA ^ yy ■ so ^ . 

^-rQvrv <*-" ^ ^ . s ^ t aa\>^ 

t v _ qW ^ J 

—fc 9 -'-^ c ^p 

- ■ OU-NT \ > A ^ • 



s 

^ ^ VVOCA -ted 


4o 


X T wotyd 

~i^\. ^J°l> u. 


4d 


|GU- 


\\Nre, 


OLfV 


Kcv^ y< 



„ '«V ^ U “ J 

fu t4 P3r ^ 


vouat 


ctgou 


„ \ 
r i 


■fchecl, -i 


44 — -W rrve ft l/vte^ast'iKigr i 





xyda. licit 'i D D ^ l^ streeL 
hti£ Earl: York, 

' / . O A 


Hufavc Mecma hqw<vmum 












My Special Angel, 

How are you? Happy I hope. As always, I miss you, but I will wait because I am patient 
and only half crazy. 

I do not mean to be intrusive and if you think I am meddling then please tell me. I will 
not be offended. I just do not want to offend you, but I do want to help. Why?. Because 
I am concerned for you, I worry for you, I want you to be happy and successful. Why? I 
believe the fates have decided to make it so. There is a current running through the 
universe affecting everything including humans. When a person’s intuition accesses that 
current, it tells him what he must do or what road to take. If he does not, then he will 
forever regret it as Eugene O’Negin did. After the happy week we spent dancing, 
walking, talking and hugging, it is clear to me that if I have any purpose left it is to help 
you. 

You seem to have 3 concerns ( now doesn’t that sound like a lawyer): 

1. obtaining your degree 

2. buying an apartment 

3 . pursuing your career 

About the degree. As I mentioned, there must be a particular person at the institute who 
can make the decision to grant you the degree. That individual may be willing to grant 
the degree, which you earned, in return for a gift. If you can find out what the gift is, I 
may be able to obtain it. Or I could visit the person and try to work out a deal. 

About the apartment and your career. As I said, I do not know about the world you work 
in and, perhaps because of that, I think it is dangerous. However, danger and risk may be 
necessary in order to pursue your career. This is usually part of any career, there are 
always risks that a person must take to succeed. But if you are taking risks or increasing 
your danger to obtain the apartment, I can lend you 15 instead of 10 and you can pay me 
back when you want. Then you can court the world for your career and know that the 
risks are worth your success. 

I know what you are saying, “Who is this crazy American? Why does he want to help 
me? What does he want from me? Well think of it this way. You gave me the card with 
the icons to protect me. I could not have given it to myself because I did not know about 
it and was not a believer. You did know about it and you are a believer and your concern 
for me caused you to do what you could in this world to protect me. Well my concern for 
you causes me to do what I can to protect you. 

Talk with you later Angel. 


Love 




^ert Hollotn-cie^ 

^062 . 19 ... 

c^a * 

^fVicfe,( \ ru>L 


r\r\lve 





\M ^ cl e cup 



w, 


ctpv( 

uJ^o UlLLlJ' tvy 'for 


'1 


m, So 


' o u jj •£ STercVoLu 

unpWct§ou^4ve&s ^tO®-cVAe\ ba7{: ^ -&4i i j 
-HlAS -tvme I- don'l have otn^ 

\ A.ect -wKo xK\s 


/~j J'.la £V\ h i Iq 

TOf yesXercWu ^m) 


u 


-MV ( ' -=» Vj ■ OV -_\, 

XWKe QaX <jaujr %U) ci lO-ruo| j X(i 

oaU US^ y 0 ^ 1 to ,5' c - W ,^rf 
-to g'u/e. 

WcM/^'V^V 0 

-Hu IrvK. 

Yg^l 


s*y vy 

So^eVocL yocurz 
-v£ X rXPLAfC-. ^~uj 

dJoGU-X Xht & 



VxoLjOpxj 


CtAxG-coX, 


Xfo ruK. X hrv. 

^Vvt g. gcbu-oe-Xvort , 

T W*& . VGtm 

vKmv ~ ^ ^KcM.e jc-o^ n-vOOcA > gfTM (e 

SrtU ai 5? *-'- l ~‘- 


Du 

J5sl A 


%i '1 wocn.4"4» ^U’ *^tv/’ bt h re 

or mA r beW - 3 o^n cba^'^t ^ 

g,oa-\ ^ aJ=*v^ ^ i 

f w ;sW Xd kgoocj ^ ^ 

X' 4p m-eeX people ^ who 

Kelp, Xo youi Xro ^e-t~ ^occr K/wk 

'Xou*> cire«rn- cwn^ Xi XVxH7X^^?f 
jtjrvj Xd be\veve <H- Xhi* . 


goO 
cLOC-fl 


£ ' 



U 9 * , 



L k l/l0 uj i T IS \J £ pJ 

dif-f(Cult yc>u.yk> 

C (Tw^xc i M> , ^ o J. 

(sj i (( keey x<?ncl ( m a 

I 0 t\ W\ d. Cj 1 . ^ 6 C 

/-<k HP fa o 

XU*Uk/k£ lyOh^^X yd t\ 

Q|r<? Cjc?k I € 4- w £ 

•pccy' -fW y^r "fatys 
+t? MtoCOU? KnJ Pk (? ^ 
+4i£Ve ip(( Ifl^K of 

X'hiht i 

^UM h £W„ 

■fioy 

feSk- <*>. '/Zf pAo 
/XyA-F.<; -^p 

T'a+fituAty f 

- "iZ&t&bC? f?#/ V PP 

c&ltO&sH <M, _V 

■' g&rs^y r& 

zro / 

s^zx&rX< Tl/' Ssr /zjs 

Ue*/q**v rf ?/ rx^a^. %esj£ 




l-t 22&^£=^1 (X <a (( ^ u ^4 4 ^j>m ^ V^*- p <- K d'Vj 

)\X// ^ i /L ^- 4 1, ‘^ ~S 0 \_ t^Vl (-cl cj t '-) 6/U-A 


JK 






\JULQs 2 P ^/CJtCAcU: ( ''f (ud \3 
O' ' \ I 

VJ-AJI J €t\ d . TL^w uAtfn \- 0 p~4?H ) (pa=^ yd'U (( 

Crxvjt - (^rTXT) d i cLfi-dL - trttj ^4 , 1^ \j(TUS[ 

v-Il i (JV\ tK <? <X tv d Ia^> 4 I < 4 " / 'Ha ■€ v\ 


r* < 

[\/\ 0~£j 4 0 ^ ^ V Lo 

pi 6 ca X 6 V*v o ire ^ i C ^U.\Ast -<S»V ycrus l jpj;^l A. ttu^7 

yc-"U kirire tty 

L o ^°7 

£, ux a*k. 


V- /^ fly f&L/ CficyFfc 


l^US A^<"? ' Jf 


14 




^7 


J 


/ 




d? 'V^y 


‘'(p0-A ..£60*toS> lOl/O OyOr 

a<Ut<63 f # #<? Ao l£<w &*'C/t.-Uc3, 


/-u s^6 /C, 


is* - of". 


f 



U A A 


v A, 


AnaeiHaly 




\ ~Hld oOO\rA ■£ Q "f~ Cl 
cc I i&xc i c y\v\ er/ccu\ ^oc (c- & 
(luid IZoU L( JA'f- u 

ju,<4- \ike 1 \&u/€h h-etne 
Jl ^f(^ar€ 

Lkd cut s^oiel ~hi^cod 
4v k<? ime. And t( 
r (out you. L-do > dkijef 
\c*Jay ; M.y Ay\C^el 
<-C o co(iAn ujdi you be he^e^ 
Lout and Kdses 

^vf 

C*cJ<A. Id 




/• 

- r‘ . & *t‘ -* s *- 




V?<?) Jvb-sfz 

J ■''<*<’. Ad***-/ rk.eA. 
v i *><' ^C *'&AefL /„ 

2 - ***** - Me T/f*oc<?« ^ •'• 

r . / - /<*• /iC 

-'^'V i ?... % 3 . x 

Z°**e rtP ^ t? s 4 A. 7- -< -*** 

- Sj* r7y? . %&■ -44 - - ' * 


/r/4 



Kh (P f y 





%/ld 

10 k em. y j\x- 1 ~fiva 4-tn^_ _L -G? (4 ^ ut> „ ^ 

i 0 / 

yH&L^ ~Wv^Ln | 6L&\ ~{~tt*t&. G4 i (( !/\a^ y [C^\JlI l^^XC 

\\AUrecu£ wiA e very j-itne- yooL \ea\XL ? . 

2/V 

[^(fu\^ (3c c(&n£<? r / <a <2. cUi iv\ u^x *4- 4 £ \jGir~y 

diWoct4\ ' 0 tu^oy^ clotty Xome-Uit*^ iooi 
■U Wee crt^tUM 4 W cfei** W 

WtA^+li Wcta -fW ^** 44 ^ W-M(e crtfi^X a^cl 
l^vi oit d- wdi -Mv*c-w jm. 02 4 -p <?> r (€ v A U i! 

L(i&^Ar cnc& .saii- "XI+ u n,^4 4Ae. ert uWo 
C t) ca 4 Wt <Wu<? AcureX 4* fp <-£ /"X 

v Ku CW)drea>A. ^ (i WJ( ^ fe*f(e cj^> 

OjCU^ m 'bk&lr' dir-eCL^ i> eCa^AG- o 

d ixa^j> ^rov-td . 

d u n*l\ i- c 6 M_ld pr^ieci you. Wc^ cl(( We 

ictfflW o'f fW toar^WaM Wen M<ru. u?ouU 

, r, ., W < * / 


A 


yi ever ^ 


r<W do pj om. r -(W ll poGn4fu( . 


o/l I TLii>\hir\<\ <?~f 


L( 


.1 


j, k o tv <? r 


yj O' l JQ<jL L^V.l\£ 

4- 44v\TU td- \4 ^r i 6\^ 1 X he &ia dl ^ 6'VC (X\Jl lv\£ . 

pa^t Lie . 


JLs -\L*A 







to wnc 



, J_ otf VL vf^. j> (t/^yAji 

Lpru. (/iinJiA \kqm>- l^ ^ 7 y\^ ^ise 

T~a^ oJ^^o ^£^Jt 


kt tAK A? 



fucT 

tdbuiA^ 


CkAdL /W? 


JLJAfisJdzA 




C\*( Cot 



IS 


^cua ±&a^p > 
l~ ]k>L j . 

£~> j{^ iS rktk&l ~-l tfsusx LjaJL &*/)• V 



^'4X\X &*-#- 

a 



~d^viA !AaJ> l™ Cj7lAs^ds\*y T2 
^L ^Jc tA^A^eJL /3L &TmJ{ O^Tk eJiijuk'4^\xtt A -tb 

4 Ol OL^aQ J\j$Q A 




tA&u c^o j ju>&\ tyy.nA c i p IT urJL ft 

~lj n nxjjL'Jb LeXe. Ctrl ua Lh uM) Ac) 
yhri A_ . UJKoAju^ iA XuA^ ptr- LjC - j 
k&xA,’! hs'utlc Za . TW Drf a^jLA u rtLL ft^e\ 
~ f f)l/' W(AA ^ _ 

A aJUL- UL juhJL — 4>-. uzzuJ, cn 


) 



j^nx_ 0'-&^-pu) L ^pcn,iy\ Avt^' . ~jj Sn^ dc 


LX^j 

'S \J v 

^0 SeX sjjj Ited&fcdk Ctx^tuk^cv^^csx < 2 / vy <4 unJlP __ 

J-kJL ‘-I- ddd IlI k{yv\ ^ 







y® 






(r^» yuLi 



//l 'J£jl ~f'^ r ux.c^vn A'leL'/r-fi?(ji^d 

ai^cf J~ u. -i if 


A 


U _ _ J La^ S . Cil^. c/ 

A 'h ^0\L -JV^L? olfr^Jy -ZC . 


LrAf 





. * 

—c/ck H lo^ir 4 \w ldM r / 

Cilir(P<y \yf tt^ &f \c*»jp . T&* jJLa^^ /X< 

'Ca/d U^L'h 4#-^ . X 4-6^ L&jvy^t 

^mtvu jua^ \mLt^.<l^S^i / 

^ 714^ Iju^J) 

4vu^j^ m . H? X (co ~ 

^ ^(m>4V4 . TLe-v Ijlw& 


tJx^ / kjP 
/vjL^t^v ~f 4 /^l ^ 


' ^ Yf T ' 

y-c"U. ( snrJ^d <« ~ft1 3 p*MC* 

/ j M ^ /i . N > fJ\ ^ j» . f y*5 i 

kfe (m^V - 

e ~TXah 


/ 


Kueu^i ^ tV’oft'U/ — JKa^ (\HtLAyf- U^> !c( . J urmy^\4t(( 

t j[ _/? ~"-»— 4 / iii *^*v / 


V sy 

CW'flOigcl K£ -1 CUn ^ UAJLoL#‘J 

1 */ , . r » '*^Z" 

Iii 



-•^VJ. rioj ACmMl TT- , 

i-j J6u^c (ilu Atft.c/ ik&ot t>. 

ALish ^ifXL ^ Z Z W ? ' v ^ ^ (5^u^A- tr/^A 

cX-rtt/irt 4o iniuw Xcy^-ft. ~ ~sl^> ■ SWA ' 


^V/ r ’ v . 

Xo( XcU l 4 i4Ic«.w k*ur M-ws* 


J 


i m vOvrr<sj 


\ 

^ TwcX ~ b^ - ^Trl - 

X yjc\^ t^Ctj Qa^cI X l ,OA$M &~€j(LlnA 

\lA X s cviK tXp W~yA- X4 ^u? aii^J 

4o etc <>fcw4Lc-v^ A^^ynd (Ms cl dcM^l/LfU^ 44 

/vv^vuCa-^ 4 0 'cM r ~ lx - OCXyvx L c^tc-7 X^^o/ 



, . w ^c r ~u. CCtsvx b c'U-^j 

— CeJLU m 2.) Collect iX 


0/7 



Oj ( 



P'Utf’ ‘ Wfo ^73\C\ 




^cC-JC 

Co <g 

5 - r “ £ F 

l/Q 


■r> 


5 

s> ■, 

}-' ^ ' Q - ' 

_u-X>O 'u-,r\^ .Ir-O 


■iT 


o. 


rJ 


H; 


K) 


1 ,-> 

' 0~~ 


*»l 

i 




jti'fltiflOl'MAWi, '(///(/ 


sn 







O 

pUx> ~n0& ^j-l 

ooJL ix/p mo^cj 

TToh 

" r 

c 



c^Aooij ^ ,' L ^ r ^> 

p-Pr ' ^ 1 M> I 


iinmH'j{| - imaMiiqq. ° - ®im(M 3 = $®dnn^ 


fct- 3 












22 September 


READ THIS LETTER FIRST 


Hi My Delicious Angel (well I guess I do not know that yet but I can dream), 

I am so happy that you are alright. 

I have enclosed the two letters I wrote you before we talked on the telephone. Perhaps I 
went a little, okay a lot crazy, but you can see how worried I was that I would not see you 
again or worst that you needed help. I could not bear imagining you in danger and I was 
not there to help, so I started to organize a rescue mission. I contacted people I know 
who in turn know people who can help in any situation. I would lay awake at night 
putting together contingency plans for my going to Mexico with the right back up to help 
you out. After talking to you, however, I now believe you are safe But if I am wrong tell 
me and I will be there as soon as I can get a flight. In the meantime I can contact people 
in Mexico City who can provide you with assistance. In fact Kroll has an office there. Its 
number is 282 2882, at Andres Bello 10, piso 6, Col. Polanco. Just tell them you are a 
friend of the Manager of the Moscow Office and give them my name. They will be 
willing to help. 

It must be very difficult and scary for you to have to go to Mexico to make money for 
your mother’s apartment. I cannot say I have ever been in a situation like that. I wonder 
how I would handle it, probably not as well as you. I am sorry if the two enclosed letters 
seem rather selfish in light of what you are going threw. You are struggling to survive 
while I complain about the bad breaks I believe I had in life. While not rich, I cannot say 
that I ever had to worry about survival on the contrary I often questioned its value, 
perhaps that explains the short line on my palm. Anyway, between the two of us, you are 
clearly in the more difficult situation. I want to tell you that I am on your side and will 
back you in whatever you do—as long as you do not say goodbye to me. 

Now I will wait for you and not kiss any ladies until I see you again, I will be patient and 
try not to go crazy anymore. 

Can I send you flowers or would that call attention to you? I move into a different 
apartment tomorrow. It is on the opposite side of Kutuzovsky near the metro. It is not 
as big or as nice and more expensive, but that is the market. When I was looking, the 
agents could not understand why I wanted to live in the same area. It is of course, 
because when I walk in the victory park, it reminds me of you. 

Be safe Angel, my new home number is 249 2325. 

Much Love Roy 

S.W.A.K. (what does this mean) 



My Far Away Angel, 

I hope your are safe and no harm, either physical or psychological, is happening to you. I 
am beginning to slowly understand why you stayed, assuming you are staying of your 
own free will. I may be wrong, but I think you did not believe much of what I said. You 
are not the only one. All my life people did not believe much of what I said. Do you 
know who Cassandra was? The same happened to her. 

So Angel where have you taken my heart? Mexico is a big country. Will you throw my 
heart into the garbage or will you keep it safe and unbroken? Will my stolen heart 
continue to beat in the hope of seeing you again or turn hard and cold from hopelessness. 
What will it be Angel? Will you follow your heart now that you have mine? (Twenty 
years from now remember that I asked that question.) Am I in your heart, if I am then 
ask me to wait. You once asked that of me and I waited. Perhaps you meant I should 
wait until you came back from Mexico at the end of the year. I will keep waiting if that 
is what your heart wants. Your heart Angel not your head. Don’t let your logic make the 
decision because it will be the wrong decision, which you will not realize is wrong for 
decades. Let your heart tell you, then it will be right. That’s just the way the universe 
works. It is in all the quantum mechanics books—your favorite subject: physics. That’s 
somewhat of a joke, but also very close to the truth. 

You once said you thought our meeting was meant to be because of all the events that 
had to occur for us to actually run into each other. I hope you still believe that. There’s a 
path for everyone, some call it a first best destiny; when you are on that path, doors open 
where you never logically thought they could. I hope you wouldn’t throw this door 
away. 

Telephone me. Tell the operator to make a collect station to station call to my office. If I 
am not here leave a message. They all know how I feel about you. The numbers again 
095 280 8810, 095 280 9929, 095 743 1350. If they are busy try again. I will be moving 
to another apartment soon so that number is not good for calling—am I sounding like you 
now. 

You cannot imagine how much I miss and worry about you. 


Love Roy 
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July 2000 Postcard to Valdimir 2 from St. Petersburg who sells jewelry with whom 
she had an affair in Krasnodar in June 2000, pp 44, 45 Diary Certified Translation 

Translation 

Good luck, peace, love and all the kindness to you. 

Hello Valodya, 

This is Angelina. How are you? I am okay. It was really difficult to come here. It turns 
out that my boss found out information about me from MVD and FSB. And now he 
watches me. I began to work. It is interesting. I like it a lot. I work about eight hours a 
day. (I dance.) It is interesting to meet new people, to learn about different places. 

I think a lot about you and I miss you and it was great that we could understand each 
other. Do me a huge, huge favor, please, don’t tell anybody, anybody, that I am here—no 
way. Only my mum knows about it and now you. 


I kiss you, I embrace you, I miss you. 
[Four kisses are plastered on the card.] 
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Alina Alexandrovna Shipillina's Work Record at Flash Dancers for 2000 

Ms. Shipilina worked everyday without an "Off. Days without figures mean amounts she earned 


on those days are unknown. 


Date Day 

Profit 

Dollars 

Gross 

Dollars 

Dances 

16-Jul Sun 


400 

540 

27 

17-Jul Mon 


540 

680 

34 

18-Jul Tu 


520 

660 

33 

19-Jul Wed 


650 

790 

39 

20-Jul Th 


400 

540 

27 

21-Jul Fri 


610 

750 

38 

22-Jul Sat 


660 

800 

40 

23-Jul Sun 


250 

390 

20 

24-Jul Mon 


510 

650 

33 

25-Jul Tu 


680 

820 

41 

26- Jul Wed 

27- Jul Th 

Off 

640 

780 

39 

28-Jul Fri 


550 

690 

34 

29- Jul Sat 

30- Jul Sun 

31-Jul Mon 

Off 




1-Aug Tu 

2-Aug Wed 


500 

640 

32 

3-Aug Th 


410 

550 

27 

4-Aug Fri 


760 

900 

45 

5- Aug Sat 

6- Aug Sun 

Off 

400 

540 

27 

7-Aug Mon 


100 

240 

12 

8-Aug Tu 


280 

420 

21 

9-Aug Wed 


300 

440 

22 

10- Aug Th 

11- Aug Fri 

12- Aug Sat 

13- Aug Sun 

14-Aug Mon 


760 

900 

45 

15- Aug Tu 

16- Aug Wed 

17- Aug Th 

Off 

Off 

760 

900 

45 

18-Aug Fri 

19-Aug Sat 


500 

640 

32 

20-Aug Sun 

21-Aug Mon 


760 

900 

45 

22- Aug Tu 

23- Aug Wed 

Off 

500 

640 

32 

24-Aug Th 


690 

830 

41 

25-Aug Fri 


510 

650 

32 

26-Aug Sat 


610 

750 

37 

27- Aug Sun 

28- Aug Mon 

Off 

300 

440 

22 

29-Aug Tu 


520 

660 

33 



30-Aug Wed 

550 

690 

34 

31-Aug Th 

660 

800 

40 

1-Sep Fri 

500 

640 

32 

2-Sep Sat 

Off 



3-Sep Sun 

360 

500 

25 

4-Sep Mon 

60 

200 

10 


5- Sep Tu 

6- Sep Wed Off 

9- Sep to 9/29 Vacation 

9-Oct Mon 

10- Oct Tu 

11- Oct Wed 

12- Oct Th 

13- Oct Fri 

14- Oct Sat 


15- Oct Sun 

16- Oct Mon 

Off 




17-Oct Tu 

Off 




18- Oct Wed 

19- Oct Th 

Off 

620 

760 

38 

20-Oct Fri 


560 

700 

35 

21-Oct Sat 


500 

640 

32 

22- Oct Sun 

23- Oct Mon 

24- Oct Tu 

Off 

550 

690 

34 

25- Oct Wed 

26- Oct Th 

Off 

590 

730 

36 

27- Oct Fri 

28- Oct Sat 

29- Oct Sun 

30- Oct Mon 

Off 

550 

690 

34 

31-Oct Tu 


400 

540 

27 


1- Nov Wed Off 

2- Nov Th 

3- Nov Fri 

4- Nov Sat Off 

5- Nov Sun 

6- Nov Mon 

7- Nov Tu 

8- Nov Wed 


9-Nov Th Off 

10- Nov Fri Off 

11- Nov Sat Off 

12- Nov Sun 

13- Nov Mon Off 

14- Nov Tu 

15- Nov Wed 

16- Nov Th Off 

17- Nov Fri 

18- Nov Sat 

19- Nov Sun 



Mon 

21- Nov Tu 

22- Nov Wed 

23- Nov Th 

24- Nov Fri 

Off 

25- Nov Sat 

26- Nov Sun 

Off 

27- Nov Mon 

28- Nov Tu 

29- Nov Wed 

30- Nov Th 

1-Dec Fri 

Off 

2- Dec Sat 

3- Dec Sun 

4- Dec Mon 

5- Dec Tu 

Off 

6- Dec Wed 

7- Dec Th 

8- Dec Fri 

Off 

9-Dec Sat 
10-Dec Sun 

Off 

12/11 to 12/23 

Probably worked 10 days 

12/24 to 1/18/01 

Off Vacation in Russia 

Total for Sample 

20,890 26,350 

Average Daily Net 

$535 

Average Daily Gross 

$675 
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Club Reviews by Dancers 
New York/New Jersey 

Designed on January 25, 2001 


Club 

Address 

EM 

Take 

Home 

StageFees / 
Payout 

Phone 

Number 

Comments 

Blue Moon 

588 Route 9 W 

North Newburgh, NY 


S300 

• 

(914) 

561- 

6060 

• 

Flashdancers 

1674 Broadway 

New York, NY 

topless 

$500 

$150 per 

1/2 hour 
champagne 
room. $100 
tipout 

(212) 

977- 

8160 

very cutthroat 
atmosphere, 
money can be 
fantastic or 
terrible, very 
little contact 
allowed, some 
high rollers, 
only hires 9s 
and 10s and 
treats all 
dancers like 
meat too. 

Classy 

features. 

Goldfingers 

92-72 Queens Blvd 

Forest Hills, NY 

topless 

S400 

$20 laps, 

VIP laps 
$20/20 min. 
tip outs at 
least $15 

DJ/ $21 
House Mom 

(718) 

896- 

4676 

was shut down 
a couple times, 
dancing area is 
small because 
of zoning laws, 
neighborhood 
bar and the 
manager gets 
drunk and acts 
like a dick. 
There's no 
fines so if you 
come late or 
no show all the 
time, unless 
you're a big 
moneymaker, 
they'll probably 
get fed-up and 
fire you. 


http://stripperpower.com/ny_strippcr_reviews.shtml 


4/30/02 
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Legz Diamonds 

vv. t>4tn st. 

New York. NY 

nuoe 

5>0UU 

5>15U per 

1/2 hour 
private 
dances, 
tipout $50 

(zrz) 

977- 

3200 

tense 

atmosphere, 
good money if 
you don't mind 
grinding and 
hands-on (like 
S800), will hire 
7s and 8s and 
treats all 
dancers like 
meat. Sleazy 
features. You 
have to split 
50%of what 
you make 

Paradise 

50 W 33 St. 

New York, NY 

nude 

S800 

SI 50 per 

1/2 hour 
private 
dances, 
tipout S50 

(212) 

629- 

0060 

in the heart of 
mid town, very 
upscale club, 
limos crowd, 
fantasy rooms, 
booths, and 

S&M room 

Pleasure Island 

78 Route 59 

Monsey, NY 

nude 

SI 000 

Minimum 

tipout 

(914) 

425- 

6203 

name your own 
price private 
dances, 
grinding and 
heavy hands- 
on. will hire 7s 
and 8s. 
management 
and dancers 
have real 
'tudes! 

Scores 

333 East 60th St. 

NY 10021 

topless 

S1000 


(212) 

421- 

6977 

• 

Stiletto 

180 Route 59 

West Nanuet, NY 

• 

• 


(914) 

624- 

6900 

• 

Wiggles 

96-24 Queens Blvd. 
Queens, NY 

nude 

S300 

S20/lap min 
tipout S25 

(718) 

897- 

4606 

some contact 
allowed, 
friendly 
atmosphere 
decent money, 
will hire 7s and 
8s and treats 
10s like gold. 
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Michael 

Director of Investigations 
TACTICS Private Investigators © 


View Interaction History 

Your Next Step (see options below) 

* View Invoice 

An invoice has arrived. It's time to pay and rate this Expert. 

View invoice j 

l Note: If you do not choose to view and pay, we will charge your credit card two weeks from the date 
of invoice. 


Interaction History 


From: TACTICS Private Investigations 
Date: JUL 31 2000 10:31 

We were unable to gain the complete account information on this number but our effort did reflect a mailing 
address: 

P.O. Box 8643 
Brooklyn, NY 11217 


This is either a pager or cellular telephone which is being "pre-paid" and not displayed on normal telephone 
billings systems. Our office is experiencing an increased number of these type of accounts where cellular 
and paging services are allowing people to use pre-paid calling cards or pay on the account upfront, 
thereby not requiring the standard identification information such as: credit checks, name, birth date, "real" 
addresses, or social security number. 

Now we made several attempts to contact this person as well and received numerous call backs but they 
never would leave a message or identify who they are. It is our opinion this person is most certainly "hiding" 
something but it is unclear as to the reasons for doing so. If there is a possibility anyone in your home 
could be involved with illegal gambling (bookie), drugs, or other unlawful activities, that would explain the 
secrecy involved here. If this persists, consider the following: 

1. Contact your local police department and file a complaint for telephone harrassment. Make sure to get a 
case number. 

2. Contact your local telephone service and ask for them to place a "trap" on your line for a couple of 
weeks or so. They will most likely need the police case number to do this. 

3. During the following couple of weeks, keep detailed notes on exactly when this person calls you or 
shows up on your caller ID. (By the way, if you don't have caller ID get it) The telephone company will need 
the times of those calls so they can try to trace them back through their system to find a point of origin. 

Once in place, call the number and see if this person will call you back. 

If there are other family members who "could" be involved in the illegal activities identified above, you need 
to sit down and ask them about it. Having a bookie, drug dealer, or whatever, contacting your home is not a 
good idea for the safety of the family. There is also the possibility the communications could be for other 
reasons or have begun through contacts over the Internet such as a "relationship" being developed or 
efforts by someone to speak with children in the home. Anyway, really evaluate these possibilities and try to 
get everyone there to be completely open and honest with you. Someone at your home, using your 
telephone, has some idea about this person otherwise there would be no reason for several calls to have 
been generated to this number. I would also start monitoring any computer activity inside the home as this 
could also present "clues" as to what has been happening. 

I have only billed you for the exact cost to our company for the search because we were unable to fullly 
develop the account information as first anticipated. I do hope it has been useful and that you will follow 


http://cgi.exp.com/reqauth/user_view_answer.cgi7int _id=337090&next_step=10 


7/31/00 
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Take care and thank you for using Exp.com! 

Michael 

Director of Investigations 
TACTICS Private Investigators © 

From: rdhhh 

Date: JUL 31 2000 09:41 

1. The number was called a number of times from my home telephone. 

2. The person at the number has not contacted me. 

3. I called the number and spoke to a gentleman who would not give me his name. 

4. No 

From: TACTICS Private Investigations 
Date: JUL 30 2000 20:02 

We have some information but need for you to respond to a few questions first: 

1. When was the first time you received a call from this number? 

2. How often have they contacted you? 

3. Have you ever spoken with an "actual" person or always reach a voice mail system? 

4. Do you have any really important creditors that could be trying to collect a bill? 

Thanks and look forward to hearing back from you. 

M. 

From: TACTICS Private Investigations 
Date: JUL 25 2000 21:43 

So far that has checked out to be a cellular telephone number out of Brooklyn, New York. Give us a day or 
so to see what we can dig up. Take care. 

From: rdhhh 

Date: JUL 25 2000 20:53 

I agree to the proposed price. Please go ahead and determine the listing for (917) 302-5742 

From: TACTICS Private Investigations 
Date: JUL 23 2000 17:39 

Before you pay for us to do this, try a very comprehensive search over the Internet using a free software 
program at: 

http://www.copernic.com 

We have found that if you search under the phone number like this (917) 302-5742 it just might turn 
something up. Our investigators have found a few this way when other methods do not work. If that is not 
productive, we can conduct an effort to locate the owner of that number for the flat fee below. May take a 
few days but we have pretty successful results. 


http://cgi.exp.com/reqauth/user_view_answer.cgi?int_id=337090&next_step=10 


7/31/00 
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Various Photos of Angelina and Roy 

(Approximate Chronological Order) 
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Affidavits from residents of Krasnodar about Angelina working as a prostitute before she swore to I.N.S. that she 

didn't. 


f 

Konna> 

B CayatGy OttMipauHii ii I larypa.iirmiuni CUIA 


X,. __ , MUCWUSta HJKI>n|JT • 

auiunnuii [IOC YU/1 3nrauuioro onpyi a r.Kpocnajuipa I9.0S.3000, iipotannaiouina no 
wpecy f.Kpautonap, y« xn.2, aiuxnn UlMiiiunmy Amiiiy Anexcannpomny 

c 1997r. xax ojmy in woacjieil uocR npnereneiiMuu Uacicixcaoll Anacncini - jnpcxropa 
wwa uaiu caocfl uuu Tnxanxi Baciuixcaoti (maximal c I99jr). S noccmanu nee 
Acuoncrpatpm noanaa nx nmncxuiifl, thwim oOpuxw, « -ineto oGuianace • mu xpyry m 
xnann jicicmTOMiio mimno HI«4x>puau>Mi o kanotoit uimcxcnuiMoc. 

C 1996 no 2001 nu a paGenaiin e pcviopanc locrwmuu HirsypiacT 
utuiiiiiticipnTOfxau HJiiiiMitiina Annua n co nanpyrn Jlcna m Oita 'ttou nporvaitaamicx 
oomc raeimmiM- Oim Gyananxiio nc jwuuii npoctonn nnocipaniMM U pccropan oim 
aaxuaiuin ywe c wmcinaun turn ojuihm kjiucmiom tia tpunx 

llo noaojy noiicficniu n aieinofi aunim ncitoncx a neonnoicpniiio oGuuiaaex c 
Aiuunaaicll BacMitxcaoft. m ono lie yttMamuxtcx npoiKxa,xau«cuy, m xax caua ktnoro pjj 
intaena iu c pninuuu uymnnnuni Hocra roaopnaa: «Hu Gcenunc-jito acjiurx xamie-TO 
uiicnniiin no rioaony MX miMnoii xinioi. ran ui ohm, a n ■lacnxxnii UJitiin.iiiiin Aaina, 
cnataiiu c lopojtcmiM xpiixtiiiuuiMiuM unpim. H uncCu ik voicaocx cTOnanytxca c inunw. 
Anmiy Macro mutcnn a xounmniM rpyuuia no luioini PeiL llo cnoanu MinypMCtoecxnx 
aaaxnnux npocnrtyioa, on Gun cyrcncpoM jkuksux yniisnux acaynicx c yn.Kpaenotl. 

Korna TaxMc npoennyiKM can Ammo, Ona n Jletia naaaaajincx cnmt a pocropaiux n 
Gapox nx-tiniMuu Jlinypncr. in npocro aunnmaanM, auronuiM, nnorua c 
pyKonpnmiiacniou (wecntue roCTamniiiuc npocniryTan) na ymniy. 

ICax-TO O.TIIO npcua acnoaan ne noaoaaiiiicx Dome Minypncra Xojiujim cnyxn, no 
aecx npociirryroa. aoiopuc ciniuaiOfcn na yjiMttc Kpacnofi, xiopann iu itpottmcuorp n 
acti.vicnaiKcp. Kax oxn-ianocx ntnixc Amuia II lliuu ycxnan poGorarx na Kimp a acnaGpe 
199 Sr. 

I to xax mi ciponiio I liua ucpny.taci, a Kpncncuiiip noetic tuiyx juicfl paGoru. 

Koiaa a npiuiuia a aivnreiau x (lacxc. a acipcnuia ran Iliuaiu, n tnia paccxnruua o 
TOM, mto paGora ctuuana c npoennytuicil. it >rto Amnu cornaennaex in inxyio paGoty 

Bexopc a yanoiia. -no Amnia UJiniMiitMia nouiaxoMunnca, c auc|MixaiiiK*i no imctni 
Hon n cu6npactca nufmi la ncio mwyac D uapro 2000r. eim Mpentcipnponanu Gpax. llo 
Amnia cpniy ik yexana c ibim, a Oct annex a Kpociioaapc. npnGuiMtincauio noinojut om 


emc naxouuuiacx a ropoac n cvtccrocnuo oiu e poanuun MyatmiiioMii aaxoaiuia a 
HatypiicT. to cctx npoaojiauaa Gynyxii xaMyaaro oxajuaarx inirauiiuK yenym xa aenimi. 
3mn. mto Anitna m cc uan. Hnccca caaianu e mphiukixh.iimmii CTpyKiypaun, 


iipotny xpoumrx nfniy can 


IK>/V1HCb> 


la^evereniKi 


iiiCxii.x noxaxuuin. 


r. Kpacnonap, tuuuuarx ainpoc anpeju, aac lucxm aiupoto ituu. 


H, Mopoton /IIO., txnapnyc r,Kpacno,vi|Xi, IM>. coMncicaxentyio navniiniocte 
notinnen nmuio aauniuciica xo one Saxyuxtilk I jienxi Uk'xxjinaoiuiu, innecnull Mini xax 
HUMP, yKUMHiKC a tiacTOauacM noxyticirrc. no.iuncaaiaoe cro a iiocm iipMCyrcraini ii 
lunacaiatuiiki oG|«acu mnnacpjsiiiiiijec oi|>opu ictuto iineroxnicioaoxyMenia. 
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To Ihc US Immigration and Namrali/aliuo Service 

Mc . bolder of (he passport 

issued by I'VS of the Ministry of Foreign Adairs of Ihe Wcslcm District of die City of Kras¬ 
nodar on May 19. 2000. living to lire address. City of Krasnodar. :l. 36. apt 2. have been 

acquainted with Shipilina Alina Aksaiidrwvnn soiree 1997. Pul iinte she was one ol lire phototnodeh of tny 
friend Anastasiya Vasilyev* - director of Ihe Faaltion House belonging lo her mother Tatyana Vasilyeva 
(we are acquainted since 1993). I zltcnJed all ptocnlatsoivs of llreir collections. so I frequently communi¬ 
cated in Ibis eirek and Knew a lot about each of tire models 

l-tom 1996 to 2001 I held worked at Ihc manager of the lutounsi hotel restaurant. Alma Shipilina and 
her girlfriends Lena and Olga have froqocnily walked near tire hotel. They literally pursued foreigners. Ihcy 
went lo the restaurant already with the clients or one client for Ihc three of then*. 

I lathed a few times with Anastasiya Vasilyeva on the behavior and personal life of the girls, and she was 
not surprised to hear me. because sire Iterscd had many tunes seen these girls with difl'creiil men Anastasiya 
said: It is useless lo speak to them about their personal life, because they, and Shipilina Alina in particular, 
are linked to die city criminal work), and I would not like lo confront them". Alma was frequently seen i.i 
the company of the Georgian man called Rcy. According to the currency prmdilulcs who worked in Ihc 
tnlourist Isutcl. lie was tlse ponce of Ihc cheap street girls from Krasnaya street 

When such prostitutes ns Alina. Olga and Una cainc by themselves in Ihc restaurants and bars of the 
Intourist hotel, local hotel prostitutes simply pushed them out in the street, sometimes w illi blows 

For some lime Ihc girls did not appear near lire Intmirist hotel. There wore ruasors dial all prostitutes 
which worked in die Krasnaya street were token for professional medical csaminalion lo die vcivcrologic 
prophylactic centre. As it turned out later Alina and Nadya leaved in December I99S to work in Cyprus. 

Hut strangely enough Nadya has returned to Krasnodar after two days of work. 

When I came lo Anastasiya’s agency. I have met there Nadya, and she lass hsld me dial die work was 
connected w illi prostitution, and that Alina had agreed to such wotk. 

Soon I have learned that Alina Shipilina has acquainted with an American called Roy and dial siia was 
going to marry him. In Mafcll 2000 llicy have registered llieir marriage- Uul Alina did not go with him at 
once." I nit lias stayed m Krasnodar. She stayed in tlw eit) for apprmnmately luiir-y ear and naturally sire came 
wills different men lo Ihe Inlourisl. Ihal is. she continued lo render scuual services for money. 

Knowing dial Alina and her mother Inessa are connected with criminals. I ask you lo keep die secrecy of 
ictaimiiny. 

SIGNATURE: (Signature) 

City of Krasnodar, the Twenty Second of April of the Year Two Thousand nnd Second. 

Me, Muruzov D.Yu.. Ihc notary of lire City of Krasnodar, witness Ihc authenticity or the signature or 
/akuiitskayn Glcna Vyacheslavovna, known to me as the person indicated in the present document, vvlvo 
signed it in my presence and who had properly confirmed drawing up or the prevent document. 

Included in lire Register under Mt -1139 
Collected- Article 22 of Ihc Basies. 

Notary |Srgnalnre| 

(Impress of lire seal oflhcnolaiy Morozov Dnnliy Yurycvicli| 

Al’OSTH.Ui 

(Convention dc la I lays- du S octobre I Wit) 

1. Kussiim Federation 

This |iubtic document lavs been signed by 

2, Moioaiv l)Y. 3. acting in the capacity of: notary public of the city of Krasnodar 

9. hears Ihc seal/stamp of die notary public Morozov D.Y. 

Certified 

S. in die city of Krasnodar 6 On April 23,2002 

7 Ity Sltcvlsova I F . I ending Specialist on Notary Sets ices of die Main Administration of Justice 
g No 601 9 . Scal/Slamp | Impress of die seal or Ihc Main Administration or the Ministry of 

Justice of llie Russian Federal ion for K rnuiixlnr Aren| 

ID. Signature: |Signalure| 

" WCb] 
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«a ilaajuw»fc ipcrvcro Mai ;iac iucimii iroporo roa.v JJ. Mockuacnko Heap* 
iiorapiiyc I l>uiKtHKKoro paitona MockobckoM o6;iacni. cilucTCJlkCTiym 
no.limcH. CJCJiaHlIott ncpcBOJHHKOU CV«iivi->hj ir ApxaOuen OM.lmrue.ti 

JjpcincrpiipoMiio s poccipe u >'s c f- 
Buickimo no npiufiy: on. 


MockaiiCHio H B 


Been* npouinypoKuio, 
npoHyMcposano 
u.icTH>moli ncNaiuo 
2 lan) iincTa 


Horapnyc _ 

npr^Tcy 
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Konm 

U Cnyx6y 3>ntrpauiui n Harypamijauioi C1IIA 


j|,__ iiMCiouiaj uacrn>|ri 

au.iaimwM yrifl [Jocrowioio oapyta rHooopocciulcu Kpacnomopcicoro apaa 
lUII.WIr, npowiinaaouiiia no nAp«y; KpocnaupcntN «|au, r.lluoopocciiflcat, 
' 1, maio Ulitmumny Axmiy A.«acuupoa»iy e I99*r. Jl MlwcattCfc im 
1xnroTot11iTC.11.nwc icypcu * Ky&iiicKMfi rocy.Mpcraciinufl yiiiuepcifnrr. Oo opcM« y>ic6u 
■ noccinaaa uicflininr n ctcn D uiyOc Tom Mimuaiinck uancxcHiuiiuu Aiucincini 

llacM.iucaoli: I lai.mu n Kara, ixxapym Aauiiu. Toiaa > yiiuuu o row, tto Ajiiiiu oGuucnca 
c MiiocTpanuaMM, MpaCaruiua, taoiu ofipnou, jkmu'h, oktumhaj ycJiyni mmuuioro 
xapmncpa. Tapi«}»u Guam inuccniu tic TontKO ainiam, oran.ioaiouinM ycayni. no m awuam 
oCutaioiUHMca « ndl Ohk nccKonuco poj oueaaown no Ktinp no paGorc a kji ><5 «3iiroca. 11 
ncaa6|« I 998 - ainiopc 1999 np Aahiu awcmami iu Knnp lx iio.ypyia 1 laxa hocac myx 
nncil |m6oiu aopnynuca. a Kpoau.jcip, raa ana nonajia mio paGoia caaiwia c npocnnyimcii. 
buw> opcMB. Korju Ajiima Gum catiana c xpocnajwpciciiM cryncHiuu. ipynilWM I*c«m. Oil 
hucji Anmiy n -iiicjic nocrnaxBcuux Jicnyiucn- 3uivv, iioinaxuMHniinici c aucpumiwcM 
Foot, autmu an ncto umyx. ocoioi) 20Q0r. no noc.it cmcuGu ocranoca a Kpacncuupc 
npojociwaiv jocAO. Annua noaicianaa. ao wnonix mcctox ropann. lo ccrv Gyay>ni «*iy*cn 
ocx tthobcc uimuanact. npocimyimcfl 

Tan K 3 K co cropoiiu Ajimhu im ucna wowin' Gun oaanano ;iaa»cnnc (oua 
(nccaiaiuiuiiu o cuonx caaiax c KpnuMHxnuiuxm cipyxiypann). npomy xpannn. laiinv 
caii.aciViiucKMx noaoruiin*. 


HOAHMCk: 

r. kpxcnoup. aocvunajuwioc anpcia nnc twcbuii nropoio rang. 


</ 


H. Mopoaoa /UO, iwropnyc r.Kpocnonapo. I’®, cMunmaucniyio nawmunocn 
lutiwcii Annuo aaiiAincHca no mu TIo^nuxoG Biiuropnai Biuuiumpoaitu. naaccnioll unc 
xau ntino, yuaiaiiiioc a nacroauicM anoxicHit, iKninicaouxc CTO a uoeu npncymmn n 
m.ulicxiuiiim o6pa»M iicunacpAnuiiKC o^aipuncimc iracroaincio aoafyMCimi 
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To die US Immigration and Nuluralizalwo Service 


( hohlcr of Ihc passport 

issued by lltc Branch of die Ministry of Foreign A (Taira, for die Eastern District of City of No¬ 
vo^,,.,,. Krasnodar Territory, on November 03. 1998. living to the address. Krasnodar territory. City of 
Novorossisk . know Sbijiilina Alinn Alexandrovno since 199* I attended preparatory 

courses to enter Kuban Stale University. During study I visited sloping and slop sections of “Anita- dub. 
There trained Ihc models of Anavlav.yn Vasilyeva: Nalaslia mid Kalya, Alma’s girlfriends, fhen 1 Icnincd 
tlul Alina liad contacts with foreigners, thus earning money by rciaJctmg sexual services. Ihc lands were 
known not only to live persons who rendered lire services, but as well to direr persons who eommumeated 
will, her They vscol a few rinses to Cyprus to work in Ihc “Zigos” dub. In December 1998-January 1999 
Alina left to Cyprus. I ler girlfriend Nadya lias relunted to Krasnodar after two days or work, because she 
understood that die work was connected w ills proslilulion. There was a lime when Alena was communicated 
will, a Krasnodar student. Georgian mail Rcy. lie lud Aliiu among bis delivered girls. Then. having ac¬ 
quainted wills die American named Roy, she married Mon in lire spring of 2000 . bur after marriage site 
stayed In Krasnodar lo conlimic licr business. Ainu appeared in many parts oftlsc city. Ilut is. being mar¬ 
ried she continued to be engaged in pwslilution. 

As Alina may pm pressure upon me (sire said about her connections with criminal stnicliires). I ask von 
to keep die secrecy of testimony. 


SIGNATURE: Snalurel 

Cily of Krasnodar, the Eiglitcwnlh of April of lire Year Two Thousand and Second. 

Me. Morensv U.Yu.. the noloiy of die Cily of Krasnodar, witness the authenticity of the signature of 
Ixslitskaya Victoria Vladimirovna, known lo me as die person indicated in die present iloconicnl, who 
signed it in my |>tcscncc and who had properly confirmed drasving up of die piesenl docunicnl. 


Included at the Register under Nr 3957 
Collected- Article 22 of Ihc Busies. 

Notary lSigi»lure| 

|Impress uf die seal of die nolary Murozov Dunlry Yuryevich) 


APOST1U.U 

(Convemion de La I lave du 5 oclobro 1961) 

1. Russian federal ton 

This public document has been signed by 

2. Morozov D.Y. 3. acting in Ihc capacity of: notaiy public or the city of Krasnodar 

4 bean die seal/stump of the notary public Morozov D.Y. 


Certified 

5. in the city of Krasnodar 6. On April 23.2002 .... . 

7. by Shevtsova II*. leading Spccsslist on Notary Services of die Maui Administration of Justice 
8 No 602 9. Scal/Slamp | Impress of the seal of Ihc Main Administration of die Ministry of 


Justice of Ihc Russian federation for Krasnodar Area) 
10. Si|puiMiic: |SiyjuUirvJ 






uj 


S.V- 
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Ma. .UaMiun ipctkcro Maa jbc tucjhh aroporo rofla. S. Mocttnewio H.'upr, Btuanoptmit 
HOTnpnyc IlyuiKimcKoro paRotia MockobcxoD oOnacrti. cwMcrc-iLctayw 
itojmticu, cncaauHoA nepc 80 ,v<HK 0 »i Gsunmm m ApKudutv O iawuwii 


Bccro npoumyposaiio. 
iipoHyMcposano 11 
WtclMMIluil HCNSTWO 
2 Ian) iihctd 


3apciHCTpiipoaaiio s pcccrpc 3a 
BibicKimo iio rapin))y J~~ pfi.CO non 


MocttanctiKO IIB. 


[noffiT Tcp 


Mocmukiiko II B 





TTHUTOT?” 


__ _______ * Matt*-*)*'. MB. 

• 0 lau ««6 Hyui««* 0 <ni 0 paa U« 1 « «*" . 
NOMO-'V >•<* «•»* C 

aoaiutiKii « nuaiat'O'. 

ii|.*»«eo> '*« • »■•** 

Mj.aiiM<iini ac«o»«o»»»JI »».< 
<OI<< 1 I <60 <KOSl*«< U0» »« 
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1 

Konna 

B CnvwSy 3 m iiquiimi u HarypainimuiH CU1A 


06.70 I .p„ IMOMlina nacMOpr 

aujiaimufi III3C VBA OpnayGaiicaoro oapyra r.Kpociiojupn 09.1 l.200lr H npoauMWiouina 
no njipcey r. KpacmMap. yn, >&*•. *«™ llbunwmiy Awwiy 

AneKcaiLipoany e ecin*6p» 1990r. Ona npnuina no mhc n uiaxaty M-.il. r.yc a paOonuui 
•uiMcctMtc.ic*i nnpcicropi no oocninrarcnkMoA pn&rrc. c iipcanoaciiiicM accin apyacoa 
lanarHfl aapoGnaoR e ncoocicaMH crnpuiiH aaaccoa. Yjiu« o cc oCpniouanii.i (Hncnnyr 
<t>m*yakTypki, ccilvac AaancMHa 4*nniccK0« aynurypM), * coivi.icm.-ucl nauo*ik n»fip«n. 
cm rpyilliy. Docne unto MM cjipymn/niefc, Alima noiiuiaoMiuM Mena co coommm naapyiaMU 
MniicaeiiiuiiUAMii Hy a tan aaa occ raBiioc cTanoaiiKa »ommm, to cicna caopo a yijuua. 
■no A. 11 IIU. a n»c Jlcnn n Ona (cc Siuoanc nonpyiM) lamiuajcnca npocnnyuncii 

Mu Cuonaii y Antmu a noccaac Jt&aoiioocauii. r.TO Olu npmaiiaaita c Msicpuo. 
Ilocnc nccaosakiaix ii|KAiioatcMMB AjiHIUJ o tom. mto6m a oamuiiaan ycnym iiiuiimimmo 
tupaaicpa M acnun. a oxnaacji* a nc.pc-.«M c iaai.Mii nowpyraam, no -iucto a ropcac 
»MAW.a 10 Aat.iiy c Acno«. to llaraiuy. to Kano noiniio aencpoM a apyiy Mjacmi. Annua 
Mucna aoaro Onmaiic oiiKMiicima c tpynntOM, aoioporo omii miic npeftcnuiiMH ana Ptea. 
Kaaoc-na npeua a nc micaa a r. Kpacnonapc, a no iipncme a I999r, ymaaa, 'no Annna 
ycaann na Km»p HpnGaruaark actum. Mamii.a miic Taaace camito, mio Ajimi la eoCHpanack 
Ha MHO n noiix ynciimax Tapa&aiunan. npoux-inw. ccnw 6u mm to*c coc.ixnnMca. 
iapa6atuaurk iipocnnyuMcfi aaa ace nca>ioi«KM. OeoOemio awcoaa 6*oia laaca 30 paocny a 
inpiax* ail* Annua, Jlciaa M Ona. Mamma paccaaiana miic. hto Ainmn cumin na Kmiip c 
Hincfl. ihi 1 laaa caopo acpnynac*. Miic crano mncpccMO. no .1 aaa na Knnpc. >1 mowomium 
llaac. it mm BcrpcinnHck. Ilcpiw.M'iecaii ecTpcMnmiCk a aa<lic. "iroOu crrnoxnytk- Tana 
ysiuLiia, mto Ajimi in mniniaoMioiack c nucpiiaaiuiCM n co6npaerca Muy* B Mopro .000 
TO.M ouna cnaaiAa. Jl jiyMiuu. 'no Ani'io c I'ocu (cynpyr) ycaann. no a aorycTC-ocinnOpe 
cine aaucna Animy na acropus uccroa pn6otM» - roinc rocTMiuiuM Hinypncr n Karnon. 

I hum n llmanui noaiacpjuiaii up acrpoac, nto ona cine no ycaann n npononaiacT 
lapn&nwuau. hcmmii iipocrmynMcfl. 3ro 6u»o ncyiinaincnuio: e lutcuniHMM Ilian 
Ajiiiiim ii cc uopanuiUM o6niiaOM accra i«puanui>M> TpyApayiO acnrcnknccn. 
hchoimokiio. 

3ima o can in Avnutu M cc Mnrcpii c «pnMniianuiuM mm|»u (ncnioiiali paccaaiuaann 
oC yrporn ii nacniimi e cc cmponu or Pea - cyrcncpa - n cro npyKlI). npoiny xpeuun. 
railiiy cnMseTCiikcana iMManonnB. 

llOAIlHCbn- v - ? -— yis 

r. Kpacnnanp, uuccmiojuuitoc anpena nac iva:a'iu aroporo ra.v. 

}1 Mopinoa A IO. noiapnyc r. Kpauiu4a|M. M>. conaaicnMrrayio iioiviiimiiixtl 
pcwmicii rnmilo .a.iiuuciica ao miic PauymcwA JlapHCM Hjiuiiim'iiim, inuccTiiofi MIIC aaa 
.muo. yaaiamioc a latcioaiiicu jcmyMCiire, nojoincaiuucc cro n mocu npncyrcilMin n 
•uinncianiuiiM oufiaWM noni acpanauicc o+opn-XMinc nacronncro anayucina. 
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affspros 


To ihc US Immigration and Naiurnli/atum Service 


M 4,1979, holder of Ihe_ • 

by PVS of Ihc Ministry of Foreign Affairs of live Pnl.ootw.vky District of the l ily of Krrwodar oo Novem¬ 
ber 09. 1001. living to the address: Krasnodar. U k '"* Sl ' ,pl 

Scplcmlxr 1996. Site lus conic to me to the school No 37. where 1 worked « the deputy director on pcd»- 
' KJ I „„i and proposal to establish a circle of aerobics with tlic girls of sensor classes. Ilav.ug learned 
about her educatingX hunllole of Physical Culture, now the Acaik-tiiyof Physical CuUu«M 
to help in collecting a group to her. After we got friends, she introduced use to her model gulfr.cnds.Timc 
reveals seerets. and I have learned very soon that Alina and as well Lena and Olga (her close girlfriends) arc 

CnS !rtto!tSX'v.ltoge of Yablooossky, when slie lived will, the mother. A Her a few Ainu's proposals lo 
me to reader sexual services for money. I have cooled lo meet roch girlfriends, but frcqucntlys awtomc . 
tinses Alina and Ixi.a. sometimes Natasha, sometimes Katsa late in evening ... city m the men s company. 
Alina had long close relations with a Georgian, whom they have introduced to me as Rcy I dtd not live nt 
Krasnodar for tome tome, ntsd on nrrisnl in 19991 learned tlsat Alina lud left to Cyprus to earn money. Na¬ 
talya as well told me. that Alina was going to earn percents on me and my sehoolgirt. .f_we as well lead 
agreed to earn by prostitution like all lire girl. The highest rate was paid for work m tno - Ahrur. Leua 
and Olga Natalya has loUl are. that Alina went to Cypres with Nadezhda. hut NadcMl soon came hack. It 
wav inieresting to me to team laws were things in Cy prus I have called Nadezhda end we met. We periodi¬ 
cally met in cafe to hove a rest. So I have teamed that Alma has acquainted will, an Amerfam ami was g,u 
rug to marry. In March 3000 they Isavc married. 1 lliouglit. that Alma and Roy (Iter spouse) ^'elch.. 
„*| „ w Ik.-, in August - Septen.ber iti the -old workplaces" near lire I.Uounst and Kavkar hotels. Nadc/Iida 
and Natalya have confirmed in tire conversation that sire has not lefi >et and continues to earn money by 
prostitutnin, It was no wonder: having Alina's appearance and Iter morals it is impossible lo conduct narm .1 
labour aclivity. 

Knowing tlsat Al.aa and her motlrer are connected with the criminal world (the girls told me on threats 
and violence from her side from Rey - tire ponce - and his friends). I ask you to keep lire secrecy of tout- 
mony. 


t Issued 




SIGNATURE: 

City of Krasnodar, the Cigl.tccmh of April of Ihc Year Two Thousand and Second. 


Me, Morozov O.Yu.. the notary of the City of Krasnodar, witness Ihe anthem icily of die signature of Re 
sboulsLiya I .ansa Ilyinichna, known to mens lire person indienlcd in tire present document, wire signed M in 
my peescivce and wire had properly confirmed drawing up of the present document. 


Included in the Register under N? .395* 

Collected - Ankle 22 of the Basics. 

Notaiy [Signature] 

(Impress of tire seal of lire notary Morozov Dmitry Yuryevich] 


apostille 

(Convention ik la I lave da $ uclobre 19611 

1. Russian Federation 

This public document tuts been signed by 

2. Morozov D.Y. 3. acting in the capacity of: notary 

4. bears the scaPslump of the notary publk Morozov D.Y. 


public of lire city of Krasnodar 


S. in lire eity of Krasnodar 6 On Apnl 23.290. .... ., . 

7. Ivy Shevtsova IP.. Leading Specialist on Notary Services o! the Mam Administration or Justice 
S . No 603 9. Scal/Stamp | Impress of lire veal of the Main Administration of the Ministry or 

iuslkc of the Russian federation for Krasnodar Arca| 

10. Signature: [Signature] 




- 
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m». AMUUMm> rpeTMro warn a*c rwcuiii noporo row. fl. AtamiMW H.-opt, bukinu/nmu 
iioiapiiye tlyiUKMlKMOfO paftona MocKOHcaoii ofiaucm, caiiacrcabcruyio iio;etnmi<>j 
imanuctt, cacaamiolt ncpcnoji’iiinui Crnuvmd.ii AptMt)ue.\t OwwaNni m 


InpcnicTpiipciiaiio ■ pcccipc m "/Q^Y 

Bimckiho no Tap«ii|>y: py6 


Horapiiyv 


Bcci x> MpouiiiypoiMHO. 
nponyucpouiio h cipcii 

MaCIIIHHOii IICHiirt.*0 

2 (.in) alien 


Horapnyc 




Mocuaciiko II B 



. 
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United Mexican ilatM 
Federal District \ 

City of Mexico > hi 

Fmbassy of the United ) 
States of Amerioo 



incomer 

internacional 

AFFI DAVIT 


March 5 th , 2002. 


I, Luis Fernando Molina Perez, a citizen of Mexico, Mexican passport number 
98330018775, speaking under oath, hereby depose and say as follows: 


1. I am the Director of Incomer Internacional, S.A. a Mexican firm that 
specializes in private investigations and security advisors and Area 
Governor for Mexico in Mexico City, Mexico, Central and South America, 
for the World Association of Detectives; which has operated since 1948 as 
Incomer, S.A. and since 1973 as Incomer Internacional, S.A. 


2. The Men’s Club Mexico City, located in Varsovia No. 54, Col. Juarez, in 
Mexico City, telephone number 55-33-22-24 is owned by organized crime 
and the women who have worked in the club since its establishment 
perform lap dances and engage in prostitution with their customers. 


3. Our firm s investigations contacts with law enforcement agencies and 
knowledgeable inside sources have provided us with reliable information 


Investigation privada a su servicio desde 1948 

Empresa 186-302 Esq. Insurgentes Sur, Col. Extremadura Insurgentes, 03740 Mexico D.F. 
Tels. (+52) 5598 8800, 5598 8898, 5563 7081, Fax (+52) 5563 6849 
www.incomer.com.mx 



incomer 

internacional 


on the wide spread prostitution that the clubs lap dancers are famous for 
through out Mexico. 



r 


Luis Fernando Molina Perez 
Director 

Incomer Internacional, S.A. 

World Association of Detectives Area Governor 
World Investigators Network Area Governor 

Member of: 

-Council of International Investigators 
-Investigators of America 
-National Association of Investigative 
Specialists 

-National Association of Professional Process 
Servers 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this__ 

Day of--20- M/JR 0 6 2002 



desde 194H 

Empresa 186-302 Esq. Insurgentes Sur, Col. Extremadura Insurgentes, 03740 Mexico D.F. 
Tels. (+52) 5598 8800, 5598 8898, 5563 7081, Fax (+52) 5563 6849 
www.incomer.com.mx 


nvesngacion privaaa a su servicto 



A r'j‘ 


-v • 'i 


r. Kpacnoaap 


II () CT A II () II JI E II H E 
« nojftpKACiiiiii yrojiomioro ac.ua 


Ijtonna] 

25.01.2002r. 


ripoKypop Hcirrpajii.iioro aaMiiimcrpaTiiBiioro oi<pyra r. Kpacnoaapa crapmiiH 
coneriniK iocthuhh L>.K. OuaneiiKO, paccMoxpen MaxepiiaJibi riponcpiai Ny 99bx-02, ot 
16.01.2002r. no oGpaineiniio aaBOKara Ilonaaiiii C.A. b mrrepecax Poh /Jena Xoaaanaepa na 
aeHCTBun LUnnHaHiiofi H.A. 

>. Jbii 

YCTA II () II II JI: 


Poh ^cii Xoaaonaep, imannci. rpawaamnioM CocaHiiciiMbix IIIraroB AMcpinoi, no 
cayweGiibiM aenaM b nepno.ii 1999-2000r.r. neo;inoKpanio npHe3>i<aji b Pocchio, r;ie 
ii03naK0MHJica c xorrejibiniuen r. Kpacnoaapa LIIimiuhiihoh Ajihhoh, c Koxopoii BiiocaeacxBHH 
b 3arce r. Kpacnoaapa ohh 3aioiiOMHJiH Gpaic. ..A, ' 

Mocjic on>c3na 113 r. Kpacno/iapa b CILIA, Poh Xoaaanacp o6napy>KHJi aneBiniK 
LLIhmhhimioh A., 3anojmennbin eio coGcxBemiopy'Mio. H3 xei<cxa anemiHKa caeaoBaao, mo 
Uliimunina A., i-caic ao 3nai<OMCTBa c XoanonaepoM, rai< n nocjie 3amiMajiacb npocxHTynneH. 

PenniB BbiacniiTb bcc oGcTOHreabcrna ncicpbiBiiierocn <|)ai<xa, Xojunnacp b 200 lr. 
npiiGbia b r. Kpacnoaap c ucjibio onpoca niaicoMi.ix Ajmiibi. 

II dto )icc npcMH, Man. Ajiiiiii.i - I LI ti i ■ i-i ji 1111 a Hnecca AneiccanapoBiia, iimch cbocm hcjii.io 
onopo'iiiTb n oioieneraTb My>ica Ajiiiiii.i - Poji /l,cna Xoaaanaepa, crajia naMepcno BCTpeaarbCH 
c jiioflbMii, Koropr.ie b r. Kpacnoaape o6uiajincb,.i|^nTaKTiipoBajiH c XoaaanaepoM, 3iiajin ero 
jniMiio b readme Kaicoro-To BpeMcnn. Hpn oGmeuHH c othmh jho^i.mh, UlnnwJinua H.A. 
yMbiiiuicnno pacripocxpamiaa aaiicaoMO aoacnyio HiKjiopMamno o Xoaaaiiacpe, b aacrnocTH 
roiiopiiaa o tom, mto Xoaaonaep hbjihctch yMCTBenno Goai.iibiM, npecTynmiKOM, mo on 
naxo/uiTCH b po3bici<e h ero pan.icKiinacr nonimiiH. Illimnaiiiia H.A. 3naaa, mo 
pacnpocTpanaeMbie eio CBc;ieniiH HBaniorcn aoaciibiMH, t.k. ona AJnn'eai.noe bpcmh oGmajiaci. c 
XoaaonaepoM, caM Xoaaonaep neoanoKparno Bbie3>icaa in CILIA b Pocchio, apynie cxpanbi, 
GccnpeiiHTCTBcnno, ne cicpbiBancb, ncpcMemaacH no TcppiiTopim, icai< CILIA, TaK h Pocchh, b 
CLIJA hmcct rioCTOHiinoe mccto paGon.i, oilHic.'^cTOHiiiioe mccto acHrejibcrea. B Pocchio 
npnc3>icaa neoanoKpaTiio b CBH3H co cjiy>iccGi ioii acHxcabiiocTbio, r.e. BbiriojniHTb nee 3 x 0 aan 
nero Gbuio Gbi neB03M0>KiibiM ccan 6bi on Gi.ia npecryniniKOM n naxoanacn b poobicice. KpoMC 
Toro, b cjiynac ecan Gbi Xoajnnacp hbjihjich cyMaciueauiHM, aynieBiio Goabin.iM, on Gbi ne Mor 
GecnpeiiHTCTBenno nyreniecTBOBaib no Miipy, Bbie3)KaTb in CIJ.IA, neoanoicpaTiio nocemaxb 
pa3aiiHHbie expanw, bccth cayaceGnyio acHxeabiiocxb b Pocchh. 

Onpomeniibie b npoxypaxype Henrpaabiioro oicpyra >kh rcan r. Kpacnoaapa, KOxopbiM 
Llliirnianna H.A. roiiopnaa o tom, mo, hkoGw, Xoaasnaep npecxyniniK h cyMacineanmn, 
noHCiinaH, hto onu iimcjih cboc Miicniie o Xoaaon^pe, 3iiaan ero i<aic neaoBeKa nopHaonnoro, 
aoGpoaceaaTeabiioro, npriBexaiiBoro, ne ci<anaaabnoro, cnoKofmoro h Bbiaepacannoro n 
no3TOMy xe CBeaeimn, Koxopi.ie cooGiuajia hm Illiiniumna H.A. BocnpHniiMaan, icaic KacBexy na 
Xoaaonaepa. 

OGuiaacb, no cnoeii nnnnnaxiiBe, c acennuniaMii, paGoraBiiniMii y Xoaaonacpa b 
K anccTBe nepeBoamiKOB Mapxi.ici. H.F. n Caimec II.K., LLInnuaiina H.A. xaioKC roBopnaa mm o 
tom, mo Xojiaonaep npecTynmiK n cyMacnieannin c peaiao onopoHHTb ero necri, n 
aocxoiincxBO, a Taioice c ucjibio rioapi.iBa ero peiiyTaium b Pocchh. Boaee xoro, oGmancb c 
Caimec II.K. ILInmunnia H.A. b aonojineimc me cooGmenmo eii jioaciibix -dBtiieHiitt o 
Xojuonaepe, BbicicaabiBaaa b ce aapec yrpooi.i b cjiynae ecan ona ne npeicpaxm; psjG'OTy c 
XoaaonaepoM. // >’ ? /'■ 

l ~'(v\ 

, ,\-y:\ \ / 










KpoMC pacnpocTpaneinni cpean jiiiu mammix Xoaaonaepa, i<ai< no paGoTe, rai< n no 

JlHHIIblM OTHOITieHHflM, 3aBCAOMO JlOJKUblX CBefleilHH O TOM, MTO XojIJIOlIAep HBJIMeTCH 

npecrymiHKOM n cyMacuieanniM, IJLInnnamia HA. roBopnaa hm, mto on xeppoprnHpyer ee 
AOMb, jKennjica na nen c neabio na>KiiBbi, iimch yMbicea nanpamiTb ee b CILIA na paGoxy b 
CTpnrrra3 Gapbi. 

/Jamibic /lOBO/pa xaioicc lie cocxoareabH.^ n HBanioTca aaneAOMO bohchmmh, t.k. 
H 3 iia i iajibno Xoaaonaep Gi.m totob n >icejuui acennxbCH na I.Uhiihjihiioh Amine iiMcnno c neawo 

C03AaHHM IIOpMaJlbHOH CeMbH. 

Pacnpocrpaioui nofloGnoro poaa laieBemnnecKHc cBeaeinni o Xoaa3iiaepe IUnnnjinna 
M.A. aeaaaa oxo b tom nncae n nyGaimno, b 'lacrnocTH pacnpocTpanaa ramie CBeaenna cpe;ui 
lcojuicKTiiBa iipeiuvumaTejicii ica<j>evipi.i niMiiacniKn KpaciKViapcicoii AicaaeMitn (|)iniiMCCKoii 
KyjibTypbi, oGmaacb c aio/ii.Mn b oGiuecTBcnm.ix Meciax. Tax, b MacTnocrn c Maprbici. III . 
iilunnanna L1.A. pa 3 r 0 Bapnna.ua b oijince OOO «MnJuicmiyM», b npncyTciBHH coxpyannKon. 
HpucyrcTByiomaM npn panoBope Mene;i,>Kep-riepfeioa i iHi< EMejiwmona Fajinna, 3iiaBLiiasi 0 
XoaaDii/iepe caeaaa 3aMenanne Illinninnnon H.A., xoraa nocae/unoi craaa nerariiBiio 
OT 3 biBaxbC 5 i o Xoaammepc, npn otom yrpoacaxr. Map rbici. I IT. pacnpaBon, b caynae ecjin xa n 
GyaymeM Gyaex paGoraxb c XoJuonacpoM. 

TaxnM oGpaaoM, IJInnnanna Hnecca AaeKcanapoBiia oGmaacb c aioabMH, 3iiaBiuiiMii 
jiiiMiio, JinGo nepe3 Koro-ro Xoaaoimcpa Poa /Jena, yMbiunienno pacnpocrpanaaa cpe;m 
Aamibix moa.cn 3 aBeaoMO aoacin.ie CBeaemia o Xoajmenaepe, noponainne ero necxi. n 
aocxonncxBO, a xaioice rioapi.iBaiomne cro penvramno npn 3tom aamn.ie cBcaenna ona 
pacnpocxpainiaa iiyGannno, n oGinec i Bcmn.ix mcctM, b iipucyxcxBiiH rpaacaan. 

TaioiM oGpaxoM, lllminninia Hnecca AaciccaiiapoBiia coBepunuia iipeciyiuicnnc, 
iipeAycMoi pcnnoc * 1 . 2 ex. 129 YK PO, icacBcra. 

I la ocnoBaiinn inaoacennoro, pyicoBoacTByacb cx.cx. 27, 108, 109 YIIK PCOCP; 


II OCT A IIOB II JI: 


1. BoiGymrib yroJiOBiioe aeao no m. 2 cx. 129 YK PO b oxnouieunn Ulnnnjinnon 
Hncccbi AacKcan/ipoBiibi, npoaomaiomen no a/ipecy: r. Kpacnoaap, ya. PamnnaeBCKaa, j\. 138, 
kb. 8 no (|iaKxy paenpoerpanenna 3aBe;jOMO aoaoibix cBcaennn b oinouieiinn Poa /Jena 
Xoaaoiuiepa, noponaiunx ero neexb n /ioctohiictbo, no/ipbiBaioiunx ero pcriyrauino, no 
Kuaji 11 (]>n hm py 101 j i.cMy npinnaKy ny6an>inocxn. 

2. B cooxbctcxbuii co cx. 115 YIIK PCOCP yroaomioe acao ;um opramnapnn 
npoBcacnna ao3iianna nanpamrn. iia>iaabiini<y v ^B/J IJeiixpaabiioro a/tMiiiiHC'ipaxnBiioro 
oKpyra r. Kpacnoaapa. 

3. O npunaroM pcincnnn yncaoMinb 3annxepecoBanHbix aim. 


* 

l / / 

< / 


Hpoicypop LJcinpajibHoro 
aaMiinncxpaxiiBiioro oicpyra r. Kpacnoaapa 
Crapnmn coBexiniK locxnunn 


J 
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E.K. Oiymemco 
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RESOLUTION 
Of Institution a Criminal Case 


Krasnodar January 25, 2002 

After considering materials of examination Ne 99bx-02 of January 16, 2002 according to 
an application of the advocate Povaliy S.A. in favour of Roy Den Hollander on conduct of 
Shipilina I. A. public prosecutor of the Central Administrative District of Krasnodar senior 
counsellor of justice Ovdienko B.K. 


ESTABLISHED: 

A citizen of the United States of America Roy Den Hollander came to Russia repeatedly 
during the period of 1999-2000 where he has made the acquaintance of a dweller of Krasnodar 
Shipilina Alina to whom he has got married later on at a Registry Office of Krasnodar. 

After departure from Krasnodar to the USA Roy Hollander found out Shipilina’s A. diary 
filled in with her own hand. As it became clear from the text of the diary Shipilina A. went in 
for prostitution both before acquaintance with Hollander and after that. 

Deciding to clear up all of circumstances of the revealed fact Hollander comes to Krasnodar 
in 2001 with the purpose of questioning of those who were acquainted with Alina. 

At the same time Alina’s mother - Shipilina Inessa Aleksandrovna which purpose was to 
defame and to slander Alina’s husband - Roy Den Hollander, becomes to meet people 
intentionally who mixed with Hollander and got into contact with him in Krasnodar, who knew 
him by sight during some period. By mixing with this people Shipilina I.A. deliberately spread a 
flagrant lie about Hollander, in particular she told that Hollander is mentally ill, a criminal, 
that he is in investigation by policy. Nevertheless Shipilina I.A. knew very well that information 
spread by her is false, because she mixed with Hollander during a long period, Hollander 
himself left the USA for Russia, other countries time and again freely, did not hiding himself, 
transferred through a territory both the USA and Russia, he has a permanent working place, 
his office, and a permanent place of residence. He came in Russia repeatedly in connection 
with his business, i.e. it would be impossible for him to carry out all of this when he would be a 
criminal or in investigation. In addition, in the case if Hollander would be mad, insane, he 
could not travel through the world without hindrance, leave the USA, repeatedly visit different 
countries, conduct his business in Russia. 

Dwellers of Krasnodar questioned at the Office of Public Prosecutor of the Central District 
to whom Shipilina I.A. told that as if Hollander is a criminal and mad, explained that they had 
their own opinion of Hollander, they knew him as honest, well-wishing, affable, non 
scandalous, calm and self-possessed man and that is why they perceived the information from 
Shipilina I.A. as slandering Hollander. 

When Shipilina I.A. mixed by her own initiative with women worked with Hollander as 
interpreters Martys N.G. and Sanches N.K., she also told them that Hollander is a criminal and 
mad having purpose to defame his honour and dignity and also with the purpose to undermine 
his prestige in Russia. In addition, when Shipilina I.A. let know to Sanches N.K. a false 
information of Hollander, she told threats directed against Sanches N.K. if the late will not stop 
to work with Hollander. 

In addition to the wittingly false information spread among persons who knew Hollander 
from his work and from personal relationships that Hollander is a criminal and mad, Shipilina 
I.A. told them that he terrorizes her daughter, that he got married to her daughter with the 
purpose of gain having intention to direct her to the USA to work at strip-tease bars. 

These arguments are also lame and wittingly false, because Hollander was ready and 
wished to get married to Shipilina Alina exactly with the purpose to create a normal family. 

Shipilina I.A. spread calumnious information of Hollander publicly too, in particular she 
spread such information among lecturers and instructors of the Chair of Gymnastics of 
Krasnodar Academy of Physical Training, mixing with people at public places. So, in particular, 
Shipilina I.A. spoke to Martys N.G. in the office of an open corporation “Millennium” in the 




presence of other employees. Manager-interpreter Emelyanova Galina who was present by the 
talking and who was acquainted with Hollander was forced to rebuke Shipilina I.A. when the 
late became speak negatively of Hollander and menace Martys N.G. with reprisal if she will 
continue to work with Hollander. 

So, when Shipilina Inessa Aleksandrovna mixed with people who were acquainted with 
Hollander personally or through somebody, she deliberately spread wittingly false information 
of Hollander among these people, such information defamed his honour and dignity and also 
undermined his prestige and in spite of this she spread this information publicly, at public 
places, in the presence of other citizens. 

So, Shipilina Inessa Aleksandrovna has committed a crime, prescribed by the p.2 of the 
art. 129 of the CC of the RF, slander. 

On the grounds of the above mentioned, following directions of the art.art. 27, 108, 109 of 
the CPC of the RSFSR 


RESOLVED: 

1. To institute a criminal case according to the p.2 of the art. 129 of the CC of the RF with 
respect to Shipilina Inessa Aleksandrovna living at the address: Krasnodar, Rashpilevskaya 
str., bid. 138, fl.8 in connection with the fact of spreading wittingly false information of Roy Den 
Hollander which defamed his honour and dignity and also undermined his prestige with 
qualifying sign of publicity. 

2. In accordance with the art. 115 of the CPC of the RSFSR the criminal case has to be 
directed to the chief of the Directorate of Internal Affairs of the Central Administrative District 
of Krasnodar for conducting inquiry to be organized. 

3. The interested persons have to be informed of the decision. 


Public prosecutor of the Central 
Administrative District of Krasnodar 

senior counsellor of justice Ovdienko B.K. 

(signature) 


The true copy. 
The secretary 
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From Department of Internal Affairs 

Chief of the Department of Internal Affairs of the Central District of Krasnodar 
Ostapenko P.I. 


Mr. Roy Den Hollander 

On 25.01.2002 the procuracy of the Central District of the city of Krasnodar brought criminal 
action N° 47603 pursuant to Article 129.2 of the Criminal Code of the R.F. against Shipilina, A.l. 
The conduct of the preliminary investigation was directed to the Department of Internal Affairs 
of the Central District of the City of Krasnodar. 

In connection with this matter it is necessary to question you as a victim and therefore we ask 
you to answer the following questions in full detail. 

I, Roy Den Hollander, a citizen of the USA, residing at 545 East 14 th Street, New York, New 
York 10009, US passport No. 200315516, speaking under oath, hereby depose and say as 
follows, to the best of my knowledge and belief, in answer to the attached questions: 


1. When, where, and in what circumstances did you make the acquaintance of Alina 
Shipilina? 

On July 4, 1999,1 arrived in Moscow to begin work as the manager of the Russian 
Division for the American firm Kroll Associates. I was hired on a consulting basis to 
improve the firm's operations and increase its business in Russia. Kroll is a worldwide 
security and consulting company. 

1 met Alina Shipilina, whom 1 later called Angel, on Friday, July 23, 1999. I was walking 
back to my apartment at 7 Denis Davidov in Moscow around 23:00. As I turned into the 
driveway leading to my front door, I came upon a party emanating from the basement of 
the building where I lived. The night was warm and a handful of people, including a 
couple of very pretty Russian girls who were talking with two men, were standing outside 
by the driveway. 1 decided to check it out and headed for the basement entrance to the 
party when a man whom 1 assumed to be the host told me it was for invitees only. 1 said, 
“How do 1 get an invitation?" He asked whether I was an American, 1 said yes. We 
exchanged names and he showed me inside to the bar and left. 1 didn’t speak Russian 
beyond that of a three year old, but the bartender spoke English, so we struck up a 
conversation. While we were talking, 1 heard someone behind me say my name or 
something in English. 1 turned and there she was, a few inches taller than me, beautiful, 
blonde, all a glow and smiling—I fell like a sack of bricks and said to myself, this is the 
one. She said, “Hi I am Angelina.” We went outside at her suggestion where she told me 
she was a model and dancer and that the party was hosted by her model agency, and that 
she would be in Moscow for another week working as a model. She told me one of her 
pictures was on display in an exclusive clothing store a few blocks down Kutuzovsky 
from my apartment building, which 1 saw later on. She came from Krasnodar, said she 
didn’t have any boy friends at the moment and that she had been a three-time Russian 
long jump champion when in school. From that night until she left for Krasnodar the 
following Friday, we went out every night except one. She wanted to dance and dance all 
night long. I wanted to be with her always. We only kissed and hugged, but I was in 
heaven—I was in love. 1 had found the girl of my dreams. I couldn’t believe my good 
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fortune. When she left, I took her to the airport with my driver, and we kept in touch 
through letters and telephone calls until she returned to Moscow the end of August. 

2. For what purpose and in what circumstances did you enter into marriage with A.S.? 

I fell in love with Alina and wanted to build a life together with her in America. 1 never 
met anyone before for whom I felt this way. 1 didn’t what to lose her. 1 wrote her love 
letters that included statements such as “I received your photographs and put them on the 
pillow next to mine, so I could smell your perfume the night through and dream of you,” 
or “Its just like heaven being here with you. You are an Angel too good to be true.” 

We got married on March 11, 2000, in Krasnodar at ZAGS. 1 was surprised that she had 
not invited any of her friends and especially that her mother did not show for the 
wedding. I would have invited my friends for sure because I felt exhilarated and proud, 
but my friends were in America. It appears that one reason for my joy was that Alina was 
secretly putting, as she wrote in her diary, “salts and sugars” in my meals before the 
wedding that caused narcotic like symptoms in me. 

3. In what circumstances did you make the acquaintance of the mother of Alina, LA. 
Shipilina, and what were the relations between you and her? 

I visited Alina and her mother, Inessa, in Krasnodar over New Year’s when the 
millennium changed to the year 2000. We spent the evening celebrating at her and her 
mother’s house. Her mother was hospitable and friendly, serving up many different 
courses, of which Alina couldn’t eat too much because she was already bursting out of 
the seams of her skin tight mini dress. At midnight we all went outside to the road to set 
off fireworks. It was very dark, but I could see the black shapes of lots of people 
standing around. All of a sudden the entire sky lit up with rockets and sparklers and 
bombs bursting everywhere. It looked like a war as far as the eye could see. Alina was 
setting off rockets and firecrackers; jumping up and down in her mini shirt filled with 
glee like a little child. 

I considered my relations with Inessa good but was troubled by why she didn’t come to 
our wedding in Krasnodar in March 2000. At the time, Alina said her mother had to 
work. By the end of August 2001 when the marriage was on the rocks, the relations 
were not good. In one fax that Inessa sent to Alina on my fax machine, Inessa said I was 
like a bloodsucker, never satisfied, and she ended the fax wishing her married daughter 
“new conquests”. 

4. a) What was the reason for divorce? 

I learned from Alina’s diary, her words, and her actions that she was a prostitute, 
repeatedly committed adultery, consistently lied to me, wanted to date the men who 
watched her strip at “Flash Dancers” (a club) and married me in order to obtain a green 
card. Within three months of our marriage she traveled to Italy on her second passport to 
keep the entry stamp out of her other passport that she would use to travel to the United 
States with me. In Italy she engaged in adultery and prostitution with an old client of 
hers from Mexico, Alfredo Ibarra. In July, just four months after out marriage, she 
engaged in sexual conduct in Krasnodar with a man named Vladimir from St. Petersburg. 
After that tryst at 5:30 in the morning, she allowed a taxi driver to fondle her knee in 
order to save on the fare. 
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She insisted on working as a lap dancer rather than devoting her time to pursuing 
modeling, acting or singing that many of my friends were willing to help her with. It 
became clear to me that Alina was driven solely by greed for the wealth the sex industry 
could provide her. All her talk of “special love”, karma philosophy, and dreams were no 
more than a ruse to trick me into bringing her to America, so she could sell herself to as 
many men for big money as possible. 

Some examples from her diary: 

About our wedding she said, “And on Saturday, March 11, 2000, we registered our 
marriage. It was merry! I did not accept it very seriously; for me it was only business. I 
become so tired of him.” Page 41 of the certified English translation of her diary; p 101 
of the Russian language copy. 

Her June 25, 2000, diary entry states, “The problem is in his real feelings to me. I am a 
stimulus for him. He sees me as a real wife, but it is absurd.... I will never see him as a 
real husband.” Page 46 English; pp 120-21 Russian. 

January 17, 2000, “Roy says that 1 am the only happiness of his. He wants me to be near 
him.... If only he were younger....” Page 37 English; p 90 Russian. 

April 5, 2000, “He wrote me a letter saying how it was difficult for him to be alone.... 
Frankly speaking, I cannot imagine what I will do with him in Moscow. Listen to his 
philosophy? To wash, to clean and to cook? And leave my mother all alone.... On one 
hand I would like that we remained friends, but he would not hinder my meetings with 
friends and I would give him freedom.” P 41, 42 English; p 103 Russian. 

April 20, 2000, “What will happen if I will not receive a visa to America? I will go—with 
Leonid’s help—to Greece or Venezuela. In June I am sure to go somewhere!” Page 43 
English; p 108 Russian. 

July 6, 2000, “I decided to go to America for now and make some money and to get a 
divorce from him. Then better to go to Japan.” 

b) Is your marriage with Shipilina dissolved? 

Yes 


5. a) When and for what purpose did you come to Krasnodar? b) did you meet with 

acquaintances of Alina and AT. Shipilina? c ) exactly when did you come and with whom 
did you associate? 

a) Under New York law I sued Alina for an annulment or in the alternative a divorce 
based on her adultery or cruel and inhuman treatment. Under any of these causes of 
action 1 needed to provide evidence to the court concerning her conduct. Annulment 
required I prove to the judge or jury that my wife lied about or failed to tell me something 
of such importance that had a reasonable man in my position known the truth he would 
not have married her. Cruel and inhuman treatment required showing any type of conduct 
by Alina towards me that the court considered to make our continued cohabitation 
physically or mentally harmful or just improper. 


Comment [djwl]: I would leave this 
out, or at least reduce it to a minimum. It 
adds nothing and detracts something. 


3 




The key evidence I possessed for all these causes of action was a copy of Alina’s diary, 
but before the court would accept the diary as evidence, 1 needed to prove that she wrote 
the diary and that the events depicted were accurate. In order to do that, I needed to find 
potential witnesses knowledgeable about her writing style and some of the events Alina 
wrote about. Once I found such witnesses, I could obtain their testimony for the court 
under the Hague Convention on Taking Evidence Abroad in Civil or Commercial 
Matters. Furthermore, Alina’s defense for annulment and adultery also required me to 
find additional evidence that I previously did not know about. In order to authenticate 
Alina’s diary and find additional evidence for the court proceedings, I traveled to 
Krasnodar in search of knowledgeable witnesses willing to tell the truth. 

I was in Krasnodar from April 15 to 22, 2001, and from June 10 to 17, 2001. 

b) Yes, 1 met or contacted acquaintances of Alina. 1 assume that you want to know which 
ones. I recall meeting the following: 

Alexey Dikov 

Katherina Alexevna Gerokaris 
Vera Ivanasova 

A man who answered the door at Vita C by the Aurora Movie Theater. I was looking for 
the manager whom Alina introduced me to and said had helped her move from Grozny. 
Evegeniy Martianov 

V.G. Minchenko, Acting Rector Kubanskaya State Academy of Physical Training 

Yulya Yurevna Kudinova 

Dmitri Morosov, photographer of models 

Andrei Sergeyvich Petrov 

Alexey Smolin, Manager of Troika Restaurant 

Anastasia and Dima Vasilyeva of the Tatianna Vasilyeva Fashion House 
The head of ZAGS whose name I believe is G.I. Klimova 
Next-door neighbors of Alina at 138 Rashpilevskaya 

c) 1 associated with my two translators, Natalya Martys, Nadya Sanchez and my 
attorney Svetlana Povaliy and a reporter named Victoria Aleynikova. 

6. When and by what means did it become known to you that LA. Shipilina was spreading 
information about you that does not correspond to reality? 

I believe 1 first learned about Inessa’s efforts to keep people from providing me 
information by defaming me and threatening potential witnesses during a telephone call 
to my translator Natalya Martys or from an email she sent to me on May 16, 2001. 

7. When, to whom, and exactly what did she say about you? 

The best I can discern follows: 

1. Natalya Martys: (W) 39 04 11. On or about April 26—27, Inessa Shipilina visited Ms. 
Martys’ office twice. 

At first, she (Inessa) came into my (Natalya) office, she told me very bad things, also she 
told that you are criminal, crazy, etc. In addition she told me that you’d never visit 
Russia again, because you are a criminal and our police know it. She forced me to say 
with whom you met in Krasnodar. After this she tried to force me to write a paper with 
number of my passport and current address for Court with detailed describing of your last 
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visit into Krasnodar: each meeting, with whom and when.... I said, O.k., see you 
tomorrow, I'll make this paper. When she left our office 1 called my lawyer, and she 
refused to make any paper without special request from Court. When Alina's mother 
came again, 1 told her, I agreed to help to show the real matter of justice but you haven't 
any possibilities for this. She was very angry, she promised to locate me at the prison 
very soon. Yes, it was very unpleasant, you know. Also she told that you forced Alina to 
write her diary, she could kill me! Natalya was frighten because Alina and Inessa have 
money from Alina’s prostitution and stripping work in New York and also have 
connections with Chechen gangsters. 

On or about July 12th: 

Inessa apparently sent to Natalya’s home a forged court summons in an effort to threaten 
and intimidate her into no longer providing translation services to me. 

2. Vera Ivananova Ivanasova (W) 59 66 95, (H) 32 06 51: On or about the last week of 
April 2000 and the first week of May. 

Inessa went to Vera and threatened to sue her in court, accusing Vera of taking money 
from me to distribute Alina’s diary. Inessa said some very negative things about me that 
Vera did not want to repeat in my presence. Inessa told “everybody” in the Gymnastic 
Department at the Academy of Physical Culture that Vera was distributing the diary to 
people in the Academy because I had paid her money. Others found out that Inessa was 
lying and made her apologize to Vera in front of the Academy’s instructors. 

3. Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima (W) 55 74 63, 55 98 07: On or about April 
23-28: 

Alina telephoned Anastasia and asked to come over and meet with Anastasia about her 
meeting the previous week with me. Anastasia refused. Later, Inessa telephoned 
Anastasia and asked Anastasia questions about her meeting with me. Inessa told 
Anastasia that I was a criminal. Inessa also talked to Dima. Then Alina and Inessa sent a 
message on Anastasia’s pager that they know Anastasia had sold information to me, and 
they will meet in court. Anastasia was very scared over the situation and Dima was very 
upset. 

4. Alexei Dikov (M) 63 55 58, 902 439 6706: On or about April 23-28: 

Inessa called Alexei to try to intimidate him into not talking to me. 

5. Yevgeniy Martianov, Tel 62 31 37: On or about April 23-28: 

Inessa called Martianov to ask whether 1 had talked to him and had given him some 
papers. Inessa said Roy was a crazy person. 

6. Dmitri Morosov (W) 56 00 23: On or about the last week of April or first week of May: 

I believe Alina or Inessa contacted Morosov and defamed me to him because when my 
translator called him he acted nasty and refused to meet with me, saying he had heard 
about me. 

7. Nadya Sanches (W) 39 04 11: On June 13, 2001 at about 15:30: 
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Inessa walked over to Nadya, my translator, and me and tried to intimidate Nadya into 
giving Inessa her name. When Nadya refused, Inessa said in a very threatening manner, 
“If you work for Roy, you will get into a big mess.” 

8. Roy Den Hollander: 

On June 16, 2001: Inessa called Alexei Dikov looking for an FSB person to deal with 
Roy. 

On June 17, 2001: In the morning, Inessa called Roy’s driver in Moscow and told him 
not to pick Roy up at the airport that night. When Roy arrived at the Krasnodar Airport 
to leave for Moscow, Inessa was standing with a militiaman and pointed Roy out to him 
and said a photograph was taken. Then Inessa followed Roy and his translator to the car 
and stood near the car apparently talking on her mobile telephone. 

9. Larisa Novocelskaya, Editor “Ynima KpacHaa”, 350000 r. KpacHOflap yn. Torojia 52, 
(W) 55 93 09: On or about June 18-29, 2001: 

Inessa visited the office of the editor of “Ynima KpacHan” shouted and threatened her 
over an article the paper had printed in its April 30 - May 6 edition about the situation 
between Roy and Alina. I believe Inessa defamed me to the editor. The editor was 
intimidated into not reporting any follow up stories. 

8. Did LA. Shipilina ever spread false information about you earlier or did this only happen 
after you came to Krasnodar in 2001 and began to associate with her acquaintances and 
the acquaintances of her daughter? 

According to Anastasia Vasilyeva, Inessa told her before my trips to Krasnodar that I was 
not generous enough. 

9. How did the actions of LA. Shipilina harm your honor, worth, dignity, and affect your 
reputation? 

I am a lawyer with a Masters of Business in Finance. I received my MBA with honors 
from Columbia University in May 1997 and my Juris Doctor degree with high honors 
from George Washington University inl985. I belong to two of the four national 
academic honor societies in America: Order of the Coif and Beta Gamma Sigma. I have 
worked for ABC Television News, the United States Department of the Treasury for 
which 1 received a Top Secret Security Clearance from the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, and one of the best law firms in America: Cravath, Swaine & Moore. 

These credentials attract people and businesses not only in the US but Russia to retain my 
services not just for my skills but my integrity, honesty and dependability. In Russia, 1 
have been providing legal and business advice to Russian organizations, the government 
and individuals since 1991, which included the Department of Overseas Business 
Promotion in the Ministry of Foreign Economic Affairs, Intertraining Association and 
Kroll Associates Moscow. My reputation for straightforwardness has enabled me to 
publish a number of articles on law, politics, economics and Americans in Business 
World Weekly and Law Gazette, and appear on BK TV KT on one occasion to provide 
analysis of laws governing the buying and selling of securities. 


As our world becomes smaller and smaller, a mean-spirited individual’s defamation of 
another person can easily have reach beyond the parochial geography in which it was 
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made. Inessa Shipilina’s malicious, premeditated and willful efforts to besmirch my 
character in a wholly unjustified attempt to keep the truth about her daughter from the 
New York State Courts not only harmed the concept of justice by which civilized people 
live but left a spreading stain on my reputation not only in Russia but one that could 
easily expand to wherever 1 may conduct business or deal with decent-minded people in 
this small world of ours. It is not as unlikely as one might think to accidentally meet 
someone who knew an acquaintance of ours in a distant city or country. In fact, 
contemporary population mathematics postulates that any of us can have a message 
personally delivered to anyone else in the world by going through a chain of at most six 
people. Unless the Krasnodar court puts a stop to Ms. Shipilina’s spurious statements 
calculated to cause grievous harm to my dignity, honor, worth and reputation, and to call 
into question in the minds of others all the credentials 1 have garnered thus far in this life, 
then there is no telling how far and deep her injurious conduct may reach. In addition, 
when considering the surprises that life brings, it is not unfeasible that this time next year 
1 might have the opportunity to work with organizations or individuals in Krasnodar, but 
not unless my name is cleared. 


Roy Den Hollander, M.B.A., J.D. 
545 East 14 th Street 
New York, NY 
10009 USA 


Sworn to before me as true to the best of his knowledge and belief by Roy Den Hollander, 
M.B.A., J.D., to me known to be the individual described in and who executed the foregoing 
document, and acknowledged that he executed the document on this day of March 2002. 
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Civil Defamation Suit 
September 2002 

To the Court of Leninskiy district of Krasnodar 

Plaintiff: Roy Den Hollander 

D.b. 09.26.1947 

National passport 200315516 

Issued by the national passport center 04.19.1999 
Representative attorney of the legal advice office 
Of Zapadniy district of Krasnodar 
S.A.Povaliy, 

350062 Krasnodar 
Rashpilevskaya str. 62 

Defendant: Inessa Alexandrovna Shipilina 
Residing: Krasnodar, Rashpilevskaya str. 

Declarationof the defense of honor, dignity, business reputation and 
moral damage recovery 

I registered my marriage with Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina on 

03.11.2000 , after that together with my wife I left for the USA, Ney York, 

where I resided. 

As soon as I became aware that Alina describes her relationships with 
other men in her diary, I decided to learn the real situation and came 
to Krasnodar, I met people, who knew her before our wedding. I brought a 
divorce suit in the USA. 

In the meanwhile Alina s mother, Inessa Alexandrovna Shipilina, started 
to spread among our common acquaintances information, damaging my 
honour, dignity and business reputation. 

Thus, talking to Natalya Martys she said that I was a criminal, wanted 
by the Federal forces, she said that I d committed grave crimes. All 
the facts are not true and were deliberately invented by I.A.Shipilina. 
Besides, she told Vera Ivanovna Avanesova defamatory insinuations about 
my alleged criminal past and present. 

Talking to Anastasiya Vasilyeva on the phone the defendant told about 
me as a criminal sent Anastasiya messages on the beeper, where she 
threatened her with punishment if Anastasiya witnessed against her. 

She also told Nadezhda Sanchez the things defaming my honor and 
dignity. 

Talking with Evgeniy Kardakov on the phone Shipilina said, that I was a 
mentally diseased person, socially dangerous, she urged Kardakov not to 
talk with me. 

The above-mentioned witnesses can confirm all the episodes. 

The stories told about me are not real facts, they defame my dignity, 
honor and business reputation. 

My business reputation was damaged as a result of defendant s actions. 

I m a licensed attorney and have a number of clients not only in the 
USA, but in other countries as well, including Moscow and Krasnodar. I 
have to explain to my partners that I m not crazy and don t have criminal 
past or present. 

Furthermore, spreading the information, defaming my honor, dignity and 
business reputation the defendant brings me moral harm. 

I estimate the damage caused me by the defendant as 500 hundred rubles. 

On the basis of the above-mentioned and governed by the articles 151, 


152, 1099-1101 of the Civil code of the Russian Federation. 

I appeal: 

1. to make the defendant disprove the information defaming my honor, 
dignity, the untrue words that I m not normal , mentally diseased 
person, criminal by apologizing before me. 

2. To recover from the defendant the compensation for the moral damage 
in the sum of 500 hundred rubles. 

3. To pay all the duties at her cost 

Enclosure 

1. the copy of the declaration 

2. the papers confirming that Shipilina spread the information defaming 
my honor and dignity 

3. papers disproving the information spread by Shipilina. 


Roy Den Hollander 


icon H 51 



PCOC P 

HcnoJiiiHTejibiibiH komiitct 
ICpacnoAapcKoro ropo^CKoro 
CoBeTa napoanbix ^enyiaTOB 
YiipaBjieniic >Kiijiimuio- 
ICoMMynajibiioro xo wMc i Ba 

biopo texi inqncKOH 

HI IBEMTAPH3AI \WV\ 
350000, r. Kpacno/jap 
yji.JlcBancBCKoro 16 
Ten. 52-2734,59-23-61 
Ot 12.09. 2001 r N« 

I la JNsi 15/23 


CriPABKA 

HacToaiu,a5i cnpaBKa numaiia ICpaeiionapciciiM Giopo Texim'iecKon miBCinapinaumi 
btom, mto rp. Illmuuimia 

1. Hnecca AjiCKcan^poBiia, 

2. Annua AjiCKcan^poBiia 

Ho icapTOTCKC roponcKiix /jOMOBjiancmiu mhcjihtch coOctbciiiiiikom crpocmm n 
ropo/ic Kpacnonape hmciot Kaxc^aa no Vz ;iojih icynjieunou KB-pw N<? 8 no yn. 
PaummieBCKofi N« 138. 

CripaBica Bbinana jym npe/pbaBJiciinx no Mccry TpcOoBainia. 

Henan, 

HanajibmiK 6iopo TcxnnnecKon mmeirrapinaumi I Umnnei, 

Tcxiihk 6iopo 1 kvumcb 


Poccim, ropoA ICpacno;uip, 19eeirra6pji 2001 ro^a. 

51, MapTbinoB H.H., norapnyc norapiiajibiioro oicpyra r. ICpacnonapa 
CBimeTCJibCTByio BcpnocTi, 'non koihiw c ikwihimihicom floicyivieiiTa. 51 cjihmuji 
koii mo c no/uinmimcoM, npnacM b nocne/pieM ikwiiiciok, npnnncoic, BanepKimhix 
cjiob n niibix ne oroBopemibix ncnpaBJieimn hjih icaicnx jinGo ocoCcmiocTen ne 
OKaaajiocb. 


3apenicTpupoBano b peecrpe 3a Ni> 

n /f‘ 

B3i»iCKaiio f /y /'/ 'V 


I lorapuyc 




y,’ 


H.H. Mapn.inon 

i 













Copy 

RSFSR 

Executive Committee 
Krasnodar Town Soviet 
of People’s Deputees 
Lodgement Maintenance Office 
Technical Inventory Bureau 
Levanevskogo str., 16, 

350000 Krasnodar 
tel. 52-2734, 59-23-61 


Our ref. No. 15/23 
Dated Sep tember 12, 200 1 


CERTIFICATE 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
It is given to certify that 

1. Inessa Alexandrovna Shipilina 

2. Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, 

as it is appeared from files of the Town Lodgement Register, are real estate owners 
and each of them holds 1/2 of purchased flat No. 8 at Rashpilevskaya str., bldg. 138. 

Seal 

/signature/ 

Director 

Technical Inventory Bureau 

/signature/ 

Bureau Clerk 

Russia, Krasnodar Town, on the 19th day of September 2001,1, I. 

I. Martynov, Notary Public of Krasnodar Town hereby 
certify that this is a true copy of the original and 
there are no blots, alternations, strikes and other non- 
mentioned corrections or peculiarities in the original. 

Reg. No.: 10611 Tax: as law provided 

Signature and seal of the Notary Public. 


APOSTILLE 

(Convention tie la IIaye Du 5 Octobre 1961) 

1. Country: RUSSIAN FEDERATION 

THIS PUBLIC DOCUMENT 

2. has been signed by Martynov I. I. 

3. acting in the capacity of the Notary Public of Krasnodar 

4. bears the seal/stamp of the said Notary Public 

CERTIFIED 

5. In Krasnodar 6. September 12, 2001 

7. by M. R. Vatulyan, the senior specialist of Notary Public section, the 
General Department of Justice 

8. No: 1265 

9. Seal : Ministry of Justice of the Russian Federation. General Department in 
Krasnodar Region, taxpayer identification code- 2309054566. 


10. Signature 
riepeno;j.MiiK 




3arpe6iijii> U. 
Xhm- 



i<ii. 4ex li pnaji,u,aroro ii,cKa6pa Aue tlicjimh ncpooro roa,a, m, Eapanoe Bane 
Banenmiuioeun, HOTapuyc ropojja Xmmkh Mockobckoh o6jiacTM, cBHflexejiLCT 
nOAJIHHHOCTb HOAriHCH M3BCCTHOrO MHe liepeBOflMHKa, riCpeBOJJ,IIBLUCrO C pyCCKC 
aiirjuiHCKHH 5i 3 li k 3mpe6unb JJenuca Heaiioeima. 


3apcrncrpnpoBano b peccTpc 3a Ni>: 


B3LicKano no TapHcfiy: 5 py6. 00 Kon. 


TepSoBaa nenan, 

1 Ssf-I 


Bccro npom 
riponyMcpoBan 
MaCTH l IHOH 0 

3 (xpn) jincTa 


HoxaPHyc 


BapanoB B.B. 




«_» ___roaa, 

EaoaHOB hot»p#i*t: t 

MocKOBonofli cB*aP r *a>*'“*Byio 

BepHOCTta STOi non** V 
n 0 KVMeMT 8 , • nocJu»«Ht»* nOAMMOlOK, 
npunwoon- *«H«PKmvtwx c«0« m « M « X 
HeoroBopewtMMX Mcnp*»J»eM«ft *im 
- ocol*mom» m 



HOTapuyc 


noflnucb 

j -- - ■ ——^ 


BapanoB B 


Bcero npommo, npoHyMepOBara, 
CKpenaeno nemn^Jp HCT08 ’ 




Ommaji AAbireiiCKoro pecnySjiHKaHCKoro ywpe^K/ieiiHsi iocthhhh 
no rocyaapcTBeHHon perncTpaunn npaB Ha HeflBnmuvioe 
HMymecTBO n cixejiOK c hhm no TaxTaiviyKaHCKOMy panoHy 


TIom. npouypopa 
TaxmaMyna uchozo paitona 
Pecny6miKU Adbizea 
Eapno H.P. 

« 2002r. 



Ha ocHOBaHHH 3 anpoca ot r JST« 

1 --- ’ J _5 vuuuu^ai^ivi, 

hto UiHnHJiHHa HHecca AjiexcaHflpoBHa, 1950 ro^a pox^eHna, oOpaTHJiacb 

innn „ \r _ ‘ 


cooSmaeM, 


AH AO A AAA - ^ yJCX L 

09 . 08.2000 ro^a b YnpeTOHHe kjcthphh no rocy^apcTBeHHOH perHCTpapnn 
npaB Ha He£BH>KHMoe HMymecTBO h cflejroK c hhm TaxTaMyxaHCKoro panoHa PA 
c aaflBJieHHeM o perHCTpapHH nepexo^a npaBa coGctbchhocth h perHCTpapHH 
c^ejiKH Ha oOteKT no a^pecy: n. 5 I 6 jiohobckhh, yji. CKB03Ha*i,ll k HapeBon 
CBeTJiaHe AjieKcaH^poBHe, 1949 ro^a poxc^eHHH, Ha ocHOBaHHH /JoroBopa 
ZiapeHHH KHJioro AOMa c 3 eMejibHbiM ynacTKOM ot 08 . 08.2000 ro^a, 
y^ocTOBepeHHoro Hyaxo C.H, HOTapHycoM TaxTaMyxaHCKoro HO PA, b peecTpe 
N ~ ^97, o neM b E^hhom rocy^apcTBeHHOM peecTpe npaB Ha He^BHXcHMoe 
HMymecTBo h caejioK c hhm 04 . 09.2000 ro^a c^ejiaHa 3 anncb perncTpaiMH No oi- 
01 / 04 - 3 / 2000 - 219 . 


rocyaapcTBeHHbiii perncTpaTop npae, 
TaxTaMyKaficKoro pafiona PA 



PaTyiuHbiH n.B. 


r. KpacHO^ap, KpacHoaapcKHH xpafl, PoccHHCKaa Oe^epauna. 

Ce^bMoe Man, ABe tmchhh BToporo rofla. 

51, Mop030B J\. K)., HOTapHyc r. KpacHo^apa, CBHAeTeJiBCTByio BepHOCTb 3 toh koiihh c 
noAJiHHHHKOM AOKyMeHTa. B nocJieAHeM iIoahhctok, npnrmcoK, 3aHepKHyTbix cjiob h hhmx He 
oroBopeHHbix ncnpaBJieHHH hjih KaKHX-BH6o ocoGeHHOcTeft 
3aperHCTpnpoBaHO B^peecTpe^3aJVo5310 
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Branch of Adyg Republican Agency of Justice on State Registration 
of the Rights on Real Estate and Bargains with It 
for Takhtamoukaysky District 


Deputy Prosecutor 
for Takhtamoukaysky District 
of the Republic of Adyg 
Bare ho N.R. 


February 18, 2002 Ref. No 112002-16 

On the basis of inquiry dated_, No_, we notify that Shipilina Inessa Alex- 

androvna, born in 1950. has filed an application to the Adyg Republican Agency of Justice on State 
Registration of the Rights on Real Estate and Bargains with It for Takhtamoukaysky District on 
August 09, 2000. She applied for registration of transition of the property right and registration of 
the bargain with the real estate object located to the address: village Yablonevsky, Skvoznaya street. 

11 to Tsareva Svetlana Alexandrovna. born in 1949, on the basis Gift Agreement in relation to the 
apartment house with the land plot dated August 08, 2000 certified by the State Notary Takh¬ 
tamoukaysky District of the Republic of Adyg, included in the register under No 1597. which was 
registered in the Uniform Stale Register of Rights on Real Estate and Bargains with It on September 
04, 2000, registration record No 01-01/04-3/2000-219. 

The State Registrar of the Rights 

for Takhtamoukaysky District of the Republic of Adyg [Signature] Ratoushny P.V. 

[Impress of the seal No 4 of the Branch of Adyg Republican Agency of Justice on State Registra¬ 
tion of the Rights on Real Estate and Bargains with It] 

City of Krasnodar, Krasnodar territory, Russian Federation. 

The Seventh of May of the Year Two Thousand and Second. 

Me, Morozov D.Yu., the notary of the City of Krasnodar, witness the conformity of this copy to the 
original of the document; in the latter have not appeared to be any erasures, additions, crossed out words 
and other not stipulated corrections, nor any singularities. 

Included in the Register under N<> 5310 

Collected - 10 roubles 

Notary [Signature] 

[Impress of the seal of the notary Morozov Dmitry Yuryevich] 

APOSTILLE 

(Convention de La flaye du 5 octobre 1961) 

1. Russian Federation 

This public document has been signed by 

2. Morozov D.Y. 3. acting in the capacity of: notary public of the city of Krasnodar 

4. bears the seal/stamp of the notary public Morozov D.Y. 

Certified 

5. in the city of Krasnodar 6. On May 8, 2002 

7. by Shevtsova I.P., Leading Specialist on Notary Services of the Main Administration of Justice 

8. No 684 9. Seal/Stamp [Impress of the seal of the Main Administration of the Ministry of 

Justice of the Russian Federation for Krasnodar Area] 

10. Signature: [Signature] 
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i’s Statement of Allegations: 


Agencyfs) 




SPRINT No. (NYPD) 

k' r 


New York State 

DOMESTIC INCIDENT REPORT 
(PRINT UPPER CASE) 


Incident Report No. 


ORI 

NY 


Sector 


Beat 


Address of Occurrence 

Jt-fS 3 l i s * 


Time of Report 

i (? * > 


Address 

p /s’ 


Ethnic Origin 

; Hispanic Non-Hispanic □ Unknown 


Home Telephone 

b<&)z7i' t no> 


JV 


Address , , / w. 

5V.T £~. /y ^ /yj,, s /, c. ft * /Ol> 


Suspect/Othec Party Last Name, First, M.l. 

ffJuSFrr. doy 


Ethnic Origin _ 

| | Hispanic^-f| Non-Hispanic | [Unknown 


Often se/IncidenJJnvolved: 


Description ( 


OP Registry Checked 
□ YES0NO 


tissuing Court 


Violated? 

1 [yes B-fo 


Suspect Used/TJjreatened Weapons? Type: Victim Injured? Describe Aided No. Removed to Hospital? What Hospital? 

Qyes0no Dyes _ Dyes □"no _ 

Photos Taken7^ Arrest Made? I Non Arrest Reason ~ It Arrest Made, Did Perp. Resist? 

□ yes* 3nO □ YESJ^TnQ [ | No Offense Committed 1 |Not at Scene | | Warrant Requested Other | I I YES I I NO 


Victim Injured? Describe 

□ yes □'no 


Charge(s) (List All) •» < 

4 


Relationship 


Incident Report Receipt Issued? If NO, Reason: 

YES □ NO __ | □ NO _ | /P /J x OQ 

Suipeci’s AcfiorS: Q Sorting Q Choking Destroying Property [ | Forcible Restraint [~~] Grabbing □ Hair Pulling |~~| Homicide f~| Injury to Child f~| Kicking 

f~| Pulling Phones From Watt,. I 1 Punching n Pushing □ Pushing/Slamming Into Wails I 1 Sexual Abuse I I Slapping f~l Threats With Weapon(s) I 1 Throwing Items 
I I Using Weapons) ^ [^ Verbal Abuse I I Other: 


DV Notice issued to 
^PTyes □ NO 


* f a *~d 


Narrative of the Incident: (include results of investigation and basis for action taken) . / / / /Jr 

ft j y/ftJS <fv <> U.t-l., AuA.U did' <*.// 'V 

//. f, /, ■/»..«. Oxd f dr d.d tA,. 

tZQ,°0<> ~h/terr 0"* U “'•J , d d,, J.f.strd 

f* -fiiiiv Awry Vr’i/ r.wr 

—enr**yvxcx.—™d * ' <■(+4’-* f - ***-£-/■> _ J?-rrr±> 

f h - T J f s • “f t ** ■ r ' W* * 


\ js\~\ kfo^W^ci ( &<X{ V tt? e* 

gfavQ. ^ rn. M C t.K q - r 1 c? C Q. ' x 

tfru? 1 oort I toe XjU “tVu£ oftu-£ Re n/nj 

V ; r~ m . . v7 = ‘ > 

V <'Wi 


iO» r 


Is There Reasonable Cause to Suspect A Childjday Be The Victim of Abuse, 

Neglect or Maltreatment? Q YESj-'ffio 

If Yes, Reporting Officer Must Contact the NYS Child Abuse Hotline Registry # 1 -800-635-1522. 


REFERRALS: [_j Child Protective Services |_J Licensing Bureau Adult Protective Services Name of Person Notified: 

fl Domestic Violence Services | [ Other Outside Agency D ^ 


Any Guns In The House? [ |YES if] NO AnyGuns Seized? |_| YES L'] NC) 

Household Member Have a Pistol Permit? □ Yes-P't'No Permit Seized? □ YES 
Permit No_Issuing County_ 


Notified By: 


Offerer LD^Ng. ^ 


Order of 

□ yes 


3221 - 0697 DCJS Copyright © 1995 by NYS Div of Criminal Justice Services 


le Copy - Agency Pink Copy - Victim 
Canary Copy - DCJS Goldenrod Copy - Victim 

X 

















































Incident Report No. 


Ethnic Origin 

| | Hispanic ^ Non-Hispanic Q Unknown 


Suspect Relationship to the CompleinantA/ictirn 

H OX y\ A,*-J t^> 


Race 5^1 White f~| B(ack 

| | Other 

Ethnic Origin 

| | Indian Q Asian 

Unk 

|_| Hispanic Non-Hispanic [_(Unknown 


Suspect Present? Offense/lnciderrt Involved: 

□ yes' 23, NO | □ Fel □ Misd IZI Viol □ Other 


OP Registry Checked Expir. Date 

□yes □ no cn . , ©\ 


Description (Offenses) 

CLA J . M Afl-G- £ rl "T 


Comp!. No. 


Suspect Used/Threatened Weapons? Type: -J Victim Injured? Describe Aided _ 

□ yes E3no __ Dyes E5no _ 

Photos Taken? i Arrest Made? I Non Arrest Reason 

| | No Offense Committed 0Not at Scene Q Warrant Requested Q Other 


Removed to Hospital? 
□yes® NO 


What Hospital? 

If Arrest Made, Did Perp. Resist? 
CvesC NO 



Family/ 

□ YES &NO 


Domestio Incident Report Receipt Issued? If NO, Reason: OV Notice Issued to Victim Date 

K^yes □ no ___ JQyesCno jJTf. O / 


T^ Ctiokffig n Destroying Property [ [ Forcible Restraint | j Grabbing PI Hair Pulling FI Homicide FI Injury to Child [ j Kicking 
Q Pulling Phones From Wall FI Punching F~1 Pushing I I Pushing/Slamminq Into Walls I I Sexual Abuse I I Slapping | | Threats With Weapon(s) | | Throwing Items 
I 1 Using Weapon(s) | [verbal Abuse Other: 


Narrative of the Incident: (include results of investigation e*pd basis for action taken) 

At Tfp/Q °/v -S-rA-re obo-Jt- yfejOy vHo'' C\ 

OP-OV/a- of y>ioi v~<er c\'C.ry and po<.T (V ^ 
>t- ^rt -y^e »aTff q3oa<\ '-*+) oode y>V\«rtr£> of C '|J <fi 

OlT* P »V +Q Qaaow ^ oJar ^ ^fv 


o* y 

■y^e 

^rv,^- 


\yory and po<.T ( »^c. 

yho-tni/ c£ c -1J < <\ 


Victim ^ Stste«$ent of Allegations: 


negations: - fy- <--«» ~ — / • 

- Moc/ tynpetJi, JtQtu u. r. Of^cr 


Avc l<x c J..JCi\Q<-CjCl \i-U<:^CpMCl.i4CiJ?.iu. fjQysri&.t ncjOQ <, OCjzX&p ■ 

kS&*4Y\ !U UX.UJQc.'<b 'JttcOL 7u£ A<jQU H^nouri, . ' X £< tp. *So~ 

tT'i-tfyCi SOOacxl g , X, obs^cob KA cJootG ducCJ£>O n ~,.K. Ou r aJx OftfcFO 

QC/’ A.rw/ec r'i * ! juc*jls\ ■■■ficur ;ot pacpU)U~. *0 ^Uu-ruJA-ux^ ax OUy£. , ■•fty’&LOnc ~ 

“ ^sj-o * ou . (AOSU.&&. 


False Statements made herein are punishable as a Class A 
Misdemeanor, pursuant to Section 210.45 of the Penal Law. 


Other mvofved Ageney(s> 

. - tg . y ~errrh ; W- :—r ; . - » 


Is There Reasonable Cause to Suspect A Child May Be The Victim of Abuse, Any Guns In The House? 

Neglect or Maltreatment? | |YES fc7] NO Household Member Have a Pis 

If Yes, Reporting Officer Must Contact the NYS Child Abuse Hotline Registry It 1-800-635-1522. ^ eiTT1 ' 1 No - 

__^___ Name _ 

REFERRALS: Q Child Protective Services | | Licensing Bureau [~] Adult Protective Services Name of Person Notified: 

■ | Domestic Violence Services Q Other Outside Agency 



Any Guns In The House? | |YES Jj^ NO A ny Guns Seized? LJ YES fxNO 

Household Member Have a Pistol Permit? □ Yes JQ No Permit Seized? Q YkV] NO 

Permit No.__ Issuing County_ ' ^ 

Name 


Reporting Officer’s Sianatuiejlnclude Rank) 


Notified By: 


neponing umcers ^i^nanM^inciuae HanKj <r— 


Supervisor's Signature (Include Rank) 


White Copy - Agency Ftok Copy - Victim _ 

Canary Copy -,DCJS Goldenrod Copy - Victim 3221 - 0697 OCJS Copyright © 1995 by NYS Div of Criminal Justice Services 











































OltDITti VOS.K 



Queens] at 89-14 Parsons Blvd., Jamaica, NY 
11432 , on January 31, 2001 


PRESENT: Hon. JOHN M. HUNT 

chviQOObqt/ Jud9e 

In the Matter of a Proceeding under 
Article 8 of the Family Court Act 
ALINA A. SHIPILINA 
Date of Birth: 

Petitioner, 

v. 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Date of Birth: 

Respondent, 


Docket No. 

0-01988/01 

TEMPORARY 

ORDER OF PROTECTION 
|X| Ex-Parte 

Respondent 
Present in Court 


NOTICE: YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY THIS ORDER MAY SUBJECT YOU TO MANDATORY ARREST 

AND CRIMINAL PROSECUTION, WHICH MAY RESULT IN YOUR INCARCERATION FOR UP TO 
SEVEN YEARS FOR CRIMINAL CONTEMPT, AND/OR MAY SUBJECT YOU TO FAMILY COURT 
PROSECUTION AND INCARCERATION FOR UP TO SIX MONTHS FOR CONTEMPT OF COURT. IF 
YOU FAIL TO APPEAR IN COURT WHEN YOU ARE REQUIRED TO DO SO, THIS ORDER MAY BE 
EXTENDED IN YOUR ABSENCE AND CONTINUE IN EFFECT UNTIL YOU APPEAR IN COURT. 


NOTICE: PURSUANT TO SECTION 1113 OF THE FAMILY COURT ACT, AN APPEAL FROM THIS 
ORDER MUST BE TAKEN WITHIN 30 DAYS OF RECEIPT OF THE ORDER BY APPELLANT IN 
COURT, 35 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF MAILING OF THE ORDER TO APPELLANT BY THE CLERK 
OF COURT, OR 30 DAYS AFTER SERVICE BY A PARTY OR THE LAW GUARDIAN UPON THE 
APPELLANT, WHICHEVER IS EARLIEST. 


A petition under Article 8 of the Family Court Act, sworn to on January 
31, 2001 having been filed in this Court in the above entitled proceeding, and 
good cause having been shown. 

Now therefore, it is hereby ORDERED that ROY DEN HOLLANDER observe the 
following conditions of behavior: 

[01] Stay 500' away from: [A] ALINA A. SHIFILINA 

[B] the home of ALINA A. SHIPILINA 

[E] the place of employment of ALINA A. SHIPILINA ; 

[02] Refrain from assault, stalking, harassment, menacing, reckless 
endangerment, disorderly conduct, intimidation, threats or any criminal offense 
against ALINA A. SHIPILINA: 

[99] Observe such other condition(s) as are necessary to further the 
purposes of protection [specify conditions]: RESPONDENT NOT TO MAKE PHONE 
'CALLS TO PETITIONER.: 


JL/Z/TH YO^IC 


—.7 - 


' ' ’ ’• • Present' in ’Courts-- • 




It is further ordered that//t 
in effect until April 6, 2001 

Dated: January 31, 2001 


er of protection shall remain 

T 


Hon. 

APR 0 6 2001 Order Extended to 



[OHN M. HUNT, 




j.f.c: 


Order Extended to 


J.F.C. 


THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THIS IS A TRUE COPY OF A 
TEMPORARY ORDER OF PROTECTION MADE IN THE MANNER 
DESIGNATED IN SUCH COPY AND SHOWN BY THE RECORDS 
"THE FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 
JITHIJ^THE CITY &K NEW YORK, FOR THE COUNTY OF 



Richard Canner Clerk of Court 
Dated: r - ,20_ 

JINWOOT 


CHECK APPLICABLE LINE: 

□ Personal service executed (specify date):_ 

□ Order mailed on(specify date(s) and to whom mailed):_ 

□ Order received in court on (specify date(s) and to whom given): 


The Family Court Act provides that presentation of a copy of this order of protection to any police 
officer or peace officer acting pursuant to his or her special duties shall authorize, and in some 
situations may require, such officer to arrest a person who is alleged to have violated it's terms 
to bring him or her before the court to face whatever penalties may be imposed therefore. 

Federal law provides that this order must be honored and enforced by state and tribal courts, 
including courts of a state, the District of Columbia, a commonwealth, territory or possession of 
the United States, if it is established that the person against whom the order is sought has or 
will be afforded reasonable notice and opportunity to be heard in accordance with state law 
sufficient to protect that person's rights (18 U.S.C. 2265). 

It is a federal offense to: cross state lines to violate an order of protection; cross state lines 
to engage in stalking, harassment or domestic violence,- purchase, transfer, possess or receive a 
firearm following a conviction of a domestic violence misdemeanor involving the use or attempted 
use of physical force or a deadly weapon,- or (for persons other then military or law enforcement 
officers while on duty) purchase, transport, possess or receive a firearm while an order of 
protection, issued after notice and an opportunity to be heard, prohibiting assault, harassment, 
threatening and/or stalking, is in effect (18 U.S.C.§§922(g)(8),922(g)(9),2261,2261A,2262). 



FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 


•i 


ALINA A. SHIPILINA 

Petitioner, 

v. 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Respondent, 



> * : • 

Docket' No. 
0-01988/01 
' : 

PETITION 
Family Offense 


TO THE FAMILY COURT: 

The undersigned Petitioner respectfully shows that: 

1. ALINA A. SHIPILINA resides at 28-15 34TH ST.,#4H., ASTORIA, 
NY 11103-0000, and is the SPOUSE of the Respondent. 

2. Respondent resides at 545 EAST 14TH ST., #10D,, NEW YORK, NY 
10009-0000. 

3. On or about .January 28, 2001 at a music store in new York 
county at approx. 2:30pm, the Respondent committed an act or acts 
which constitute (aggravated harassment in the second degree), 
(harassment in the first degree), (harassment in the second 
degree), (menacing in the second degree), (menacing in the third 
degree), (assault in the second degree)/ (assault in the third 
degree), (attempted assault), (disorderly conduct), (reckless 
endangerment), (stalking in the first degree), (stalking in the 
second degree), (stalking in the third degree), (stalking in the 
fourth degree) toward ALINA A. SHIPILINA who is the SPOUSE of 
said Respondent i:i that the Respondent threatens petr. Petr, 
states " My hsuba.nd threatened to have me deported. He said that 
America was not for me and that it was his decision where I live. 
He makes me very ifraid because he threatens to send me away 
without tellir.o : > when. He tells me that he know people in the 
Embassy hnd Immy-ration, both here and in Moscow. " Petr, states 
that about 1 month ago resp. grabbed petr. by the arm and left 
ascratch on petr.'s arm. Petr, states thatresp. wnts petr. to pay 
resp. between #11,000 and $25,000 to stay in th eUSA. Petr, 
states that resp. once showed pet. a gun and that reps, sleeps 
with a knife. Pc :. si afraid of resp. and seeks that reps, stay 
away from petr. a. id petr.'s residence and stop threatening petr. 

5. The followir -7 aggravating circumstances, if any, are present 



in this case: R-_sp. has a history of threatening petr. and once 
showed petr. a c.:g. 

6. The following criminal, matrimonial or f ami ly court 
proceeding(s) invalving the respondent (has)(have) been filed: 

N/A 

7. Indicate whether a previous application has been made to any 

court or judge for the relief requested herein and, if so, the 
relief, if any, granted and the date of such relief: N/A 

8. Respondent is licensed or has a license application pending 
to carry, possess, repair, sell or otherwise dispose of the 
following fire arts: Pnir. does not know. 

S. Respondent is in possession of the following licensed and 
unlicensed firearms: Petr, states that resp. once showed petr. a 
gun. 

10. There is a ; abstantial risk that the Respondent may use or 
threaten to use a firearm unlawfully against Petitioner (and 
members of the Pe ritioner ' s family or household) for the 
following reason:;: 

a. Respondent has been convicted of the following violent felony 

offenses: N/A 

b. Respondent ha previously been found to have willfully failed 

to obey an order of protection and such willful failure 
involved (inflict ;n o:: serious physical injury, use or threatened 
use of a deadly v iapcr. or dangerous instrument and behavior 
constituting a olen: felony offense) as follows: N/A 

c. The following facts and circumstances create a substantial 

risk that Respo-hent nay use or threaten to use a firearm 
unlawfully against Petitioner or members of Petitioner's family 
of' household:■ N/A 


WHEREFORE, 


ititioner prays 


(a) than t: 


> - 


pcr.dent be adjudged to have committed the 


family offense -.A.egei; 

(b) that chi Court enter an order of protection, specifying 
conditions of h:r. wior to be observed by the Respondent in 
accordance with .'action 842 of the Family Court Act; and for such 





VERIFICATION 


STATE OF NEW YOk.' ) 

: ss. : 

COUNTY OF QUEEN- ) 


ALINA A. SHIPII.l' 
says: I am the 
and know the cor*-, 
true to my own ki 
be alleged on in: 
matters, I bell'- - . 


above named being duly sworn, deposes and 
-itioner in the within action; that I have read 
;ti:s of the foregoing Petition; that the same is 
Dwledge, except as to matters therein stated to 
^rmation and belief, and that as to those 





Kuba, Mundy & Associates 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


RONALD J. KUBA 
NICHOLAS J. MUNDY- 

•(ADMrTTFD IN N Y ft N I) 

DAWN P. OUIDONE' 
PAULETTE DETIBERI1S' 

'(Ai)Mirrn) in n y * rr) 


321 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK. NY 10007 
(212)732-5050 
PAX (212) 760-0049 


ROCKLAND COUNTY OFRC 
(914)356-1313 

NEW JERSEY OFFICE 
(201)801-0601 


February 5, 2001 

Via Certified Mail RRR and First Class Mail 

Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 ,h Street, #10D 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Mr. Hollander: 


This office has been retained by your wife, Alina Shiplina. Ms Shiplina has requested 
that we commence divorce proceedings, but not before giving you the opportunity to 
contact us, or to have an attorney contact us on your behalf, to discuss the possibility of 
resolving this matter amicably 

Divorce proceedings can be difficult for both parties Recognizing this, our client 
desires to discuss the issues with you in a mutually agreeable setting, in the hopes that 
reasonable solutions can be reached 


Nonetheless, if I do not receive a response from you or your attorney within seven (7) 
days from the date of this letter, my client has instructed me to commence action 
without your cooperation. 


Please be guided accordingly. 


NJM/ab 


Very 


{/ 



KubS/ Mundy 
By. Nicholas 


pciates 
dy. Esq 



H3B&59 


I 130— summons wtto nodes: sctkm for* divorce >-78 


e 


on mr Julius Blumsiso. IHL.. 
Publish!*. NYC 10013 


fcuprem* QIaurt of tlj* &tat* of Nero fork 
(Hountg of new York _ 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 


against 


Plaintiff 


ALINA A. SHIPILINA, a/k/a 
Angelina Chipilina 


Defendant 


Index No. 

Plaintiff designates ' 


_ New York, , . 
County as the place of trial 

The basis of the venue is 


„ Plaintiff's.residence 

Jsinmnuna inmj Niitire 

Plaintiff resides at 

545 East 14th St. 

New York, N.Y. 10009 

County of 

New York 


ACTION FOR A DIVORCE 

To the above nented Defend,* and ' ACTION T0 ANNUL A MARRIME 

fou £UT£ SUlltlttOUrb to serve a notice of appearance, on the Plaintiff's 

Attorney(s) within 20 days after the service of this summons, exclusive of the day of service (or within 
30 days after the service is complete if this summons is not personally delivered to you within the State of 
New York); and in case of your failure to appear, judgment will be taken against yo^j by default for the 
relief demanded in the notice set forth below. x"' —- j 

c 

Dated. February 12, 2001 /JUDITH BADER-YORK 

New York, New York -Attorney!s) lor Plaintiff 

Office and Post Office Address 

331 Madison Avenue 
15th Floor 
New York, NY 10017 
(212) 986-1480 

NOTICE: The nature of this action is to dissolve the marriage between the parties, on the grounds 



of the cruel and inhuman treatment of the plaintiff by the defendant; the 
adultery of defendant; in the alternative, to annul the marriage on the 
grounds of the defendant's fraud. 


The relief sought is. 

A judgment of absolute divorce in favor of the Plaintiff dissolving 
the marriage between the parties in this action; in the alternative, a 
judgment annulling the marriage between the parties. The nature of any 
ancillary relief demanded is equitable distribution of the marital property 
of the parties, awarding counsel fees to the Plaintiff, and for such other 
further and additional relief as the court may deem just, proper and 
equitable in the premises. 




Kuba, Mundy & Associates 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


RONALD J. KUBA 
NICHOLAS J. MUNDY* 


•(ADMITTED IN N Y. * N J.) 


321 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK, NY 10007 
(212) 732-5050 
FAX (212) 766-0049 


DAWN P. OUIDONE' 
PAULETTE DETTBERIIS' 

'(ADMITTED IN N Y. ft CT.) 


ROCKLAND COUNTY OFFICE 
(914)356-1313 

NEW JERSEY OFFICE 
(201)801-0601 


March 12, 2001 


Judith Bader-York, Esq. 

331 Madison Avenue, 15 th Floor 
New York, NY 10017 


Re Hollander v. Shiplina 

Index Number 350091/01 


Dear Ms. Bader-York: 

Enclosed please find defendant's Demand for Complaint. 

As discussed this date, in the interest of sparing our respective clients embarrassment, 
time and expense, my client has asked that we attempt to resolve divorce and financial 
matters amicably. My letter to your client dated February 5, 2001 offered to proceed in 
that fashion, but was responded to with a Summons alleging, among other things, cruel 
and inhuman treatment. 

In a final effort to avoid public disclosure of certain familial facts and circumstances, 
which by their nature should remain private and personal, I am once again extending 
the opportunity to engage in non-formal discovery and exchange of financial disclosure 
and documentation pertinent to equitable distribution and maintenance issues, prior to 
draft and filing of a Complaint, Answer and Counterclaims in this matter. 

Please be guided accordingly. 

Very truly /oui4 / | 


NJM/ab 


Kut5a 
By: ^ 


jhdy & Associates 
lolas J. Mundy, Esq. 



PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT 

[Draft 5/23/01] 


Complaint Against Ms. Shipilina 

1. On or about January 31,2000, in Moscow, Russia, Ms. Shipilina, unbeknownst to her 
future husband, decided to accept her future husband’s marriage proposal solely to 
obtain a green card so she could work in America as a lap dancer and prostitute; she 
had no intention of fulfilling her duties as a spouse. 

2. On or about March 5 to March 11, 2000, in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina 
surreptitiously put foreign substances into her husband’s meals that caused him 
sleepiness, nauseation, constipation, euphoria and befuddled thinking, symptoms 
consistent with opiate poisoning. 

3. On March 11,2000, in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina did not considered her 
wedding ceremony on that day as serious; for her it was just business in order to 
obtain a green card to America. 

4. From March 11, 2000, the day of her marriage, to the present in New York City, 
Russia and Cyprus, Ms. Shipilina has repeatedly slandered and libeled her husband to 
her prostitution clients, lap dancing clients, lovers, friends, relatives and associates. 

5. On or about March 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina stated to a third party 
that she would not be faithful to her husband because she was a “symbol of self 
realization” and would not bring herself down for her husband by obeying her marital 
vows. 

6. From the middle of March until the beginning of June 2000, Ms. Shipilina refused to 
cohabit with her husband. 

7. On or about the last half of March 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina engaged 
in intercourse twice with a Russian man whose first name is Valodya. 

8. On or about the beginning of April 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina illegally 
acquired a second Russian passport to hide her subsequent trip to Milan, Florence and 
Venice, Italy for prostitution purposes. 

9. On or about the beginning of April 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina tried to 
seduce a man named Alexei who managed the Russian discotheque “Joy”. 

10. On or about the first half of April 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina discussed 
with one of her prostitution clients, Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, intimate details of her 
marital relationship, see allegations 16, 17,18 and 19 below. 



11. On or about April 2000 in Krasnodar. Russia. Ms. Shipilina planned, without 
notification or consultation with her husband, to travel to Greece or Venezuela to ply 
her trade as a lap dancer and prostitute if she did not obtain a spousal immigrant visa 
to the United States. 

12. On or about the beginning of May 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina dated a 
man whom she had talked with only once on the telephone. 

13. [On or about May 9, 2000. in Krasnodar. Russia, Ms. Shipilina engaged in sexual 
conduct with a Russian man whose first name is Andrei.] 

14. On or about May 9, 2000, in Krasnodar. Russia, before going out looking for men 
with her friend Katya she cold heartedly and callously wrote to her husband. “You 
present me the best moments of my life and I send you Special Love.”’ 

15. On or about the middle of May 2000 in Krasnodar. Russia, Ms. Shipilina sexually 
propositioned a Russian man with the first name of Valodya, see allegation 7 above. 

16. On or about the middle of May 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina conspired 
with her prostitution client Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, see allegation 10 above, to deceive 
her husband into believing that the two of them were only friends. 

17. On or about May 19 to 22. 2000. in Milan, Florence and Venice, Italy. Ms. Shipilina 
engaged in numerous counts of prostitution by repeatedly having intercourse, fellatio 
and other sexual conduct with Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, see allegations 10 & 16 above, 
in return for money and jewelry. 

18. On or about May 19 to 22. 2000, in Milan. Florence and Venice, Italy, Ms. Shipilina 
used illegal drugs to enhance her sexual performance with her prostitution client 
Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, see allegations 10, 16. and 17 above. 

19. On or about May 19 to 22, 2000. in Milan, Florence and Venice, Italy, Ms. Shipilina 
denigrated, insulted, moeked and otherwise slandered her husband to her prostitution 
client Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, see allegations 10, 16,17 and 18 above. 

20. On or about the end of May 2000, in Italy and Moscow, Russia. Ms. Shipilina took 
extraordinary actions to disguise from her husband her prostitution activities in Italy, 
including praying to God that her husband will never suspect anything. 

21. Through out Ms. Shipilina’s marriage to Roy Den Hollander, she maintained contact 
with her prostitution client Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, see allegations 10.16, 17, 18 and 19 
above, while swearing to her husband that she no longer communicated with Mr. 
Ibarra. 



22. On or about June 16. 2000, in Krasnodar. Russia. Ms. Shipilina cold heartedly and 
calculatingly lied to her husband when she told him by telephone that there was no 
one else but him and that she respected and loved him. which was all pail of her plan 
to circumvent the Immigration Laws of the United States in order to assure that her 
husband take her to America. 

23. On or about the middle of June 2000 in Krasnodar. Russia, Ms. Shipilina stated that 
her husband saw her as a real wife, but that she would never she him as a real 
husband. 

24. On or about the third week in June 2000 in Krasnodar. Russia, Ms. Shipilina dated 
and engaged in petting in public with a Russian man whose first name is Roma. 

25. On or about June 24 and 25, 2000, in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina engaged in 
sexual conduct with a Russian man whose first name is Valodya from St. Petersburg, 
a different man than the one cited in allegations 7 and 15 above. 

26. On or about 5:30 am on June 25. 2000, in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina allowed a 
taxi driver to rub her knees in order to save money on the fare. 

27. On or about June 28, 2000, in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina intended to once 
again engage in sexual conduct with a Russian man whose first name is Valodya. see 
allegation 25 above. 

28. On or about July 5, 2000, in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms.Shipilina duplicitously and 
hypocritically wrote her husband that she was sending him “clean love” just days 
after she engaged in a sexual affair with a Russian man by the first name of Valodya. 
see allegation 25 above. 

29. On or about the first week in July 2000 in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina stated her 
plans were to go to America as her husband’s wife to make money as a lap dancer 
and prostitute and then divorce her husband. 

30. On or about July 10, 2000, when Ms. Shipilina arrived in America in her husband's 
apartment in New York City, Ms. Shipilina refused to put her belongings in the 
dresser, but instead kept most of her belongings in a large suitcase near the closet 
where she hung the dresses she used for stripping. 

[In a July 1999 postcard to her boyfriend Valodya in St. Petersburg, see allegations 25 
and 27. Alina expresses her view that her marriage is just business to her.] 

[In a July 1999 postcard to her boyfriend Valodya in St. Petersburg, see allegations 25 
and 27. Alina expresses her romantic feelings for Valoldya.] 



31. On or about July 17, 2000, in New York City, Ms. Shipilina began working as a lap 
dancer at Flash Dancers on Broadway and began collecting the business cards of 
some of her customers, contacting them and dating her customers. 

32. From July through November 2000 in New York City, Ms. Shipilina repeatedly lied 
to her husband about whether she worked in the private Champagne Room at Flash 
Dancers and the activities she engaged in while in that room with men and women in 
return for money. 

33. From July to the present in New York City, Ms. Shipilina made from lap dancing and 
dating her customers between $13,000 and $15,000 in cash a month on which she 
failed to file quarterly income tax returns and which she transport out of the United 
States without filing the proper papers with the United States Custom Service. 

34. In August and October 2000 in New York City, Ms.Shipilina refused to consult with 
a tax accountant concerning the proper reporting of her taxes, which caused he 
husband to decide to file a separate return for 2000. 

35. From July through September 2000 in New York City. Ms. Shipilina refused to 
contribute to the household even though she was earning far more than her husband. 

36. From July through December 2000 in her husband's apartment in New York City. 

Ms. Shipilina stated she preferred to work at Flash Dancers than go out with her 
husband. 

37. From mid July through the beginning of September and then again in October and 
November 2000 in her husband's apartment in New York City, Ms. Shipilina 
surreptitiously put foreign substances into her husband’s meals that caused sleepiness, 
nauseation, constipation, euphoria and befuddled thinking, see allegation 2 above. 

38. In early August 2000 late one evening in the kitchen of her husband's apartment in 
New York City. Ms. Shipilina. six feet two inches tall, weighing 150 lbs and a former 
three times champion of Russia in the long jump, tried to stab her husband with a 
kitchen knife. 

30. On or about August 8 and 9, 2000, in New York City. Ms.Shipilina failed to go work, 
which was where she told her husband she was going, and w as out of the home from 
around 6pm until 4:30am the next morning. 

40. On or about the middle of August, September and October 2000 in New York City 
and Krasnodar. Russia. Ms.Shipilina began feigning a nonexistent serious medical 
condition in a cold and calculating effort to elicit even more sympathy from her 
husband in order to distract him from the truth of her continuing ruthless exploitation 
of his love for her. 



[On or about September 9, 2000, in New York City at Flash Dancers. Ms. Shipilina in 
return for money went into a private room where she allowed a bearded man who 
appears on television to intimately touch her so that she received pleasure.J 

41. On or about September 4, 2000, in New York City, Ms.Shipilina, before traveling to 
Cyprus where she planned and visited three of her former prostitution clients, 
duplicitously told her husband that she kissed him from her clear soul and said he was 
her only lover and true boyfriend. 

42. From September 9 to September 29. 2000, Ms. Shipilina refused to allow her husband 
to travel with her to Krasnodar, Russia, and Limassol, Cyprus, where she met with 
three men, their first names are Rikos, Andrios and Stephanos, who were formerly her 
prostitution clients when she worked as a prostitute and lap dancer at the night clubs 
Tramps and Zygos in Limassol, Cyprus, from January to June 1999. 

43. On or about September 26, 2000. in Krasnodar, Russia, Ms. Shipilina insisted to her 
husband that she never engaged in prostitution because, as she said, after she sold her 
body to a man she would go to church and God would forgive her and then it was as 
if it never happened. Ms. Shipilina then insidiously rebuked her husband with. "If 
God can forgive me: why can’t you!” 

44. On or about the beginning of October 2000 in New York City, Ms. Shipilina lent her 
husband at his request $600 in cash, when her husband paid her back he mistakenly 
paid her $640. but Ms. Shipilina. after counting the money twice, did not inform her 
husband about his overpayment. 

45. On or about the middle of October 2000 in her husband's apartment in New York 
City, Ms. Shipilina threatened her husband with death by putting into his food some 
poison she had brought from Russia with her or by having her Russian friends in New 
York kill him, see allegations 2 and 37 above. 

46. On or about the end of October 2000 in her husband's apartment in New York City, 
Ms. Shipilina malicious smashed against the floor a prized memorabilia coffee cup of 
her husband's from Channel 5 News; when asked why she smashed the cup after 
unsuccessfully trying to cover up her actions, she said her husband was not meant to 
have the cup anymore. 

47. On or about the beginning and end of November 2000 in her husband's apartment in 
New York City. Ms. Shipilina threatened her husband by saying that after she moved 
out of his apartment something very bad, even death would happen to him because 
she would have her Russian friends harm him. 

48. On or about the middle of November 2000 in the foyer of her husband's apartment in 
New York City, Ms. Shipilina took the knife she carries out of her purse and tried to 
stab her husband, see allegation 38 above. 




49. On or about the beginning of December 2000 in New York City, Ms. Shipilina 
refused to submit a change of address card to the United States Post Office when she 
moved out of her husband’s apartment because a paralegal at the law firm of Kuba. 
Mundy & Associates told her it would be belter in her efforts to obtain a permanent 
green card for the Immigration and Naturalization Service to believe that she was still 
living with her husband. 

50. On January 28. 2001, at around 2:30pm in the Virgin Coffee Shop on Union Square, 
Ms. Shipilina threatened her husband by saying that if he did not lie to the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service in order to get her a permanent green card, 
she would have her Russian mafia friends put him in the hospital or kill him or she 
would do it herself. 

51. On January 31.2001, one year to the date that her husband had proposed marriage 
and three days after her husband refused to lie to the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service (INS) so Ms. Shipilina could obtain a permanent green card, she perjured 
herself before the Queens County Family Court by making false accusations against 
her husband in order to obtain a temporary order of injunction in an effort to use the 
Justice System to intimidate her husband into acceding to her demands that he perjure 
himself to the INS in order for her to obtain a permanent green card. 

52. From March until December 2000 in New York City. Russia and Cyprus, Ms. 
Shipilina wantonly and recklessly engaged in unprotected sex with various men. 

53. From May 2000 to the present in New York City. Russia and Cyprus, Ms.Shipilina 
often uses the name '‘Angelina” and the last name “Chipilina” as well as a black wig 
to disguise herself and keep some of her nefarious activities from being identified 
with her. 

54. From July 2000 to the present in New York City, Russia and Cyprus. Ms.Shipilina 
has repeatedly demonstrated extreme avarice. 

55. From July 2000 to the present in New York City. Ms.Shipilina experiences great joy 
working in the sex industry and the money it brings her. 

56. From December 1998 to the present in New York City, Russia. Cyprus and Mexico, 
Ms.Shipilina has been an active member in the underworld Russian sex industry- 
acting as a prostitute, procurer, pornography film producer and lap dancer. 

57. From December 1998 to the present in New York City, Russia. Cyprus and Mexico. 
Ms.Shipilina has activity prompted and profited from the international Russian sex 
industry by recruiting young women for prostitution and pornography films. 

58. From July 23, 1999 to December 2000. in New York City. Las Vegas, Florida and 
Russia. Ms.Shipilina repeatedly lied, dissembled and prevaricated to her future and 
current husband in a ruthless and opportunistic plan to exploit her husband's love and 



compassion for her in order to defraud him into marriage so she could acquire a 
temporary green card and to deceive him, once they were married, into believing she 
was a faithful and devoted spouse so that he would take her to America and provide 
her with assistance in America. 

59. From July 23, 1999 to the present in America, Russia. Cyprus and Mexico, 
Ms.Shipilina incongruously and deceptively likened herself to an Angel who spread 
joy around and did wonderful things while in reality she was greedily pursuing as 
much money as she could through prostitution and lap dancing. 

60. From February 1999 to December 1999 in Russia, Las Vegas and New York City, 
Ms. Shipilina intentionally engaged in a course of conduct to intimidate and cause 
emotional distress in her husband by practicing black magic rituals. 



Supreme Court of the State of New York 
New York County Courthouse 
60 Centre Street 
New York, New York 10007 


Jun 04, 2001 

To: COHEN GOLDSTEIN & SILPE LLP 
505 PARK AVENUE - 8TH FLOOR 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022 

For Plaintiff 

Index# 0350091/2001 

Case of HOLLANDER, ROY DEN 

V SHIPILINA, ALINA A. 

YOU ARE HEREBY DIRECTED TO APPEAR FOR A PRELIMINARY 
CONFERENCE ON 06/21/01, AT 9:30 AM BEFORE JUSTICE LOBIS, 
JOAN, I.A.S PT. 20 ROOM 345, PHONE # 374-8547 AT 60 CENTRE 
STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007. 

Both parties must be personally present in court at the time of the conference, 
(202.16(f) (l) Uniform Rules). 

COUNSEL ARE ADVISED THAT THE FOLLOWING PAPERS 
SliALL BE EXCHANGED AND FILED WITH THE COURT NO 
LATER THAN 10 DAYS PRIOR TO THE PRELIMINARY 

CONFERENCE : (1) statements of net worth; (ii) all paycheck stubs for the 
current calendar year and the last paycheck stub for the immediately 
preceding calendar year; (iii) all Filed state and federal income tax returns for 
the previous three years, including both personal returns and returns filed on 
behalf of any partnership or closely held corporation of which the party is a 
partner or shareholder, (iv) all W-2 wage and tax statements, 1099 forms, and 
K-l forms for any year in the past three years in which the party did not file 
state and federal income tax returns, (v) all statements of accounts received 
during the past three years from each financial institution in which the party 
has maintained any account in which cash or securities are held, (vi) the 
statements immediately preceding and following the date of commencement 
of the matrimonial action pertaining to: (A) any policy of life insurance 
having a cash or dividend surrender value; and (B) any deferred 
compensation plan of any type or nature in which the party has an interest 
including, but not limited to, Individual Retirement Accounts, pensions, 
profit-sharing plans, Keogh plans, 401 (k) plans and other retirement plans. 


Counsel must provide the court with copies of these papers at the time 
of the conference. Both parties personally must be present in court at 



the time of the conference, and the judge personally shall address the 
parties at some time during the conference. 

(202.16(e) (f) )1) Uniform rules). 

The matters to be considered at the conference may include, among other 
things: (i) applications for pendente lite relief, including counsel fees; (ii) 
compliance with the requirement of compulsory financial disclosure, 
including the exchange and filing of a supplemental statement of net worth 
indicating material changes in any previously exchanged and filed statement 
worth; (iii) simplification and limitation of issues; (iv) settlement of all or 
some portions of the case; (v) the establishment of a timetable for the 
completion of all disclosure proceedings, (202.16 (f) (2) Unifonn Rules). 

There will be no adjournments without court approval. The 

recipient of this notice is advised to notify opposing counsel and/or self- 
represented litigants of the conference date. 

Counsel are required to complete the information form on the 
next page and submit it to the court at the time of the 

conference. 


CONTESTED MATRIMONIAL 
PRELIMINARY CONFERENCE INFORMATION FORM 
SUPREME COURT, NEW YORK COUNTY 




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-X 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


Index No.350091/01 


Plaintiff, 

-against- 


VERIFIED COMPLAINT 


ALINA A. SHIPILINA, a/k/a 
Angelina Chipilina, 

Defendant. 

-X 


Plaintiff, by his attorneys, Cohen Goldstein & Silpe, 
LLP, as and for his Verified Complaint, alleges as follows: 

1. The parties were married on March 11, 2000, in 
Krasnodar, Russia in a civil ceremony. 

2. Each of the parties was over the age of twenty-one 
(21) years at the time of the commencement of this action. 

3. Plaintiff has been a resident of the State of New 
York for a continuous period in excess of two (2) years 
immediately preceding the commencement of this action. 

4. There are no children born of the marriage and 
none are expected. 

5. There is no other action, pending between the 
parties for divorce, annulment, separation or dissolution of the 
marriage, whether in the Courts of this State, or in any sister 





state or foreign jurisdiction. 

6. No decree or judgment of divorce, annulment, 
separation or dissolution of the marriage has been granted to 
either party in any Court of this State or in any sister state or 
foreign jurisdiction. 

7. Plaintiff has taken all steps solely within his 
power to remove any barrier to defendant's remarriage. 

AS AND FOR A CAUSE OF ACTION 
FOR DIVORCE ON THE GROUNDS OF 
DEFENDANT'S CRUELTY 

8. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations 
contained in paragraphs 1 through 7 of this verified complaint 
with the same force and effect as if fully set forth herein. 

9. Throughout the parties' marriage and without 

just cause, provocation or consent, defendant engaged in a course 
of cruel and inhuman treatment toward plaintiff, which included, 
but was not limited to the following: 

(a) At the end of October 2000, while the parties 
were walking across a street, defendant admitted that she had 
taken drugs while engaged in sexual intercourse as a prostitute 
when she traveled to Italy in May 2000. 


(b) During that same conversation, when plaintiff 



expressed his upset and horror at defendant's behavior, defendant 
punched plaintiff in the back causing him pain. 

(c) On information and belief commencing sometime 
in 2000 and continuing throughout the marriage, defendant engaged 
in regular acts of prostitution causing plaintiff humiliation, 
embarrassment and concern for his own health and safety. 

(d) On or about September 9, 2000, while working 
as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers in New York City, defendant 
engaged in sexual contact with a stranger, causing plaintiff 
humiliation and embarrassment. 

(e) In or about November 2000, in the foyer of the 
marital apartment, defendant took a knife from her purse and 
attempted to stab plaintiff. 

(f) On a couple of occasions during November, 2000 
while at the marital residence, defendant threatened plaintiff 
that her "Russian mafia friends" would hurt plaintiff and 
possibly kill him after she moved out of the marital apartment. 

(g) On or about January 28, 2001, at the Virgin 
Coffee Shop in Manhattan defendant threatened plaintiff that if 
he did not lie to the Immigration and Naturalization Service to 
get her a green card, that she would direct her "Russian mafia 
friends" to put plaintiff in the hospital or even kill him. 
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10. The foregoing acts of cruel and inhuman treatment 
have greatly injured plaintiff and have caused plaintiff great 
anguish. Defendant's wilful actions have rendered it unsafe and 
improper for plaintiff to cohabit with defendant as husband and 
wife. 

AS AND FOR A CAUSE OF ACTION FOR 
DIVORCE ON THE GROUNDS OF 
DEFENDANT'S ADULTERY 

11. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations 
contained in paragraphs 1 through 10 of this verified complaint 
with the same force and effect as if fully set forth herein. 

12. In or about the end of May 2000, defendant 
engaged in an adulterous affair with Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo and 
had sexual intercourse with him in Milan, Italy. 

13. Defendant is currently employed as a lap dancer, 
stripper and prostitute. On information and belief defendant has 
been regularly engaged in acts of prostitution with numerous 
males on various dates and at places, not all of which are now 
known to plaintiff. 

14. Plaintiff has always conducted himself toward 
defendant in a proper and fit manner and has always been a loving 
and dutiful husband. Defendant's conduct hereinafter complained 
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of was without just cause, provocation or consent on plaintiff's 


part. 


AS AND FOR A CAUSE OF ACTION 
FOR ANNULMENT ON THE GROUNDS OF FRAUD 


15. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations 
contained in paragraphs 1 through 14 of this verified complaint 
with the same force and effect as if fully set forth herein. 

16. In or about December 2000, a few days before 
defendant moved out of the former marital apartment, she advised 
plaintiff she would not change her address because it would be 
better for her immigration case if she had the same address as 
plaintiff. She also threatened plaintiff with bodily harm if he 
ever did anything to undermine her application for a green card 
and sought to induce plaintiff to lie in order to help her obtain 
a green card. 

17. On information and belief, defendant obtained 
plaintiff's consent to the marriage by fraud in that she never 
intended to live with defendant as husband and wife and only 
intended to use the marriage to obtain an immigrant visa to 
secure legal entry to the United States and to become a legal 
permanent resident. 
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WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendant 


as follows: 

1. Granting plaintiff an annulment on the grounds of 
fraud; or in the alternative 

2. Granting plaintiff an absolute divorce dissolving 
the marriage between plaintiff and defendant upon the grounds of 
cruel and inhuman treatment and adultery of the plaintiff by the 
defendant; 

3. Granting plaintiff exclusive possession of the 
marital apartment; 

4. Granting plaintiff equitable distribution of the 
parties' marital property or a distributive award in lieu 
thereof; 

5. Awarding plaintiff counsel and expert fees and 
expenses, in connection with the prosecution of the within 
action; and 

6. Granting plaintiff such other and further relief as 
the Court deems just, together with the costs and disbursements 
of this action. 
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Dated: New York, New York 
June 21, 2001 


Yours, etc. 


C0HE1 


1DSTEIN 


5 E, LLP 


B v: _ 

Steven m". Sirlpe, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
505 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 


(212) 315-4400 
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INDIVIDUAL VERIFICATION 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

) ss . : 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
Deponent is the plaintiff in the within action; 
deponent has read the foregoing Complaint and knows the contents 
thereof; the same is true to deponent's own knowledge, except as 
to the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and 
belief, and as to those matters, deponent believes them to be 
true. 



DEN HOLLANDER 


Sworn to before me this 
21st day of June, 2001 



* <1 J -.ursN 

Notar\ ,t.-st3of New York 

M,. ,2SA5019252 
Qualified in Westchester County 
Commission Empires October 1 a.o 2-QQ J 
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT 


Legal Proceedings 

(Page cites are first to English; second Russian) 

1. Issues 

a. Fraudulent concealment or misrepresentation of material facts. 

b. Adultery 

i. Prostitution as course of immoral conduct to infer adultery. 

c. Cruel and Inhuman treatment 

d. Finances 

e. Obstruction of Investigation 

f. Impeachment 

2. Preliminary 

a. Order directed at Alina to stop Alina from interfering with Roy’s 
investigation into the issues of the case: 

i. Alina telephoned Anastasia Vasiljeva trying to keep her from 
providing Roy with information and followed up with a message 
on Anastasia’s pager that Alina and Anastasia would meet in court. 
As a result, Anastasia refuses to provide Roy with further relevant 
information. 

ii. Alina and Inessa visited Irina, Melios and Marios Athanasiou 
recently in Cyprus and apparently told them not to provide 
information to Roy. 

And to put a halt to her mother from 

iii. Threatening translators and potential witnesses, and 

iv. Forging false court documents in an effort to intimidate people 
into not cooperating with Roy’s efforts to find information leading to 
potential witnesses out side the court’s subpoena power for testimony as to 
fraud, adultery and impeachment. 

b. Order to prevent concealment and transfer of cash income abroad because 
it is marital property. During marriage Alina accumulated property, 
income after expenses, of nearly $100,000 while Roy loss in the stock 
market over $150,000. 

c. Name Alina’s partners in adultery as co-respondents, name as Vladimir 
Doe. 

d. Motion for physical examination to detennine if carrying STDs. 

e. Mundy’s dissemblance about medical records showing I beat Alina. 

f. Mundy’s threat to use evidence of an alleged crime committed by Roy to 
obtain a favorable settlement for his client in a civil litigation—the 
extortion audiotape. 

2. Discovery 

a. Method for Russia, Cyprus, Mexico and Italy 
i. Preliminary investigation 
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1. Interview sheets for all potential witnesses. 

2. Potential witnesses write down information and notarize 
signatures. 

3. Court action to stop Alina’s and Inessa’s interference and 
defamation in Krasnodar. 

ii. Voluntary video depositions 

iii. Written Questions 

iv. Commission 

v. Letters Rogatory to compel testimony 

b. Production of original diary for inspection and copying. Complete dairy 
from beginning to present for evidence as to issues of 

i. Annulment: Fraudulent concealment or misrepresentation of 
material facts for which need corroboration. 

1. Material facts concealed 

a. Habitual prostitution 

b. Pornography work 

c. Completely nude stripping with sexual contact work 

d. Extensive promiscuity 

e. Recruitment of girls for Russia’s sex industry 

f. Plan to leave Russia by marrying a foreigner 

g. History of sexually transmitted diseases 

2. Intention to marry Roy for green card 

3. Intention to commit adultery after marriage 

a. Second international passport 

4. Substances in food to induce Roy to go through with the 
wedding 

ii. [Adultery 

1. Prostitution as course of immoral conduct inferring 
adultery. 

2. Incidents of adultery and co-respondents.] 

iii. Cruel and inhuman treatment 

1. Willingness to put apparent narcotics in fiancee’s food in 
total disregard of possible effect as to fiancee’s health. 

2. Refusal to live with Roy in Moscow. 

a. “What would I do, listen to his bloody philosophy.” 
(39; 103) 

3. Admission of drug use to heighten sexual experience with 
prostitution client. 

4. Striking Roy. 

5. Engaging in regular acts of prostitution. 

6. Carried a STD. 

7. Tried to attacked Roy with knife. 

8. Threats of grave bodily injury or death at the hands of 
Alina’s Chechen mafia friends and her Chechen 
connections.. 
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iv. Finances 

1. Income 

2. Assets 

a. Apartment and house 

b. Cyprus bank account 

v. Impeachment 

1. Honesty = Truthfulness, Sincerity 

a. Willingness to lie under oath 

i. [Lied to Court in obtaining Temporary 
Order of Protection] 

ii. Lied to INS about 

1. Prostitution 

2. Arrest and deportation from Mexico. 

3. Cyprus occupation. 

4. Use of drugs. 

b. Repeated evasion of taxes in US, Russia, Mexico 
and Cyprus. (Criminal Behavior) 

c. Willingness to put apparent narcotics in fiancee’s 
food in total disregard of possible effect as to 
fiancee’s health. (Criminal Behavior) 

2. Inability to accurately recall details. 

vi. Obstruction of Investigation that Alina planned and executed along 
with her mother to prevent the discovery of facts pertinent to the 
plaintiffs cause of action. 

c. Authentication that diary reports events that actually occurred and was 
written by Alina. 

1. Admission, 
but if refuses then 

2. Depositions (Written Questions, Commission, Letters 
Interrogatory). How many would the court require? Many 
have probative infonnation on other issues. 

a. Alexei Dikov 

b. Inessa Shipilina 

c. Tatyanna formerly at Flash Dancers 

d. Aunt Sveta and her daughter Alyona 

e. Friend Natasha who lives upstairs in her building 

f. Katya who Alina often looked for guys with. 

g. Lena, nurse and adviser 

h. Olga, friend Alina and Lena 

i. Inessa, worked at Vasiljeva, friend of Alina and 
Nadya who went to Cyprus with Alina but returned 
in two days when realized work involved 
prostitution. 
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j. Anastasia Vasilj eva 

k. Azul 

l. Vladimir the sculptor 

m. Vladimir 1 

n. Vladimir 2 

o. Chris 1, Cyprus 

p. Stephanos, Cyprus 

q. Vera Ivanasova 

r. Yulya 

s. Alfredo Ibarra 

t. Katya 

u. Irina 

v. Others 

3. Handwriting samples 

a. Academy of Physical Culture 

b. Zags 

c. Letters to Leo 

d. [Problem with directing Alina to write dictated text 
is that she studied calligraphy and may be able to 
disguise her handwriting.] 

4. Check the fingerprints on original diary pages. 

d. Production of all correspondence between Alina and Roy. 

e. Authentication of correspondence in Roy’s possession. 

f. Authentication of letter from Alina that stated, “If something happen with 
me strange or if I find that youavenge me it will be one of the big mistake 
(without correction)—withour return. 

i. Admission 

g. Production of both international passports to infer 

i. Concealment of intent before marriage to commit adultery and 
prostitution by surreptitiously traveling outside of Russia as 
evidence that for Alina marriage was not a serious obligation. 

1. Second international passport will show countries visited, 
when, provide its number that will allow backing tracking 
to show applied for before marriage. 

ii. Impeachment as to honesty by showing intent to deceive 

iii. Finances 

1. Hiding of assets through the violation of Customs laws by 
concealing transportation of cash overseas. 

iv. Obstruction 

1. Travel overseas to persuade potential witnesses not to talk 
to Roy. 
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a. Travel to Cyprus in April-May to persuade Irina, 
Melios and Marios not to talk to plaintiff. 

h. Production of all telephone records for both mobile and home in both US 
and Russia since inception of marriage to infer 

i. [Adultery] 

ii. Finances 

1. Contact with bank institutions 

iii. Obstruction 

iv. Impeachment 

i. Production of all emails 

i. Finances 

1. Contact with bank institutions 

ii. Obstruction 

iii. Impeachment 

j. Production of any correspondence with men or women with whom she 

i. Engaged in providing sexual services including lap dancing and 
stripping, prostitution or pornography or procuring for money 
before and after the marriage, 

ii. [Engaged in sexual activity with after the marriage,] 

k. [Production of all medical records concerning STDs and diseases of the 
sex organs.] 

l. Production of Alina’s income tax returns during marriage and before 
marriage in order to ascertain the existence of hidden assets. 

i. 1998 Russia 

ii. 1999 

1. Cyprus 

2. Mexico 

3. Russia 

iii. 2000 

1. Russia 

a. Italy prostitution 

2. US Quarterly filings, use form 4506 to obtain from IRS. 

iv. 2001 

1. US Quarterly filings, use form 4506 to obtain from IRS. 

m. Production of all financial records, accounting for all income and assets, if 
records do not exist then a bona fide estimation. 

i. New York 

1. Flash Dancers 

a. Copy of all work schedules 

b. Accounting for all income and cash receipts 
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2. Grace Del Marco 

3. Free Lance modeling such as Judy Vann Associates 

4. New modeling agency 

5. Prostitution 

a. Accounting for all cash receipts 

6. Citibank accounts statements and safe deposit box usage. 

7. Overseas accounts 

ii. Mexico 

1. Gentlemen’s Club 

a. Work schedules 

b. Accounting for all income and cash receipts 

2. Penthouse Club 

a. Work schedules 

b. Accounting for all income and cash receipts 

3. Prostitution 

a. Accounting for all cash receipts 

iii. Cyprus 

1. Zygos and Tramps 

a. Work schedules 

b. Accounting for all income and cash receipts 

2. Prostitution 

a. Accounting for all cash receipts 

iv. Russia 

1. Apartment 

a. [If Alina’s name is not on the deed she still holds a 
0.5 interest under Russian law because the 
apartment is her place of pennanent residence.] 

2. House in village 

3. Prostitution 

a. Accounting for all cash receipts 
n. Interrogatories to Alina 

i. Full name, address and telephone number for the manager of Flash 
Dancers for the night shift when Alina works. 

ii. Full name, address and telephone number for all defendant’s past 
and present clients and customers with whom she engaged in 
sexual intercourse, deviate sexual intercourse and sexual contact as 
defined by NYS Penal Law 130; sexual conduct as defined by 
NYS Penal Law 230 and erotic conduct, including but not limited 
to lap dancing, stripping, erotic moving and still pictures, in return 
for money or some other economic benefit. 

iii. List of all the places traveled to, date and with whom traveled 
since March 11, 2000. 
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iv. List of addresses of all places stayed overnight since March 11, 
2000 . 

v. [List of all overnight guests in apartment in New York, Krasnodar 
or house in Yablonoskiyi village.] 

vi. For the full names, current addresses, telephone numbers of all the 
people that she and/or her mother contacted and the dates 
contacted in an effort to prevent them through persuasion 
intimidation or threats from providing information or assistance to 
the plaintiff in his investigation in the facts of this case. 

vii. Complete information about all the videos, digital images and still 
pictures that show her in sexually explicit positions or activities 
that she made for money (Finances, Annulment immoral conduct, 
Course of immoral conduct; Impeachment): 

1. When made? 

2. Where made? 

3. Name, address and telephone number of producers? 

4. How much paid for each video? 

5. Name, address and telephone number of person who paid 
Alina? 

6. Description of the images? 

viii. For a list of all employers and parties to whom she provided 
services in return for money and material benefit from 1998 to the 
present. 

ix. [For the full names, current addresses and telephone numbers for 
parties with whom she committed adultery or have first hand 
knowledge of her adulterous activities as defined by NYS law from 
March 11, 2000, to Present. Including but not limited to 

1. Boyfriend she was with on July 5 at around 4:30pm on the 
subway platform at Broadway on the N line. He was in his 
mid to late twenties, about six feet, round face. She was 
wearing white with red ribbons in her hair. 

2. Reya who procures models, including Alina, for sexual 
activity. Most of the models in Krasnodar know about 
Reya. 

3. Her clients in her almost daily masturbation service. (39; 
102, 103) 

4. Vladimir who has a wife from Kazakhstan and a two-year- 
old child, and is friends with Vadik whose mother hung 
herself. (39,42; 102, 110) 

5. Natasha who lives in the same building as Alina. (40; 105) 
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6. Arsen who installed her TV antenna over a two-day period. 
(39, 40; 102, 103) 

7. Roma. (44; 121) 

8. Vladimir and Vanya from St. Petersburg who sell jewelry. 
(44, 45; 122, 123) 

9. Stephanos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 
2000 and other times. 

10. Rikos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 
and other times. 

11. Andrios whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 
and other times. 

12. Kn ife grinder. (19; 44) 

13. Vladimir who Alina arranged to help Inessa buy the 
apartment while Alina was in America with Roy. (35; 90) 

14. Dima who was pushed around by new Russians. (45; 123) 
[Adultery] 

15. Indian man whom Alina called a number of times. (46; 

127) 

16. Brian Rubens, Nomura Securities, kissed and massaged his 
back at Flash Dancers. [Adultery] 

17. Bearded man who works in TV that touched her in “single 
room” at Flash Dancers from which she had pleasure. (48; 
130) [Adultery] 

18. Christopher Cecil, customer at Flash Dancers. [Adultery] 

19. Arturo Barrera, older Mexican man who likes Russian girls, 
customer at Flash Dancers. [Adultery] 

20. Alfredo Ibarra from Mexico (42, 43; 112-114)] 

21. Peter Petrovich, 233 E 60 St. Multiple telephone calls from 
Alina’s mobile to his number, 212 829 1105. 

22. All other men and women with whom Alina engaged in 
sexual contact as defined by NYS Penal Law 130 and 
sexual conduct as defined by NYS Penal Law 230 since 
March 11, 2000.] 

x. For the full names, current telephone numbers, current addresses 
and nature of her relationship with the following: (NOT A 
COMPLETE LIST OF ALL WITNESS WANT TO DEPOSE, 
JUST LIST OF THOSE FOR WHOM DO NOT HAVE 
CONTACT INFORMATION.) 

1. [Producers and people present when Alina made her 
masturbation video. In addition, the location, date and 
money Alina earned. [Adultery]] 

2. The “clairvoyant” from whom Alina obtained the “salts and 
sugars”. (40, 46; 104, 128) [Fraud, Impeachment] 

3. Tatyanna who use to work at Flash Dancers and was friend 
of Alina’s. [Fraud, Impeachment] 
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4. Nadya who went to Cyprus with Alina but returned after 
two days because the work involved prostitution? 
(Anastasia, Dmitri) [Impeachment] 

5. Inessa, worked at Vasiljeva, friend of Alina and Nadya who 
went to Cyprus with Alina but returned in two days when 
realized work involved prostitution. [Fraud, Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

6. Nadya who worked in Cyprus when Alina was there but 
husband sued for divorce because she was engaged in 
prostitution. (Yulya Kudinova Interview) [Impeachment] 

7. Natasha who lives in the same building as Alina. (40; 105) 
[Fraud, Adultery, Authentication] 

8. Katya who accompanied Alina on dates with Vladimir and 
Vanya from St. Petersburg. (39, 40, 41, 44, 45; 102, 105, 

110, 123, 124, 125) [Fraud, Adultery, Finances, 
Authenticaton, Impeachment] 

9. Masha Chebitkevich, Diary p 46, attended her bridal 
shower June 21, 2000. 

10. Vladimir who is sculptor, in late 30s friend Alina for year. 
(Yulya Kudinova interview) [Fraud, Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

11. Manager of the Aurora Movie Theater and Vita S who help 
Alina and Inessa move to Kranodar from Grozny. [Fraud, 
Adultery, Impeachment] 

12. Inya who won Miss Charming and Miss Russian Radio in 
the 2000 Miss Krasnodar contest. (39; 101) [Fraud, 
Adultery, Impeachment] 

13. Alina’s medical doctor in Krasnodar. [Fraud] 

14. Asya (faxes) [Fraud] 

15. Lena, close friend and nurse who advised Alina to do eye 
operation, marrying Roy good business move, Alexei did 
not see her as a wife. (34, 39; 84, 100) [Fraud, Adultery, 
Authentication] 

16. Olga, friend of Alina’s and Lena (Yulya Kudinova 
Interview) [Fraud, Adultery, Authentication] 

17. Nadya who advised Alina not to go to America. (42, 45; 

111, 125) [Fraud, Adultery] 

18. Aunt Sveta and daughter Alyona who lived with Alina and 
Inessa in the Spring and Summer 2000. (48; 132) [Fraud, 
Adultery, Impeachment, Finances, Authentication] 

19. Larissa who delivered money to Inessa when Alina was in 
Cyprus. (8; 20) [Finances, Impeachment] 

20. Yulya from Krasnodar who knew Alina in Cyprus and went 
horseback riding with her. (16, 45; 37,) [Finances, 
Impeachment] 
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21. Tax driver whom Alina allowed to fondle her knee because 
it would reduce the fare. (45; 123) [Impeachment] 

22. Dima who Alina asked him about Italy before she went 
there for prostitution with Alfredo. (42; 111) [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

23. Yulya from Kanevskaya who has a husband Igor. (45; 124) 
[Fraud, Adultery] 

24. Yulya jailed with Alina in Mexico. (31; 77) [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

25. Max Garcia Appedole (25, 28, 30; 57, 65, 73) [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

26. Doctor Krasnodar. [Fraud] 

27. Doctor Moscow. (18; 42) [Fraud] 

28. Mark to whom Alina told about her work in Cyprus and 
who apparently shot porno film of Alina. (17, 19; 40, 43) 
[Adultery, Impeachment] 

29. Asya-family adviser, mentioned in July 16 and August 17, 
2000, faxes from Inessa. [Fraud, Impeachment] 

30. Nikita, Russian girl who helped Alina at Flash Dancers. 
(46; 127) [Fraud, Adultery, Finances] 

31. Chris 1, Cyprus. (1-5; 1-11) [Adultery, Finances, 
Authentication, Impeachment] 

32. Rikos and wife, Cyprus. (3-5; 6-10) [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

33. Dr. George, orthopedist, who stopped talking to Alina, 
Cyprus. (3, 7, 11, 15; 7, 18, 26, 34) [Adultery, Finances, 
Impeachment] 

34. Kostos, employee of Marios who escorted the girls, 

Cyprus. (5; 10) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

35. Marios, Cyprus. (1,9; 1, 22) [Fraud, Adultery, Finances, 
Impeachment, Obstruction] 

36. Tatyana, in hotel with her husband when Alina with 
Akhmed. Tatyana from Rostov, was 22, former ballerina. 
(9; 22, 23) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

37. Stelios told Inessa he wanted to have sex with Alina. (14, 
15; 32, 36) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

o. List of all people want to depose given current state of information. List 
may change with new information acquired from on going investigation. 

i. Alexei Dikov. [Authentication, Obstruction, Impeachment] 

ii. Inessa Shipilina. [Authentication, Fraud, Adultery, Finances, 
Obstruction, Impeachment] 

iii. Boyfriend she was with on July 5 at around 4:30pm on the subway 
platform at Broadway on the N line. He was in his mid to late 
twenties, about six feet, round face. She was wearing white with 
red ribbons in her hair. [Adultery] 
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iv. Reya who procures models, including Alina, for sexual activity. 
Most of the models in Krasnodar know about Reya. [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

v. Her clients in her almost daily masturbation service. (39; 102, 

103) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

vi. Vladimir who has a wife from Kazakhstan and a two-year-old 
child, and is friends with Vadik whose mother hung herself. (39, 
42; 102, 110) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

vii. Natasha who lives in the same building as Alina. (40; 105) 
[Authentication, Fraud, Adultery] 

viii. Arsen who installed her TV antenna over a two-day period. (39, 

40; 102, 103) [Adultery] 

ix. Roma. (44; 121) [Adultery] 

x. Vladimir and Vanya from St. Petersburg who sell jewelry. (44, 45; 
122, 123) [Adultery] 

xi. Stephanos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 and 
other times. [Authentication, Adultery] 

xii. Rikos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 and other 
times. (3-5; 6-10) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

xiii. Andrios whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 and 
other times. [Adultery] 

xiv. Knife grinder. (19; 44) [Adultery] 

xv. Vladimir who Alina arranged to help Inessa buy the apartment 
while Alina was in America with Roy. (35; 90) [Adultery, 
Finances] 

xvi. Dima who was pushed around by new Russians. (45; 123) 
[Adultery] 

xvii. Azul. [Authentication, Adultery, Impeachment] 

xviii. Indian man whom Alina called a number of times. (46; 127) 
[Adultery] 

xix. Brian Rubens, Nomura Securities, kissed and massaged his back at 
Flash Dancers. [Adultery] 

xx. Bearded man who works in TV that touched her in “single room” 
at Flash Dancers from which she had pleasure. (48; 130) 

[Adultery] 

xxi. Christopher Cecil, customer at Flash Dancers. [Adultery] 

xxii. Arturo Barrera, older Mexican man who likes Russian girls, 
customer at Flash Dancers. [Adultery] 

xxiii. Alfredo Ibarra from Mexico (42, 43; 112-114) [Authentication, 
Fraud, Adultery, Finances, Impeachment] 

xxiv. Peter Petrovich. Multiple telephone calls to Russian male living in 
Bronx 212 829 1105. [Adultery] 

xxv. Producers and people present when Alina made her masturbation 
video. In addition, the location, date and money Alina earned. 
[Adultery, Impeachment] 
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xxvi. The “clairvoyant” from whom Alina obtained the “salts and 
sugars”. (40, 46; 104, 128) [Fraud, Impeachment] 
xxvii. Tatyanna who use to work at Flash Dancers and was friend of 
Alina’s. [Fraud, Adultery, Impeachment] 
xxviii. Anastasia Vasiljeva. [Authentication, Adultery, Obstruction, 
Impeachment] 

xxix. Nadya who went to Cyprus with Alina but returned after two days 
because the work involved prostitution? (Anastasia, Dmitri) 
[Adultery, Impeachment] 

xxx. Inessa, worked at Vasiljeva, friend of Alina and Nadya who went 
to Cyprus with Alina but returned in two days when realized work 
involved prostitution. [Fraud, Adultery, Impeachment] 

xxxi. Nadya who worked in Cyprus when Alina was there but husband 
sued for divorce because she was engaged in prostitution. (Yulya 
Kudinova Interview) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

xxxii. Natasha who lives in the same building as Alina. (40; 105) [Fraud, 
Adultery, Authentication] 

xxxiii. Vera Ivanasova. [Authentication, Obstruction] 
xxxiv. Katya who accompanied Alina on dates with Vladimir and Vanya 
from St. Petersburg. (39, 40, 41, 44, 45; 102, 105, 110, 123, 124, 
125) [Authentication, Fraud, Adultery, Finances, Impeachment] 
xxxv. Vladimir who is sculptor, in late 30s friend Alina for year. (Yulya 
Kudinova interview) [Fraud, Adultery, Impeachment] 
xxxvi. Manager of the Aurora Movie Theater and Vita S who help Alina 
and Inessa move to Kranodar from Grozny. [Fraud, Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

xxxvii. Inya who won Miss Charming and Miss Russian Radio in the 2000 
Miss Krasnodar contest. (39; 101) [Fraud, Adultery, Impeachment] 
xxxviii. Alina’s medical doctor in Krasnodar. [Fraud] 
xxxix. Lena, close friend and nurse who advised Alina to do eye 

operation, marrying Roy good business move, Alexei did not see 
her as a wife. (34, 39; 84, 100) [Fraud, Adultery, Authentication] 
xl. Olga, friend of Alina’s and Lena (Yulya Kudinova Interview) 
[Fraud, Adultery, Authentication] 

xli. Nadya who advised Alina not to go to America. (42, 45; 111, 125) 
[Fraud, Adultery] 

xlii. Aunt Sveta and daughter Alyona who lived with Alina and Inessa 
in the Spring and Summer 2000. (48; 132) [Authentication, Fraud, 
Adultery, Impeachment, Finances] 

xliii. Larissa who delivered money to Inessa when Alina was in Cyprus. 

(8; 20) [Finances, Impeachment] 
xliv. Yulya Kudinova. [Authentication] 

xlv. Yulya from Krasnodar who knew Alina in Cyprus and went 

horseback riding with her. (16, 45; 37,) [Finances, Impeachment] 
xlvi. Tax driver whom Alina allowed to fondle her knee because it 
would reduce the fare. (45; 123) [Impeachment] 
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xlvii. Dima who Alina asked him about Italy before she went there for 
prostitution with Alfredo. (42; 111) [Adultery, Impeachment] 
xlviii. Yulya from Kanevskaya who has a husband Igor. (45; 124) [Fraud, 
Adultery] 

xlix. Yulya jailed with Alina in Mexico. (31; 77) [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

1. Max Garcia Appedole (25, 28, 30; 57, 65, 73) [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

li. Doctor Krasnodar. [Fraud] 

lii. Doctor Moscow. (18; 42) [Fraud] 

liii. Mark to whom Alina told about her work in Cyprus and who 
apparently shot porno film of Alina. (17, 19; 40, 43) [Adultery, 
Impeachment] 

liv. Asya-family adviser, mentioned in July 16 and August 17, 2000, 
faxes from Inessa. [Fraud, Impeachment] 

lv. Nikita, Russian girl who helped Alina at Flash Dancers. (46; 127) 
[Fraud, Adultery, Finances] 

lvi. Chris 1, Cyprus. (1-5; 1-11) [Adultery, Finances, Authentication, 
Impeachment] 

lvii. Dr. George, orthopedist, who stopped talking to Alina, Cyprus. (3, 
7, 11, 15; 7, 18, 26, 34) [Adultery, Finances, Impeachment] 
lviii. Kostos, employee of Marios who escorted the girls, Cyprus. (5; 10) 
[Adultery, Impeachment] 

lix. Marios, Cyprus. (1,9; 1, 22) [Fraud, Adultery, Finances, 
Impeachment, Obstruction] 

lx. Tatyana, in hotel with her husband when Alina with Akhmed. 
Tatyana from Rostov, was 22, fonner ballerina. (9; 22, 23) 
[Adultery, Impeachment] 

lxi. Stelios told Inessa he wanted to have sex with Alina. (14, 15; 32, 
36) [Adultery, Impeachment] 

lxii. “Azul” or “Asul” Juginta Raszyukevichina, Lithuania. (25, 27, 29, 
30, 31; 58, 62, 68-75) [Authentication, Fraud, Adultery] 
lxiii. Katerina 

p. Italy 

i. Hotel records 

ii. Entry records 

q. Depositions (Written Questions, Commission, Letters Interrogatory) 

i. Annulment: Fraudulent concealment or misrepresentation of 
material facts, need corroboration. 

1. Inessa Shipilina. [Fraud] 

2. Alexei Dikov. [Fraud] 

3. The “clairvoyant” from whom Alina obtained the “salts and 
sugars”. (40, 46; 104, 128) [Fraud] 
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4. Natasha who lives in the same building as Alina. (40; 105) 
[Fraud] 

5. Katya who accompanied Alina on dates with Vladimir and 
Vanya from St. Petersburg. (39, 40, 41, 44, 45; 102, 105, 

110, 123, 124, 125) [Fraud] 

6. Inya who won Miss Charming and Miss Russian Radio in 
the 2000 Miss Krasnodar contest. (39; 101) [Fraud] 

7. Alina’s medical doctor in Krasnodar. [Fraud] 

8. Lena, close friend and nurse who advised Alina to do eye 
operation, marrying Roy good business move, Alexei did 
not see her as a wife. (34, 39; 84, 100) [Fraud] 

9. Nadya who advised Alina not to go to America. (42, 45; 

111, 125) [Fraud] 

10. Aunt Sveta and daughter Alyona who lived with Alina and 
Inessa in the Spring and Summer 2000. (48; 132) [Fraud] 

11. [Vladimir who has a wife from Kazakhstan and a two-year- 
old child, and is friends with Vadik whose mother hung 
herself. (39, 42; 102, 110) [Fraud]] 

12. Yulya from Kanevskaya with husband Igor. (45; 124) 
[Fraud] 

13. Alfredo Ibarra whom Alina told all about her relationship 
with Roy at 40. (25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 35, 38, 40, 42, 
43; 58, 60, 62, 65, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 73, 81, 83, 90, 99, 

104, 105, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114) [Fraud] 

14. Doctor Krasnodar. [Fraud] 

15. Doctor Moscow. (18; 42) [Fraud] 

16. Asya-family adviser, mentioned in July 16 and August 17, 
2000, faxes from Inessa. [Fraud] 

17. Dmitri Morozov, Alina’s long time photographer and 
confidant. [Fraud] 

18. Nikita, Russian girl who helped Alina at Flash Dancers. 

(46; 127) [Fraud] 

19. Melios, Cyprus. (Cyprus Documents) [Fraud] 

20. Irina, Cyprus. (Cyprus Documents) [Fraud] 

21. Marios, Cyprus. (1,9; 1, 22) [Fraud] 

22. “Azul” or “Asul” Juginta Raszyukevichina, Lithuania. (25, 
27, 29, 30, 31; 58, 62, 68-75) [Fraud] 


r. Divorce 

i. Cruel and inhuman treatment 
1. Episodes 

a. Alina admitted to using drugs when she prostituted 
herself in Italy. 

b. Regular prostitution 

c. Dated customers at strip club 
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2 . 


3. 


d. Engaged in sexual conduct with stranger at Flash 
Dancers 

e. Adultery 

f. Visited Cyprus clients, which she told me about 
when she moved out. 

g. Stephanos 

h. Rikos 

i. Andreas 

j. Threats 

k. Letter 

l. Physical intimidation 

i. Hit in back 

m. Attempt to injure with knife 
Effect 

a. Javors 

b. Friends 

c. Cheryl 

d. Maiya 

e. Carol 

f. Jeff 

Defense to Alina’s accusations of Roy’s cruel treatment, 
a. Argument against abuse: In dairy Alina writes 
about any unpleasantness but none concerning her 
allegations of Roy’s abuse, which implies it never 
happened. 


ii. [Adultery: need proof other than testimony of spouse. Subpoena 
of letters to and from co-respondents with Deposition notice. Lack 
full knowledge of incidents.] 

1. Inessa Shipilina. [Adultery] 

2. Boyfriend she was with on July 5 at around 4:30pm on the 
subway platform at Broadway on the N line. He was in his 
mid to late twenties, about six feet, round face. She was 
wearing white with red ribbons in her hair. 

3. Reya who procures models, including Alina, for sexual 
activity. Most of the models in Krasnodar know about 
Reya. 

4. Dima who Alina asked about Italy before she went there for 
prostitution with Alfredo. (42; 111) [Adultery] 

5. Alfredo from Mexico. (42, 43; 112-114) [Adultery] 

a. Production of photos and letters sent by Alina and 
record of telephone calls he made to Alina. (44; 

118) 

6. Vladimir 1 who has a wife from Kazakhstan and a two- 
year-old child, and is friends with Vadik whose mother 
hung herself. (39, 42; 102, 110) [Adultery] 
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7. Natasha who lives in the same building as Alina. (40; 105) 
[Adultery] 

8. Arsen who installed her TV antenna over a two-day period. 
(39, 40; 102, 103) [Adultery] 

9. Roma. (44; 121) [Adultery] 

10. Vladimir 2 and Vanya from St. Petersburg who sell 
jewelry. (44, 45; 122, 123) [Adultery] 

11. Stephanos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 
2000 and at other times. [Adultery] 

12. Rikos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 
and at other times. [Adultery] 

13. Andrios whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 
and at other times. [Adultery] 

14. Knife grinder. (19; 44) [Adultery] 

15. Vladimir who Alina arranged to help Inessa buy the 
apartment while Alina was in America with Roy. (35; 90) 
[Adultery] 

16. Katya who accompanied Alina on dates with Vladimir and 
Vanya from St. Petersburg. (39, 40, 41, 44, 45; 102, 105, 

110, 123, 124, 125) [Adultery] 

17. Inya who won Miss Charming and Miss Russian Radio in 
the 2000 Miss Krasnodar contest. (39; 101) [Adultery] 

18. Lena, close friend and nurse who advised Alina to do eye 
operation, marrying Roy good business move, Alexei did 
not see her as a wife. (34, 39; 84, 100) [Adultery] 

19. Nadya who advised Alina not to go to America. (42, 45; 

111, 125) [Adultery] 

20. Alyona, Aunt Sveta’s daughter, who lived with Alina and 
Inessa in the Spring and Summer 2000. (48; 132) 
[Adultery] 

21. Vladimir who is sculptor, in late 30s friend Alina for year. 
(Yulya Kudinova interview) [Adultery] 

22. Dima who was pushed around by new Russians. (45; 123) 
[Adultery] 

23. Yulya from Kanevskaya and her husband whom Alina 
visited. (45; 124) [Adultery] 

24. “Azul” or “Asul” Juginta Raszyukevichina, Lithuania. (25, 
27, 29, 30, 31, 42; 58, 62, 68-75, 111) [Adultery] 

25. [Dmitri Morozov, Alina’s long time photographer and 
confidant. [Adultery] ] 

26. Nikita, Russian girl who helped Alina at Flash Dancers. 
(46; 127) [Adultery] 

27. Brian Rubens, Nomura Securities, kissed and massaged his 
back at Flash Dancers, which was on business card. 
[Adultery] 
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28. Bearded man who works in TV that touched her in “single 
room” at Flash Dancers from which she had pleasure. (48; 
130) [Adultery] 

29. Indian man whom Alina called a number of times. (46; 

127) [Adultery] 

30. Christopher Cecil, customer at Flash Dancers. [Adultery] 

31. Owner Flash Dancers to give testimony on true nature of 
her activities at the club such as special touch in 
Champagne room. [Adultery] 

32. Peter Petrovich. Multiple telephone calls. 

iii. Immoral course of conduct to infer adultery 

1. Producers of masturbation video for US dollars 

2. Taxi driver whom Alina allowed to fondle her knee 
because it would reduce the fare. (45; 123) 

3. Natasha who lives in the same building as Alina. (40; 105) 
[Prostitution] 

4. Alfredo (25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 35, 38, 40, 42, 43; 58, 
60, 62, 65, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 73, 81, 83, 90, 99, 104, 105, 
110, 111, 112, 113, 114) [Prostitution] 

5. Vladimir and Vanya from St. Petersburg who sell jewelry. 
(44, 45; 122, 123) [Prostitution] 

6. Stephanos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 
2000 and at other times. [Prostitution] 

7. Rikos whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 
and at other times. [Prostitution] 

8. Andrios whom Alina visited in Cyprus in September 2000 
and at other times. [Prostitution] 

9. Nadya who went to Cyprus with Alina but returned after 
two days because the work involved prostitution? 
(Anastasia, Dmitri) [Prostitution] 

10. Nadya who worked in Cyprus when Alina was there but 
husband sued for divorce because she was engaged in 
prostitution. (Yulya Kudinova Interview) [Prostitution] 

11. Manager of the Aurora Movie Theater and Vita S who help 
Alina and Inessa move to Kranodar from Grozny. 
[Prostitution] 

12. [Inya who won Miss Charming and Miss Russian Radio in 
the 2000 Miss Krasnodar contest. (39; 101) [Prostitution]] 

13. Aunt Sveta and daughter Alyona who lived with Alina and 
Inessa in the Spring and Summer 2000. (48; 132) 
[Prostitution] 

14. Larissa who delivered money to Inessa when Alina was in 
Cyprus. (8; 20) [Prostitution] 

15. Yulya from Krasnodar who knew Alina in Cyprus and went 
horseback riding with her. (16, 45; 37) [Prostitution] 
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16. Dima who Alina asked him about Italy before she went 
there for prostitution with Alfredo. (42; 111) [Prostitution] 

17. Yulya jailed with Alina in Mexico. (31; 77) [Prostitution] 

18. Max Garcia Appedole (25, 28, 30; 57, 65, 73) [Prostitution] 

19. “Azul” or “Asul” Juginta Raszyukevichina, Lithuania. (25, 
27, 29, 30, 31, 42; 58, 62, 68-75, 111) [Prostitution] 

20. Mark to whom Alina told about her work in Cyprus and 
who shot porno film of Alina. (17, 19; 40, 43) 

[Prostitution] 

21. Dmitri Morozov, Alina’s long time photographer and 
confidant. [Prostitution] 

22. Chris 1, Cyprus. (1-5; 1-11) [Prostitution] 

23. Rikos and wife, Cyprus. (3-5; 6-10) [Prostitution] 

24. Dr. George, orthopedist, who stopped talking to Alina, 
Cyprus. ( 3, 7, 11, 15; 7, 18, 26, 34) [Prostitution] 

25. Kostos, employee of Marios who escorted the girls, 

Cyprus. (5; 10) [Prostitution] 

26. Melios, Cyprus. (Cyprus Documents) [Prostitution] 

27. Marios, Cyprus. (1,9; 1, 22) [Prostitution] 

28. Tatyana, in hotel with her husband when Alina with 
Akhmed. Tatyana from Rostov, was 22, former ballerina. 
(9; 22, 23) [Prostitution] 

29. Stelios told Inessa he wanted to have sex with Alina. (14, 
15; 32, 36) [Prostitution] 

30. Tatyanna who used to work at Flash Dancers. 

31. Indian man whom Alina called a number of times. (46; 

127) [Prostitution] 

32. Brian Rubens, Nomura Securities, kissed and massaged his 
back at Flash Dancers. [Prostitution] 

33. Bearded man who works in TV that touched her in “single 
room” at Flash Dancers from which she had pleasure. (48; 
130) [Prostitution] 

34. Christopher Cecil, customer at Flash Dancers. [Prostitution] 

35. Arturo Barrera, older Mexican man who likes Russian girls, 
customer at Flash Dancers. [Prostitution] 

3. Finances (Refer Analysis if Net Worth Statement) 

a. Depositions 

i. Flash Dancers management 

ii. Dee Simons of Grace Del Marco. 

iii. Other modeling agencies. 

iv. Other employers and consumers of her services. 

4. Obstruction of Investigation 
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a. Alina planned, directed and participated in threatening, intimidating 
and cajoling people not to provide information or assistance to the 
plaintiff pertinent to plaintiffs cause of action. 

i. Alina and Inessa threatened Anastasia Vasiljeva with court 
action. 

ii. Alina and Inessa told Irina, Melios and Marios Athanasiou not 
tell plaintiff anything about Alina’s work in Cyprus and the 
nature of her recent trips to Cyprus, in part, to visit her former 
customers. 

iii. At Alina’s direction, Inessa threatened the plaintiffs translator 
with arrest and imprisonment. Inessa also apparently forged a 
Russian court summons and sent it to the plaintiff translator’s 
home. 

iv. At Alina’s direction, Inessa falsely accused a fellow professor 
of providing information to the plaintiff in return for money in 
an effort to intimidate the professor. In addition, Inessa 
threatened the professor with court action. 

v. Similar tactics were used with varying degrees of success 
against 

1. Morosov, the photographer 

2. Alexei Smolin 

3. Alexei Dikov 

4. Vladimir 2 from St. Petersburg 

5. Yvegeniy Martianov, Trainer 

6. Others 

5. Impeachment (Written Questions, Commission, Letters Interrogatory) 

a. In her July 2000 post card to Vladimir in St. Petersburg, Alina says 
about working at Flash Dancers, “I like it a lot.” 

b. US doctor who analyzed gall bladder problem to show Alina lied 
about the seriousness in order to elicit more sympathy. 

6. Choice of law 

a. Under Russian law, Alina’s state of mind at the time she married as 
expressed in her diary makes the marriage a nullity. 

7. Status of Potential Witnesses and Evidence 

a. Interviewed on Krasnodar Trip April 15-22 

i. Masseuse-Andrei S. Petrov. 

ii. Trainer-Yvegeniy V. Martianov. 

iii. Professor-Vera I. Ivanasova. 

iv. Vice Rector Krasnodar Academy Ohysical-Vladimir G. 

Minchenko. Did not provide copies of Alina’s handwriting. 

v. Friend-Katya A. Gerokapis. 

vi. Former boy friend-Alexei V. Dykov. 

vii. Model agency-Anastasia Vasilyeva and Dmitri 
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viii. Neighbors 

ix. Imperio Manager-Andrei Mishenkin, says does not know Alina. 

x. Reporter-Victoria 

b. Interviewed on Krasnodar trip June 13-17 

i. Alexei Dikov 

ii. Katya Gerokaris 

iii. Alexei Smolin 

iv. Vera Ivanasova 

v. Andrei Petrov, Masseuse 

vi. Yvegeniy Martianov, Trainer 

vii. Yulya Kudinova 

c. Need to interview-refer interview sheets 

i. Nadya who went to Cyprus with Alina but returned after two days. 

ii. Natasha who lives upstairs 

iii. Lena, nurse and adviser 

iv. Olga, friend Alina and Lena 

v. Inessa, worked at Vasiljeva, friend of Alina and Nadya who went 
to Cyprus with Alina but returned in two days when realized work 
involved prostitution. 

vi. Reya, procurer for models 

vii. Aunt Sveta and her daughter Alyona 

viii. Nadya 2, Cyprus, divorced by husband for prostitution 

ix. Manager Vita S 

x. Valodya 1 

xi. Vladimir the sculptor 

xii. Krasnodar doctor 

xiii. Arsen-antenna 

xiv. Roma 

d. Others 

i. Alfredo 

ii. St. Petersburg-Vladimir. Call, confront, want the truth. 

iii. Flash Dance owner 

iv. Leo 

1. Moscow doctor 

2. Tanya 

8. File complaint for abuse of process tort. 
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT 

(Draft 7/24/01) 


Preliminary Conference Agenda 

Try to get judge to look at case because it presents unusual problems. In talking to judge 
try to lay groundwork for next appearance. 

Opening Statement 

I would like an annulment because Ms. Shipilina (Parentheses indicate when I 
learned about activity) 

1. Misrepresented and concealed that she worked in the international sex 
industry engaged in the following activities: 

a. Making sexually explicit videos. [Such as one in which she 
masturbated for the camera and men in return for US dollars.] 
(June 2001) 

b. Habitually prostituting herself, including an almost daily 
masturbation service for men (March 2001) and working for a 
well known procurer in Krasnodar [Reya] who provided models 
for sexual activities to New Russians in return for money (July 
2001 ), 

c. Completely nude stripping with hands on sexual contact to make 
her customers finish (March 2001), 

d. Recruitment of girls for Russia’s sex industry (April 2001); 

2. Misrepresented and concealed her extensive promiscuity that was not 
done in return for money (“I have only had sex with one other man.”) 
(March 2001); 

3. Concealed her intention before our marriage to commit adultery after the 
marriage as evidenced by her obtaining a second international passport to 
hide from Roy her visit to Alfredo Ibarra in Italy to whom she prostituted 
herself. The passport was applied for before the marriage (April 2001); 

4. Surreptitiously and repeatedly put substances in my food about five days 
before the wedding after I told her I was thinking about not going through 
with the marriage. These substances caused symptoms identical to 
narcotic poisoning that made it impossible for me to think clearly enough 
to extricate myself from the situation and cancel the marriage. She did 
not hold a shotgun to my head. She just surreptitiously, maliciously and 
with reckless disregard put narcotics in my food. (December 2000) 

5. Concealed her having a sexually transmittable disease (March 2001); 

6. Misrepresented and concealed that she wanted to marry me not to be a 
true wife but to obtain a green card so she could work in New York City 
as a lap dancer and prostitute. (March 2001) Since coming to the US last 
July, she has worked as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers on Broadway, 



grossing nearly $15,000 in cash a month on which she evades taxes. She 
has also apparently been cutting private deals with various customers at 
Flash Dancers who are willing to pay extra for more intimate attention. 

Her diary makes it clear that she married me so she could ply her trade in 
the number one sex market in the world. 

For example: 

1. Page 33 English; 82 Russian 

2. Page 40 English; 104, 105 Russian 

3. Page 39 English; 101 Russian 

4. Page 44 English; 120 Russian 

Ms. Shipilina is a very accomplished actress who can cry at will; pretend to be all 
bubble bath, dewy morning and moonlight while ruthlessly manipulating others 
with deceit and prevarications in order to maximize her return on the very 
attractive body that God gave her. She has grossed nearly $130,000 in the past 
twelve months as a result of her defrauding me into marrying her and bringing her 
to America. 

Reasons Want Annullment 

1. Justice. 

2. My financial obligation to reimburse the government if Alina becomes a public 
charge continues until she 

a. Becomes naturalized citizen, 

b. Works in US for 10 years, 

c. Ceases to be a legal permanent resident, or 

d. Dies. 

An annulment dramatically increases the probably of Alina “ceasing to be a legal 
pennanent resident” thereby reducing the time frame in which she may become a 
public charge. 

Direct and Counter 

1. Order directing Alina to stop her from interfering with Roy’s investigation 
into the issues of the case: 

i. Alina telephoned Anastasia Vasiljeva trying to keep her from 
providing Roy with information and followed up with a message 
on Anastasia’s pager that Alina and Anastasia would meet in court. 
As a result, Anastasia refuses to provide Roy with further relevant 
information. 

ii. Alina and Inessa visited Irina, Melios and Marios Athanasiou 
recently in Cyprus and apparently told them not to provide 
information to Roy. 

And to put a halt to her mother from 

iii. threatening translators and potential witnesses, and 

iv. forging false court documents in an effort to intimidate people 



into not cooperating with Roy’s efforts to find information leading to 
potential witnesses out side the court’s subpoena power for testimony as to 
fraud, adultery and impeachment. 

2. Order to prevent concealment and transfer of cash income abroad because 
it is marital property. During marriage Alina accumulated property, 
income after expenses, of nearly $100,000 while Roy loss in the stock 
market over $150,000. Push for Equitable Distribution. 

3. Motion for physical examination to detennine if carrying STDs. 

4. Mundy’s dissemblance about medical records showing I beat Alina. 

5. Mundy’s threat to use evidence of an alleged crime committed by Roy to 
obtain a favorable settlement for his client in a civil litigation—the 
extortion audiotape. 

6. Mundy’s veiled threat to embarrass me and deplete my assets if I did not 
help Alina obtain a permanent green card. 

7. Amend pleadings 

a. Annulment allegations above. 

b. Adultery 

i. Name Alina’s partners in adultery as co-respondents, name 
as Vladimir Doe for Vladimir 1, Vladimir 2, Rikos, 
Stephanos, Andrios, TV man at Flash Dancers and others. 

c. Cruel and Inhuman 

i. Refused to live with me in Moscow right after our 
marriage. 

ii. Refused to allow me to travel to Cyprus with her, where 
she visited a few of her former clients. 

Admissions 

1. Russian diary authentic 

2. Video authentic 

3. Title to apartment at 138 Rashpilevskaya in Alina’s name. 

4. Title to half house in Yablonovskiyi village in Alina’s name. 

5. Document 1 authentic 

6. Works as lap dancer at Flash Dancers 

7. Monthly gross income around $ 15,000 in cash 

8. Wanted to date some of her customers at Flash Dancers. 

9. Dated some of her customers at Flash Dancers. 

10. Maintains bank account in Cyprus 

11. Surreptitiously put narcotics in Roy’s food just before wedding date. 

12. Works as prostitute in New York 

13. Worked as prostitute in Russia 

14. Worked as lap dancer and prostitute in Cyprus. 

15. Worked as lap dancer and prostitute in Mexico 

16. Her lap dancing included drink, table, strip tease and private dances as defined by 
the sex industries normal course of conduct. 

17. Contrived a story with Alfredo to deceive Roy into believing that she did not 
prostitute herself to him but were only friends. 



18. Repeatedly asked the Russian Orthodox Saint Nicolas to help her succeed in her 
business as a lap dancer and prostitute. (Impeachment-immoral behavior that 
reflects on character.) 

19. Said that after she engaged in prostitution, she went to church, God forgave her 
and it was as if it never happened. (Impeachment-immoral behavior that reflects 
on character.) 

20. Wanted to marry a foreigner so could live abroad. 

21. Misrepresentations and concealment on immigrant visa application with respect to 
prostitution, arrest and deportation, occupation in Cyprus, employment after 
college. (Impeachment-bad reputation for truth and veracity.) 

22. Has not paid the full amount of US taxes. (Impeachment-criminal and immoral 
behavior reflecting on character.) 

23. Never saw Roy as a husband. 

24. Married Roy solely to obtain a green card so could work in America. 

Documents 

1. Put on table a few pages from diary that show fraud on Alina’s part. Pages from 
both English translation and Russian version. 

2. Bring all possible relevant documents. 

a. Preliminary Conference Agenda and Documents 

b. Legal Proceedings 

c. Diary. 

1. Xenia’s marked up Russian and English. 

2. Unmarked copy Russian. 

d. Masturbation video. 

e. Document 1 and translation. 

f. Mundy’s letter. 

g. Flash Dance schedule 

h. Both versions of birth certificate and translations 

i. Alina Questiona 

j. Work Product 

1. Legal Arguments 

2. Protection Order 

k. Law notebook 
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July 26, 2001 


Mr. Roy Den Hollander 
545 E. 14 th Street 
Apt. 10-D 

New York, New York 10009 

Re: Hollander 

Dear Roy: 

Enclosed please find a copy of the preliminary 
conference stipulation and order signed in court today. Please 
send us your draft Net Worth Statement as soon as possible so 
that we can prepare the final document. As you know, it must be 
exchanged and filed on August 10 th . 

Regards. 

Sincerely, 


Enclosure 
AS/jlm 




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


\ 




-against- 


Plaintiff 


Index No,: ^ 


ov 


kj/V A. 


Defendant 


Part No 


20 


T x ! \ ' 


PRELIMINARY CONFERENCE $TIPULATION/ORDER 
CONTESTED MATRIMONIAL 


PRESIDING 


: \^ 0 &' LpP>Q 


Justice of the Supreme Court 


The parties and counsel have appeared before this Court on 


"•no imii, 


V6 


at a preliminary conference on this matter held pursuant to 22 NYCRR 202! 16. 
The court has received a copy of: 




Date Filed or To Be Filed 


Plaintiff 



(1) A sworn Net Worth Statement of each party; and 

(2) A signed copy of each party’s attorney retainer agreement; and 

(3) Counsel for both parties have certified that they have no knowledge 

that the substance of the statements or allegations of fact (including the ^ ■ 

Net Worth Statements) submitted by their respective clients is false. \ ^ 



A. Required Information 

(1) Attorney for Plaintiff 

C w r a*: O, tO •+ Sk-a-£ LlP 

fev V ; M • ^ IL A 

Phone; 2 1 2- ~ 

(2) Summons: 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


Attorney for Defendant 

^ VJloKiCM T Ae&QCv fifT^^ 
32 ^ ^ fOv. \ t tor ( facx_)~7 

Phone: 2A2. ~~l *^0 g ^O _ 

Date Served \ 

No A_ 


Date Filed G^\^\3CO\ 

Notice of No Necessity Filed: Yes_ 

Date of Marriage: 3>\ ) V \ ^ 

Name(s) and Age(s) of Child(ren): _ 






ANY ISSUES WITH RESPECT TO FAULT, CUSTODY AND FINANCE THAT ARE NOT 
SPECIFICALLY DESCRIBED ABOVE AS UNRESOLVED MAY NOT BE RAISED IN THE ACTION 
UNLESS GOOD CAUSE IS SHOWN. 



PLAINTIFFS ATTORNEY DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY>- 


C. Pendente Lite Relief 



PLAINTIFF - / DEFENDANT 


PLAINTIFF’S ATTORNEY 


DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY 
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D. Law Guardians/Experts £7 

(I) Law Guardian/Guardian Ad Litem (Check One) 
a. nice The Court hereby appoints_ 


as law guardian/guardian ad litem for the infant child(ren). 
b. C\\CX , The parties shall submit to the Clerk of this Part within_ 


V 


. days from the 


date hereof a list of persons deemed suitable to serve as law guardian/guardian ad 
litem, together with a stamped, selftaddressed envelope. 


(2) Neutral Expert (Check One) 


a. 



1/ 


The Court hereby appoints, on consent of the parties, the following as neutral 
expert to assist the court:_ 


b._ The parties shall submit to the Clerk of this Part within_days from the 

date hereof a list of experts deemed suitable for appointment as neutral expert, 
together with a stamped, self-addressed envelope. 


E. Case Scheduling 

(1) In addition, the Court orders the following discovery deadlines. (Fill in specific dates for the 


below to be served or conducted). 





Plaintiff 

Defendant 

(1) 

Notice for Discovery and Inspection 

ig/'^/oi 

l°l* " T l^l 

(2) 

Interrogatories 

!£Ll^qj 

Icj r^/oi 

(3) 

Depositions 

II 12-/01 

II ll2./ol . 

(4) 

Exchange of Expert Reports 

To £><? deironmetl 

To be 

(5) 

Other ^idfS />S£Vv/<2_ r\<SK.t 



-Air-ZTcr' (Ifi-bCCJ^i&rvI 

1 f- ft&GdljPffi 



(2) Pisfoyery P ro ble ms 

The parties shall contact the court immediately if it appears that there are any problems 
with the above schedule. If the Court is not contacted, discovery may be deemed completed as 
of the above dates or sanctions may be imposed. 

(3) Expert Witnesses 

At least sjxty (60) days prior to the trial date set forth below, each party shall serve and 
file with the court a written report of each expert witness whom the party expects to call at trial 
and, at least thirty (30) days prior to the trial date set forth below, each party shall serve and file 


page 4 


with the court any reply report. If a party intends that a written report shall substitute at trial for 
direct testimony, that party shall so advise the other party and the court at least ten (10) days prior 
to trial. 

(4) Witnesses (Other Than Expert) 

At least ten (10) days prior to trial, each side shall submit to the court and the other side 
a list of all other witnesses (excepting impeachment or rebuttal witnesses) whom that side intends 
to call at trial, specifying, where applicable, those whose depositions will be used. 


(5) Exhibits 

1 

The parties shall consult and work out a stipulation governing the authenticity and 
admissibility of all trial exhibits concerning which the parties can agree, which exhibits shall be 
premarked before the case is called for trial. Ten (10) days prior to trial, the parties shall submit 
to the Part a list or lists of: (i) all exhibits stipulated to be admissible, (ii) plaintiff’s proposed 
additional exhibits, and (iii) defendant’s proposed additional exhibits. 


(61 < The court order 


I and their attorneys to appear at a compliance conference to be held 
• p V- at_ ^ 


The parties shall wing to 'the compliance conference a preliminary copy of their Proposed 
Statement of Disposition. 22 NYCRR 202.16(h). 

(7) The court orders a Note of Issue to be filed on or before \2-\^>\Q\ 


( 8 ) 


THE COURT ORDERS THAT THE TRIAL IN THIS MATTER WILL BE HELD ON: 

at •' ^ 


* I . 



SO ORDERED 


Dated: New York, New York 

.v s 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

---X 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


Plaintiff, 

-against - 


Index No.350091/01 
Notice of Motion 


ALINA A. SHIPILINA, a/k/a 
Angelina Chipilina, 


Defendant. 
- X 


PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that upon the annexed affirmation of Amy 
Saltzman, Esq. dated August 31, 2001, together with the exhibits 
annexed thereto and upon all the papers and proceedings 
heretofore had herein, a motion will be made at Room 130, of the 
Supreme Court of the State of New York, in and for the County of 
New York, to be held at the Courthouse located at 60 Centre 
Street, New York, New York on the 20 th day of September, 2001 at 
9:30 a.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard for an 
Order: 

1. Granting plaintiff an annulment on the grounds of 
fraud; 

2. Granting plaintiff appropriate financial relief; 

3. Awarding plaintiff counsel fees; and 

4. Granting plaintiff such other and further relief as the 
Court deems just, together with the costs and disbursements of 


this action. 





PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE, that pursuant to CPLR § 2214 

(b), answering papers, if any, must be served upon the 

undersigned so as to be received at least seven (7) days prior to 

the return date of this motion. 

Dated: New York, New York 
August 31, 2001 


Yours, etc. 


COHEN GOLDSTEIN & SILPE, LLP 
By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
505 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 315-4400 



To: Paulette DeTiberiis, Esq. 

Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
321 Broadway 

New York, New York 10007 
(212) 732 - 5050 



X 


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


Plaintiff, 

-against - 

ALINA A. SHIPILINA, a/k/a 
Angelina Chipilina, 


Defendant. 
-X 


Index No.350091/01 

AFFIRMATION 


AMY SALTZMAN, an attorney admitted to practice before 
the Courts of the State of New York, affirms under the penalty of 
perjury as follows: 

1. I am an associate of Cohen, Goldstein & Silpe, LLP, 
attorneys for plaintiff Roy Den Hollander. This affirmation is 
made in support of plaintiff's motion for a default judgment 
against defendant granting an annulment of the parties' marriage 
on the grounds of fraud. 

2. This action was commenced on February 13, 2001, by 
the filing of a Summons with Notice. A copy of Summons With 
Notice is attached as Exhibit A. Defendant was personally served 
also on February 13, 2001. A copy of the Affidavit of Personal 
Service is attached as Exhibit B. 

3. On June 21, 2001, plaintiff served a Verified 
Complaint on defendant's attorneys. A copy of the Verified 






Complaint with an affidavit of service is attached as Exhibit C. 

4. Defendant's answer was due within twenty days 
after service of the complaint, with an additional five days for 
service by mail (i.e. July 17, 2001). CPLR §§ 3012(a), 

2103(b)(2). 

5. Defendant has failed to serve any responsive 
pleading to plaintiff's verified complaint. She has failed to 
contest any of the allegations seeking an annulment on the ground 
of fraud, or in the alternative, a divorce on the ground of cruel 
and inhuman treatment. Accordingly, pursuant to CPLR § 3215, 
plaintiff requests a default judgment be entered against 
defendant and that an annulment of the marriage be granted. 

6. No prior application has been made for the relief 

requested herein. 

Dated: New York, New York 

August 31, 2001 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 


Plaintiff, Index No. 350091/01 

-against- 

ALINA A. SHIPILINA, a/k/a ANSWER 

ANGELAINA CMPILINA, 

Defendant. 

Defendant by her attorneys, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, for her Answer herein: 

J. Admits allegations contained in Paragraphs 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6 of the Complaint 

herein. 

2. Denies each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 8, 9(a) - (g), 10, 11, 
12,13,14,15,16, and 17, and the WHEREFORE Clause (1) - (6), of the Complaint herein. 

3. Denies any knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to each and 
every allegation contained in Paragraphs 3 and 7. 

AS AND FOR A FIRST COUNTERCLAIM 

4. The Defendant repeats and realleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if Hilly 
set forth herein. 

5. On repeated occasions the Plaintiff has been cruel and acted in an inhuman 
manner towards the Defendant, all of which resulted in endangering the physical and mental well 
being of the Defendant to a degree that it is unsafe and improper for the Defendant to cohabit 
with the Plaintiff. More specifically: 

(a) The Plaintiff constantly argued and fought with the Defendant, and 
refused to perform his duties as husband; 

(b) The Plaintiff constantly embarrassed and belittled the Defendant in the 


presence of friends and the public; 
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( c) During the beginning of their marriage, the Plaintiff executed a written 
Marriage Contract containing specific paragraph with regard to the marriage and the behavior of 
the Defendant; 

(d) That on or about July 11, 2000. the Plaintiff executed a Persona! and 

Business Management Agreement in order that he could have complete control over the 
Defendant’s career and salary as a professional model and dancer; 

(©) That on or about August 1, 2000, the Plaintiff executed an Agreement 
containing specific paragraphs with regard to how the Defendant was to behave; 

(f) That in or about the summer of 2000, while the Plaintiff and the 
Defendant were at the Virgin Record Shop in Manhattan, the Plaintiff threatened the Defendant 
that if she did not do everything he told her he would have her deported. On that same occasion, 
die Plaintiff did attempt to extort money from the Defendant, 

(g) That on or about December 13, 2000, the Plaintiff threatened and 
attempted to extort money from the Defendant when he threatened the Defendant that if she did 
not pay him a certain amount of money he would have her deported; 

(b) That on or about March, 2001, the Plaintiff stole from the Defendant her 
personal diary and sent copies to her friends and family. That on that same occasion, the 
Plaintiff in written letter to certain friends and family, defamed, disgraced and belittled the 
Defendant by calling her a prostitute and revealing certain husband/wife privileges; 

(i) That on or about June 19, 2001, the Plaintiff without the Defendant’s 
knowledge and/or consent, created an internet website entitled http://www.alinashipilina.com. in 
which he posted the Defendant’s personal diary and naked photographs of the Defendant; 

(j) That the Plaintiff constantly accused the Defendant of going out with 
and engaging in sexual relations with other men, there being no truth to the Plaintiffs 
allegations; 
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(k) That the Plaintiff on numerous occasions threatened to “put” the 
Defendant out of the house and have her “deported” from the United States if she did not pay 
him certain amounts of money; 

b. The foregoing acts of cruel and inhuman treatment have greatly injured the 
Defendant and have caused the Defendant great anguish. 

7. The Defendant has always conducted herself toward the Plaintiff in a proper and 
fit manner and has always been a loving and dutiful wife 

8. The Plaintiff’s conducted as stated above was without just cause, provocation or 
consent of the Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, the Defendant demands judgment dismissing the Complaint, judgment 
on the counterclaim for divorce, equitable distribution of the marital property, counsel and 
disbursement expenses together with such other and further relief as to the Court seems just and 


proper. 




PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT 

[Draft 9/14/01] 


[Robert, my prior attorney, Steven Silpe, never responded to defendant’s answer 
presumably because her never received it. He did file a motion for default through his 
associate Amy Saltzman based on no answer being filed although it was.] 

Answer to Defendant’s First Counterclaim 


a. Denies 

b. Denies 

c. Need more specifics. She may be referring to a prenuptial executed in Russia 
before the marriage, which according to my Russian attorney has no legal 
effect in the US. Or she may be referring to the following agreement reached 
after I learned of her adultery and prostitution in Italy. 

a. June 15, 2000 Agreement 

b. Alina refrain from engaging in sexual conduct with other men. 

c. Alina refrain from trying to deceive or trick me. 

d. Alina refrain from communicating with Alfredo. 

d. Denies 

e. Need more specifics. She may be referring to an August 1, 2000 Agreement 
in which she agreed: 

a. Angel will not engage in sexual conduct with other men. 

Sexual conduct means any touching of the sexual or other intimate 
parts of a person not married to the actor for the purpose of gratifying 
the sexual desire of either party. It includes: intercourse; oral and 
annual sex; masturbation; physical contact with the clothed or 
unclothed genitals, pubic area, buttocks or female breast, fondling 
upper thigh and rubbing the covered penis against covered buttocks. 

b. Angel will not try to deceive or trick me regarding any matter 
especially her sexual conduct. 

c. Angel will not communicate with Alfredo. 

d. Additional agreement made July 31. Angel will not communicate with 
Valodya 2 whom she met in June. 

e. As agreed to on August 1, 2000, if Angel violated any part of this 
agreement between June 18 and August 1, 2000, and did not tell Roy 
the full truth of that violation then she agrees to a separation and to 
move out of Roy’s apartment. If Angel violates any part of this 
agreement after August 1, 2000, and Roy learns about it before Angel 
tells him, then she agrees to a separation and to move out of Roy’s 
apartment. 

[On July 31, 2000,1 learned from my wife that she had engaged in 
sexual contact with another Russian in Krasnodar only days after she 



begged forgiveness for her earlier adulterous activities including her 
prostitution in Italy in May. In an attempt to detennine whether the 
marriage could be saved, I wrote down her promises so our agreement 
would be clear and she could not claim memory lost or that she did not 
understand the conduct addressed. She would often parse sentences to 
convolute their common sense meaning and defined sex as only as 
intercourse. My wife has a copy of this agreement.] 

f. Denies 

g. Denies 

i. [In August Alina and I agreed to separate and she said she 
would compensate me for the help I provided her while in 
America with her career. In Mid-late December, I asked her to 
live up to thist agreement as usual she refused. When we met, 
Alina was holding her purse in her lap, which was unusual. I 
asked her to put the bag away because I knew she often carried 
a knife and did not want her to lose her temper again. I showed 
Alina the bill, and she started accusing me of trying to black 
mail her, saying I wanted money in return for my going along 
with Peter’s plan. I was surprised and offended. I took the bill 
back; she stuck her sharpened right pinky fingernail into my 
finger causing it to bleed. I grabbed my bag and tried to leave, 
but she stood in front of me. She grabbed my wrist. (Just as 
she did to a process server in Flash Dancers.) When she let go, 
I tried to move around her, but she stayed in front of me. (Just 
as she did to the process server in Flash Dancers.) I could not 
leave. She stared into my eyes in the typical Soviet 
inquisitorial method, and asked whether I was going to agree to 
Peter’s plan. I demurred. 

h. Denies 

i. [In my preliminary investigation to discover leads to evidence 
to prove the allegations of my complaint, I contacted people 
familiar with the defendant, defendant’s activities and who 
were mentioned in the defendant’s diary. My investigation was 
to find credible leads for authenticating defendant’s diary and 
finding additional evidence. There is no husband-wife 
privilege without loyalty and confidence between the two.] 


i. Denies 

i. [I set up the internet site to circumvent the impact of the 
defendant and her mother’s threats and intimidation of 
potential witnesses, their illegal efforts to thwart my 
investigation and to find additional potential witnesses.] 


j. Denies 



i. [Defendant’s diary reveals her sexual activities with other men 
while married.] 

k. Denies 

i. [September 2000 defendant went on a three-week vacation to 
Russia and Cyprus. I went to Krasnodar right after she 
returned from Cyprus, and told her I wanted to see her diary 
from May until September 2000. I thought she would have 
already made entries from her Cyprus trip. I said if she did not 
show it to me that I would change the locks on my apartment, 
and when she returned to the US, she could live with her friend 
Tanya, who also stripped at Flash Dancers. She gave me the 
entries. I wanted the entries to see what the truth was about her 
sexual activities since her trip to Italy with Alfredo to engage 
in prostitution in late May.] 



PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT 

[Draft 9/23/01] 

Statement of Defendant’s Net Worth and Tax Returns 

(Items on which defendant committed perjury and suggestions for proving such.) 

Family Data 

1. Occupation: Alina failed to include stripper or lap dancer. Alina’s tax returns 
stated her occupation in 2000 was bartending while her net worth statement listed 
modeling for both 2000 and 2001. 

a. Proof Alina worked and works at Flash Dancers 

i. An affidavit of service states that service was made on Alina while 
dancing at Flash Dancers. Service of Petition filed in Queens 
Family Court, RDH v. Shipilina 02615/01; dismissed along with 
TOP 01988/01 on July 31. 

ii. Deposition of Barry the night manger of Flash Dancers or 
subpoena for Angelina’s work schedule since July 17, 2000. 

1. September 19, 2001, talked to manager Barry who admitted 
having her work schedules for at least a month. 

iii. Copies of Angelina’s work schedules for 2000. Possible 
authentication problem. 

iv. Millard and Associates as witness of Alina working at Flash 
Dancers. 

v. Depositions of Tatyanna and Nikita. 

vi. Witnesses who are friends of mine who saw her strip at Flash 
Dancers 

1. Maiya 

2. Jesse 

3. Moody 

vii. Alina’s diary, English translation pages 48 to 50; Russian pp 126 
to 131. 

b. Proof Alina not bartender. 

i. Interrogatory as to places of bartending employment. 

1. Check with bars to detennine whether they employed 
defendant. 

ii. Bars generally do not hire independent contractors as bar tenders, 
so Alina must have payment stubs from her bartending employers. 

1. Production request for payment stubs 


Expenses 

1. Telephone amount of around $100 is dramatically low. She has home telephone 
service with Verszion that includes its answering service and mobile service with 
AT&T. Her mobile service for October 2000 totaled $222.33. Mobile Statement. 
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a. Proof 

i. Subpoena directly from Verizon and AT&T Alina’s telephone 
records. 

2. Liquor at zero strains credibility. 

3. Laundry at zero not possible. She does not have a washer and dryer in her 
apartment. 

4. Medical insurance expense false. Alina and I had a joint Oxford HMO plan from 
August 2000 to March 2001, which cost each of us about $300 a month. 

a. Proof 

i. Subpoena Oxford records 

5. Appliances and maintenance in the amount of $2000 a month is unrealistically 
high. There is no maintenance on Alina’s rental apartment. She may have 
included this amount for tax purposes. $2000 a month infers $16,000 for the eight 
months up to the time she filed her net worth that she lived in her apartment while 
her yearly gross income for 2000 was $18,800. 

a. Proof 

i. Production of all receipts. 

6. Vacations underreported for the past year. 

a. September 9-10, Alina flew to Mosocw then to Krasnodar on Aeroflot. 

On September 18 or 19, she and her mother at Alina’s expense flew to 
Cyprus where they stayed until September 25 th at a five star hotel, 357 5 
321 100. September 28 Alina flew back to Moscow and on the 29 th flew 
back to NYC. 

b. December 21, 2000, Alina flew to Moscow and Krasnodar on Aeroflot. 

She returned January 18, 2001. 

c. During the last half of April and the beginning of May, Alina traveled to 
Krasnodar and with her mother traveled to Cyprus. 

7. Income taxes reported are dramatically low and do not include a whole year but 
just taxes on income Alina earned from July to December of 2000. She entered 
the country in July 2000. 

a. Federal-Amended Return reports taxes on Alina’s income for six months 
at $4556 or $759 on a monthly basis. 

b. State-Amended Return for six months of work reports $430 or $72 on a 
monthly basis. 

c. City-Amended Return for six months of work reports $344 or $57 on a 
monthly basis. 

8. Beauty parlor expenses are greater than zero. 

a. She weekly gets a pedicure because when she is on stage at Flash Dancers 
advertising her wares, her feet are just below the eye level of the men 
sitting around the stage, giving her money. 

i. Proof 

1. Deposition of Flash manager 

b. Whenever she attends a modeling event it costs her around $50 to have her 
hair done. 

i. Interrogatory as to whom is her hair stylist. 
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9. Failed to state the expenses for her photo portfolios used in modeling. She had 
one created last August by Phillip Jarrell and probably had another one done 
recently. 

a. Proof 

i. Photocard with Jarrell’s name on it. 

ii. Interrogatory on Jarrell. 

10. Failed to include her nightly expenses for stripping at Flash Dancers. For a girl to 
strip she has to pay management around $ 100 each night. On top of that she must 
tip the DJ $10 to $15, the house mother who watches over the girls possessions 
around $15 and pay the hair stylist or cosmetician for their assistance if she uses 
them. All toll, Alina would pay out $140 each night or $2800 a month when 
working five nights a week as the management requires. Alina worked four 
months in 2000, so her Flash Dancers expenses were $11,200. 

a. Proof 

i. NYS, NYC and IRS for record keeping requirements and filings of 
lap dancing clubs with respect to income received from dancers 

i. Deposition of Barry the night manager of Flash Dancers and copies 
of Alina’s work schedules. 

11. Total Expenses of $4,500 a month infers yearly expenses of $54,000, which I 
believe is about right when factoring in her stripping expenses, but she reported 
her total income for 2000 as only $18,800, which implies her reported income 
does not meet her expenses, so she must have other income sources. 

Gross Income: Does not specifically state the period it is for. Her 2000 tax returns 
indicate her income for 2000 at $18,861; therefore, she did not report any of her income 
on the Net Worth Statement for the year 2001. 

1. Fails to include income earned at Flash Dancers as a lap dancer, which I estimate 
at around $120,000 since July 2000. 

a. Proof 

i. Alina’s diary pp 48-50; Russian 126 to 131. 

1. Tax returns false 

a. August 21, 2000, “Roy learned that I did not keep 
all money in bank. And what about taxes? I have 
in the bank approximately 6300$ and approximately 
same amount in cash. I want to take this money to 
Russia and then deposit it to the bank and pay taxes. 
Roy thinks I am lying and fears law. I will pay, I do 
not want problems, but I will do it 
intelligently.’’Diary p 50 English; p 130 Russian. 
Copy defendant’s Safe Deposit Box agreement. 

ii. Defendant’s Citibank statement for July 26 to August 21, 2000, 
states a balance of $7,681.51. By August 21, defendant had been 
working in the US for only five weeks. 

iii. Deposition of Barry the night manger of Flash Dancers with 
request to produce Angelina’s work schedule since July 17, 2000. 


3 



1. Question as to range that girls make. 

2. Is Alina a hard worker? 

3. How much does a girl have to pay management, house 
mother, D.J., make up artist and hair stylist in other to work 
there. 

iv. Depositions of Tatyanna and Nikita. 

v. Media reports on lap dancing and strip club business. 

1. Maiya saw a report on Friday or Saturday night August 17 
or 18 over Comcast Cable NJ on a book signing that 
reported the income of lap dancers. 

2. Saturday, September 8, 20001, Fox Magazine, Channel 46 
at 10pm story on lap dancers at VIP. One girl said she can 
make $1000 a night. 

vi. West law search for cases involving lap dancers. 

vii. Find someone to pose as student majoring in journalism and doing 
a paper on lap dancers or for their Women Studies courses on the 
financial independence of women. Interview Flash management 
and dancers. How women with little education or are new 
immigrants survive economically in NYC. 

viii. Subpoena Alina’s bank records for the past year to track the flow 
of money into and out of the Citibank accounts. 

ix. IRS or NYS tax regulations for estimating the income of lap 
dancers as they do with waitresses and bartenders. 

x. FOIA with Dept of Treasury for any studies or guideline for 
estimating lap dancer income. 

xi. Academic studies on prostitution and stripping economics. 

xii. Research Library books on stripping. 

xiii. Search Amazon and B&N. 

2. Failed to include income from prostitution. 

3. Failed to include income from Judy Vann Associates and International 
Performance Productions, which were reported to the IRS. 

a. Proof 

i. Subpoena each firms records concerning Alina’s employment. 

Both firms keep detailed accounts. 

ii. Subpoena IRS records. 

4. Failed to include income from modeling jobs arranged by Grace Del Marco 
modeling agency. 

a. Proof 

i. Deposition of knowledgeable officer of the agency with subpoena 
to produce all records concerning “Angelina”, which is her 
modeling name. 

5. Failed to answer items 1, m and s. This was not an oversight. One of Alina’s 
favorite methods of lying is by omission, which she does not consider lying at all. 


Assets 
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1. Failed to state her bank account in Cyprus. 

2. Failed to state the $ 1200 security deposit on her apartment. 

a. Proof 

i. Subpoena apartment broker’s records. I have the name and firm of 
the broker. 

3. Failed to list the apartment owned in Krasnodar and the half house owned in 
Yablonovskiyi Village outside Krasnodar. 

a. Proof 

i. My Krasnodar lawyer will try to obtain documentation. 

ii. Alina’s diary pp 33, 35, 37, 40; Russian pp 78, 84, 85, 89 and 98. 

iii. Alina grossed around $30,000 in Mexico when factor in $2,200 
commission to Leo and $1600 commission to club. Diary pp 33, 

35; pp 78, 84, 85. 

4. Failed to mention her vested interest in her Russian pension as a result of some of 
her legitimate work in Russia. 

5. Failed to include numerous jewelry items she earned in return for providing 
sexual favors to her customers as stated in her diary. 

a. Require Alina to produce jewelry she received from her tricks and lap 
dancing clients for inspection and appraisal. 


Tax Returns 

2. Who helped Alina prepare her tax returns? 

3. None of Alina’s tax returns are signed or dated. I know they are not accurate, and 
I doubt they were ever filed. I believe we can obtain court authorization to file a 
form 4506 directing the IRS to send certified copies of Alina’s tax filings to us. 
Perhaps there is another way as well. 

4. Alina’s tax returns report her total income for 2000 as 18,861, which means the 
income reported in her Net Worth Statement did not include any income for the 
year 2001. 

5. Alina wrongly classified herself as “single” instead of “married filing a separate 
return”, which would have increased her taxes. This leads me to believe that one 
of her current boy friends completed her tax returns. Since Alina and I are still 
married, obtaining his name may assist in proving adultery. 

6. Alina’s returns failed to included income from Judy Vann Associates, 
International Performance and Productions and modeling jobs arranged by Grace 
Del Marco model agency. 

7. Alina falsely listed her occupation as bartender. 

8. US 1040 

a. Failed to include a copy of page 2 

b. Gross income from bartending $7,754. 

i. Interrogatory as to places of bartending employment. 

ii. Bars generally do not hire independent contractors as bar tenders, 
so Alina must have payment stubs from employers. 

1. Production request for payment stubs 

9. Amended US 1040X 
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a. When and why did Alina file an amended form? 

10. NY State Amended Tax Return 

a. When was it filed? 

b. States additional gross income $12,096 while US 1040X cites additional 
income as $ 11, 241. Which is it? 

Deposition Questions on Finances 

1. Update the vacations and their costs since July 26, 2001 

a. July 26 or 27 to July 31 or August 1, 2001, Alina traveled to Las Vegas. 

b. August 5 to September 6, 2001, Alina took a vacation from Flash Dancers. 
Probably attended the “Pimp and Ho Costume Ball” August 31 to 
September 3 at the Mandalay Hotel in Las Vegas. 

2. In which months of 2000 did Alina earn her reported $ 18,800. 

3. Who told you that an income of around $7600 would not be believable for you to 
have lived on so you filed an amended return adding another $ 11,200 to your 
income. 
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 

ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT 

[Draft 9/23/01] 

Outline of Annulment Case and Evidence 

(Dates refer to when defendant made an entry in her diary. Diary cites are first to page 
numbers of Certified English translation by Dennis Whelan and then to the page numbers 
of Russian language original. Dates in parentheses indicate when plaintiff acquired full 

knowledge of a fact.) 

1. Defendant intended to marry plaintiff solely for entry into the US on a permanent 
basis, which, along with the other benefits of living legally in the US, would enable 
defendant to earn large sums of money in the sex industry. 

a. Pre and Post Marital Admissions [marriage occurred March 11, 2000]: 
i. The following cites are from defendant’s dairy for which need 
authentication. 

1. December 10, 1999, “I want very much to find a foreigner and 
live abroad; I want to buy a flat and marry a foreigner, but I do 
not want to live in Kransnodar.” Page 34 English; p 82 
Russian. (March 2001) 

2. January 17, 2000, “Roy says that I am the only happiness of 
his. He wants me to be near him.... If only he were 
younger....” Page 37 English; p 90 Russian. (March 2001) 

3. January 27, 2000, “I do not know, but it worth while marrying 
him only for the purpose to receive American citizenship. He 
is not the person I need.” Page 39 English; p 95 Russian. 
(March 2001) 

4. January 29, 2000, “Roy is good as a friend and sexual partner, 
but Roy as a husband....” Page 39 English; p 97 Russian. 
(March 2001) 

5. February 4, 2000, “....he (plaintiff) began speaking about a 
paper according to which I will not have any right on his 
money in the case of divorce. So, in this case I will receive 
nothing.... In my turn I told him about a paper according to 
which he would have no right to send me out of the country.” P 
40; p 98. (March 2001) 

6. February 19, 2000, “Lena said as well that the business with 
Roy is very advantageous to me.” Page 41 English; pi00 
Russian (March 2001) 

7. April 5, 2000, “And on Saturday, March 11, 2000, we 
registered our marriage. It was merry! I did not accept it very 
seriously; for me it was only business. I become so tired of 
him....” Page 41 English; p 101 Russian. (March 2001) 

5. April 5, 2000, “He wrote me a letter saying how it was 
difficult for him to be alone.... Frankly speaking, I cannot 
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imagine what I will do with him in Moscow. Listen to his 
philosophy? To wash, to clean and to cook? And leave my 
mother all alone.... On one hand I would like that we 
remained friends, but he would not hinder my meetings with 
friends and I would give him freedom” P 41, 42 English; p 103 
Russian. (March 2001) Just three days later in an April 8, 

2000, Post Card, need authentication , defendant continued to 
mask her true reason for marrying plaintiff, “My love husband! 
I’m so miss on you but I must help my mother.... I send you 
this spring flowers from all my heart. I kiss and hold you.” 

8. April 20, 2000, “For the first time he finished in me. Oh, my 
God, whom I allowed to do it....” Page 43 English; p 108 
Russian. (March 2001) 

9. April 20, 2000, “What will happen if I will not receive a visa to 
America? I will go—with Leonid’s help—to Greece or 
Venezuela. In June I am sure to go somewhere!” Page 43 
English; p 108 Russian. (March 2001) 

10. April 5, 2000, “Then, when we went to the disco “Joy”, Alexey 
told me that on wanted me and that I was driving him mad. He 
bought a bottle of Champaign. I was near to going with him.... 

I tried to seduce Alexey, to get him,....” Pp 41,42, English; pp 
102, 104. Then on April 22, 2000, defendant wrote in a post 
card, need authentication , “My dear husband! Only come back 
and start to be alone again. It difficult, but I must to do a lot of 
things here.... But you in my heart. A lot of kisses to you.” 

11. On May 19,2000, defendant traveled to Italy to engage in 
adultery and prostitution with Alfredo Ibarra. Pp 44, 45; pp 

112-14. On May 10, 2000, defendant wrote in two cards, need 
authentication , “My dear husband! In Krasnodar hard. I try to 
written dissertation and help my mother.... Your wife.” And, 
“You are present to me the best moments in my life. With 
special love your Angel.” 

12. June 5, 2000, “We went with Roy to the forest, he wanted to 
have sex with me, but I refused because sometimes there were 
people passing by. The most important was that his age might 
be clearly seen. If he were a young boy....” Page 45 English; p 
117 Russian. (March 2001) 

13. June 5, 2000, “On May 31, 2000 I received visa!!! Praise to 
God! Page 45 English; p 117 Russian. 

14. June 25, 2000, “The problem is in his real feelings to me. I am 
a stimulus for him. He sees me as a real wife, but it is 
absurd.... I will never see him as a real husband.” Page 46 
English; pp 120-21 Russian. (March 2001) 

15. July 6, 2000, “I decided to go to America for now and make 
some money and to get a divorce from him. Then better to go 
to Japan.” Diary p 47; p 124. (March 2001) 
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16. July 12, 2000, “God be praised!!! I am in America.” Page 48 
English; p 126 Russian. 

17. July 12, 2000, “I began working on Sunday and earned 400 
dollars, then 540 and yesterday, on Wednesday, I earned 650 
dollars. God be praised!!! P 48; p 127. 

18. September 9, 2000, “In total I earned 17-18 thousand dollars in 
1.5 months (including everything - expenses, meals and 
presents).” P 50; p 130. 

19. September 9, 2000, “Besides, for the first time I went to a 
single room - I danced to a bearded man from TV. On Monday 
we sat there for 2 hours, I danced (I was so frightened). I 
allowed him to touch me. I received a pleasure.” P 50; p 130. 
Then on September 11, 2000, just two days later the defendant 
wrote in a wedding anniversary card, need authentiucation : 
“Always with you belief, hope, love unforgettable. Your 
Angel” 

ii. Alexei Dikov, defendant’s fonner boy friend said, “Alina had one aim, 
to go outside of Russia.” (June 14, 2001) Need written questions 

iii. According to defendant’s friend, Yulya Kudinova, “Alina always 
thought about money and how to get it. She was a pit bull in her 
pursuit of money. She used ah connections and a lot of men to get 
money. Alina didn’t have money to start a career as a model and she 
used men to get it. Alina left Alexei Dikov because he didn’t have 
money.” (June 16, 2001) Need written questions 

iv. Anastasia Vasiljeva, defendant’s model agent in Krasnodar, said 
defendant only wanted money and the luxury life. (April 16, 2001) 
Need written questions 

v. Lena (friend of Olga who is also friend of defendant) told defendant 
that marriage with Roy good business deal. (March 2001)Page 41 
English; p 100 Russian. Need written questions 

vi. Natasha who lives in same building as defendant with whom defendant 
keeps ah her things. P 42 English; p 105 Russian. Need written 
questions 

vii. Tatyanna from Flash Dancers. Need to interview. 

b. Refusal to show normal affection 

i. Defendant engaged in adultery in Krasnodar three weeks after her 
marriage with a man named Volodya. Diary p 41; pi02. 

ii. Defendant engaged in prostitution with Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo in Italy 
within three months of her marriage and just days before her 
successful interview for an immigrant visa at the US Embassy. Diary p 
44-45; pi 12-114. 

iii. Defendant went to great lengths to hide her prostitution and adulterous 
affair with Mr. Ibarra in Italy for fear that plaintiff would not take her 
to America, May 19, 2000, “And now it is very important to me to 
extinguish all evidence. I closed package with adhesive tape and tried 
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to hide gold and money. I hope so Roy did not leam anything. Amen! I 
thank God for everything; bless me!” June 5, 2000, “I came to Roy. 
My cellular phone was disconnected. I had to open the door with keys 
and ring at the door. He looked so surprised when he saw me. He 
began to ask me - How I came, what and where and so on. He was 
inspecting me for a long time and got infuriated because he could not 
find anything. He thought that I spent time in Moscow with some boy 

friend and now came to him.Next day we went to take photos and 

when I asked to give me my bag, he took it and began to open all its 
section and watch what was in as if it was a joke. I was watching at 
him perplexedly and very calmly. He was examining me. After it I 
understood that he would examine my “Fa” bag. When Volodya met 
me at registration in Moscow I gave him package with everything 
money, brilliants. I feared that he might tell something to Roy.” Diary 
p 45; pp 114-16. (March 2001) 

iv. Defendant engaged in another act of adultery four months after her 
marriage with a man named Volodya from St. Petersburg. Diary p 47; 
p 123. 

v. Defendant maintained communication with Valodya from St. 
Petersburg while defendant was living in plaintiffs apartment. July 
2000 Postcard, need authentication of copyand written questons , to 
Valodya, “Good luck, peace, love and all the kindness to you. Hello 
Valodya, This is Angelina. How are you? I am okay. It was really 
difficult to come here. It turns out that my boss found out information 
about me from MVD and FSB. And now he watches me. I began to 
work. It is interesting. I like it a lot. I work about eight hours a day. 

(I dance.) It is interesting to meet new people, to learn about different 
places. I think a lot about you and I miss you and it was great that we 
could understand each other. Do me a huge, huge favor, please, don’t 
tell anybody, anybody, that I am here—no way. Only my mum knows 
about it and now you. I kiss you, I embrace you, I miss you.” (Four 
lipstick kisses are on the card.) (August 2001) 

vi. Defendant dated other men in Krasnodar during the four months 
following her marriage: 

a. Arsen, Diary p 41, 42 English; p 102 Russian. 

b. Roma, Diary p 47 English; p 121 Russian. 

vii. Defendant tried repeatedly after her marriage to seduce one man in 
Krasnodar who managed a disco: Alexey Smolin, Diary pp 41,42, 44; 
pp 102, 104, 110.Mr Smolin states, need written question , “Alina 
offered herself to me. I could have slept with her if I wanted.” (June 
16, 2001) 

viii. Defendant refused to live with plaintiff in Moscow for three months 
following her marriage, lying to plaintiff that her eye operation did not 
go well so she needed to be near her eye doctor and she needed to help 
her mother change the title to her house. According to defendant’s 
diary, her eye operation went well, and defendant did not want to 
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cohabit with plaintiff, April 5, 2000, “I had doubts before operation 
but now I am happy and I don’t want even to think about glasses, 
except for sunglasses. It is so wonderful to see the world with your 
own eyes!” Diary p 42; pi03. “Frankly speaking, I cannot imagine 
what I will do with him in Moscow. Listen to his philosophy? To 
wash, to clean and to cook? And leave my mother all alone....” Diary 
p 41, 42 English; p 103 Russian. (March 2001) 

6. Defendant insisted that plaintiff not travel to Krasnodar and Cyprus 
with defendant for a three-week vacation in September 2000 that she 
scheduled, in part, so she would not be home for plaintiffs birthday. 

In Cyprus defendant met with former clients: 

a. Rikos, Diary pp 3, 4. 5, 7; pp 6, 8, 9, 10, 16. 

b. Andrios, Diary p 6; ppl 1, 12. 

c. Stephanos, Diary pp 12, 13, 15, 16; pp 28, 31, 35, 37. 

c. Other acts and patterns of conduct that infer defendant’s sole purpose was 
immigration to earn money 

i. Transportation of cash overseas 

1. Cyprus bank account transactions. Need to subpoena records. 
(September 2001) 

2. Misrepresented love and affection for plaintiff in order to induce plaintiffs consent to 
marriage 

a. Representations before marriage 

i. [Written Questions to Valeria A. Vorobyova, who translated 
prenuptial, defendant talked with her about why wanted to marry 
plaintiff] 

ii. Correspondence from defendant to plaintiff prior to marriage: 

1. November 15, 1999, fax on stationary of Westin Hotel in 
Acapulco, need authentication: “It your love—Angelina. Here 
I visit many beautiful places but I was alon, I’m think about 
you. It will be nice to be together. I hold you a lot, kiss a lot 
and miss.” In the evening of day on which defendant sent fax 
she engaged in sex with Alfredo. Dairy p 32; p 73 

2. November 19, 1999, fax from Mexico, need authentication: “I 
kiss you! I hold you! Your Angelina.” On day that defendant 
sent this fax, she helped Max to finish. Diary p 32; p73. 

3. February 7, 2000, Valentine’s Day Card, need authentication: 
“A lot of loves, my dear Roy. From all my heart it for 

you.. .Love—it flower.... With tenderness loves—your 
enigmatic outspoken flower, Angelina with love. 

b. Falsity of Representations before marriage (March 2001) 

i. Defendant rarely thought about plaintiff from September through 
November 1999 as indicated by defendant only mentioning plaintiff 
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twice in diary while in Mexico. September 23, 1999, p 26; p 57, 
November 12, 1999, p 30; p 70. 

ii. Defendant visited many beautiful places from September to November 
1999, but not alone, rather with many different men with whom she 
engaged in sexual relations and/or prostitution: 

1. Acapulco with Salvador, pp 22-25; pp 48-54. 

2. “Uana-huatu” with Alfredo, pp 26, 27; p 58. 

3. Pyramids with Alfredo, p 27; p 60. 

4. Cancun with Alfredo, p 28; p 62. 

5. Acapulco with Yatsinto, p 29; p 64. 

6. Puerto Vallarta with Alfredo, pp 29, 30; pp 65, 67. 

7. Acapulco with a Boston man, pp 29, 30; p 65. 

8. “Huatulko” with Alfredo, p 30; p 68. 

c. Defendant did not have love and affection for plaintiff as manifested by her 
engaging in sexual relations and prostitution with other men during the time 
before marriage when the defendant and plaintiff were courting, July 1999 to 
February 2000: 

i. A customer referred to as “one fucker”, p 25; p 54. 

ii. Mavro, pp 25, 27. 

iii. Dated one man “very good at kissing’, p 26, p 57. 

iv. Max Garcia Appedole, pp 26, 29, 32; pp 57, 65, 73. 

v. Still referred to her boy friend of three years, Alexei Dikov, as 
“darling”, p 27; p 60. 

vi. Sydney, p 28; p 62. 

vii. Alfonso, pp 31, 32; p 72. 

viii. Alfredo, p 32; p 73. 

ix. Back in Russia defendant continued her sexual relationship with her 
long time Russian boy friend, Alexie Dikov, p 34, 35; p 80, 82. 

x. Defendant engaged in intercourse with Alfredo in Moscow. Defendant 
states in her diary, “I worried very much—I feared that Roy would 
notice me,” p 35; p 83. 

xi. Telephone sex with Alfredo, p 40; p 99. 

d. Defendant concealed true feelings for plaintiff in order to induce plaintiffs 
consent to marriage (March 2001) 

i. January 17, 2000, “If only he (plaintiff) were younger....” P 37; p 90. 

ii. January 27, 2000, “He (plaintiff) is not the person I need.” P 39; p 95. 

iii. January 29, 2000, “He (plaintiff) is a fool,...” P 39; p 96. 

iv. January 29, 2000, “Roy is a good friend and sexual partner, but Roy as 
a husband....” P 39; p 97. 

v. April 5, 2000, “How much nerves took and how many troubles gave 
to me Mr. Hollander! On March 1, 2000 we moved to our new flat. 

He helped us with students. But it takes too much nerve to deal with 
his bloody philosophy.” Page 41 English; p 101 Russian. 
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vi. April 20, 2000, “For the first time he finished in me. Oh, my God, 
whom I allowed to do it....” Page 43 English; p 108 Russian. 

vii. June 5, 2000, “We went with Roy to the forest, he wanted to have sex 
with me, but I refused because sometimes there were people passing 
by. The most important was that his age might be clearly seen. If he 
were a young boy....” Page 45 English; p 117 Russian. 

viii. June 25, 2000, “The problem is in his real feelings to me. lama 
stimulus for him. He sees me as a real wife, but it is absurd.... I will 
never see him as a real husband.” Page 46 English; pp 120-21 Russian. 

e. Misrepresentations from defendant to plaintiff after marriage as inference of 
defendant’s intention before marriage to fraudulently induce plaintiff to marry 
her 

i. In an April 8, 2000, Post Card, need authentication , defendant 
continued to mask her true reason for marrying plaintiff, “My love 
husband! I’m so miss on you but I must help my mother.... I send you 
this spring flowers from all my heart. I kiss and hold you.” Just three 
days before sending this post card, defendant wrote in her diary on 
April 5, 2000, “He wrote me a letter saying how it was difficult for 
him to be alone.... Frankly speaking, I cannot imagine what I will do 
with him in Moscow. Listen to his philosophy? To wash, to clean and 
to cook? And leave my mother all alone.... On one hand I would like 
that we remained friends, but he would not hinder my meetings with 
friends and I would give him freedom” Diary p 41, 42 English; p 103 
Russian. 


3. Defendant concealed surreptitiously and repeatedly putting substances into plaintiffs 
food just days before the wedding that caused narcotic like symptoms in plaintiff in 
order to induce plaintiff to marry defendant after plaintiff expressed possibly 
canceling the planned marriage. (December 2001) 


a. 


b. 

c. 

d. 


April 5, 2000, “Two days prior to registration he (plaintiff) said that he might 
cancel everything....” Diary p 41; p 101. “....The clairvoyant gave me salt 
and sugar to admix into his food. His smile began to look like a smile of 
innocent angel.” Diary p 42; p 105. 

July 12, 2000, “...I was admixing something in his (plaintiffs) meals. He 
wanted to sleep even in the day. I had to tell him, that he was too aggressive 
towards me and I wanted to lower his level of aggression.” P 48; p 126. 
Doctor Gorny’s medical records in which I described the effect of defendant’s 


poisoning. 


Written questions on defendant’s “clairvoyanf’in Krasnodar 


4. Defendant concealed her plan before the marriage ceremony to meet with Alfredo to 
engage in adultery and prostitution. 

a. April 5, 2000, “It took a long time to make my second passport.... But thanks 
to God, I have now 2 passports. May be I will go for a week to Mexico and 
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meet Alfred to earn some money. But I need a good reason for Roy. It is 
dangerous, but I will see....” P 42; pp 104-05. 

i. Need original second international passport or Apostile copy of dated 
application for second international passport or affidavit as to time 
necessary to obtain a passport as evidence that defendant’s scheme 
concocted before marriage. 

b. May 19, 2000, while on her way to Italy to engage in adultery and prostitution 
with Alfredo Ibarra, defendant wrote, “.. .Roy called Alfredo up. When 
Alfredo told me about it I wanted to reject everything. Just on that very day I 
passed money for visa to Italy. He felt why on that very day... He said that he 
was my husband and he wanted to marry me (but we are already married - 
probably, he wanted something more serious). He began to ask Alfredo about 
our relations. Alfredo did not answer, instead he called me up and we agreed 
that Azul was whom Alfredo wanted. Roy asked him how long Alfredo stayed 
with me in December; what was between us in Mexico and in Moscow. We 
agreed that Alfredo escorted me in my trips around Mexico, because he fell in 
love with Asul and they took me with them. He said that I was only a good 
friend of his. He was in Moscow for 1 day and half of that day he spent with 
me.” P 44; p 110-11. 

5. Defendant concealed criminal conduct 

a. Prostitution Russia, Cyprus, Mexico 

i. Defendant provided a daily masturbation service for her clients in 
Krasnodar. April 5, 2000, “I don’t want to make blow job because I 
had to get involved in masturbation for 1.5 years everyday. Roy will 
never understand it, because he is a man.” P 41; p 102. (March 2001). 
And defendant worked for a well-known procurer, Reya, in Krasnodar 
who provided models for sexual activities to New Russians in return 
for money, interview with defendant’s friend Katya Gerokaris. Need 
written questions . (July 2001). Defendant told her modeling agent in 
Krasnodar, Anastasia Vasiljeva, that defendant voluntarily engaged in 
prostitution in Cyprus, that it was not forced on her. Need written 
questions . (April 16, 2001) 

ii. Prostitution Cyprus and Mexico based on defendant’s diary: 


N 

Client 

“Type of service” 

Price 

Page Russian 

Page English 

1 

Ibragim 

Intercourse and anal sex 

£40 

20 

9 

2 

Wonderful man 

Ejaculated without entering 

£ 100 

20 

9 

3 

Fat man 

Masturbated him in a hotel 

£30 

18 

8 

4 

Anonymous customer 

1 

Blow job 

£ 10 

24 

11 

5 

Anton 

A new customer to which 
the owner Marios gave her 

“sale” 

22 

10 

6 

Andreas 

Bought her for full day 

£50 

11-12 

6 

7 

Akhmed 

Bought her for three days 


23,25 

10 

8 

Grandpa 

Masturbated him + two 
naked pictures 

£60+10 

35 

16 

9 

Andreas and his son 

Regular client 

Golden bracelet 

21 

9 
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10 

Pannikos 

Regular client - masturbated 
him 

new dress - £ 37, 
ring of white 
gold 

16,19,24 

7,11,13 

11 

Rikos 

Regular client (intercourse) 

Silver things, 
makeup, +£100 

6,8-10,16 

3,4,5,7 

12 

Chris 

Regular client (intercourse) 

£50, 10, 20, 10 
+ digital watch 

2-6,11,13,24 

1-3,5,8 

13 

Doctor George 

Regular client 

£50+ 100, 
perfume, watch, 
alarm clock, 
earring with 
chain, bracelet 
and ring of gold, 
silver alarm 
clock 

7, 17-18, 26 

3,7,11 

14 

Davie 

One night stand client from 
the club 

£ 

35 

13,16 

15 

Peirre 

One night stand client 

£20 

33 

15 

16 

“Fucker'” from a bank 

One night stand client 

£ 

30 

13 

17 

Stephanos 

Regular client from Ayanapa 

£30+ £40 
dress -£ 23, 
pajamas - £ 44 

28, 31,35,37 

12,16 

18 

Rich Arab 1 

One night stand client 

Boombox 

32 

14 

19 

Rich Arab 2 

One night stand client with 
another girl from the club 

£ 

31 

14 

20 

Eric, good friend of 
Rikos 

Regular client 

digital watch, 
video camera, 
slippers, money 
for dentist, 
additional money 

21,28,31,37 

14,17 


Mexico (Mexico City “Gentlemens Club”) 


N 

Client 

“Type of service” 

Price 

Page Russian 

Page English 
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Anonymous client 

1 


$60 but took back 
money 

54 

25 

2 

Mavro 

Regular client 


55,60 

25,27 

3 

Yatsinto - Boston 

man 

Three day stand client 

For a trip to 
Acapulco 

64 

29 

4 

Sidney 

Regular client 


62 

27,28 

5 

Max Garcia 
Appedole 

Regular client 

For a visa 
assistance, golden 
chain, makeup 

65, 73 

29,32 

6 

Manuel Gamio 

Regular client 

$500, toilet water 

69 

31 

7 

Alfonso 

Regular client 

Chain for hand and 
foot, trip to 
Cancun, silver 
bracelet 

72 

31,32 

8 

Alfredo 

Favorite client started 

02.10.1999- intercourse, 
performed oral sex on him 

For money, various 
presents and trips, 
transporting cash 
to Russia. 

58,60,71,73,83 

26,27,29,30,31, 

32,33,34,35,37, 

40 








iii. April 5, 2000, “Two days prior to registration he (plaintiff) said that he 
might cancel everything because I told him that I did not like to speak 
with him about my past.... He infuriated me-I had to speak about 
Cyprus, about Mexico, that I was tired there and that I had not want 
and did not have sex there.” Diary p 39; p 101. 

6. Defendant made misrepresentation as to premarital sexual conduct: 

a. Prostitution, see above number 5. 

7. Concealment of acts inferring an immoral character 

a. Masturbation video, need authentication : In the fall of 1998, defendant made 
sexually explicit video in which she masturbated for the camera and men in 
return for US dollars. (June 2001) 

i. Written questions Marc Paulsen, Torrance California 

ii. Written questions Leo Perlin, Moscow 

b. Completely nude stripping that included physical contact of a sexual nature 
and the bartering of sexual favors. (March 2001) 

i. Moscow lawyers for evidence of Zygos activities and definitions of 
different dances. 

ii. “.. .1 for the first time danced table dance for a very thick man. He 
touched me....” P 1; p 1. 
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iii. “On December 29 (1999) I had to insist on striptease, but I did not take 
off panties, stealthily. That day I have danced 3 striptease dances and 1 
table dance.” P 2; p 3. 

iv. January 19, 1999, “I danced for one customer a striptease and then a 
table dance but during time table dance he wanted striptease, and 
during striptease he came.” P 3; p 6. 

v. January 19, 1999, “In ZIGOS he kneeled before me and kissed me 
below navel - it happened before we left the club. Then we went to 
hotel. Marios took me in his car. I and George went to hotel.” P 3; p 7. 

vi. March 7, 1999, “I will do my best to be in first place in our business.” 
P 7; p 17. 

vii. March 21, 1999, “Yesterday I talked with Sergey (after meeting with 
Pannikos) and burst into tears. I told him that Pannikos urged me to 
help in masturbation - and I am so tired of all it...” p 8; p 19. 

viii. March 21, 1999, “For the first time in my life - 5 privates 6 pounds 
each + 10 drinks.” P 8; p 19. 

ix. March 21, 1999, “Yesterday Marios shouted at me because I went with 
Pannikos. He does not come to club, I have sex with him, I receive 
something for it and the club does not receive anything...” p 8; pl9. 

x. April 3, 1999, “Last week here came tourists from Kuwait. Marios 
sold to them me, Regina, Julia and Nadya (40 pounds to each of us). 
My admirer told me that he did not want sex and being very pleased 
with it I drank much wine and I was stupid enough to give in to him. 
Prior to it I asked him to give me 100 dollars - not for sex, I just 
needed this money. He answered that he had left all his money 
downstairs with security desk. Most awful that he introduced has 
member into my anus. It was very painful and terrible. After it I did 
not feel my fanny for three days - it was very painful... He told me that 
he will come once more to ZIGOS or I could myself come later to him 
and take this money. He left the next day... Let God be his (Ibragim’s) 
judge...” p 9; pp 20. 

xi. April 3, 1999, “I told that without sex it would cost 40 pounds, with 
sex - 100 pounds.” P 9; p 20. 

xii. April 3, 1999, “I am glad, when a customer finishes during a private. 
Some persons finish this way for the first time.” P 9; p 21. 

xiii. April 16, 1999, “And before Easter Marios sold me to other customer 
(Anton).” P 10; p 22. 

xiv. April 16, 1999, “He wanted to buy for me three days off, but I agreed 
only for one day off. Then he talked to the boss and bought me for 
three days.” P 10; p 23. 

xv. April 25, 1999, “On Friday I for the first time had 8 privates and 12 
drinks. I had a complete breakdown. Prior to it one fucker took me and 
wanted me to make him oral sex, I persuaded him to give me 10 
pounds.” P 11; p 24. 

xvi. May 29, 1999, “When I was with one young customer I have nearly 
fallen out of cabin (room) for privates.” P 14; p 31. 
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xvii. June 15, 1999, “Yesterday, on Monday, I had 4 privates and 5 drinks.” 
P 15; p 34. 

xviii. June 23, 1999, “On Friday, at 18:06 I called up Stephanos. I told him 
that I shall go with another customers to Ayanapa.” P 16; p 35. 

xix. June 23, 1999, “On Saturday I made a record - 10 privates, including 5 
to one remarkable grandpa, and as well 2 table and 12 drinks. In total it 
made 500 pounds...” p 16; p 35. 

xx. June 23, 1999, “Stephany took me and we went to Larnaka.... I earned 
60 pounds for 30 minutes of masturbation...” p 16; p 35. 

xxi. June 23, 1999, “On Sunday I worked without much effort - [?] 
privates, 4 tables and 8 drinks. Three customers wanted to take me - 
that son of a bitch Stelios, a fat man and Davie. I preferred to leave 
with Davie. I came back by motorbike. It was marvelous!” p 16; p 35. 

xxii. Septmeber 16, 1999, “Today one fucker promised me to give his credit 
card. I went with him; I left my work before my working time actually 
ended. But he gave 60$ and wanted to lure me into his house - he 
promised to give me 300$ more; later, when I refused to kiss him, he 
threatened to go to police and took back all money... He was the most 
down man... Ali... Fucker...” p 25; p 54. 

xxiii. November 20, 1999, “I made that day 11 dances, but Alfredo paid to 
me for 14. We went to a nightclub. Girls there have nice breasts and 
figures. A brunette danced to me in the private room. Alfredo helped, 
she was slightly biting me and pawed as well. It was interesting. Then 
Alfred wanted to take me to the hotel for massage. When I refused he 
went into hysterics and began to cry. He said that he could not wait 
any more and that I was playing with him. I understood that I had to 
stop waiting, had some rum and gave it to him. He was happy... The 
next day he presented to me a dog - it is a wonder! On Tuesday he 
again paid for 14 dances. We went to “Titanium”. All men were 
looking at me and I was looking at girls. Then a Mexican girl danced 
in a private room where were sitting 3 men with their girls. I had drunk 
so much that day... I gave it to him that night; I was drunk and spoke 
much in Russian.” P 32; p 73. 

xxiv. February 19, 2000, “Alfredo called me up - he finished while he spoke 
to me. We spoke about 40 minutes. He is crazy with sex. I told him 
that I am sitting in white underwear and what I am touching...” p 40; p 
99. 

xxv. Defendant worked strip tease in Krasnodar. Interview Alexei Dikov, 
defendant’s former boyfriend. Need written questions (June 14, 2001) 

xxvi. “Alina didn’t have money to start a career as a model and she used 
men to get.” Interview Yulya Kudinova, defendant’s friend. Need 
written questions (June 16, 2001) 

c. Defendant advertised herself to men on a website where she would charge $20 
for a meeting. Interview Alexei Dikov, defendant’s fonner boy friend. Need 
written questions (June 14, 2001) 
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d. Recruitment of girls for Russia’s sex industry (April 2001) [Post marital 
conduct inferring premarital concealment of immoral character.] 

i. April 20, 2000, “On Friday we went to Leonid’s party.... I persuaded 
girls to go to Mexico.... I will try to cooperate with him—look for 
girls ready to work in Mexico. Each girl will pay to me 100 dollars a 
month. My God, bless me!!!” P 43; pp 107-08. 

1. Need written questions Leo Perlin, Moscow 

ii. Defendant tried to sell a young girl overseas from a village outside 
Krasnodar according to interview with defendant’s friend, Yulya 
Kudinova. Need written questions (June 16, 2001) 

e. Infidelity 

i. In Cyprus, defendant who at the time had a boy friend in Russia for 
over three years, pp 4, 7, 9, 14; pp 7, 16, 20, 32, writes with respect to 
another man, “I do not know, but it seems that I am ready to sleep with 
him. If only I had not my menstruation... I do not consider it an 
unfaithfulness, I do not feel, that I am unfaithful,...” P 2; p 3. 

ii. Document One discovered in defendant’s bag in August 2000. 

“....Why does he want fidelity? Why do I have to be faithful?....” 
Need certified translation and authentication 


f. Defendant’s material misrepresentations to the INS on her immigrant visa 
about 

i. Prostitution. Visa application, diary various pages 

ii. Arrest and deportation from Mexico. Visa application, diary pp 33, 

34; pp 76-79 

g. Defendant’s tax evasion in US 

i. Income according to defendant’s dairy, pp 48-50; Russian ppl26 to 
131 

ii. Citibank statement for August 

iii. Need other Citibank statements 

iv. Need Cyprus bank records 

h. Defendant’s shipment of cash overseas in violation of US Custom’s 
regulations 

i. Need Cyprus bank records 

i. Defendant defrauded her Moscow agent, Leonid, out of part of his 
commission. 

i. April 20, 2000, “Leonid said that Salvador felt offended with me, 
because I had love affair with Alfonso, I abandon him and he informed 
police. It is foolish. He simply feared that I can leave him and work for 
myself. I had to lie that I borrowed from Roy 10 000$ because I lost 7 
000$ in the credit card account.” Diary p 43; p 107. 
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j. Defendant concealed that she believed dishonesty was the best policy and 
lacked the capacity to learn how to be a more civilized person when caught 
engaging in reprehensible acts. 

i. After plaintiff confronted defendant with her adulterous activity in 
Italy, defendant criticized herself for not being more clever in hiding 
the affair. June 25, 2000, “What a thing Lena thought of. I should 
have gone on a local train to come by station where 40 train was but 
instead I took a bus. I will learn.” P 46; p 120. 

ii. June 15 & 16, 2000, telephone conversations in which defendant 
duplicitously begged forgiveness and made promises that she had no 
intention of keeping. Contemporaneous telephone notes. Diary pp 46, 
47; pp 119-123, Copy of postcard to Valodya, 

8. Defendant knew plaintiff could not have children so her marriage to him at the age of 
24 was not genuine because she wanted to have children. 

9. Materiality 

10. Plaintiff acted as ordinary prudent person with duty to inquire when put on notice: 

a. April 5, 2000, “Two days prior to registration he said that he might cancel 
everything because I told him that I did not like to speak with him about my 
past.... He infuriated me -1 had to speak about Cyprus, about Mexico, that I 
was tired there and I did not want and did not have sex there.” P 41; p 101. 

11. Plaintiff relied. 
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT 

[Draft 9/26/01] 

Outline of Cruel And Inhuman Case and Evidence 

(New additions underlined) 


1. Physical Abuse 

a. End of October 2000: Defendant and plaintiff ate lunch at the Coffee 
Shop in Union Square. When they were walking across the street talking 
about the “drops” that defendant took to make her orgasm more quickly 
when she had prostituted herself to Alfredo Ibarra in Italy; defendant 
punched plaintiff in the back very hard. Defendant missed plaintiffs 
spine by less than as inch. At six feet, two inches in street shoes and a 145 
pounds, all muscle, the defendant is very strong, having been the three¬ 
time long jump champ of Russia and presently working eight hours a 
night, five nights a week as a lap dancer. 

2. Physical Threats 

a. In a letter from defendant dated June 18, 2000, defendant says, “If 
something happen with me strange or if I find that you avenge (revenge) 
me it will be 1 of the big mistakes (without correction)—without return.” 

b. In early August 2000, defendant and plaintiff were arguing in plaintiffs 
kitchen and defendant got angry, cursed plaintiff and tried to grab a knife 
to attack him. Defendant swore, “You son of a bitch, you will pay for all 
your wrong doings.” Not an uncommon expression of hers. See Diary 

c. Plaintiff was able to get between defendant and the knives, but had great 
difficulty keeping defendant’s hand from the knives. Defendant is six feet 
tall in her bare feet, weighing around 145 lbs and a former three times 
champion of Russia in the long jump. 

d. In the middle of October 2000 in plaintiffs apartment while plaintiff and 
defendant were sitting on the couch in the living room, defendant 
threatened plaintiff with death by putting into plaintiffs food some poison 
defendant he had brought from Russia with her or by having her Russian 
friends in New York kill plaintiff. Defendant had asked plaintiff, “Why 
are you afraid of me?” Plaintiff answered, “Because you could kill me.” 
Defendant responded, “That would be easy. There are many ways to do it. 
I could put some of the poison I brought from Russia in your food or have 
my friends here kill you.” Defendant kept in plaintiffs apartment what 
she described as poison. Defendant told plaintiff she took a little to clean 
her body, but too much could kill. Plaintiff has kept some of this 
substance. Defendant’s diary shows she put some unknown substances in 
plaintiff s food just before they got married. Diary p 42; p 105. Plaintiffs 
doctor in the US later described plaintiffs symptoms from those unknown 
substances as similar to opiate poisoning or some other narcotic. 
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e. In the beginning and the end of November 2000 in plaintiffs apartment, 
defendant threatened plaintiff by saying that after she moved out of 
plaintiffs apartment something very bad, even death would happen to 
plaintiff because defendant would pay plaintiff back by having her 
Russian friends harm him. 

f. On Sunday January 28, 2001, in the afternoon, defendant and plaintiff met 
at the Virgin Coffee shop in Union Square to separate their insurance 
coverage. During the conversation, defendant kissed plaintiff full on the 
lips, long and hard. After the kiss, she whispered in plaintiffs ear, “You 
son of a bitch, if you do not help me get green card my Chechen friends 
will put you in the hospital, kill you or I will do it myself.” 

3. Verbal abuse 

a. Defendant repeatedly told plaintiff that he was mentally ill. 

i. Diary June 25, 2000, “I recommended to him a psychologist....” P 
46; p 120. 

4. Sexual misconduct and emotional abuse 

a. Defendant refused to live with plaintiff in Moscow right after their 

marriage on March 11, 2000. Diary April 5, 2000, entry: “He (plaintiff) 
wrote to me a letter saying how it was difficult for him to be alone, how 
nice is his Russian teacher who helped him in everything. Frankly 
speaking, I cannot imagine what I will do with him in Moscow. Listen to 
his philosophy? To wash, to clean and to cook? And leave my mother all 
alone...” Diary pp 41, 42; pl03. Defendant intentionally deceived plaintiff 
by providing false reasons for staying in Krasnodar. Defendant lied that 
her recovery from her laser eye operation of February 23, 2000, was not 
going well so she needed to stay close to her doctor, Diary p 42; pi03, and 
that the paper work on transferring her house to her aunt would take until 
the end of May. Defendant’s real reason for not living with her husband 
in Moscow was so she could pursue her promiscuous, partying life style in 
Krasnodar. 

i. Diary April 5, 2000, entry, “Inna was preparing to a competition. 
We went to a party to MENTOS - it was nice! First Inna wanted to 
go to Tony, but she did not manage it because of the institute. In 
the competition Inna was awarded a title “Miss Charming” and 
“Miss Russian Radio” - all thanks to Morozov. Alena took the first 
place. After it we had such a party... I danced sometimes with 
Morozov and sometimes with one more young man from 
“Premiera” - Alexey. I danced so much that I was presented with a 
basket of “Silver Line” perfume. That young man began to speak 
on continuing our relation - openly. He is fanny... Then, when we 
went to the disco “Joy”, Alexey told me that on wanted me and 
that I was driving him mad. He bought a bottle of Champaign. I 
was near to going with him...” Diary p41;pp 101, 102. 
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ii. Diary April 5, 2000, entry, “Katya and me went to discos. In “Joy” 
there was “Hit FM”, nice music. Last time some boys wanted to 
get acquainted with us, but they did not succeed, because we sat to 
a taxi accompanied by guards. I tried to seduce Alexey, to get him, 
but nobody can help me to glue the ceiling.” Diary p 42; p 105. 

iii. Diary May 19, 2000, entry, “On April 29 there was a show in 
dramatic theater. I was so glad to see Vitalik and my other 
acquaintances... A good show, it lasted for approximately 3 hours. 
There were 50 models participating in the show. There were no 
free places in auditorium. That night my mum and me met Easter. 
We were inside church. During procession we were nearly 
knocked down. Nevertheless, it was wonderful!” Diary p 43; p 
109. 

iv. Diary May 19, 2000, entry, “Katya and me walked. It was raining; 
the weather was cool. We went to “Samson-16”. My former 
bridegroom was there with his girl; he always takes her along. In 
the break he disappeared without leaving a trace. “Samson” began 
at 18 and ended at 00:05. Lilya won this competition. That girl 
who was trained by her mother did not even enter the top ten. . On 
the way from disco Katya got acquainted with Andrey, we went to 
his friend. I did not like. I went with Andrei and Katya to the same 
place I tried to seduce Alexei. When I was ready and said I was 
ready, it turned out that what Andrei wanted was a surprise. My 
friend Katya was against this and this upset Andrei and Andrei was 
left with nothing.” Diary pp 43, 44; pp 109, 110. 

v. Diary May 19, 2000, “Ma went away and this time I did not bring 
anybody home with me although I wish I had. So I camee to 
Volodya. I told him that I want to go to a picnic out of the city. He 
began to refuse; he said that he had already gone out of the city 
with Vladik. I insisted and he admitted that he is married, he has a 
child (2 years old), and he had married in 1998. His wife is from 
Kazakhstan but she is Russian. He lied, he wanted me and 
continued to he. I was shocked.” Diary pp 44; pp 109, 110. 

b. In July 2000, defendant admitted to having continuing communications 
with Alfredo Ibarra with whom she committed prostitution and adultery in 
Italy in May 2000. 

c. In July 2000, defendant admitted having an affair in Krasnodar with a man 
named Valodya from St. Petersburg. Defendant said she and Valodya 
were both naked except she had her panties on and she helped Valodya 
finish but did not have intercourse with him while the two were at her 
friend Katya’s house. This occurred on June 26, 2000, just days after 
plaintiff confronted defendant over the telephone on June 15 and June 16, 
2000, with the discovery of her May 2000 trip to Italy to prostitute herself 
to Alfredo Ibarra. During the June 15 telephone conversation, defendant 
pleaded for another chance and promised to change, saying it would never 
happen again. Plaintiffs contemporaneous notes of the telephone call 
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state: “Roy forgive me, give me one last chance. I will try to correct 
mistake. Please give me last chance. I had sex with nobody else except 
Alfredo. I don’t make any sex in Krasnodar during marriage. I tell you 
honestly. I tell you I was with nobody else. I don’t want to speak lies in 
the future. I sorry for lies what I told.” During the June 16, 2000, 
telephone conversation, my contemporaneous notes state, “You are only 
one man with whom I have serious relations. And to forgive is the higher 
moral principal. If you really love me, give me one last chance to renew 
my life. Because if you do not give me this chance, I do not have 
anything. I very big sorry. Only from 1999 do I see world. Before I had 
nothing. I make a lot of mistakes because I did not know the man. You 
great man, clever and wise, you taught me things. It was my mistake. I 
did not take you seriously. I thought you had wind in your head. You 
smart. But the more I like you is your heart. You very important in my 
life and I do not have anyone but you. Now we honest before each other. 
You not only friend, but specially love you. What you do for me is very 
important. I do not have too much experience. I make a lot of mistakes. I 
very big sorry. I feel myself very bad. I cry everyday. I have learned my 
lesson. I must respect you. All things you do, I appreciate. You were 
close to me. Your heart was not open. Before stupid mistakes, you was in 
my heart and stayed in my heart. All criminals in jail have chance to start 
new life. Before you, I am criminal. I ask you for a chance. I will try to 
change. Nobody wanted me to be honest before you. First man who take 
so serious honest and truth. In Russia no one wanted to be honest. 
Remember, I love you. You very important as person to me. Cannot 
forgive unless problem. If high intellect then forgive. I can change.” 

The following are defendant’s June 25, 2000, diary statements 
concerning these telephone calls, “On Sunday a surprise waited for me but 
we came back on Monday. I was looking for Roy for 3 days but he 
appeared on the 4 th day. (I went to the post office to send photos to 
Alfredo.)” Diary p 46; pp 119, 120. 

“I was shocked. He told me that he knew everything in detail: about 
Milan, about Volodya, about the flat where he lived with his mother... I 
think that somebody has told him about it. Roy was with me everywhere - 
in Krasnodar and at home. All of it was so strange... I admitted that it was 
my fault. I did it. I begged for pardon. He disappeared for 2 days. I was 
telling him that forgiveness is the highest moral virtue. I asked him to give 
me my last chance. I lost hope that he would forgive me. He told me that 
he would never forgive me. I watched at everything with other eyes. He 
has an inferiority complex since his childhood, and he looks for truth to 
manage other people. But I am not a slave! I recommended to him a 
psychologist and he answered that he would agree I myself would be such 
a psychologist... The problem is in his real feelings to me. I am a stimulus 
for him. He sees ma as a real wife, but it is absurd... I will never see him 
as a real husband. On Sunday, when I was at Natasha’s, he called me up 
and told me that he forgave me... He apologized for the time to think, for 
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the pain, which he had caused to me. But I must cease to meet and to 
speak to Alfredo. He sees in Alfredo his rival.” Diary p 46; p 120. 

“I met Roma. I put on a black wig. We kissed a little. He is funny... At 
the exhibition I got acquainted with boys from St. Petersburg. We went to 
cafes, chattered, drank and then Katya hit with her sports bike a pole and I 
hit people.” Diary p 47; p 121. 

Defendant’s July 6, 2000, entry, “We met once more those boys on 
Monday. We persuaded them to stay and go the next day. We ate salad, 
drank some wine and for the first time in my life I was drunk and kind... In 
the evening we went to Katya’s. We bought shrimps and wine. We kissed 
with Volodya, and I myself began it. That moment all my hatred to men 
came to the surface - I was like a tiger. In the morning I went home and 
Volodya and Vanya went to see me off. I stopped a car and the driver tried 
to accost to me. I let him touch a little my knees but saved some money. It 
was 5:30 in the morning.” Diary p 47; p 123. 

In July 2000 postcard to Valodya, defendant writes, “This is Angelina. 
How are you. I am okay. It was really difficult to come here. It turns out 
that my boss (plaintiff) found out information about me from MVD and 
FSB. And now he watches me. I began to work. It is interesting. I like it 
a lot. I work about 8 hours a day. I dance. It is interesting to meet new 
people, to learn about different places. I think a lot about you and I miss 
you and it was great that we could understand each other. Do me a huge, 
huge favor, please, don’t tell anybody that I am here—noway. Only my 
mum knows about it and now you. I kiss you, I embrace you, I miss you.” 
(4 lip stick kisses on back of card.) 

Around Christmas 2000, Alina and Valodya where in contact with each 
other when the both of them were in Russia, and in the early part of May 
2001, they were both in Krasnodar. On or about May 10-14, 2001, at 
defendant’s instruction, her mother, Inessa Shiplina, gave Valodya 
defendant’s telephone number in the US and one of he modeling cards. 
Interview with Valodya. Need written questions of Valodya 
d. In early August Alina said she wanted to go out with some of her “clients” 
at Flash Dancers. I said no and she complained. 

i. I then found business cards from some of he clients in her bag that 
she always took to work. 

ii. On one Nomura Manager’s card she wrote, “massage and kissed 
back.” Need certified translation and authentication. 

iii. She admitted collecting business cards. Since she only wore tong 
panties, she would fold the cards and put them inside her. See 
various business cards. 

iv. My telephone logs showed calls to one of her customers that she 
admitted pursuing. A private investigator tried to track the 
individual down but could not and concluded: “It is our opinion 
this person is most certainly hiding something but it is unclear as to 
the reasons for doing so. If there is a possibility anyone in your 
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home could be involved with .. .unlawful activities, that would 
explain the secrecy involved here.” July 31, 2000 Report. 

e. For two nights August 7 & 8 th defendant did not come home until 4:15 am, 
her usual time for returning from work. She said she was at work, but her 
work schedule showed she was off. See Work Schedule Week of August 
7. 

f. In early September 2000, defendant engaged in an act of prostitution under 
NY State law in a private room at Flash Dancers. September 9, 2000, 
diary entry: “Besides, for the first time I went to a single room - I danced 
to a bearded man from TV. On Monday we sat there for 2 hours, I danced, 
I was so frightened. I allowed him to touch me. I received a pleasure.” 
Diary p 50; p 130. 

g. Defendant refused to pennit plaintiff to accompany her on her vacation to 
Krasnodar and Cyprus in September 2000. 

h. In September 2000 in Krasnodar, defendant told plaintiff she “met” with 
three of her former clients when she traveled to Cyprus in September 
2000. [Defendant also traveled to Cyprus at the end of April or beginning 
of May 2001]: 

i. Rikos: In 1999 she engaged in sexual activity for makeup, silver 
necklace with her name on it, a necklace with heart made from 
pearls, she tried to get video camera for her mother from him but 
was unsuccessful (he kissed her between legs, Alina masturbated 
him, intercourse at least two times). Diary pp 3, 4, 5, 7; pp 6, 8-10, 
16. 

ii. Andreas: In 1999 he paid for entire day of work and paid her 50 
pounds. Diary p 6; ppl 1-12. 

iii. Stephanos: In 1999 they had intercourse many times in return for 
money. Diary pp 12, 16; pp 28, 31, 35, 37 

i. Also in Krasnodar in September 2000 defendant said she never engaged in 
prostitution because afterwards, she goes to church and asks forgiveness, 
which God gives her, so it is as if it never happened. Then defendant told 
plaintiff, “If God can forgive me, why can’t you?” 

j. In October 2000, defendant told plaintiff that she used drugs to heighten 
her sexual experience with Mr. Ibarra when she engaged in prostitution 
with him in Italy in May 2000, Diary pp 44, 45; ppl 12-14 

k. In October, defendant made repeated calls to the home number for Peter 
Petrovich, 233 E 60 th , 212 829 1105. 

5. Adultery 

a. Within one month of defendant’s wedding on March 11, 2000, she wrote 
in her dairy on April 5, 2000: 

i. “My mum went yesterday in the evening to St. Petersburg. My 
God, help her! The most interesting event was Arsen with whom I 
got acquainted in trolleybus. He is tall (higher 2 m). He looked like 
a monster (good monster from a tale). He offered himself to help 
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me with aerial; he worked for 2 days, but TV image remained far 
from ideal. I began to step aside from him.” Dairy p 41; p 102. 
ii. “What I had with Volodya... I at last had made up my mind. He 
took keys from Vadik. It was an old, badly groomed flat (here 
hanged herself Vadik’s mother). We had some wine and made 
love. Afterwards he had a rest (I was cooling). He is good at 
making love. We had it twice and the second time he even did not 
prepare... I did not finish. He was preparing in an interest way. It is 
strange, but I doubt whether I would be able to finish if I did not 
meet a real man?” Dairy p 41; p 102. 

b. Within two and a half months of defendant’s wedding, from her May 19, 
2000, diary entry: “Praise to God, on May 20 I came to Milan. The man 
in customs was a fool but I had a ticket and I did not fear. He spoke a little 
Spanish. He asked: “What for did you come?” That is not any damned 
business of his. Alfredo met me and we went to “Lloyd” hotel. He was so 
happy... He is the first real man in my life. He gifted to me small brilliants 
(golden ring, ear-rings and a chain). I gifted to him my portrait, caviar and 
sweets. We made love... In a few minutes I finished. Alfredo’s member is 
so large.” 

“We went for a walk in Milan, talked to each other. The next day we 
went to Florence. It took 3 hours - we went by a speed train. In Florence 
we visited museums. There Alfredo gifted to me golden ear-rings and a 
golden ring with a garnet. When we went to Florence the train was 
practically empty and we touched each other, giving a start if somebody 
was passing by. We returned in the evening, approximately at 00:30. We 
were tired but we went to a disco where they played Latin American 
dances. We danced so good that a few girls began to dance with us.” 

“The next day (May 22) in the morning we went to agencies but none 
of them was interested in me: they wanted another kind of girls - dark¬ 
haired and swarthy. It means that this is not mine. Then we went to 
Venice. We swam along channel in a little steamer. Then we went to a 
square where there was a church. We were there only for 4 hours but it 
was marvelous. Alfredo kissed me, told me that he wanted me, embraced 
me... Roy never behaves like that - he always fears something. He fears 
that I will take his money and he is always tensed. In the night we went 
back. Having come back we went to a nightclub. There were a lot of 
Russian girls, and we chose one for one drink - 25 dollars. Alfredo danced 
with a girl and then he went away for a talk with her. I pretended to be 
jealous and he made excuses tome. But after it we had a storm of a night. I 
could not finish for a long time but he took the first position - when I was 
lying on the back and my legs were raised in vertical position. Yes and 
also the drops worked. We slept only 3 hours in the night. Previous night 
he did not allow me to sleep - touched, caressed. And in the morning I 
again finished quickly. His member fits for [?]. And he is so happy when I 
finish... A wonder! And Roy is simply a fool. After it I can hardly expect 
that I will want him!” 
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“Alfredo gave me 600$ and wanted to give 100$ more, but I refused - 
he had done for me so much... My God, send to him health and happiness! 
In the street a woman asked him to buy her an ice-cream and he did it! A 
man at the station asked to give him some money - he had not sum 
sufficient to buy a ticket - and Alfredo gave money to him. This is what I 
call humanity. Alfredo has a very special soul and heart. My God, send to 
him all the best!!!” 

“And now it is very important to me to extinguish all evidence. I closed 
package with adhesive tape and tried to hide gold and money. I hope so 
Roy did not learn anything. Amen!” 

“I thank you my God for everything; bless me!” Diary pp 44, 45; pp 
112-14. 

6. In September and October, defendant intentionally inflict emotional distress on 
plaintiff by saying that her doctor in Krasnodar diagnosed her with a tumor on her 
gall bladder that could mean death. When defendant returned to the US, plaintiff 
took defendant to her doctor who arranged for a sonar gram. After the sonar 
gram, defendant told plaintiff that it confirmed her Krasnodar doctor’s opinion. 
Plaintiff talked to the doctor who analyzed the sonar gram, who said there was no 
tumor, just a fold in the gall bladder and there was nothing to worry about. 

7. In April through July 2001, defendant concocted and executed with the assistance 
of her mother, Inessa Shipilina, a campaign that defamed, disgraced and belittled 
plaintiff to his employees and potential witnesses in these court proceedings in an 
intentional effort to prevent the discovery of relevant facts by threatening and 
intimidating plaintiff, plaintiffs translators and potential witnesses; 

a. Natalya Martys; (W) 39 04 11. On or about April 26-27, Inessa 

Shipilina visited Ms. Martys’ office twice. Ms Martys said, “At first, she 
(Inessa) came into my office, she told me very bad things, also she told 
that you (plaintiff) are criminal, crazy, etc. In addition she told me that 
you'll never visit Russia again, because you are a criminal and our police 
know it. She forced me to say with whom you met in Krasnodar. After 
this she tried to force me to write a paper with number of my passport and 
current address for Court with detailed describing of your last visit into 
Krasnodar; each meeting, with whom and when.... I said: "O'k, see you 
tomorrow, I'll make this paper." When she left our office I called my 
lawyer, and she refused to make any paper without special request from 
Court. When Alina’s mother came again, I told her; "I agreed to help to 
show the real matter of justice but you haven’t any possibilities for this." 
She was very angry, she promised to locate me at the prison very soon. 
Yes, it was very unpleasant, you know. Also she told that you forced Alina 
to write her diary, she could kill me!” Natalya was frighten because Alina 
and Inessa have money from Alina’s prostitution and stripping work in 
New York and also have connections with Chechen gangsters. 
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On or about July 12 th , Inessa sent to Natalya’s home a forged court 
summons in an effort to threaten and intimidate her into no longer 
providing translation services to Roy. In addition to the emotional distress 
caused Natalya, she had to take the time to consult with her lawyer once 
again. Need copy false summons and certified translation 

b. Vera Ivananova Ivanasova (W) 59 66 95, (H) 32 06 51: According to Ms. 
Ivanasova, on or about the last week of April 2000 and the first week of 
May, defendant’s mother, Inessa, went to Vera and threatened to sue her 
in court, accusing Vera of taking money from plaintiff to distribute 
defendant’s diary. Inessa said some very negative things about plaintiff 
that Vera did not want to repeat in plaintiffs presence. Inessa told 
“everybody” in the Gymnastic Department at the Academy of Physical 
Culture that Vera was distributing the diary to people in the Academy 
because plaintiff had paid her money. Others in the Academy found out 
that Inessa was lying and made her apologize to Vera in front of the 
Academy instructors. Need written questions 

c. Anastasia Vasilejeva and her husband Dima (W) 55 74 63, 55 98 07: 
According to them, on or about April 23-28, defendant telephoned 
Anastasia and asked to come over and meet with Anastasia about her 
meeting the previous week with plaintiff. Anastasia refused. Later, Inessa 
telephoned Anastasia and asked Anastasia questions about her meeting 
with plaintiff. Inessa told Anastasia that plaintiff was a criminal. Inessa 
also talked to Dima. Then Alina and Inessa sent a message on Anastasia’s 
pager that they know Anastasia had sold information to plaintiff, and they 
will meet in court. Anastasia was very scared over the situation and Dima 
was very upset. Need written questions 

d. Alexei Dikov (M) 63 55 58, 902 439 6706: On or about April 23-28: 
Inessa called Alexei to try to intimidate him into not talking to plaintiff. 
Need written questions 

e. Yevgeniy Martianov, (H) 62 31 37: On or about April 23-28: Inessa 
called Martianov to ask whether plaintiff had talked to him and had given 
him some papers. Inessa told him that plaintiff was a crazy person. Need 
written questions 

f. Dmitri Morosov (W) 56 00 23: On or about the last week of April or first 
week of May: Alina or Inessa contacted Morosov and defamed plaintiff. 
Need written questions 

g. Nadya Sanchez (W) 39 04 11: On June 13, 2001 at about 15:30: Inessa 
walked over to Nadya and plaintiff and tried to intimidate Nadya into 
giving Inessa her name. When Nadya refused, Inessa said in a very 
threatening manner, “If you work for Roy, you will get into a big mess.” 
Nadya was scared because Alina and Inessa have money from Alina’s 
prostitution and stripping work in New York and also have connections 
with Chechen gangsters. Need written questions 

h. Roy Den Hollander: On June 16, 2001, according to Alexei Dikov, Inessa 
called him looking for an FSB person to “deal” with the plaintiff. On June 
17, 2001, in the morning, Inessa called plaintiffs driver in Moscow and 
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told him not to pick plaintiff up at the airport that night. Need written 
questions of driver When plaintif arrived at the Krasnodar Airport to 
leave for Moscow, Inessa was standing with a militiaman and pointed 
plaintiff out to him and said a photograph was taken. Then Inessa 
followed plaintiff and his translator to the car and stood near the car 
apparently talking on her mobile telephone. Insessa’s efforts were an 
attempt to intimidate plaintiff into not returning to Krasnodar to continue 
his investigation and to intimidate plaintiffs translator into not working 
for him. 

i. Larisa Novocelskaya, Editor “yjinn,a KpacHas”, 350000 r. KpacHOflap yn. 
Torojia 52, (W) 55 93 09: On or about June 18-29, 2001, according to a 
reporter, Inessa visited the office of the editor of “yjinn,a Kpacnax” 
shouted and threatened her over an article the paper had printed in its 
April 30 - May 6 edition about the situation between plaintiff and 
defendant. Inessa also defamed plaintiff to the editor. The editor was 
intimidated into not reporting any follow up stories. Need written 
questions 

8. Destruction of Plaintiff s Prized Personal Possession 

a. In August 2000 defendant intentionally smashed on the kitchen floor of 
plaintiffs apartment a prized memento coffee cup from plaintiffs former 
employer, Channel 5 News. Plaintiff learned of the incident by 
accidentally finding small pieces of the cup spread in a semi-circle in the 
foyer next to the kitchen. When plaintiff confronted defendant, she said 
she had gotten mad and smashed the cup and added, “You weren’t meant 
to have it any more.” 

9. Effect of Defendant’s actions on Plaintiff. 

a. As a result of the above actions by defendant, plaintiff visited a therapist, 
Dr. Arthur Gray, for one session in September and then beginning on 
November 8, 2000, plaintiff visited Irene Javors once weekly until 
February 7, 2001, just five days after service of defendant’s Temporary 
Order of Protection. 

b. Various Friends 
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT 

[Draft 9/26/01] 


October 4, 2001, Conference Responses 

Reasons Want Annulment 

1. This was my first marriage, in fact, I had never been engaged before. I opened 
my heart to this woman and ended up drugged, tricked, denigrated and used by 
her as if I were no more than a toy to satisfy her greed to make lots of money in 
the US sex industry. An annulment will help me partially wipe this very revolting 
experience from my everyday consciousness. It will help mitigate the emotional 
hann she recklessly caused me in her ruthless rush for money because an 
annulment, at least legally, says the marriage never occurred because I was 
defrauded into giving my consent. There is some solace in having a court say that 
I was tricked, albeit by a ruthless professional, which will enable me to put this 
incident behind me. 

2. Justice. The fact situation satisfies the elements of annulment. 

3. My financial obligation to reimburse the government if Alina becomes a public 
charge continues until she 

a. Becomes naturalized citizen, will take 3 to 4 years 

b. Works in US for 10 years, 

c. Ceases to be a legal permanent resident, or 

d. Dies. 

4. An annulment dramatically increases the probably of Alina “ceasing to be a legal 
pennanent resident” thereby reducing the time frame in which she may become a 
public charge. 

5. Defendant does not want an annulment because it would lessen her chances of 
becoming a permanent resident. 

6. At the Preliminary Conference, Judge Lobis remarked that an annulment would 
have an affect on Alina's immigration status. Alina's counsel said it would not, 
which was misleading in a Clintonesque manner. Whether the proceedings end in 
an annulment or divorce, the INS can tenninate Alina's current status. Her status 
is called "Conditional Permanent Residency", which basically means she has a 
temporary green card for two years from the date of entry. The impact on Alina's 
future status, however, depends on whether an annulment based on fraud is 
granted or a divorce based on some other fault. After the marriage is terminated 
either by annulment or divorce, Alina can change her status to "Permanent 
Residency", which means a permanent green. But in order to acquire the 
pennanent green card, Alina has to show that she did not marry me for 
immigration purposes that the maniage on her part was for bona fide reasons and 
not a sham. An annulment based on fraud will make it impossible for Alina to 
convince the INS that she mamied me for love and wanted to be my wife. That is 
why her attorney said that Alina still loved me and did not want a divorce. A 
divorce for adultery or cruel and inhuman treatment would give Alina a chance to 



still prove to the INS that she married for love and not a green card and to obtain 
permanent residency. 


Unprofessional Conduct by Mundy 

1. Mundy’s dissemblance about medical records showing I beat Alina. 

2. Mundy’s threat to use evidence of an alleged crime committed by Roy to obtain a 
favorable settlement for his client in a civil litigation—the extortion audiotape. 

3. Mundy’s veiled threat to embarrass me and deplete my assets if I did not help 
Alina obtain a pennanent green card. 



Center for Russian Law 

Moscow, Russian Federation 

Reply to: Attorney Xenia Menshova 

mailto:Menshova@RussiaLaw.com 

The Honorable Joan Lobis 

Judge 

New York 

re: Roy Den Hollander 
Dear Judge Lobis: 

I represent Roy Den Hollander in the Russian Federation (RF). Mr. Den Hollander asked 
me to report on status of complaint brought by him in Krasnodar, RF, against Inessa 
Aleksandrovna Shipilina, citizen of the Russian Federation with registered place of 
residence in Krasnodar. 

As of this day, 29 September 2001: 

1. Under Russian criminal procedure, criminal case includes three stages of 
investigation: 

a. Inquest, or pre-indictment preliminary investigation (doznanie); 

b. Post-indictment investigation {predvaritel’noe rassledovanie); 

c. Judicial investigation ( sudebnoe issledovanie), that is, trial by judge or 
jury. 

2. Investigative arm of the prosecutor’s office (prokuratura) has now completed 
stage of inquest {doznanie). 

3. On basis of the results of inquest, prosecutor’s office initiated criminal case 
against Shipilina (closest Anglo-Saxon equivalent to “bringing a criminal” case is 
indictment) under article 129 of the Criminal Code of the RF, Defamation, that is, 
dissemination of knowingly false information that will harm the honor and dignity 
of another person or undermine that person’s reputation. 

4. Pursuant to Code of Criminal Procedure, Article 108, criminal case is initiated 
only after completion of preliminary investigation and only if investigation reveals 
probable cause and sufficient grounds for complaint. 

5. Pursuant to Code of Criminal Procedure, Article 133, prosecutor must finish 
conduct of post-indictment investigation within period of two months (or such 
time as granted by court in extension) and either submit case for trial or dismiss it. 

In summary, in judgment of City Prosecutor, pre-indictment inquest has shown sufficient 
grounds to bring indictment under charge of criminal conduct. 

We are trying to fax to Den Hollander copy of indictment prepared by prosecutor. 

I am available for telephone confirmation of this information at (7-095) 963-9834, but 
will be absent from office period 1 October-10 October. 

Respectfully, 



Xenia Menshova 



PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT 

[Draft 10/1/01] 


Evidentiary Needs 

[(Court) means court approval required. The issue to which it goes follows each 

evidentiary need.] 

1. Complete original diary and authentication. 

a. Finance 

i. Occupation 

ii. Income taxes erroneous 

iii. Income false 

iv. Apartment ownership 

v. Valuable j ewelry 

b. Annulment 

i. Married for green card 

1. Admissions 

2. Refusal to show normal affection 

ii. Misrepresentations of love and affection 

iii. Surreptitiously put narcotic like substances in food 

iv. Concealed intent before marriage to commit adultery with Mr. 
Ibarra 

v. Concealed criminal conduct 

1. Prostitution 

vi. Misrepresentations as to premarital sexual conduct 

vii. Concealment of immoral acts 

1. Fully nude stripping with sexual contact and bartering of 
sexual services 

2. Recruitment of girls for the sex industry 

3. Infidelity 

4. US tax evasion 

5. Defrauded Moscow agent of his commission 

6. Congenital dishonesty 

c. [Cruel and Inhuman 

i. Physical Threats 

1. Poison in food 

ii. Verbal abuse 

iii. Sexual misconduct and emotional abuse 

iv. Adultery] 

2. Production of all correspondence between defendant and plaintiff 

a. Annulment 

3. Production of both international passports 

a. Annulment 

i. Married for green card 

1. Refusal to show normal affection 
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ii. Concealed intent before marriage to commit adultery with Mr. 
Ibarra 

iii. Concealed acts inferring immoral character 

1. Shipment of cash overseas in violation of Custom’s 
regulations. 

b. Finance 

i. Assets 

4. Production of all telephone records for both mobile and home in both US and 
Russia since inception of marriage 

a. Finances 

i. Assets 

1. Different financial accounts 

5. Production of all emails 

a. Finances 

i. Assets 

1. Different financial accounts 

6. Production of any correspondence with men or women with whom she engaged in 
providing sexual services including lap dancing and stripping, prostitution or 
pornography or procuring for money before and after the marriage. 

a. Finances 

i. Income 

ii. Assets 

b. Annulment 

i. Married for green card 

1. Admissions 

ii. Misrepresented love and affection 

iii. Concealed criminal conduct 

iv. Concealed acts inferring an immoral character 

7. Authentication of April 8 and 22, 2000, post cards from defendant. 

a. Annulment 

i. Married for green card 

1. Admissions 

ii. Misrepresented love and affection 

8. Authentication of two May 10, 2000, post cards from defendant. 

a. Annulment 

i. Married for green card 
1. Admissions 

9. Authentication of September 11, 2000 wedding anniversary card. 

a. Annulment 

i. Married for green card 
1. Admissions 

10. Written questions of (Court) 

a. Alexei Dikov 

i. Annulment 

1. Married for green card 
a. Admissions 
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2. Concealment of acts inferring immoral character 

a. Nude stripping 

b. Advertised self on internet 

b. Alexei Smolin 

i. Annulment 

1. Refusal to show normal affection 

c. Yulya Kudinova 

i. Annulment 

1. Married for green card 

a. Admissions 

2. Concealment of acts inferring immoral character 

a. Bartering of sexual services 

b. Recruitment of girls for sex industry 

d. Anastasia Vasiljeva 

i. Annulment 

1. Married for green card 

a. Admissions 

2. Concealed criminal conduct 

e. Lena 

i. Annulment 

1. Married for green card 
a. Admissions 

f. Natasha 

i. Annulment 

1. Married for green card 

a. Admissions 

2. Concealed criminal conduct 

3. Concealed immoral character 

4. Concealed dishonesty 

g. Clairvoyant 

i. Annulment 

1. Concealed putting narcotic like substances in food 

h. Katya Gerokaris 

i. Annulment 

1. Concealed criminal conduct 

i. Leonid Perlin, Moscow 

i. Annulment 

1. Concealment acts inferring immoral character 
a. Masturbation video 

j. Marc L. Paulsen, Torrance, Cal. 

i. Annulment 

1. Concealment acts inferring immoral character 
a. Masturbation video 

k. Valodya in St. Petersburg 

i. Annulment 

1. Married for green card 
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a. Refusal to show normal affection 


l. [Vera Ivanasova 

m. Martianov 

n. Dmitri Morosov 

o. Nadya Sanches 

p. Valodya driver 

q. Editor Krasnaya Ulitsa] 

11. Authentication of copy of July 2000 post card to Valodya in St. Petersburg. 

a. Annulment 

i. Refusal to show normal affection 

b. Cruel Inhuman 

i. Sexual misconduct, emotional abuse 

12. Subpoena records of Cyprus and Citibank bank accounts. 

a. Finances 

i. Income 

ii. Assets 

b. Annulment 

i. Married for green card 

1. Other conduct that infers defendant’s purpose was 
immigration to earn money 

13. Authentication November 15 & 19, 1999, faxes. 

a. Annulment 

i. Misrepresented love and affection 

14. Authentication February 7, 2000, Valentine Day’s Card. 

a. Annulment 

i. Misrepresented love and affection 

15. Dr. Gorny’s medical records in which I describe effect of defendant’s poisoning. 

a. Annulment 

i. Concealed putting narcotic like substances in food 

16. Second international passport or apostille copy of dated application for second 
international passport or affidavit as to time necessary to obtain a passport. 

a. Annulment 

i. Concealed intent before marriage to commit adultery with Mr. 
Ibarra. 

17. Authentication of masturbation video 

a. Annulment 

i. Concealment of acts inferring immoral character 

18. Zygos nature of business 

a. Annulment 

i. Concealment acts inferring immoral character 
1. Nude stripping with sexual contact 

19. Authentication and certified translation of Document 1 

a. Annulment 

i. Concealment immoral character 
1. Infidelity 

20. NY State definition of prostitution 
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a. Annulment 

i. Criminal conduct 

b. Cruel Inhuman 

i. Sexual misconduct, emotional abuse 

21. Authentication June 18, 2000, letter with threat 

a. Cruel Inhuman 

i. Physical threat 

22. Certified translation of Alina’s handwriting on back of Nomura manager’s card 
and authentication that it is Alina’s handwriting 

a. Cruel Inhuman 

i. Sexual misconduct, emotional abuse 

23. Roy’s telephone logs for July to show repeated calls to one of Alina’s customers 

a. Cruel Inhuman 

i. Sexual misconduct, emotional abuse 

24. Natalya’s email about Inessa’s threats and copy with certified translation of false 
summons 

a. Cruel Inhuman 

i. Defamation, disgrace, belittlement 

25. Subpoena defendant’s work schedules at Flash Dancers 

a. Finances 

i. Occupation 

ii. Income 

26. Authentication of defendant’s 2000 work schedules 

a. Finances 

i. Occupation 

ii. Income 

27. Millard & Associates as witness of defendant working at Flash Dancers, how 
many she or other girls do in a night and amount she or other girls pay the club 
nightly to work there. 

a. Finances 

i. Occupation 

ii. Income 

28. Subpoena Verizon and AT&T telephone records 

a. Finances 

i. Expenses 

29. Subpoena defendant’s Oxford Health Records 

a. Finances 

i. Expenses 

30. Obtain directly from the IRS copies of defendant’s tax returns 

a. Finances 

i. Expenses 

31. NYC, NYS, IRS record keeping requirements and filings for lap dancing clubs 
that hire dancers as independent contractors who pay the club for dancing there. 

a. Finances 

i. Expenses 

32. Authenticate defendant’s safe deposit box contract 
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a. Finances 

i. Income 

33. Evidence as to lap dancers income 

a. Media reports 

b. Columbia academic studies on lap dancing economics 

c. IRS Administrative Reports 

d. FOIA Dept Treasury 

e. Books 

34. Subpoena defendant’s Citibank and Cyprus bank records since July 2000 

a. Finances 

i. Income 

35. Subpoena Judy Vann Associates, International Performance Productions and 
Grace Del Marco records for defendant’s income from work arranged by these 
agencies since August 2000. 

a. Finances 

i. Income 

36. Subpoena apartment broker’s record as to security deposit. 

a. Finances 

i. Expenses 

37. Records of apartment and house ownership in Krasnodar 

a. Finances 

i. Assets 

38. Page 2 of defendant’s US 1040 for 2000 

a. Finances 

i. Income 
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT 

(Draft 9/22/01) 

Opening Statement and Summation Ideas 

1. This is not your typical marriage gone wrong. It involves a pathological lying 
Russian prostitute who tricked the plaintiff into marrying her so she could immigrate 
to New York to work as a lap dancer and prostitute where such work brings more 
money than any other place in the world. She tricked the plaintiff not just by her 
talent to make people feel sorry for her, she can cry at will, but by putting substances 
in the plaintiffs food to make him more willing to go through with a marriage he was 
thinking of canceling. 

2. Defendant’s Law Violations 

a. US Immigration and Nationality Act 

b. US Tax Act 

c. Russian Tax Law 

d. Russian Criminal Code 

e. Cyprus Law Against Prostitution 

f. Mexico Law Against Prostitution 

g. Mexico Immigration Law 

h. Italy Law Against Prostitution 

i. Italy Narcotics 

3. Defendant’s strategy was to trick plaintiff into believing she was a decent person who 
got a raw deal in order to make me feel sorry for her and to encourage in me the 
illusion that she was romantically interested in me. This way she knew I would be 
willing to spend his money, time, energy and effort to benefit her, and all she would 
have to do in return is to engage in sexual conduct and pretend to care about me. 

4. She is like a female Dorian Gray except she wears her painting on her face instead of 
keeping it in the attic. 

5. After plaintiff learned about a couple of defendant’s adulterous activities through the 
end of May, defendant again deceived plaintiff by convincing him to bring her to 
America by promising that she would change and be faithful. She begged for one last 
chance, she cried and pleaded that she had nothing in Krasnodar. However, in 
America she continued to pursue men sexually, especially her customers, and 
maintained contacts with previous clients and lovers. 

6. [When Alina was young, probably 16, she decided that her goal in life was to make 
money off of men by using her looks, body and a false but pleasing personality. 
Besides satisfying her greed, her strategy would enable her to achieve vengeance 
against men in general by tricking them into falling in love, lust or feeling sympathy 
for her. She planned to exploit those feelings for money and use them to cause men 
emotional pain. She promised herself she would not be a good girl but a user of men. 



Her false personality communicates a childish innocence and naivete that masks a 
cold-hearted malicious ruthlessness. She hates men and intends them only physical 
and spiritual harm.] 


7. Alina will allow anything to be done to her for money, including taking it in the tail 
that she could not sit for three days. 

8. Defendant sold plaintiff a fantasy. 

9. Useful expressions 

a. Plaintiff saw more in Alina than there was. 

b. Alina’s perspective is that she has lips to whisper lies, lips to kiss a man 
and make him suffer. She will treat men like slaves, make them suffer 
bosy and soul. 

c. Alina is not exactly the sort of person she pretends to be, the blushing and 
schoolgirl manner stammering and crying. 

d. Alina is real good, chiefly the eyes, throb in her voice and the tears. She is 
dangerous. 

e. Alina tries to buy loyalty with sex. 

f. Alina never played square with me for a half an hour at a stretch since I 
have known her. 

g. Alina tries to elicit sympathy from men that she then uses to take 
advantage of them. 

h. When I was living with her I felt as if I was a toad on a wet rock and a 
snake was looking at the back of my neck. 

i. Alina is a big league blond, expensive babe who knows what she has got. 
All bubble bath and dewy morning and moonlight, but inside blue steel— 
cold, cold like ice only not that clean. 

j. I am fighting the evil that has lurked in the female soul since creation 

i. The vamp an unscrupulous female who uses he charms to exploit 
men. 

ii. The false victim who pretends to have had her rights violated by 
evil men but in fact was the violator. 

iii. Modern day feminazi who uses duplicity to exploit popular trends 
that blame men as the source of all the evil in the world; therefore, 
the denial of rights to any one man is justified. 



k. She is as hollow and empty as the spaces between the stars. 

l. She didn’t look like a tramp; she didn’t look like a crook. Which meant 
only that she could be both with more success than if she had. 

m. To her, money is more important than another person’s feelings. 

n. She can take your last dollar from between your teeth and look at you like 
you stole it from her. 

o. An innocent face that hides more than a lying tongue. 

p. She manipulates men with complete disregard for the harm she may cause 
them. 

q. She is like the aliens in “Independence Day” except she goes from man to 
man exploiting and laying waste. 



YaA'yK Uvj/L — 



SUPREME COURT OF THE !>in.^ . 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_X 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER 


Plaintiff, 


No. 350091/01 


-against- 


ALTNA A. SH1P1LINA, a/k/a 
ANGELAINA CHIPILINA, 


Defendant. 
-X 


Demand 
iH^covcry and 


PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that pursuant to CPLR 3120 you .. . 

' iK'K'hy required to 

produce and permit discovery by the defendant, or her attorney,s. < M hll . 
v '"uuie acting on her 

behalf, the following articles, documents and things for inspocii,,,,. a . 

IV' ’"K. testing and 

photographing, at the law offices of KUBA, MUNDY & ASS()( | A , ,, s 

Broadway, New York, New York 10007, on the 9 th day of November, ;<n, ( 

1. Copies of all petitions, applications, papers, docutm-ui,, |,. 

F ’■ correspondence, 

receipts and information prepared and/or submitted and/or lik-d w,u, . . 

K ""migration and 

Naturalization Service and/or any other agency and/or the American huh 

'""'/or Consulate, 

including but not limited to forms 1-130 - Immediate Relative Peliiiou j 

° " Adjustment of 

Status Application, and G-325 - Biographical Data Worksheets, on I.. |„,u ( ( ^ ( | e p en( j ant ^ 

Roy Den Hollander and/or the defendant and/or any authorized repu-, l( . 

2 Copies of all petitions, applications, papers, docunu nil, 

r correspondence, 

receipts and information received from the Immigration and Naliirii||,„|„ i() t;,. | v j co , lnc |/ or any 

other agency, and/or the American Embassy and/or Consulate in respond n, ,| 1( . |j(>( vy 

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE, that in the evenl of y , (l „ , , 

""nut. u, comply witli 

the discovery notice, the undersigned will move for an Order of Preclusion 





PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE, that this demand shall be a continuing demand 
up to the time of trial. 

Dated. New York, New York 
October 15, 2001 

By: Paulette DeTiberiis, Esq. 




AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 


State of New York ) 

) ss.: 

County of New York ) 

I, ALENA FARLEY, depose and say that deponent is not a party to this 
action, am over the age of eighteen (18) and reside within the State of New York 
and that on the 15 th day of October, 2001, I served a copy of the within 
SUPPLEMENT DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION, by ordinary 
mail within State of New York, addressed to each of the following persons at the 
last known addresses set forth after each name: 

ROBERT MOSES, ESQ. 

60 East 42 nd Street, Suite 3210 
New York, New York 10165 


By: ordinary mail 



Sworn to before me this 
fjS'Nday of Octobeh 2001. 





Notary Public 



No. 02DE8O3OS7 


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
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ROY DEN 

HOLLANDER, 


: 

Index No. 350091/01 



Plaintiff, 


JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE 


-against- 


! 


ALINA A. 

SHIPILTNA, 

Defendant. 

-X 



The plaintiff having brought this action for an annulment and 
a judgment of absolute divorce by reason of the cruel and inhuman 
treatment of the plaintiff by defendant and defendant's adultery, 
and the Summons bearing the notation “ACTION FOR DIVORCE" and the 
Verified Complaint herein having been duly served upon defendant 
within this State, and the plaintiff having first appeared by 
COHEN, GOLDSTEIN & SILPE, LLP, and then by his substituted counsel, 
ROBERT H. MOSES, ESQ., and defendant having appeared by KUBA, MUNDY 
& ASSOCIATES, and having interposed an Answer to the Complaint, and 
which Answer contained a counterclaim for a judgment of absolute 
divorce by reason of the cruel and inhuman treatment of the 
defendant by the plaintiff, and thereafter this matter having come 
on for inquest before me as one of the justices of the Supreme on 
November 2, 2001, and the parties having stipulated that plaintiff 
withdraw the causes of action for divorce based on defendant's 
adultery and his causes of action for an annulment of the marriage, 
and the parties having proceeded to inquest for dual divorces based 





on defendant's cruel and inhuman treatment of the plaintiff and 
plaintiff's cruel and inhuman treatment of the defendant, and the 
pleadings were amended to conform to the proof, and such proof 
having been considered by me, and after due deliberation this Court 
having granted plaintiff a judgment of divorce, and defendant a 
judgment of divorce, I decide and find as stated in the separate 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW of even date herewith: 

Plaintiff’s address is 545 East 14th Street, Apartment 10D, 
New York, New York 10009, his Social Security Number is 141-40- 
7359, and defendant’s address is 28-15 34 th Street, Apartment 4H, 
Astoria, New York 11103, and her Social Security Number is 063-90- 
4695. 

NOW, on motion of ROBERT H. MOSES, ESQ., attorney for the 
plaintiff, it is 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that the marriage between the plaintiff, 
ROY DEN HOLLANDER, and defendant, ALINA A. SHIPILINA, is dissolved 
by reason of defendant’s cruel and inhuman treatment of the 
plaintiff [D.R.L. 170(1)] and plaintiff's cruel and inhuman 
treatment of the defendant (D.R.L. 170(1); and it is further 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that the written Agreement of the 
parties, dated November 2, 2001, a copy of which is attached to the 
Findings of Fact and incorporated in this Judgment by reference, 
shall survive and shall not be merged in this Judgment, and the 
parties hereby are directed to comply with every legally 
enforceable term and provision of such Agreement, including any 




w 

provision to submit an appropriate issue to arbitration before a 
single arbitrator, as if such term or provision were set forth in 
its entirety herein, and the Court retains .jurisdiction of the 
matter concurrently with the Family Court for the purpose of 
specifically enforcing such of the provisions of that Agreement as 
are capable of specific enforcement, to the extent permitted by 
law, and of making such further judgment with respect to 
maintenance or support as it finds appropriate under the 
circumstances existing at the time application for that purpose is 
made to it, or both; and it is further 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that defendant is authorized to resume 



the use of her maiden name, to wit: Shipilina. 


to wit: Shipilina. 
ENTER : 


J. S. 0. 


. V/x 


Consented to as to form and 
Substance and Notice of 


B.iOBl? 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Petitioner, 


-against- 


IndexNo. 350091/01 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 


ALINA A. SHIPILINA, 

aka ANGELINA Respondent. 


STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ss: 


Roy Den Hollander, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1.1 am the petitioner in this action for reformation of the Stipulation of Settlement 
because of FRAUD, DURESS, COERCION and OBSTRUCTION OF THE CIVIL 
LITIGATION PROCESS by Respondent and her attorneys. The Stipulation of 
Settlement, attached as Exhibit A, was entered into in the annulment/divorce proceedings 
Roy Den Hollander v. Alina A. Shipilina, Index No. 350091/01. Your Honor rendered a 
Judgment for Divorce along with Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, attached as 
Exhibit B. on November 2, 2001, in which the stipulation was incorporated but not 
merged into the judgment. 

2. This motion requests reformation of the Stipulation of Settlement as concerns 
Maintenance and Support and Equitable Distribution as referred to in paragraph 5, 
Maintenance and Support; paragraph 2(a), Equitable Distribution of Property; paragraph 
7, Mutual Release of General Claims; and paragraph 10 B, Full Disclosure, see Exhibit 
A, because Respondent and Respondent’s attorneys engaged in a pattern of fraud, duress, 
coercion and obstruction of the civil litigation process in order to deceive and intimidate 
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Petitioner into relinquishing his claims for equitable distribution and maintenance and 
support; illegally obstruct Petitioner from discovering the true nature of Respondent's 
finances; and otherwise violate Petitioner’s rights under New York State law so as to 
unjustly benefit Respondent. CPLR 5015(a) pennits the Court to relieve a party from a 
judgment on the grounds of fraud, misrepresentation, or other misconduct of an adverse 
party. The Court of Appeals requires transactions between spouses, including settlement 
stipulations "to be free from the taint of fraud and duress." Christian v. Christian , 42 
N.Y.2d 63, 69, 396 N.Y.S2d 817 (1977). 

3. During the annulment/divorce proceedings before Your Honor and continuing 
to the present, Respondent, with the connivance and assistance of her attorneys, has 
engaged in a methodical, cold-blooded cabal that has trampled Petitioner’s rights as a 
human being and driven him into a state of deep emotional despair, depression and 
anxiety which prevents him from finding gainful employment commensurate with his 
experience and education, see attached Resume as Exhibit D , and necessitates the daily 
use of prescribed psychotropic medication, Paroxetine HCL at 40 mg a day. 

4. The conspirators used attempted coercion and blatant misrepresentation by 
Respondent’s attorney, Nicholas J. Mundy. During discussions last year with one of 
Petitioner’s divorce attorneys, Amy Saltzman, Mr. Mundy stated he possessed an 
audiotape of Petitioner trying to extort money from Respondent. Mr. Mundy’s clear 
implication was that unless Petitioner agreed to Respondent’s demands for settlement, 
than the tape would be used to accuse Petitioner of a crime, cause criminal charges to be 
instituted against him, or expose or publicize the tape in order to subject Petitioner to 
contempt and ridicule. In addition, Mr. Mundy made a boldface misrepresentation to 
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another of Petitioner’s attorney, Judith Bader-York, when he told her that he possessed 
medical records showing that Petitioner repeatedly beat Respondent. As a result of Mr. 
Mundy's actions, Petitioner instituted Disciplinary Proceedings against Mr. Mundy in 
December 2001, see attached Disciplinary Complaint, Answer and Response as Exhibit 
E. 

5. Respondent and her attorneys demonstrated a callous disregard for the orderly 
pursuit of justice by intentionally obstructing Petitioner's legal efforts to engage in pre¬ 
discovery investigations in order to identify financial assets and potential witnesses, New 
York Practice Guide: Domestic Relations , Matthew Bender, 3.12[ 12]. Respondent, most 
likely on advise from her attorneys, directed her mother to obstruct, interfere and 
otherwise vitiate Petitioner's search for witnesses and relevant evidence in Krasnodar, 
Russia. Respondent's mother defamed Petitioner as crazy and a criminal to potential 
witnesses interviewed by Petitioner and others whom Respondent thought Petitioner 
would interview with the aim of convincing them not to cooperate with Petitioner's 
investigation. Those whom Respondent's mother couldn’t convince with her defamation 
were threatened. The threats included the use of criminals and disreputable policemen 
whom Respondent could easily afford to hire in Russia with the over $12,000 a month in 
cash she earns as a lap dancer at the topless club on Broadway called “Flash Dancers”. 
The economic buying power of a dollar in Russia equals about ten dollars in America. In 
addition, Respondent is known to associate with both Russian and Chechen gangsters in 
Russia. 

6. Many of the above acts of obstruction occurred while Respondent was in 
Krasnodar on vacation. Respondent didn’t personally engage in tampering with potential 
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witnesses but rather directed her mother to illegally interfere with the civil litigation 
process because her mother was not under the jurisdiction of this Court. A nice legal 
technicality that Respondent, not a lawyer and not an American, did not know about until 
her attorney's advised her on how to hamper Petitioner’s efforts to uncover the true nature 
of Respondent’s finances. 

7. In reaction, Petitioner contacted a Krasnodar attorney who advised that the 
Russian courts could not prevent Respondent and her mother's interference in Petitioner's 
investigation, but the Krasnodar Prosecutor could indict Respondent's mother for 
defamation, which was a crime in Russia. Petitioner's attorney advised that the 
indictment might deter Respondent's interference. 

8. At a conference before this Court on October 4, 2001, concerning the status of 
the annulment/divorce proceedings, see attached Preliminary Conference Stipulation as 
Exhibit F , Petitioner, who was already gravely upset by Mr. Mundy’s earlier coercion 
attempt and misrepresentation and by Respondent's successful campaign of intimidating 
potential witnesses into silence, now realized that without his consent, Petitioner’s prior 
attorney relinquished Petitioner’s right to a trial on fault. Petitioner strenuously argued 
for a chance to prove fraud and adultery by Respondent at a trial. Your Honor stated that 
Petitioner would need to make a costly motion to set aside the stipulation of no trial on 
the issue of fault. Petitioner, reeling from the unrelenting onslaught on his rights, clearly 
understood that the Court had wanted all along for the case to disappear. Without any 
concern for the egregious nature of the harm Respondent, a woman, caused Petitioner, a 
man, the Court assumed the shortness of the marriage justified assigning the case to the 
black hole of expediency. 
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9. In the days after the conference, Petitioner struggled to decide whether justice 
could ever be attainable under these conditions, in this country, during this day and age or 
was Petitioner up against an array of forces, both individual and societal, that for 
differing reasons wanted him to go quietly into the night. 

10. While Petitioner tried to decide whether to take arms against a sea of unjust 
troubles by filing a motion for a trail on the issue of fault, Respondent wasted little time 
in launching her next vicious attack on Petitioner’s rights as an American citizen and his 
psychological well-being. Shortly after the conference, Petitioner received a telephone 
voicemail one evening from a man calling on behalf of Respondent. With malice and 
threats dripping from the tone of the man's voice, his message, interspersed with caustic 
denigrations, made it amply clear that if Petitioner went ahead with his motion, this 
shadowy threat would soon seek vengeance against Petitioner. Petitioner's soul flooded 
with fear at this Russian tactic for winning a court case. A transcript of the voicemail 
follows, but it does not convey the intimidation of the man’s voice, so attached is a 
recording as Exhibit G : 

“Roy Den Hollander, how are you? This is John Madison calling on behalf of Angelina. 
Your ex or soon to be ex-wife (inaudible). Now that she is getting new counsel 1 , and 
mainly we’re going to challenge every answer to your filings, every aspect of this 
marriage, being that it originated in Russia. And basically try to understand that because 
of the fact that things didn’t work out, your malicious actions are basically going to be 
very carefully reviewed, not only by the proper authorities, but also under every ledger of 
the lawyer. We will challenge every single aspect of your filings and of this case. And I 
assure you one thing; we’re not going to basically keep our eyes closed to this issue. We 
are going to basically be looking at this very carefully, and we will challenge you on 
every aspect. I assure you of one thing on this arbitration hearing, I will be attending. 

And as far as everything else goes, I can tell you first hand with all due respect that I’m 
disgusted by the way you handled it. And quite frankly, I question every single bit of 
your motions and your filings. And, I assure you one thing, that this issue is definitely 


1 Respondent never obtained new counsel, and in a later telephone conversation, “John Madison” denied 
being a lawyer. 
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going to be an issue that you’re going to have to face up to reality on my friend. So as far 
as it goes, I will leave you with that. And I will try to reach you at home to see if you are 
there. 

But in the meantime, bear in mind that this case is not going to go basically with her 
lying down and being abused over this whole issue. And you trying to take advantage of 
the situation and try to claim all these (laughter) basic unfounded claims against her. 
Which basically have no foundation whatsoever. On the other hand, it really reflects on 
you on how you’ve handled this, and that a lot of your issues are very questionable. So, 
never the less, I will be trying to get in touch with you and have yourself a nice day.” 

11. Petitioner feared this lurking phantom that probably inhabited the netherworld 
of crime, sex and sleaze in which Respondent lived and worked. Respondent, a lap 
dancer for the topless club Flash Dancers, see attached Affidavit of Service Exhibit H , 
likely recruited with money or comely charms one of the hoodlums who haunts that club, 
which is well known within law enforcement circles as operated by organized crime. 

12. Petitioner, whose legal career included working as an associate at Cravath, 
Swaine & Moore and managing the Moscow office for the security-investigative firm 
Kroll Associates, couldn’t grasp what was happening. Had civilized laws and values of 
fair play become as useless and perverted in America as in Russia? Were threats, 
intimidations and lies acceptable tactics in proceedings before the New York State Courts 
as they were in the Russian judicial system? Petitioner, scared and dumbfounded, went 
to the police, but they only laughed at him. Probably because he was a man, and a man in 
modem day New York has very few rights, just like the average citizen in Russia. The 
police didn’t care that this character from a gangster movie could walk up to Petitioner in 
the street at any time to carry out Respondent’s instructions. If the sexes of the parties 
had been reversed, the police would have jumped at the chance to help the Petitioner, but 
unfortunately an accident of nature left Petitioner defenseless thanks to recent politically 
correct trends in American society. Weary of fighting a legal system that didn’t care 
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what harm came to Petitioner, what rights of his were violated, so long as Respondent, a 
woman, got what she wanted, Petitioner threw in the towel and gave the Court and his 
wife what they wanted: a settlement. Petitioner hoped these modern day feminists and 
the stripper Respondent would finally leave him alone. He should have known better. 

13. With the divorce finalized, Petitioner started to recover from the trauma of an 
adulteress wife who adeptly hid the reality of her ruthless prostitute soul, see attached 
Exhibit I certified English translation of Respondent’s diary in which the word “finish” 
means “orgasm” and “we” often means “I”, pages 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 44- 
45, and secretly fed him unknown substances, apparently narcotics, with complete 
disregard as to whether an allergic reaction might harm or kill Petitioner, see Exhibit I , 
pages 42, 48, all in order to make sure Petitioner married Respondent, so she could travel 
to America to satiate her greed in the world’s number one market for selling sexual 
favors as a lap dancer, prostitute or the star of porno films such as the masturbation video 
she made for cash, see Promotional Clips of Ms. Shipilina’s Masturbation Video attached 
as Exhibit V . Even the demeaning experiences of a judicial system seething with hatred 
for men began to fade including the time when one female judge and her female clerk in 
the Queens Family Court laughed at Petitioner for requesting a Temporary Order of 
Protection against Respondent, see attached Petition Exhibit J. In spite of all these 
assaults, Petitioner started to pick up his life after nearly two years of hell to search for a 
job. But just when life seemed worth living again, terror struck once more over the 
telephone. 

14. In February 2002, the personified nightmare of barbarity at the direction of his 
evil queen once again reached out to crush Petitioner on behalf of Respondent by 
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delivering an even more vitriolic vituperative assault on Petitioner's right to live free of 
duress in a society supposedly ruled by laws and not women. The clear message with 
imminent hann stalking the connotations was Petitioner should "cease and desist" 
cooperating with the prosecutor in Krasnodar, Russia, that indicted Respondent’s mother 
for the Russian crime of defamation, see Indictment attached as Exhibit K , and Petitioner 
should not appear at any immigration proceedings to claim that Respondent married 
Petitioner solely to obtain a permanent green card, see attached Exhibit I , pages 41, 46. 
This time the procurer of fear said with an even more menacing tone on Petitioner’s 
voicemail: 

“Mr. Hollander, this is John Pierre, and I left you a message earlier on. And I did speak 
with you but apparently for whatever reason, you obviously weren’t available to talk. 

I’m giving you a courtesy phone call. 

I’m going to tell you to cease and desist with your actions against Angelina. I will tell 
you right now that what you’re doing, I know everything about you. I know exactly what 
you have been doing and you’re past history and your record. I know everything about 
you sir. 

I liked to explain to you what’s going to happen. If you continue harassing and making 
this girl’s life miserable, I will promise you that everything under the law and under my 
ability to do so under the law, I will pursue you in every way shape and form imaginable 
under the law, and make sure that justice is done because right now you disgust me. As a 
human being, I am just so disgusted with everything about you and what you’ve done to 
this girl. More than some pathetic form of display of inhuman treatment—you’ve gone 
beyond that sir. I’m very much available! And let me tell you something that I am 
extremely well known in this city, and I know everything about you. You better get your 
act together, and I am telling you this under fairness and courtesy—cease and desist with 
what you are doing to this girl and her family and the way you try to (affect) her in her 
country. Because you, my friend, are right now going to be under investigation if I hear 
one more word that this is happening. And it’s not going to be by me, but the federal 
government. And you at this point in time have crossed several boundaries that cause for 
a lot of red flags to (wave) in the air my friend. 

So, quite frankly, right now I would be basically on my good behavior. All I’m telling 
you do the right thing Mr. Hollander, it obviously is the best thing to do. Be human and 
be courteous and understanding of other people’s feelings and their lives. I think you 
guys are over and done with. That’s it—leave her alone! Have a nice day.” 
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Once again, a recording of the message more clearly communicates the evil at work here 
and is attached as Exhibit L . 

15. The Krasnodar Prosecutor indicted the Respondent's mother on January 25, 
2002, but there wasn’t anything Petitioner could do to prevent that. Once the Russian 
criminal justice system took up the case, it was out of his hands. The only reason 
Petitioner went to the Prosecutor in the first place was to keep the Respondent and her 
mother from obstructing his search for potential witnesses and financial information, 
which, like a foolish male, Petitioner believed at the time was his right under the law, 
even in a matrimonial case in New York County. 

16. Petitioner sunk back deeper into despair and dread. Back in October 20001, 
he did what the Respondent, her attorneys, the Court and the messenger of intimidation 
wanted him to do by not pursuing a trial on fault in the annulment/divorce proceedings, 
but Petitioner's manifest plead for peace through his obsequiousness fell on callous 
hearts. The threats were now back, meaner than ever. Every time Petitioner left his 
apartment, he didn’t know which man might be the one moving in to carry out 
Respondent’s threats. Fear stalked Petitioner wherever he went while nightmares 
haunted his fitful sleep. 

17. Petitioner went to the police and filed a complaint, attached as Exhibit M , but 
New York's guardians of the public safety quickly closed the case telling Petitioner they 
didn’t want to expend the resources trying to find the intimidator. At least they didn’t 
laugh at him this time. Petitioner went to the Federal Bureau of Investigation that tracked 
down the man who probably made the calls, but the self-proclaimed protectors of 
freedom decided not to interrogate the caller because it might antagonize this goon into 
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harming Petitioner. Now Petitioner knew for certain that truth, justice and the American 
way no longer existed in this country; he might as well be back in Russia where the 
police protect the criminals rather than the prey. 

18. The Respondent's modus operandi of moral turpitude in using gangsters to 
intimidate witnesses next manifested its foul tactics in Krasnodar, Russia, against 
witnesses who testified against Respondent's mother during the prosecutor’s inquiry into 
the criminal defamation charge. According to Petitioner's attorney, a number of the 
witnesses received threats from Chechen criminal thugs to change their testimony, which 
they did. 

19. Respondent and her attorney's premeditated war to intimidate and 
psychologically destroy Petitioner in order to prevent him from interfering with their 
questionable efforts to obtain a permanent green card for Respondent, a defrauder of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS), next resulted in Respondent, to the best of 
Petitioner's knowledge, resurrecting a complaint filed in June 2001 alleging the violation 
of a Temporary Order of Protection against Petitioner that was dismissed in July 2001. 
Respondent's attorneys apparently advised her to resurrect the complaint made last year, 
but on which no action was taken, in order to further pressure Petitioner into not 
cooperating with the INS and backing off of a Disciplinary Complaint for attempted 
coercion and misrepresentation filed by Petitioner against Respondent's attorney, 

Nicholas J. Mundy, see attached Disciplinary Complaint, Answer and Reply Exhibit E . 

20. At around the same time that Petitioner received notice of the resurrected 
complaint and likelihood of his arrest based on the outdated complaint, Respondent's 
purveyor of intimidation called Petitioner once more in an obviously prearranged plan to 
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eliminate Petitioner from any further interference in Respondent’s nefarious plans by 

delivering a combination blow—hit him low then hit him low again. On this occasion the 

crier of threats who left the previous two messages, one in October 2001 and one in 

February 2002 hammered Petitioner with a succinct ultimatum: 

Mr. Hollander, this is John Pierre calling on behalf of Angelina. I told you before to 
cease and desist with your legal actions. I’m warning you do not testify before the INS or 
we will meet. (In the background, Petitioner heard Respondent say ‘About my mother 
and the prosecutor.’) And do not try to get the case in Russia reopened. We’re watching 
you, have a nice day. 

21. Panicked and shaken, Petitioner took the only recourse left to him by 
obtaining a Temporary Order of Protection and Petition against Respondent, attached as 
Exhibit O , in the hope of convincing Respondent to call off her dog. 

22. The brutally soulless manner in which Respondent and her attorneys used 
coercion, duress and obstruction of the civil litigation process to not only deny Petitioner 
his rights but to punish him for exercising those rights have driven him into severe 
emotional and psychological depression and suffering that prevents him from obtaining 
gainful employment commensurate with his education and experience. In order to 
provide Petitioner with the means for psychological assistance and material support until 
Petitioner sufficiently recovers from the trauma intentionally inflicted on him by 
Respondent, maintenance and equitable distribution should be provided by Respondent 
who continues to make well over $12,000, mostly in cash, a month from stripping, 
modeling and other activities and who amassed over $50,000 from the time of the 
marriage to commencement of the annulment/divorce proceeding. 

23. Newly discovered evidence also clearly shows that Respondent with the aide 
of her attorneys by suborning perjury engaged in fraud by filing a Net Worth Statement, 
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attached as Exhibit P , riddled with misrepresentations and omissions with the intent of 
deceiving the Court and Petitioner into believing Respondent had no assets, low earnings 
capacity and only earned a paltry $18,000 a year when in fact she makes approximately 
$130,000 a year, mostly tax free, while Petitioner on the other hand faces economic 
disaster and poverty as a result of foregoing opportunities in order to assist Respondent in 
building the legal part of her career in America. 

24. Specifically, Respondent intentionally misrepresented or omitted the 
following items on her Net Worth Statement, attached as Exhibit P , all of which 
defrauded the Court while many, such as gross income and Flash Dancer expenses, 
defrauded Petitioner: 

III. GROSS INCOME: 

Respondent's tax returns for the year 2000 indicate her gross income at $18,861, which is 
the same amount she reported on her Net Worth Statement as her total gross income for 
the entire year preceding July 26, 2001. This implies she earned nothing in the first half 
of 2001. Whether the amount reportedly earned was for the year 2000 or the year ending 
July 26, 2001, it is still perjury intended to defraud the Court from carrying out its duties 
under the law and trick the Petitioner into relinquishing his rights to maintenance and 
equitable distribution. Respondent's gross income for 2000 from stripping at Flash 
Dancers alone was around $48,000 and for the year prior to July 26, 2001 about 
$120,000, as indicated by an Internet site set up by lap dancers that states the average 
take home pay after club fees for a dancer at Flash Dancers as $500 a night, see Club 
Reviews by Dancers, attached as Exhibit Q . The girls at Flash Dancers are required to 
work five nights a week. Respondent also failed to include income from Judy Vann 
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Associates, International Performance and Productions and Grace Del Marco modeling 
agency, see attached Grace Del Marco Photo Card Exhibit R . 

B. EXPENSES: 

(b) and (o) Telephone and Cell 

Respondent falsely stated the amount of her monthly telephone bill as around $100. 
Respondent maintains home telephone service with electronic answering and voicemail 
and a mobile telephone. Her mobile service for October 2000 alone totaled $222.33, 
attached Exhibit S Mobile statement. 

(f) Insurance-Medical 

Respondent falsely claimed this expense as zero. Respondent and Petitioner jointly held 
an Oxford HMO plan from August 2000 to March 2001 that cost each of them about 
$300 a month, attached Exhibit T Oxford Billings. 

(1) Recreational - Vacations 

Respondent intentionally understated recreational costs. On September 9, 2000, 
Respondent flew to Moscow, Russia, then onto Krasnodar, Russia, on Aeroflot. On 
September 18 or 19, she and her mother, at Respondent’s expense, flew to Cyprus where 
they stayed at a five star hotel in Limassol until September 25 th . On September 28, 2000, 
Respondent flew from Krasnodar to Moscow and on September 29 back to New York. 
Respondent took a second vacation on December 21, 2000, when she flew to Moscow 
and then to Krasnodar on Aeroflot. She returned to New York City on January 18, 2001. 
For a third vacation during the last half of April and the beginning of May, Respondent 
traveled from New York City to Krasnodar via Moscow and, once again at her expense, 
she traveled with her mother to Limassol, Cyprus. Regardless of any bargains 
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Respondent may have wheeled, $4800 on an annualized basis for the above four cited 
vacations appears a fiction just standing alone and without factoring in other vacations 
the Respondent may have taken during the one year preceding her swearing to the 
truthfulness of her Net Worth Statement. 

(m) Miscellaneous - Beauty 

As a stripper and part time model, Respondent strains credibility with her claim that she 
spent nothing every month at the beauty parlor. In truth, Respondent weekly obtained a 
pedicure because when she is on stage at Flash Dancers, where the girls advertise their 
assets before heading out into the audience to give one-on-one lap dances, Respondent's 
feet are just below the eye level of the men sitting around the stage who give her money. 
Whenever Respondent's customers divert their eyes from other anatomical parts, they 
can’t help but see her toes, close up. In addition, whenever she participated in a private 
event, she normally had her hair done for around $50. 

(m) Miscellaneous - Other 

Respondent intentional omitted her nightly expenses for lap dancing and stripping at 
Flash Dancers. A dancer has to pay management around $ 100 a night. On top of that she 
must tip the disc jockey $10 to $15, the house mother who watches over the girls’ 
possessions around $15 and pay the hair stylist or cosmetician for their assistance. All 
totaled, Respondent probably paid out around $140 each night or $2800 for an average 
month since management requires all the dancers to work five nights a week. From July 
17, 2000 to July 26, 2001, Respondent worked about 38 weeks, so her club expenses 
amounted to around $26,600. For the four months she worked in 2000, her Flash 
Dancers’ expenses were about $11,200. In addition, Respondent intentionally failed to 
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state the expenses for her photo portfolio used in her attempt to become a model. Her 
portfolio shoot in August 2000 by Phillip Jarrell, attached Photo Card Exhibit R, cost her 
around $400. 

Respondent willfully and knowingly understated her expenses by tens of 
thousands of dollars in order to make the gross misrepresentation of her income appear 
credible to the Court and Petitioner. 

IV. ASSETS: 

A. Security deposits 

Respondent failed to state the over $1200 in security deposited with her landlord. 

G. Real Estate 

Respondent knowingly omitted her 50% ownership of an apartment at 138 
Rashpilevskaya Street, Apt. 8, Krasnodar, Russia 350020, see registry deed attached as 
Exhibit U , whose value increased dramatically during the marriage. Respondent 
purchased the apartment with money she earned as a stripper, lap dancer and prostitute in 
Cyprus and Mexico City. 

K. Jewelry 

Respondent failed to include the numerous jewelry items she earned in return for 
providing sexual favors to her customers as stated throughout her diary, see Exhibit I . 

A. FAMILY DATA: 

(m) Occupation 

Respondent failed to include her occupation as a stripper and lap dancer. Her tax returns, 
which are included in her Net Worth Statement, Exhibit P , stated her occupation in 2000 
as bartending while her Net Worth Statement listed only modeling for both 2000 and 
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2001. Neither her Net Worth Statement nor Tax Returns listed her forty-hour a week 
occupation as a lap dancer and stripper at Flash Dancers. Respondent continues to work 
mainly as a stripper at Flash Dancers. 

25. The blatantly false, misleading and obfuscating infonnation in Respondent's 
Net Worth Statement was intended by the Respondent to not only fraudulently induced 
Petitioner into agreeing to relinquishing his rights to maintenance and equitable 
distribution but to make a mockery of the American judicial system as represented by this 
Court in an arrogant attempt to prove the superiority of the Russian way of duplicity and 
dishonesty in dealing with government officials, especially those who believe an innocent 
looking face with tearful eyes would never lie. As such, paragraph 5, Maintenance and 
Support; paragraph 2(a), Equitable Distribution of Property; paragraph 7, Mutual Release 
of General Claims; and paragraph 10 B, Full Disclosure of the Settlement Stipulation 
should now be reformed to provide Mr. Den Hollander with the maintenance and 
equitable distribution he justly deserves. At the very least the general right to a plenary 
hearing on the issues raised in this motion should be respected. See Schnoor v. Schnoor , 
189 A.D.2d 809, 592 N.Y.S.2d 461 (A.D. 2 Dept. 1993). 

26. Numerous factors justify Petitioner's request for maintenance. Petitioner has 
been unemployed since his unfortunate marriage to Respondent and currently has next to 
no income. Petitioner left the work force and forewent economic opportunities in 
Moscow, Russia, in order to contribute to the couple's economic partnership by assisting 
Respondent in increasing her earning capacity in the legal area of her work and also for 
the betterment of the marriage since Respondent desired to work in America. Petitioner 
provided numerous contributions to Respondent's career including legal and business 
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advice, introductions, infonnation, household expenses and even home making. Given 
Petitioner's current psychological problems caused by Respondent, Petitioner is unlikely 
to gain employment in the near future. Petitioner's age at fifty-four makes it additionally 
difficult for him to find employment while Respondent at age twenty-six is still in her 
prime. Petitioner needs to defray psychiatric expenses and maintain his pre-divorce 
living standard as well as the time to regain the earning capacity he enjoyed before his 
marriage. 

27. Petitioner is also justified in receiving a substantial portion of the marital 
property as evidenced by the following facts. From the wedding ceremony on March 11, 
2000, to the commencement of the annulment/divorce action on February 13, 2001, 
Respondent grossed over $50,000 working as a stripper and part time model. Respondent 
also made an undisclosed amount as a prostitute, but Petitioner wants none of that filthy 
money. Respondent's apartment in Krasnodar, Russia, which she failed to disclose on her 
Net Worth Statement, also dramatically increased in value during the same period. In 
addition, if it were not for the Petitioner's actions and sacrifices during the marriage, 
Respondent would not now enjoy the reputation, clientele and experience in the legal part 
of her work that dramatically enhanced her earnings capacity over the course of the 
marriage and continues to build her earning power, all of which is subject to equitable 
distribution. Hougie v. Hougie , 261 A.D.2d 161, 689 N.Y.S.2d 491 (A.D 1 Dept. 1999), 
Elkus v. Elkus , 169 A.D.2d 134, 572 N.Y.S.2d 901 (A.D. 1 Dept. 1991). For example, 
Petitioner provided Respondent legal and business advise; introductions to professionals 
in the modeling, acting and recording industries; research and advise on finding and 
selecting a modeling agency; explanations and interpretation of conversations with 
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modeling agency managers; assistance in finding a Topless Club that did not condone 
prostitution; due diligence on free lance modeling job offers; drafting and reviewing of 
employment contracts; advice on taxes; assistance in planning her career; a rent free 
place to live; home making, which included cleaning, laundry, repairs and purchasing 
most of the food, paying most of the telephone and cable expenses; help in acclimating 
herself to the peculiarities of life in New York City along with warnings of its dangers; 
information and a tour of the different shops where she could buy outfits necessary for 
her work; and the emotional support and security necessary for an alien in a strange land 
to feel comfortable. During the same time, Petitioner lost around $140,000 in his net 
worth. Even though Petitioner is a lawyer with an MBA, "the courts should treat all 
matrimonial litigants equally and should not prejudice nor penalize a spouse who is 
married to a non-professional who many nevertheless become an exceptional wage 
earner." Golub v. Golub, 139 Misc.2d 440, 527 N.Y.S.2d 946, 950 (Sup. N.Y. Co. 1988). 

28. The following factors cry out for equitable distribution to the Petitioner: 

A. The early part of a marriage often results in the greatest sacrifices and 
contributions; therefore, as in this case, a "spouse in a relatively short marriage should 
take a larger share than if the marriage had endured sufficiently long for both spouses to 
enjoy the later benefits of early efforts." N.Y.P.G.: Domestic Relations, 16.06[2][b] at 
16-55. 

B. Petitioner at the age of fifty-four is less likely to become self sustaining or 
gain new assets in the future, his time has past; whereas, Respondent at age twenty-six 
still has the most productive years ahead of her. In addition, Petitioner's current health 
problem, along with is age, make it less likely that he will be able to start a new life on an 
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equal footing with the Respondent, so Petitioner is entitled to a larger percentage of the 
marital property. 

C. Petitioner contributed directly and indirectly to the economic partnership and 
Respondent's career, as specified in paragraph 26, which resulted in Petitioner sacrificing 
his own career opportunities as evidenced by Respondent's gross income for the year 
2001 in excess of $120,000 while Petitioner earned only $2,000. In O’Brien v. O’Brien , 
66 N.Y.2d 576, 498 N.Y.S.2d 743 (Ct.App. 1985), a spouse's sacrifice of her own career 
opportunities along with financial contributions represented an investment in the 
economic partnership. In Freyer v. Freyer , 138 Misc.2d 158, 524 N.Y.S.2d 147 (Sup. 

Suf. Co. 1987) the Court was required to consider the husband's homemaking 
contributions and that the wife's income exceeded the husband's by $33,000 in 
determining equitable distribution. 

D. Due to age and health, the Petitioner possesses less promising prospects, so a 
greater portion of the marital property would prove more advantageous to him. Jobs v. 
Jobs . 98 A.D.2d 692, 470 N.Y.S.2d 584 (A.D. 1 Dept. 1983). 

E. During the marriage, Respondent willfully and maliciously deceived Petitioner 
into bringing her to America and giving up his own career opportunities so that 
Respondent could pursue the goddess of greed. Respondent not only didn’t care about the 
hann she might cause Petitioner but, in fact, later engaged in a premeditated plan to 
psychologically destroy Petitioner on the sacrificial alter to womanhood. After the 
marriage, the Respondent embarked on a course of coercion, intimidation and harassment 
to punish the Petitioner for not lying to the Immigration and Naturalization Service so 
that she could easily obtain a permanent green card and later to prevent Petitioner from 
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providing information to the INS about her marrying him solely to obtain a green card. 

Of course, it was the Petitioner's duty as an officer of the courts to provide such 
information to a law enforcement agency charged with protecting the citizens of this 
country from undesirables such as Respondent whose viciousness is only curtailed by the 
limit of her finances. As such, justice calls for Petitioner to received a substantial portion 
of the marital property for which he sacrificed and continues to suffer so much. 

29. No prior application has been made for the relief sought herein. 
WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that Petitioner's motion be granted 
together with such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

Sworn to before me on the /S/ 

7th day of May 2002 _ 

Roy Den Hollander 

/S/ 

Notary Public 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_X 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


Index No. 350091/01 


Plaintiff, 


-against- 

ALINA A. SHIPILINA a/k/a, 
Angelina Chipilina, 


Affirmation in Opposition 


Defendant 


X 


State of New York ) 

) ss.: 

County of New York ) 

NICHOLAS J. MUNDY, ESQ., an attorney duly admitted to practice law before 
all of the courts of the State of New York hereby affirms the following to be true under 
the Penalties of Perjury: 

(1) That I am an attorney with Kuba, Mundy & Associates, the attorneys for 
defendant ALINA A. SHIPILINA a/k/a ANGELINA CHIPILINA (hereinafter “Shipilina” 
or “Defendant”), and as such I am fully familiar with all of the facts and circumstances to 
which this affidavit relates. I base this affirmation on the files maintained by my office and 
the Court, and on conversations with my client 

J 

(2) I submit this affirmation in opposition to the instant motion of the plaintiff 
pursuant to CPLR 5015(a) seeking “reformation of the Stipulation of Settlement” dated 
November 2, 2001, which Stipulation of Settlement was incorporated, but not merged, 
into the Judgment of Divorce between the parties dated December 12, 2001. 






(5|) The above-captioned action is a settled divorce matter. The parties were 
married in the City of Krasnodar, Russia on March 11, 2000. A copy of the parties’ 
Marriage Certificate with English translation is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. 

(4) On or about February 13, 2001, plaintiff commenced this action by filing of 

ls“ t'\ i-1< l ( £[( l 

a Summons with Notice seeking a judgment of divorce, or in the alternative, a judgment 
annulling the marriage between the parties (Exhibit “B”). After service of a Notice of 
Appearance and Demand for Complaint by defendant’s counsel on March 12, 2001, 
plaintiff served and filed a Verified Complaint dated June 21, 2001 (Exhibits “C” and “D”, 
respectively). Defendant served and filed an Answer with Counterclaim for Divorce based 
upon cruel and inhuman treatment on July 16, 2001 (Exhibit “E”). 

(5) A Preliminary Conference was held before the Honorable Joan B. Lobis, 
J.S.C., on July 26, 2001'. Plaintiff was represented by Amy Saltzman, Esq. and Steven 
Silpe, Esq. of the law firm of Cohen, Goldstein and Silpe, LLP on that date. The parties 
agreed on that date “fault will not be an issue”, and that only matters of maintenance and 
equitable distribution need be addressed. A copy of the resulting Preliminary Conference 
Order is attached hereto as Exhibit “F”. 


(6) On or about September 17, 2001, plaintiffs counsel Amy Saltzman, Esq. 
telephoned Paulette DeTiberiis, Esq. of this office to advise us that plaintiff was retaining 


new counsel. Discovery in this matter had been proceeding at a steady pace. 





1 The first Preliminary Conference was originally scheduled for June 21, 2001. The conference was 
adjourned to July 26, 2001 when plaintiff and his counsel failed to appear. 


(7) Pursuant to the aforesaid Preliminary Conference Order dated July 26, 
2001, a Compliance Conference was held before Judge Lobis on October 4, 2001. 
Plaintiff was represented by new counsel, Robert Moses, Esq., on that date. 

(8) In the following weeks, an open line of communication existed between 
Mr, Moses and Ms. DeTiberiis concerning case settlement. At the end of October, 2001, 
a mutually agreeable settlement was reached by the parties. Plaintiffs counsel undertook 
to draft the final Stipulation of Settlement, Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and 
Judgment of Divorce. A mutually agreeable date, November 2, 2001, was scheduled for 
Inquest before the Court. 

(9) On November 2, 2001, the parties appeared in Court with counsel. The 
mutually agreeable Stipulation of Settlement was executed and acknowledged by the 
parties in open Court that day. An Inquest was held before Judge Lobis at this time, and 
the terms of the Stipulation of Settlement and parties acceptance thereof was read into the 
record. Copies of the fully executed Stipulation of Settlement, Findings of Fact and 
Conclusion of Law and Judgment of Divorce are attached hereto as Exhibits “G”, “FI” and 
“I”, respectively. A transcript of the Stipulation of Settlement allocution and Inquest is 
attached hereto as Exhibit “J” 

Argument 

(10) It is well settled, that “Stipulations of Settlement are favored by courts and 
are not to be lightly set aside, particularly where the terms of the stipulation were read into 
the record and the party seeking to vacate the stipulation was represented by counsel” 
(see, Matter of Galasso , 35 N.Y.2d 319, 321, 361 N.Y.S.2d 871, 320 N.E.2d 618; Daniel 



V Daniel . 224 A.D.2d 573, 639 N.Y.S.2d 713; Bossom v Bossom . 141 A.D.2d 794, 529 
N.Y.S.2d 1022). Relief from a stipulation will be granted only upon a showing of good 
cause sufficient to invalidate a contract, such as fraud, overreaching, duress, or mistake 
(see, Hallock v State of New York . 64 N.Y.2d 224, 230, 485 N.Y.S.2d 510, 474 N.E.2d 
1178; Zwirn v Zwirn , 153 AD.2d 854, 545 N.Y.S.2d 683). Courts will not set aside a 
stipulation simply because, in hindsight, a party decides that the agreement was 
improvident (see, Kazimierski v Weiss , 252 AD.2d 481, 675 N.Y.S.2d 124; Warren v 
Ra bi nowitz , 228 A.D.2d 492, 644 N.Y.S.2d 315; Javarone v Pallone , 234 AD2d 814, 
81 5, appeal dismissed 89 NY2d 1030, 90 NY2d 884). 

(11) Furthermore, a Stipulation of Settlement with respect to property, custody, 
and support issues in a matrimonial action, which is placed on the record in open court 
and which is fair on its face, will be enforced according to its terms unless there is proof of 
fraud, duress, overreaching, or unconscionability (see, Christian v Christian , 42 NY2d 63, 
73; Wilson v Neppell , 253 AD2d 493). 

(12) “It is firmly established that open-court Stipulations of Settlement made by 
parties who are represented by counsel will not be cast aside lightly" ( Sheridan v Sheridan , 
202 AD2d 749, 751; see, Vermilvea v Vermilvea . 224 AD2d 759, 760; Brende r jy 
Brender , 199 AD2d 665, 666; Matter of Flournoy v Porter , 188 AD2d 465, 466; Washo v 
Washo , 170 AD2d 827, 828). 

(13) In the case at bar, the plaintiff is requesting “reformation” of a Stipulation 
of Settlement entered more than seven (7) months ago. Specifically, plaintiff seeks 
reformation “to provide plaintiff with maintenance, support and equitable distribution” 
(see plaintiffs Notice of Motion at Page 1). 



(14) The Stipulation of Settlement entered between the parties in this action 
was, and still is, fair, reasonable and equitable. The parties were married on March 11, 
2000. The plaintiff filed for divorce on February 13, 2001, less than one (1) year later. 
The plaintiff was represented by the attorney of his choosing throughout the entire 
proceeding. Moreover, the plaintiff himself is an “attorney with an MBA” (see affidavit of 
plaintiff dated May 25, 2002 at Page 18) who had been intimately involved in the litigation 
from its inception, relieving two prior attorneys from representation before finalizing 
settlement negotiations represented by Mr. Moses. There can be little doubt that the 
plaintiff understood the nature and consequences of his actions when he voluntarily 
negotiated the subject Stipulation of Settlement, signed it before a notary public, and 
agreed to be bound by its terms in open Court on November 2, 2001 

(15) The affidavit submitted by plaintiff in support of his motion is filled with 
outlandish allegations that are baseless and unfounded. The accusations which plaintiff' 
levels against the defendant, her attorneys, his own attorneys and various Court personnel 
are unsupported by fact or evidence. In his attempt to disturb the validity of a legal and 
valid Stipulation of Settlement, the plaintiff has failed to provide a single affidavit from 
persons with personal knowledge and facts which support his extraordinary claims. His 
allegations are based on conjecture, supposition and pure fantasy. The majority of his 
assertions and “evidence” are poorly veiled attempts to further deride and insult the 
defendant, and all women alike, and to continue embarrassing the defendant in a public 
forum. 
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(16) Plaintiff contempt for his ex-wife, and women in general, is further 
evidenced by plaintiffs constant verbal assault on women throughout his affidavit 


Referring to Judge Lobis, plaintiff claims that he was sent “reeling from the unrelenting 
onslaught on his rights ... without any concern for the egregious nature of the harm 
Respondent, a woman , caused Petitioner, a man ...”. See Plaintiffs Affidavit at Page 4, 
Paragraph 8. He slanders his prior attorneys, both women, stating that one of them 
“relinquished his right to a trial on fault ... without his consent”. See Plaintiffs Affidavit 
at Page 4, Paragraph 8. He states that the police laughed at him when he tried to make a 
criminal complaint against the defendant, “probably because he was a man, and a man in 
modern day New York has very few rights ... if the sexes of the parties had been reversed, 
the police would have jumped at the chance to help the petitioner, but unfortunately an 
accident of nature left the petitioner defenseless”. See Plaintiff s Affidavit at Page 6, 
Paragraph 12. He states that “a judicial system seething with hatred for men began to fade 
including the time when one female judge and her female clerk ... laughed at petitioner for 
requesting a T.R.O. against respondent”. See Plaintiffs Affidavit at Page 7, Paragraph 
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(17) Plaintiffs far-fetched accusations can not overcome the simple fact that the 
Stipulation of Settlement entered between the parties was the result of lengthy, arms 
length settlement negotiations between the parties’ respective counsel. Moreover, it was 
the plaintiffs attorney who drafted the Stipulation of Settlement. Likewise, it was 
the plaintiffs attorney who drafted the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
and Judgment of Divorce in this matter. 



(18) As previously stated herein, the Stipulation of Settlement between the 
parties in this action was drafted by the plaintiffs attorney, it was presented to the parties 
in writing, it was signed and acknowledged by the plaintiff, and allocution thereof was 


read into the trial record. On November 2, 2001, before Judge Lobis, on the record in 
open court, the plaintiff stated under oath that he had an adequate opportunity to read the 
Stipulation and discuss the terms thereof with his attorney, that he was satisfied with the 
terms of the Stipulation and his attorneys representation, and that he was not coerced ot 
forced in any way. Indeed, it was plaintiffs attorney who pronounced to the Court “We 
are pleased to report we settled the whole entire case” (see Exhibit “J”, Transcript “TR” 
of November 2, 2001 at Page 2). 

(19) The plaintiffs very own words, when questioned by Judge Lobis under 
oath and in open Court on November 2, 2001 speak volumes: 


Q: 

A: 

Q. 

A: 

Q: 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

^>Q- 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 


A. 

Q- 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 


Mr. Hollander, you’ve had an opportunity to read through that 
document, correct? 

Yes. 

You have had an opportunity to ask questions of your attorney? 

Yes. 

Have you been given satisfactory answers to those questions? 

Yes, I have. 

Do you believe this is a fair resolution of this marriage? 

Yes, I do. 

Do you feel that you were coerced or forced in any way to enter the 
agreement? 

No. 

Is the agreement the product of a negotiation that took place over 
some period of time? 

Yes, it is, Your Honor. 

Do you understand you have a right to have a trial? 

Yes, I do, Your Honor. 

If this agreement is accepted today, it will do away with your right to 
trial and become a part of a judgment of divorce, do you understand 
that? 

I understand that, Your Honor. 

That would not be something you can appeal from. 

I understand that. 

Have you taken any drugs or alcohol today? 

No, I have not. 

Did you take any drugs or alcohol the day you signed that document? 

I signed the document today, Your Honor. 


Q. Have you been satisfied with the services of your attorney and his 
office? 

A. I’m very satisfied with my current attorney. 

(20) In sum, the plaintiff has failed to put forth a shred of acceptable evidence 
that would warrant the extraordinary relief which he now requests. The plaintiff is an 
educated man who was represented to his satisfaction by his attorney finalizing his case. 
His vague and baseless claims of coercion and duress seven months after case settlement 
are contradicted by his very own sworn statements in open Court on November 2, 2001. 
Moreover, the plaintiff admits being of sound mind and free of drug or alcohol influence 
on November 2, 2001 when he settled this case in open Court, in contrast to his 

/ 

admissions that he is presently under the influence of psychotropic medication necessitated 
by his “deep emotional despair, depression and anxiety” when making this motion. See 
Plaintiff’s Affidavit at Page 2, Paragraph 3. 

(21) In sum, well settled case precedent referenced above mandates that 
plaintiff’s instant motion be dismissed in its entirety. 

(22) Accordingly, for all of the reasons set forth herein, the plaintiff s motion for 
reformation of the Stipulation of Settlement entered November 2, 2001 should be denied 
in its entirety. 



Dated: June 17, 2002 

New York, New York 


Nicholas JVMundy, Esq. 
Kuba, MuMy & Associates | 
321 Broadway 
New York, rfY 10007 
(212) 732-5050 


To . (See annexed Affidavit of Service) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
NEW YORK COUNTY: IAS PART 20 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


X 


Plaintiff, 


-against- 


Index No. 350091/01 

Decision and Order 


ALINA A. SHIPILINA, 


JOAN B. LOBIS, J.S.C.: 


Defendant. 
-X 


In this post-judgment matrimonial action, plaintiff, former husband, proceeding pro 
se, moves to reform the written stipulation of settlement that was entered into between the parties 
on November 2, 2001 (the “Stipulation”) in order to provide him with maintenance, support, and 
equitable distribution. Plaintiff claims that the Stipulation must be set aside because of fraud, duress, 
coercion, and obstruction of the civil litigation process. 


Plaintiff and defendant were married in Russia on March 11, 2000. There are no 
children ol the marriage. The matrimonial action was commenced on February 13, 2001. less than 
one year after the marriage began. The Stipulation was incorporated, but not merged, into the 
judgment of divorce, which was entered on December 18, 2001, granting dual divorces on the 
grounds of cruel an inhuman treatment. 


With respect to equitable distribution, the Stipulation provides that each of the parties 
shall have legal title to property that he or she at that point had legal title or possession of. and each 
party acknowledged that he or she has no title or interest in the other party's property, including real 
estate, degrees, bank accounts, pensions, etc. Each of the parties released and discharged each other 





from any and all claims and demands for support, alimony, and maintenance. The parties also 
waived all claims against the other, including claims or rights to equitable distribution of property, 
distributive awards, maintenance, counsel fees, and similar claims. Plaintiff further acknowledged 
that he had an opportunity to obtain financial disclosures from the wife. 

Plaintiff alleges that after the Stipulation was entered into, he received multiple phone 
threats from associates of defendant. Plaintiff ultimately obtained an order of protection in the hope 
that it would stop these calls from occurring. Plaintiff claims that he contacted the police and the 
FBI. but both organizations believed he would be safer if no action was taken. Plaintiff alleges that 
defendant’s mother was obstructing his ability to investigate defendant in Krasnodar, Russia. He 
further alleges that defendant’s mother was indicted for defamation with respect to plaintiff, but the 
charges were later dropped because Chechen gangsters had threatened all the witnesses into changing 
their stories. These acts committed subsequent to the signing of the Stipulation cannot be properly 
referred to as having any consequence on plaintiffs actual signing of the Stipulation. 

In support of his motion, plaintiff claims that defendant committed fraud, duress, 
coercion, and obstruction of the civil iitigation process during and after the Stipulation in order to 
keep plaintiff from pursuing his rights. In addition to defendant, plaintiff blames defendant's 
relatives, friends, the police, and the courts of obstruction and threats. 1 Plaintiff presented no 
evidence of fraud, duress, coercion, or obstruction of the civil litigation process by the defendant. 


'’Plaintiff has also filed a complaint against defendant's attorney with the disciplinary 
department of the Appellate Division. First Department. 
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which would entitle him to reformation. Alexander v. Alexander , 112 A.D.2d 121 (2d Dep't 1985). 


Plaintiff avers that defendant also committed fraud by misrepresenting or omitting 
aspects of her net worth statement. Plaintiffs claimed discovery subsequent to the signing of the 
Stipulation, that defendant had more money than he originally thought is not grounds to set aside the 
Stipulation, particularly when he had the opportunity for discovery. Furthermore, both parties were 
represented by counsel and entered into the Stipulation knowingly and voluntarily after extensive 
negotiations. Plaintiffs claim that he was under duress at the time of signing the Stipulation is 
negated by his actions of initialing every change made throughout the Stipulation. Gaton v. Gaton . 
170 A.D.2d 576 (2d Dep't 1991). Additionally, plaintiff was allocuted on the record before this 
court. During the allocution, plaintiff indicated that he understood his rights under the Stipulation; 
that he believed the Stipulation to be a fair resolution of the marriage; that he entered into it of his 
own free will; that he was not threatened or coerced to enter into the Stipulation in any way; that he 
understood he was relinquishing his right to a trial; that he was not under the influence of any drugs 
or alcohol; and, that he was satisfied with the representation of his attorney. Indeed, it was plaintiffs 
attorney who drafted the Stipulation in the first instance. Plaintiff, who is both a licensed attorney 
and business school graduate, 2 should have been well aware that he was entering into a legally 
binding settlement of this matrimonial action. 


2 Plaintiff annexed his resume to the motion papers. According to his resume, he received 
a J.D. with high honors from George Washington University Law School in 1985 and then worked 
as an associate at Cravath. Swaine & Moore. Me received an MBA from the Columbia University- 
School of Business in 1997. 
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In addition, the Stipulation contains a number of terms that undermine plaintiffs 
claims of fraud, duress, and coercion. See Luftig v. Luftig , 239 A.D.2d 225 (1st Dep't 1997). 
Article 10 of the Stipulation, titled “Full Disclosure,” contains the following language: 

B. The Husband hereby agrees to and does accept all of the provisions 
of this Agreement, and in particular the financial and property 
arrangements ... In so accepting all of the provisions of this 
Agreement, the Husband specifically acknowledges that he has had 
an opportunity to obtain financial disclosures from the Wife. 

C. The parties acknowledge that they have had an ample opportunity 
to conduct discovery to (i) compel discovery and inspection of the 
other’s books and records, business and personal; (li) to take 
examination of the other before trial; and (iii) to have accountants, 
appraisers or other[s] investigate, appraise or evaluate the other’s 
business and property. Each party waives these rights to the extent 
that same have not been exercised. 

Similarly, Article 12 provides that “[n]o representation, warranty, agreement or undertaking of any 
kind or nature has been made to either party to induce the making of this Agreement, except as is 
expressly set forth herein.” 


Plaintiff s request for maintenance is denied. He claims that he has been unemployed 
since his marriage and currently has “next to no income.” He has not provided a current statement 
of net worth. There is no evidence that plaintiff is “incapable of self-support and therefore is likely 
to become a public charge” if the Stipulation is not set aside. See GOL § 5-311; See . Goldring v. 

Goldring . 290 A.D.2d 365 (1st Dep’t 2002); see also Thompson v. Thompson ._A.D.2d_, 741 

N. Y.S.2d 641,642 (4th Dep’t 2002); Valente v. Valente , 269 A.D.2d 389 (2d Dep't 2000). Because 
there was no foreseeable risk at the time of execution of the Stipulation that plaintiff would become 
a public charge, his claim for maintenance is dismissed. See . Laskv v. Laskv . 163 Misc. 2d 859 
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(Sup. Ct. Westch. Co. 1994), affd . 216 A.D.2d 366 (2d Dep’t 1995). 


Plaintiffs motion to reform the Stipulation is denied. This constitutes the decision 
and order of the court. 


Dated: / } 1°° '2- 



JOAN B 
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FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


COUNTY OF NEW YORK 



-x 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Petitioner, 

Docket No. 0-03570/02 

-against- 


NOTICE TO ADMIT 

ALINA SHIPILINA, 

Respondent, 

JUDGE: JODY ADAMS 


-x 



To: Nicholas J. Mundy 

Pursuant to CPLR 3123 and within twenty days after service of this notice, the petitioner 
requests the respondent to admit, for the purpose of this proceeding only and subject to 
all pertinent objections to admissibility which may be interposed at the hearing, the truth 
of the following matters of fact: 

1. During October 2001, annulment/divorce proceedings between petitioner and 
respondent were on going in the Supreme Court of the State of New York in the County 
of New York before Justice Joan Lobis, Index No. 350091/01. 

2. On October 4, 2001, respondent and her attorney, Paulette Detiberiis, attended a 
compliance conference before Justice Joan Lobis in the annulment/divorce proceedings 
between petitioner and respondent, Index No. 350091/01. 

3. At the compliance conference noted in number 2 above, Justice Lobis in the presence 
of respondent and Ms. Detiberiis granted petitioner the right to file a motion to set aside 
the Preliminary Conference Stipulation that stated fault would not be an issue in the 
annulment/divorce proceeding between petitioner and respondent. 

4. Following the compliance conference noted in number 2 above, respondent understood 
that petitioner’s filing of a motion to set aside the Preliminary Conference Stipulation that 
stated fault would not be an issue in the annulment/divorce proceeding between petitioner 
and respondent might result in a trail on the issue of fault. 

4. A criminal decree was filed against respondent's mother, Inessa Shipilina, by a 
Krasnodar prosecutor on January 25, 2002, that charged Inessa Shipilina with defaming 
the petitioner. 

5. Respondent has worked as a lap dancer at the topless club called Flash Dancers located 
at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan. 





6. Respondent continues to work as a lap dancer at the topless club called Flash Dancers 
located at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan. 


7. Respondent has worked as a lap dancer at the topless club called Flash Dancers located 
at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan since July 2000. 


Dated: New York, New York 
May 17, 2002 


To: Nicholas J. Mundy 

Attorney for Respondent 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
321 Broadway 
New York, NY 10007 
212 732 5050 


Roy Den Hollander 
Petitioner 

545 East 14 th Street, Apt. 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
212 995 5201 



FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


x 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Petitioner, 

Docket No. 0-03570/02 

-against- 


PETITIONER'S FIRST 

ALINA SHIPILINA, 

Respondent, 

NOTICE FOR DISCOVERY 



AND INSPECTION 



JUDGE: JODY ADAMS 


-X 

PLEASE TAK E NOTICE, that, pursuant to the provisions of Rule 3120 of the Civil 
Practice Law and Rules, petitioner, Roy Den Hollander, demands that respondent, Alina 
Shipilina, produce for inspection and copying the documents described below at 4:00 
pan. on Friday, June 21, 2001, at the Village Copier, 20 East 13 th Street, New York, NY 
10003. 

PLEASE TAK E FURTHER NOTICE that this Notice is continuing and applies as well 
to any additional responsive documents that come within defendant's possession or 
control after the date of production. 

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS 

1. Unless otherwise specified, all requests cover the period JANUARY 1,1996 to the 
date of production. 

2. Requests for documents "since" a certain date means from that date to the date of 
production. 

3. Use of the word "and" means "and/or" and use of the word "or" means the same thing. 

4. References to anything "owned" by respondent or "held" in her "name" or by her 
includes anything owned in whole or in part by respondent, or jointly by her with any 
others, or in which she has a beneficial interest, provided that respondent's interest is at 
least 10% of the total, and also any account on which respondent is a named signatory 
(without regard to the percentage of her legal or beneficial interest and no matter in what 
capacity she is a signatory). 





5. References in the present tense to respondent's ownership of any assets include both 
past and present ownership during all or part of the period specified, as the case may be. 

6. Use of the words "including" and "any" are not restrictive and mean "including without 
limitation" and "any/or all", respectively. 

DOCUMENT DEMANDS 

1. With respect to the income, earnings, salaries, wages, commissions, interest, dividends, 
bonuses, funds, returns of capital, reimbursed expenses, gifts, legacies, loans, advances 
and other monies or securities received by defendant from all sources, including 
prostitution; stripping; lap dancing; and erotic and pornography videos, digital recordings 
and still photographs: all documents reflecting such payments since January 1998. 

2. With respect to all checking accounts held in respondent's name individually or jointly 
with another or others: the checkbooks, checkbook stubs, monthly statements, computer 
printouts, computer disks and other documents reflecting the status of and activity in such 
accounts since September 1, 2001. 

3. With respect to all cash accounts, savings accounts, certificates of deposit, money 
market funds, trusts, custodial accounts and other cash deposits held in respondent's name 
individually or jointly with another or others: the monthly statements, transaction records, 
computer printouts and computer disks reflecting the status of and activity in such 
accounts since September 1, 2001. 

4. With respect to all mutual funds and brokerage accounts held in respondent's name for 
transactions in securities of any kind (including stocks and bonds, issued by any entity, 
foreign or domestic, private or governmental): monthly statements, transaction records, 
computer printouts and computer disks reflecting the status of and activity in such 
accounts since September 1, 2001. 

5. All Russian international and national passports and any other passports of defendant’s 
in force at any time since 1996. 

6. Originals or copies of any complaints respondent filed with the New York City Police 
Department since January 1, 2002. 

7. Originals or copies of any criminal proceedings brought against respondent's mother, 
Inessa Shipilina, by prosecutors in Krasnodar, Russia. 

8. All model photo cards used by respondent since July 1, 2000. 


9. Originals or copies of all respondent's work schedules for Flash Dancers Topless Club 
located at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan. 



10. Originals or copies of telephone billing records for the numbers 718 274 4902 and 
917 374 4713 for October 2001, February 2002, and March 2002. 


11. With respect to all credit cards in respondent's name or maintained for her benefit 
since September 1, 2001: the monthly bills, statements, and vouchers. 


12. Electronic address book and any other list of defendant’s customers or clients for 
whom she engaged or engages in prostitution as defined by New York State Penal Law 
Section 230, and for whom she engaged or engages in erotic performances including lap 
dancing and stripping in return for economic gain. 


Dated: New York, New York 
May 17, 2002 


Roy Den Hollander 
Petitioner 

545 East 14 th Street, Apt. 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
212 995 5201 


To: Nicholas J. Mundy 

Attorney for Respondent 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
321 Broadway 
New York, NY 10007 
212 732 5050 



FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

-x 

Petitioner, 

Docket No. 0-03570/02 

-against- 


INTERROGATORIES 

ALINA SHIPILINA, 

Respondent, 

SECOND SET 


-x 

JUDGE: JODY ADAMS 


To: Nicholas J. Mundy 

The petitioner, Roy Den Hollander, requests that the respondent, Alina Shipilina, answer 
under oath, in accordance with Article 31 of the CPLR, the following interrogatories: 

1. State the full name, age, residence and post office addresses, home telephone numbers, 
business addresses and business telephone numbers and occupation for the man who 
telephoned Petitioner on behalf of Respondent in October 2001 and left a voicemail at 
Petitioner’s mobile telephone number stating the following: 

“Roy Den Hollander, how are you? This is John Madison calling on behalf of Angelina. 
Your ex or soon to be ex wife (inaudible). Now that she is getting new counsel, and 
mainly we’re going to challenge every answer to your filings, every aspect of this 
marriage, being that it originated in Russia. And basically try to understand that because 
of the fact that things didn’t work out, your malicious actions are basically going to be 
very carefully reviewed, not only by the proper authorities, but also under every ledger of 
the lawyer. We will challenge every single aspect of your filings and of this case. And I 
assure you one thing; we’re not going to basically keep our eyes closed to this issue. We 
are going to basically be looking at this very carefully, and we will challenge you on 
every aspect. I assure you of one thing on this arbitration hearing, I will be attending. 

And as far as everything else goes, I can tell you first hand with all due respect that I’m 
disgusted by the way you handled it. And quite frankly, I question every single bit of 
your motions and your filings. And, I assure you one thing, that this issue is definitely 
going to be an issue that you’re going to have to face up to reality on my friend. So as far 
as it goes, I will leave you with that. And I will try to reach you at home to see if you are 
there. 

But in the meantime, bear in mind that this case is not going to go basically with her 
lying down and being abused over this whole issue. And you trying to take advantage of 
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the situation and try to claim all these (laughter) basic unfounded claims against her. 
Which basically have no foundation whatsoever. On the other hand, it really reflects on 
you on how you’ve handled this, and that a lot of your issues are very questionable. So, 
never the less, I will be trying to get in touch with you and have yourself a nice day.” 


2. State the full name, age, residence and post office addresses, home telephone numbers, 
business addresses and business telephone numbers and occupation for the man who 
telephoned Petitioner on behalf of Respondent in February 2002 and left a voicemail at 
Petitioner’s mobile telephone number stating the following: 

“Mr. Hollander, this is John Pierre, and I left you a message earlier on. And I did speak 
with you but apparently for whatever reason, you obviously weren’t available to talk. 

I’m giving you a courtesy phone call. 

I’m going to tell you to cease and desist with your actions against Angelina. I will tell 
you right now that what you’re doing, I know everything about you. I know exactly what 
you have been doing and your past history and your record. I know everything about you 
sir. 

I liked to explain to you what’s going to happen. If you continue harassing and making 
this girl’s life miserable, I will promise you that everything under the law and under my 
ability to do so under the law, I will pursue you in every way shape and form imaginable 
under the law, and make sure that justice is done because right now you disgust me. As a 
human being, I am just so disgusted with everything about you and what you’ve done to 
this girl. More than some pathetic form of display of inhuman treatment—you’ve gone 
beyond that sir. I’m very much available! And let me tell you something that I am 
extremely well known in this city, and I know everything about you. You better get your 
act together, and I am telling you this under fairness and courtesy—cease and desist with 
what you are doing to this girl and her family and the way you try to (affect) her in her 
country. Because you, my friend, are right now going to be under investigation if I hear 
one more word that this is happening. And it’s not going to be by me, but the federal 
government. And you at this point in time have crossed several boundaries that cause for 
a lot of red flags to (wave) in the air my friend. 

So, quite frankly, right now I would be basically on my good behavior. All I’m telling 
you do the right thing Mr. Hollander, it obviously is the best thing to do. Be human and 
be courteous and understanding of other people’s feelings and their lives. I think you 
guys are over and done with. That’s it—leave her alone! Have a nice day.” 
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3. State the full name, age, residence and post office addresses, home telephone numbers, 
business addresses and business telephone numbers and occupation for the man who 
telephoned Petitioner on behalf of Respondent in March 2002 and stated the following: 

Mr. Hollander, this is John Pierre calling on behalf of Angelina. I told you before to 
cease and desist with your legal actions. I’m warning you do not testify before the INS or 
we will meet. (In the background, I heard Alina say ‘About my mother and the 
prosecutor.’) And do not try to get the case in Russia reopened. We’re watching you, 
have a nice day. 


4. State the nature of the relationship between the Respondent and the men whose names 
were answered in Interrogatories 1, 2 and 3 above. 


5. State when, where, how and under what circumstances Respondent met the men whose 
names were answered in Interrogatories 1,2 and 3 above. 
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6. State the full name, address and telephone numbers of anyone and everyone 
Respondent talked with regarding any of the telephone calls cited in Interrogatories 1,2 
and 3 above. 


7. State all names Respondent has used since 1996, where used and the purpose for using 
such names. 


8. State whether Respondent has ever associated with any criminals in Russia, Cyprus, 
Italy, Mexico or America and when, where and with whom associated. 
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9. State reason or reasons Respondent went to the 114 th Police Precinct in March 2002 as 
concerns Petitioner. 


10. State with whom Respondent talked at the 114 th Police Precinct in March 2002 and 
the content of those discussions concerning Petitioner. 
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11. State what notice Respondent has of any United States Immigration and 
Naturalization investigations or proceedings concerning Respondent, the nature of the 
investigations or proceedings and when notified about them. 


PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that a copy of such answers must be served upon 
the undersigned within twenty (20) days after the service of these interrogatories. 

Dated: May 23, 2002 

New York, New York 

Roy Den Hollander 

545 East 14 th Street, Apt. 10D 

New York, NY 10009 

(212) 995 5201 


6 




FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


-x 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER, Petitioner, 

-against- 

ALINA SHIPILINA, Respondent, 


Docket No. 0-03570/02 
INTERROGATORIES 
JUDGE: JODY ADAMS 


■x 


To: Nicholas J. Mundy 

The petitioner, Roy Den Hollander, requests that the respondent, Alina Shipilina, answer 
under oath, in accordance with Article 31 of the CPLR, the following interrogatories: 

1. State your full name, age, residence and post office addresses, home telephone 
numbers, business addresses and business telephone numbers for the past four (4) years. 


2. State the names, telephone numbers and addresses of all employers, agents, clients, 
customers or any other person or entity that provided you with money and the amount or 
other economic benefit and the monetary value of such, including but not limited to 
material goods and travel, in return for your providing services that included but were not 
limited to prostitution, lap dancing, stripping or any other form of sexual activity as 
defined by New York State Penal Law Section 130 or sexual conduct as defined by New 
York State Penal Law Section 230 and displaying any portion or all of your body for 
video, digital or still pictures or a live audience from July 11, 2000, until the 
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present. Give the date, place, payment, expenses and nature of services provided for each 
provision of services and reason for termination. 


3. As to your present places of work, state: 
a. Name and address of owner and manager; 


b. Type of work perfonned, position held and nature of work or business in which you 
are engaged; 
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c. Amount of time you have been working at present jobs; 


d. Hours of work at each; 


e. Rate of pay or earnings, setting forth specifically your gross and net average weekly 
income, salary, wages, commissions, overtime pay, bonuses and gratuities and itemized 
expenses; 


Attach copies of all evidence of above payments and expenses, including pay stubs, W2 
forms, etc. for the past year. 

4. State and itemize all deductions from your gross weekly earnings or other emoluments, 
including but not limited to taxes, insurance, savings, loans, pensions, profit sharing, dues 
and stock options. 


5. State whether you have filed federal, state, local or other income tax returns during the 
last four (4) years with the appropriate tax authorities for any of the countries in which 
you earned income, including but not limited to the United States, Russia, Cyprus, 
Mexico and Italy. If so, indicate the years during which the same was filed and whether 
federal, state, local or other. If you have not filed a return or returns, state the reason or 
reasons why. 
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Attach copies of all such returns filed during the past four (4) years. 

6. Itemize all bank, stock or brokerage accounts, certificates of deposit, treasury bills, 
stock certificates, notes or mortgages in your name or in which you have an interest 
presently or have had an interest during the past four (4) years, stating for each: 

(a) The name and address of each bank, stock brokerage or other depository; 


(b) The balance in those accounts as of the date of the service of the summons in this 
action; 


(c) The present balance; 


(d) The source of funds for all deposits and purchases made in said accounts; 


(e) The name and address in which each account is registered, the account numbers and 
whether any individual, whether or not listed on said account, has an interest therein. 


(f) If you hold any stock certificates, notes, mortgages or commercial paper not included 
above, itemize them and state the number of shares, their value, the location of the 
certificate, note, mortgage or other commercial paper and the source of the funds used to 
acquire them. 
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Attach copies of the monthly statements of such accounts for the past four (4) years and 
copies of savings account books or savings books and check registers. 

5. State whether you have a safe deposit box or boxes either in your name individually, or 
in the name of a partnership, or corporation and to which you have access, stating the 
following: 

(a) The location of each box and box number; 


(b) The name in which it is registered and who, in addition to yourself, has access to each 
box; 


(c) List the contents of each box since the boxes were rented by you. If the contents have 
changed over the time of your access to the boxes, then for each box state the 
approximate date and nature of what was put in and taken from each box. 


7. If you have any cash in your possession or under your control in excess of $500.00, 
specify; 

(a) The amount of cash; 


(b) Where it is located; 


(c) The source of said cash. 


8. State whether you have made any gift of any money and/or personal property to 
friends, relatives or anyone else during the past four (4) years of a value in excess of 
$500.00. If so, state: 
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(a) The names and address of said person and the relationship of that person to you; 


(b) The nature and value of the gift or the amount of money given; 


(c) The date each gift was given; 


(d) The reason for such gift; 


(e) The source of the funds used to purchase such item. 


9. What is respondent’s current immigration status in the United States? 


10. State the names of the employees of Flash Dancers Topless Club with whom 
respondent associates and any of their telephone numbers if known. 


PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that a copy of such answers must be served upon 
the undersigned within twenty (20) days after the service of these interrogatories. 

Dated: 

New York, New York 
Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 th Street, Apt. 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995 5201 
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FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

=====================================X 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

-against- 
ALINA SHIPILINA, 


Petitioner 


Respondent. 


X 


Docket No. 0-03570/02 
AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT 

Assigned to 
Judge Jody Adams 


NICHOLAS J. MUNDY, ESQ., an attorney duly admitted to practice 
before the Courts of the State of New York, affirms the truth if 
the following matters: 

1. I am associated with the law firm of KUBA, MUNDY & 
ASSOCIATES, attorneys for the Respondent, and as such am fully 
familiar with the facts and circumstances herein. 

2. I make this affirmation in support of the Respondent's 
motion for a protective order, pursuant to CPLR § 3103. 

3. Pursuant to Uniform Rule § 2 02.17, I have attempted in 
good faith to resolve the issues raised in this motion without 
judicial intervention. However, at this time it has become clear 
that judicial intervention is required. 

4. The Petitioner ROY DEN HOLLANDER commenced this action 
against the Respondent to obtain a permanent order of protection. 
Petitioner alleges Respondent engaged in conduct that was intended 
to threaten and harass the Petitioner, and that he received a 
harassing telephone call from a male caller in which he heard the 
Respondent's voice in the background. A copy of the Petition is 







annexed as Exhibit A. 

5- The Respondent vehemently deny the Petitioner's 
allegations. 

6. The Petitioner has served demands for discovery and 
inspection, together with a first and second set of 
interrogatories. He has also served Subpoenas upon the Verizon and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). Copies of Petitioners 
various discovery demands and subpoenas are annexed hereto as 
Exhibit B. 

7. From the outset, it has appeared to your affiant's firm 
that the Petitioner's demands were outrageous in the context of 
this litigation, and were objectionable in many ways. 

8. Nonetheless, the Respondent, uninterested in protracted 
litigation and continuing legal fees, advised the undersigned that 
she preferred to resolve the instant proceeding forthwith by 
consenting to a one year order of protection by stipulation. Thus, 
Petitioner's outrageous discovery demands became mute. 

9. However, on July 2, 2002, before the Honorable Jody 
Adams, the Petitioner refused to accept a Stipulation granting him 
the very one year order of protection which he seeks, and demanded 
a full merits hearing. Thus, the instant motion for a protective 
order became necessary. 

10. It is apparent that this Court should issue an oi’der, 
pursuant to CPLR § 3103, protecting the Respondents from 
Petitioner's improper demands. 

11. The protective order is the Court's perpetual guard 
against discovery abuses." D. Siegel, New York Practice § 353 (2nd 



Ed., 1991) . 

12. On its own or on motion of any party or witness, the 
Court may, at any time, make a protective order denying, limiting, 
conditioning, or regulating the use of any disclosure device. The 
order shall be designed to prevent unreasonable annoyance, expense, 
embarrassment, disadvantage, or other prejudice to any person or 
the courts. CPLR § 3103(a). 

13. The broad terms of CPLR § 3103(a) indicate that the 

Court has discretion to make whatever protective order is 
appropriate under the particular circumstances. 

14. No time limit is provided for in CPLR § 3103 for making 
a motion to obtain a protective order. CPLR § 3103 states that the 
motion may be made "at any time". The exception is that as to 
certain items demanded (i.e., notices for discovery and inspection 
and physical exams, etc.) to which the motion should be made within 
ten days. CPLR § 3122. 

15. Nevertheless, the Courts have allowed the motion to be 
made at any time where the discovery demanded is palpably improper. 
See: e.g.. Wood v. Sardi's Restaurant, 47 AD2d 870, 366 NYS2d 150 
(1975) . 

16. On July 2, 2002, Respondent had every reason to believe 
that the instant proceeding was to be settled in it's entirety. 
The Petitioner's unreasonable refusal to stipulate to settlement 
wherein Respondent has agreed to a one year order of protection is 
additional evidence of the fact that Petitioner seeks only to 
harass and annoy the Respondent with continued litigation, and is 
the sole reason that this instant motion became necessary. 


17. In light of the foregoing, the motion should be 

entertained as to all discovery demanded by Petitioner. 
Furthermore, the mere making of the motion herein by Respondent has 
served to suspend disclosure of the matters in dispute. CPLR § 
3103 . 

18 - The Respondent 1 s position is that ALL of the 
Petitioner's demands are objectionable. While this may appear at 
first glance to be an unreasonable position, even a cursory review 
of the Petitioner's demands make it clear that this is indeed, a 
fact. His discovery demands are not only unduly burdensome and 
objectionable, they are offensive to the Respondent, and should be 
offensive to the Court. There can hardly be a greater example of 
discovery abuse before this Court. 

19. As an example of the blatant impropriety of the 
Petitioner's discovery demands and interrogatories the court should 
note that Petitioner has demanded, inter alia: 

• State what notice Respondent has of any United States 
Immigration and Naturalization investigations or proceedings 
concerning the Respondent, the nature of the investigations or 
proceedings and when notified about them. 

• State whether Respondent ha sever associated with any 
criminals in Russia, Cyprus, Italy, Mexico or America and when, 
where and with whom associated . 

20. Clearly, these demands are irrelevant, overbroad and 
unduly burdensome, and as previously stated herein, offensive. It 
would be waste of time to reproduce the objectionable demands made 
by the Petitioner in this motion, because as previously stated, 



EVERY REQUEST MADE BY 


THE PETITIONER IS OUTRAGEOUS AND 


OBJECTIONABLE. 

21. The information demanded and the tactics employed by the 
Petitioner amount to nothing more than harassment, and are thus 
improper. Indeed, they appear calculated to do nothing more than 
embarrass, annoy and harass the Respondent. Petitioner's demand 
for personal information that is irrelevant to these proceedings is 
actually shocking. 

22. The Petitioner has demanded, inter alia: copies of 
passports , police complaint reports filed by the Respondent, 
" model photo cards" , work schedules, credit card statements, 
" list of customers or clients for whom she engraved or engages in 
prostitution" . 

23. obviously, the Court can read through the demands, 
interrogatories and the notices and can see that they are palpably 
improper. They utilize the use of the words "any and all" and call 
for extraneous and unnecessary personal information. The are 
filled with innuendo and insult intended to embarrass the offend 
the Respondent in a public forum, such as naming her a prostitute. 

24. Much of the information demanded is so outrageous and 
palpably irrelevant as to constitute grounds for sanctions. 
Nevertheless, Respondents are not requesting sanctions, but rather 
are seeking to stop the harassment a this time > 

25. It is well established that proper procedure requires 
that a party first ascertain whether the requested materials exist 
and if so, whether they are arguably pertinent. Thereafter , the 
party serve a notice for discovery and inspection calling for the 



production of specifically identified dormmpnt-g _ Only at such time 
can the right to discover and inspect such documents be 

intelligently adjudicated. [See: Ribs v. Donovan, 21 AD2d 409, 
413-414, 250 NYS2d 818, 822-823, (1st Dept., 1984); Wood v. Sardi's 
Restaurant , 47 AD2d 870, 366 NYS2d 150 (1975); Agricultural v. 
Chemical, 462 NYS2d 667, 94 AD2d 671; 

26. This Court is vested with the authority to "regulate" 

the use of disclosure devices pursuant to the explicit wording of 
CPLR § 3103. See also, Barouh v. IBM, 76 AD2d 873, 429 NYS2d 33 

(2nd Dept., 1980). The court should do so, particularly where as 

here, substantial abuse would otherwise take place, and parties 
will be unduly burdened (in all likelihood for no reason). 

27. Simply put, the Petitioner's demands are without 

sufficient basis and are overbroad and unduly burdensome. They are 
offensive, and in many instances, shockingly outrageous and 
abusive. 

28. The Court can plainly see how onerous the demands are. 
They ask for information of such a personal nature, that there can 
be no doubt that they were simply drafted as a harassment tactic by 
the Petitioner. 

29. Burdensome, oppressive, and in many parts inappropriate 
interrogatories and requests for documents warrant a vacation of 
the interrogatories and requests, rather than pruning them. Aeron 
v. Chemco Intern., 498 NYS2d 49, 117 AD2d 573 (AD, 2nd Dept., 
1986) ; Spancrete Northeast v. Elite Associates , 539 NYS2d 441, 148 
AD2d 694 (AD, 2nd Dept., 1989); . 

30. No previous request for the relief prayed for herein has 



been made. 


31. Wherefore, for all the foregoing reasons, the 
Respondent's motion should be granted in its entirety. The 
Petitioner's discovery demands should be stricken in their entirety 
as per the CPLR, and the completion of discovery should take place 
in accordance with the Court's direction in its order. 


Dated: July 11, 2002 

New York, New York 





FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


x 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, Petitioner, 


-against- 


ALINA SHIPILINA, Respondent, 


Docket No. 0-03570/02 

AFFIRMATION IN 
OPPOSITION 

TO RESPONDENT’S 
MOTION FOR DISCOVERY 
PROTECTIVE ORDER 
AND VACATING DISCOVERY 
REQUESTS 


JUDGE: HELEN C. STRUM 
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STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

) ss.: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER, ESQ., an attorney duly admitted to practice law before the 

courts of the state of New York affirms the following to be true: 

1. That I am an attorney representing myself, Petitioner, in the above captioned matter 
and am fully familiar with all the facts and circumstances to which this affirmation 
pertains. 

2 . I submit this affirmation in opposition to Respondent’s motion for a protective order 
regarding discovery requests and vacating of discovery requests. 

Argument 

3. Discovery proceedings of the CPLR are applicable to Family Court proceedings. 
Russo v. Hardy . 1972, 68 Misc.2d 1057, 328 N.Y.S.2d 425. 

4. “CPLR 3101(a) broadly mandates full pre-trial disclosure by the parties of all matter 


or data that is material and necessary in the action....” New York Civil Practice , 
Weinstein Kom and Miller, Section 3101:03, page 31-14. 
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5. “The broad circumference of pretrial disclosure is enunciated in CPLR 3101 which in 
essence reflects legislative policy favoring the forthright exchange of information by 
parties in advance of trial in civil actions. That policy is implemented by the 
procedures set forth in CPLR 3102 pertaining to the disclosure menu and 
methodology embodied in CPLR 3102.” Id. at Section 3102.01, page 31-255. 

6. “CPLR 3102 does not specifically limit a party seeking disclosure to a choice of any 
one or more of the methods on its menu. There is no express limit on the number of 
times a device may be used.” Id., page 256. 

7. “The responding party no longer bears the burden of moving to strike interrogatories 
or demands for documents and things to which that party has an objection. Instead, 
under [CPLR 3103(a), 3122 and 3133], the responding party must within twenty days 
of service of the demand for production ‘serve a response which shall state with 
reasonable particularity the reasons for each objection,’ and within twenty days of the 
service of interrogatories, must serve ‘a copy of the answer to each interrogatory 
except one to which the party objects, in which event the reasons for the objection 
shall be stated with reasonable particularity.’” Id. Section 3103.07, pages 31-309, 

310 (emphasis added). 

8. The first set of discovery papers were served by mail on Respondent’s attorney, 
Nicholas J. Mundy, on May 17, 2002. See attached Exhibit 1 , Affidavit of Service. 
This beginning “flood” of papers, as characterized by Mr. Mundy, weighing 
significantly less than a pound, consisted of interrogatories, a request for inspection 
and copying of documents and notice for admissions. Under the CPLR, Mr. Mundy 
had until June 17, 2002, to provide answers to the interrogatories or merely note his 
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objections—overly broad, burdensome, intrusive, etc.—next the questions he 
believed inappropriate under Section 165 of the Family Court Act or CPLR 3101 et 
seq. As to the request for inspection, Mr. Mundy had until June 21, 2002, to produce 
the documents or, as with the interrogatories, merely note his objections. With the 
request for admissions, all Mr. Mundy needed to do was note “not admitted.” Mr. 
Mundy, however, chose to do nothing—not a telephone call, not a letter—nothing. 

He chose to ignore the rules of civil procedure and not even make an attempt to 
resolve the discovery issues without involving the Court. 

9. The second, even lighter, set of discovery papers was served by mail on May 24 and 
due June 24, 2002. See attached Exhibit 2 , Affidavit of Service. These papers 
consisted of eleven interrogatories on six sheets of paper. Once again Mr. Mundy did 
nothing and made no attempt to resolve the issues without motion practice. 

10. Petitioner filed three motions to compel Mr. Mundy to play by the rules of discovery. 
Two other motions to compel discovery from non-parties were directed at the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and Verizon in an effort to discover the identity of the man 
making the threatening telephone calls to Petitioner at the instigation of Respondent. 

11. Had Petitioner not filed the motions to compel discovery from Respondent, Mr. 
Mundy would have most assuredly argued to the court that Petitioner’s silence 
constituted relinquishment of his right to discovery. As witnessed at the July 2, 2002, 
proceeding, Mr. Mundy’s arguments appear to carry great weight with the Court 
when before even providing the Petitioner a meaningful hearing on his motions to 
compel discovery, the Court decided Petitioner’s discovery requests intrusive and 
instructed Mr. Mundy to file a motion for a protective order—no doubt the motion 
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will be granted. As such, the filing of the motion papers for a protective order 
appears more a matter of form than substance, since the Court in its own words has 
already made its decision. 

12. The court’s articulation of its discovery decision came at the beginning of the hearing 
when the court first addressed Mr. Mundy even though the issue involved the 
Petitioner’s motions to compel discovery, which normally infers the court would have 
initiated the proceeding by questioning Petitioner. But of course, the court has wide 
discretion. Still the tenor, flow and length of the court’s discussion with Mr. Mundy 
appeared to Petitioner as a continuation of previous ex parte talks. Before the hearing 
began, Mr. Mundy had been situated in the courtroom while Petitioner was instructed 
to wait in the hallway outside. The same situation occurred at the May 6, 2002, 
preliminary conference where Mr. Mundy also had free ingress and egress to the 
courtroom while the pro se Petitioner did not. 

13. In any event, when a court considers a motion for a protective order, it will normally 
assume that the allegations of the pleadings are true. Green v. Sleznick. 220 A.D. 12, 
221 N.Y.S. 63 (4 th Dept. 1927); Balducci v. Zenner . 203 Misc. 40, 113 N.Y.S.2d 178 
(Sup. Ct. Onondoga Co. 1951). 

14. Mr. Mundy makes in his Notice of Motion and Affirmation a number of 
misrepresentations, dissemblances, half-truths and prevarications in a sophistic effort 
to obfuscate Petitioner’s allegations and the facts in order to mislead the Court. 

15. In the third paragraph of Respondent’s Notice of Motion, Mr. Mundy says, “A good 
faith attempt has been made to resolve these issues without motion practices...” and 
in paragraph 3 of Respondent’s Affirmation, Mr. Mundy says, “I have attempted in 
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good faith to resolve the issues in this motion without judicial intervention.” Mr. 
Mundy’s “good faith attempt” consisted of doing nothing in violation of the CPLR 
3103(a), 3122 and 3133. 

16. Paragraph 4 of Mr. Mundy’s Affirmation dissembles by implying Petitioner received 
only one threatening and harassing telephone call when the Petition cited by Mr. 
Mundy clearly states “several”. 

17. In paragraph 8 of Mr. Mundy’s Affirmation, he falsely implies that Petitioner made 
his discovery requests while a settlement offer was pending. Nothing could be further 
from the truth. On May 6, 2002, the Court made an offer to Mr. Mundy in open court 
for his client to agree to a one-year protection order against Respondent—Mr. Mundy 
refused. Petitioner served his discovery requests on May 17 and 24, 2002. It wasn’t 
until fifteen minutes before the July 2, 2002, hearing that Petitioner learned of the 
settlement offer when Judge Sturm’s law clerk told Petitioner that Mr. Mundy was 
offering a one-year order of protection with no admissions by Respondent. Petitioner 
exercised his constitutional right and did not accept the belated offer. 

18. Paragraph 9 of Mr. Mundy’s Affirmation misrepresents and misleads when it states 
“Petitioner refused to accept a Stipulation granting him the very one year order of 
protection he seeks....” Here Mr. Mundy failed to state the full details of the 
settlement offer that included Respondent not admitting to any wrong doing, which 
would make the order in this situation a meaningless deterrent, since it concerns a 
respondent steeped in the culture of Chechnya where she grew up and one who will 
most likely use her many homeland connections to carry out the threats 
communicated to Petitioner. 
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19. A one-year order of protection with out admission of wrong doing fails to provide 
sufficient protection for Petitioner, since it also does not disclose the identity of the 
man making the telephone calls. The man, as FBI agent Vadim Thomas opined, is 
probably an organized crime member that works at “Flash Dancer Topless Club”, 
which is the very same club where Respondent has worked as a stripper for the past 
two years. 

20. Mr. Mundy also failed to note in his deceptive efforts to discredit Petitioner’s refusal 
of a settlement offer that the Family Court has the power to grant a three-year order of 
protection when there is exposure of Petitioner to physical injury. 

21. If Mr. Mundy would listen to the two audiotapes in his possession of two of the 
threatening telephone calls made to Petitioner, even he would conclude that they 
carry the threat of physical injury. Add in the common knowledge among 
international law enforcement officials and private security and intelligence firms that 
deal with Chechnya and Russia (Petitioner served as Acting Country Manager of 
Russia for Kroll Associates) and any reasonable person would conclude that threats 
originating from a Russian with money, Respondent earns tax free an estimated 
$12,000 or more a month, require an effective deterrence. 

22. It is difficult to convey to the Court the matter-of-fact brutality and utter disregard for 
court decisions that constitute business as usual in Russia and Chechnya. Disputes 
are more likely to be resolved with money and guns than by the courts in these two 
intertwined cultures. Unfortunately, many immigrants bring with them to America 
their traditional ways for handling disputes. Respondent has both the means in terms 
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of money and the connections with Russian and Chechen organized crime to employ 
traditional Russian and Chechen methods to achieve her ends. 

23. A settlement that provides for a two or three year protective order where it is on the 
record that Respondent admits to her intent, reasons and actions taken in arranging for 
some man to make the threatening telephone calls will provide sufficient deterrence 
to protect Petitioner from Respondent hiring some Russian or Chechen hoodlum who 
charges the going rate of $5,000, plus airfare and hotel expenses, for disposing of a 
foreigner because the FBI will have a record sufficient for them to act upon. Such a 
settlement would also avoid protracted litigation and continuing legal fees. 

24. Mr. Mundy’s Affirmation arrogantly argues that Petitioner had no right to refuse Mr. 
Mundy’s settlement. Since it is Petitioner and not Mr. Mundy who has been 
threatened with the clear message of grave bodily harm, Petitioner, and not Mr. 
Mundy, has at least some right to decide whether a settlement offer is more likely to 
effectively deter Respondent in the future so that Petitioner may be restored to the 
peace of mind and freedom from fear he possessed before these threats began in 
October 2001. 

25. Mr. Mundy’s Affirmation regularly omits pertinent facts such as in paragraph 16 
where it states, “On July 2, 2002, Respondent had every reason to believe that the 
instant proceeding was to be settled in its entirety.” Mr. Mundy, apparently prone to 
hyperbole, failed to state any of the “every reason” that led Respondent to expect a 
settlement. 

26. Also in paragraph 16, Mr. Mundy refers to “additional evidence” that Petitioner is 
trying to harass Respondent, but Mr. Mundy fails to provide any. Mr. Mundy has 
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apparently forgotten the issue in this case is threatening and harassing telephone calls 
made to Petitioner. Petitioner’s exercise of his constitutional right to petition an 
American court for protection from an alien resident and her associates is not 
harassment. 

27. Mr. Mundy verbalizes his mask of righteous indignation at Petitioner’s discovery 
requests by calling them “outrageous” in paragraph 7 of his affirmation. If they were 
so outrageous, why didn’t he respond as provided for under CPLR 3103 (a), 3122 and 
3133 rather than doing nothing that necessitated Petitioner to file motions to compel? 

28. Mr. Mundy didn’t respond because he wanted to avoid any discovery whatsoever, as 
he admits in paragraph 18 of his Affirmation—a not very subtle way of violating 
Petitioner’s rights under the CPLR and thwarting legislative policy. Mr. Mundy goes 
so far in his twisted logic for preventing all discovery that the standard he advocates 
for the Court to use in determining the appropriateness of a discovery request is to 
make a “cursory review” of the demands and then throw them all out. 

29. Furthermore, Mr. Mundy cites old law in paragraph 25 of his affirmation relying on 
Rios v. Donovan, 21 AD2d 409, 250 N.Y.S.2d 818 (1st Dept 1964) for the rule that a 
notice for discovery and inspection must call “for the production of specifically 
identified documents .” (Emphasis by Mr. Mundy) According to New York Civil 
Practice , Weinstein, Korn and Miller, Section 3120.17, page 31-494, in 1993, CPLR 
3120 (a)(1) was amended to eliminate the requirement that the notice to produce 
documents specifically identify the documents being requested . (Emphasis by 
Petitioner) 
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30. Mr. Mundy’s objections are clearly overbroad in that he objects to every demand 
without any specificity and provides only conclusory statements that merely 
regurgitate a litany of adjectives without providing any argument as to why the 
adjectives apply. 

31. Mr. Mundy only provides a small number of examples of what he considers are 
improper discovery requests by Petitioner. 

32. In paragraph 19 of Mr. Mundy’s Affirmation he objects to Petitioner’s interrogatory 
concerning Respondent’s notice of United States Immigration and Naturalization 
Proceedings (INS) concerning her. Petitioner alleges that part of the purpose for at 
least two of the three threatening telephone calls was to prevent him from providing 
information to the INS. If Respondent is the subject of an INS investigation or 
proceeding than that provides one bit of evidence towards showing that Respondent 
had a motive for instigating the threatening telephone calls. 

33. Also in paragraph 19 is Mr. Mundy’s objection to whether Respondent associated 
with any criminals in Russia (which technically includes Chechnya), Cyprus, Italy, 
Mexico or America. Respondent worked as a prostitute in all of the first four 
countries and apparently in America. (The truth, sadly, is what it is, and Petitioner is 
willing to provided proof.) The netherworld of the sex industry commonly includes 
organized criminals who make threats and break bones as part of their trade. If 
Respondent regularly associates with such persons, then that provides a piece of 
evidence towards showing means in that Respondent had access to the type of people 
who make a living, in part, from threatening others. 
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34. In paragraphs 21-23 & 28, Mr. Mundy once again throws about conculsory 
statements in an effort to pander to false gender stereotypes in order to rally the Court 
with knee jerk emotionalism against Petitioner’s requests for infonnation that Mr. 
Mundy characterizes as “personal” along with other descriptions for which he 
provides no support. 

35. Mr. Mundy only revealed a handful of specific objections concerning requests for 
what he calls “personal” information, the parameters of which he didn’t define, but 
apparently believes include any information concerning Respondent’s means, motives 
and activities in conspiring to threaten Petitioner with grave bodily harm. Mr. Mundy 
seeks to set a new standard for discovery whereby the mere invocation of the word 
“personal” bans all discovery of relevant evidence. 

36. Mr. Mundy specifically objects to the following requests as improper because they 
concern “personal” information: 

a. Copies of passports and model photo cards. In the threatening telephone 
calls, the man making the threats always starts by saying he is “calling on 
behalf of Angelina.” Respondent’s full legal name is Alina Alexandrovna 
Shipilina, but when she began working as a prostitute and lap dancer she 
adopted the stage name “Angelina”. Logically, Petitioner needs to 
provide evidence that Respondent uses the name Angelina. Since 
Respondent has two Russian passports, one for traveling to the United 
States and another for other travels, this second passport may show her 
name as “Angelina”. In addition, Respondent had model photo cards shot 
using the name “Angelina”. 
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b. Work schedules and list of customers. Respondent works five nights a 
week as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers Topless Club. The club issues a 
work schedule to each stripper on a weekly basis. The average lap dancer 
nets $500 a night at Flash Dancers for $10,500 a month. Exhibit 3. Club 
Reviews by Dancers, which infers Respondent has the cash to hire a 
hoodlum to make and carry out threats. The income from Respondent’s 
prostitution clients also infers means. 

c. List of customers. Logically, there exists a significant likelihood that the 
man making the threatening telephones is one of Respondents customers. 

d. Credit card statements. May show a series of payments to a “doing 
business as” that is the man making the threatening telephone calls. 

37. Petitioner did not think about requesting sanctions until Mr. Mundy raised the issue in 
paragraph 24 of his Affirmation. Mr. Mundy’s palpably outrageous and improper 
conduct in stonewalling the discovery process by intentionally doing nothing after he 
received Petitioner’s discovery requests violated CPLR 3103(a), 3122 and 3133 
which constitutes grounds for sanctions. Nevertheless, Petitioner is not requesting 
sanctions, but rather discovery of all data material and necessary for Petitioner to 
obtain a meaningful order of protection that will dispel the ever-present fear and 
danger of physical harm from some shadowy figure that telephones “on behalf of 
Angelina”. 
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38. Wherefore, for all the foregoing reasons, the Court should not deny Petitioner the 
right to conduct discovery by vacating all of Petitioner’s discovery demands. 


Dated: July 17, 2002 

New York, New York 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 th Street, Apt. 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
212 995 5201 
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At a Term of the Family Court of 
the State of New York, held in 
and for the County of New York, 

60 Lafayette Street, New York, New York, 

on ' \j 0- H — 


P R H S E N T: 

MON. HELEN C. S TURM 
Judge of the Family Court 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Against- 


Petitioner, 


ALINA SHIPILINA 


Respondent. 


ORDER DIRECTING DISCOVERY 


Docket No.: 0-03570/02 


STURM, J: 

Based upon the submissions of the parties and the applicable law, it is hereby 
ORDERED that Petitioner’s Motion to Compel Discovery is granted with respect to: 

Document Requests 

1) Document request number six seeking complaints Respondent filed with the New 

York City Police Department since January 1.2002. 

2) Document request number 10 seeking originals or copies of telephone billing 

records for the numbers 718-274-4902 and 917-374-4713 for October 2001, February 

2002, and March 2002 if Respondent in fact has these documents. 

Interrogatories 

1) Interrogatory item one of Interrogatory Set Two seeking the name and other 
identifying information about the man who allegedly left Petitioner a message in 
October 2001. 

2) Interrogatory item two of Interrogatory Set Two seeking the name and other 
identifying information about the man who allegedly left Petitioner a message in 
February 2002. 





3) Interrogatory item three of Interrogatory Set Two seeking the name and other 
identifying information about the man who allegedly left Petitioner a message in 
March 2002. 

4) Interrogatory item four of Interrogatory Set Two inquiring as to the nature of 
Respondent’s relationship with these individuals. 

5) Interrogatory item five of Interrogatory Set Two inquiring as to conversations 
Respondent has had regarding the alleged telephone calls prior to the date of 
Petitioner’s request for an Order of Protection. 

Petitioner’s Motion to Compel Discovery is denied with respect to all other items not 
specified above. 

ORDERED that Respondent provide Petitioner with the requested information by August 

2 , 2002 . 



Dated: New York, N.Y. 
July , 2002 


HELEN C. STURM 
Judge of the Family Court 


FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER, Docket No.: 0-03570/02 


Petitioner, 


-against- 

ALINA SHIPILINA, 


Respondent’s Response 
to Petitioner’s Notice for 
Discovery & Inspection 
and Interrogatories 


Respondent. 

Pursuant to Article 31 of the CPLR and the Order Directing Discovery by 
the Honorable Helen C. Sturm, dated July 29, 2002, the Respondent, ALINA 
SHIPILINA, responds to the Petitioner’s Notice for Discovery and Inspection, and 
Interrogatories, as set forth herein (for purposes of this response the answers 
contained herein shall correspond to the numbered questions as set forth in the 


Order dated July 29. 2002): 


Document Requests 

i 

1. Without waiver of any rights to supplement this response up to and 
at the time of trial, Respondent states that she is not aware of any complaints 
Respondent filed with the New York City Police Department since January 1, 
2002 . 

2. At this time, Respondent is not in possession of any originals or 
copies of telephone billing records for the numbers 718-274-4902 and 917-374- 
4713 for October 2001, February 2002, and March 2002. However, the 



Respondent reserves her right to supplement such response up to and at the 
time of trial. 

Interrogatories 

1. Without waiver of any rights to supplement this response up to and 
at the time of trial, the Respondent denies information and/or knowledge with 
lespect to the full name, age, residence and post office addresses, home 
telephone numbers, businesses addresses and business telephone numbers 
and occupation for the man who allegedly telephoned Petitioner on behalf of 
Respondent in October 2001 and left a voicemail at Petitioner’s mobile 
telephone number. 

2. Without waiver of any rights to supplement this response up to and 
at the time of trial, the Respondent denies information and/or knowledge with 
respect to the full name, age, residence and post office addresses, home 
telephone numbers, businesses addresses and business telephone numbers 
and occupation for the man who allegedly telephoned Petitioner on behalf of 
Respondent in February 2002 and left a voicemail at Petitioner's mobile 
telephone number. 

3. Without waiver of any rights to supplement this response up to and 
at the time of trial, the Respondent denies information and/or knowledge with 
respect to the full name, age, residence and post office addresses, home 
telephone numbers, businesses addresses and business telephone numbers 


and occupation for the man who allegedly telephoned Petitioner on behalf of 
Respondent in March 2002. 

4. Without waiver of any rights to supplement this response up to and 
at the time of trial, the Respondent denies information and/or knowledge with 
respect to the relationship between the Respondent and the men who allegedly 
telephoned the Petitioner as alleged in Interrogatory item one, two and three of 
Interrogatory Set Two. 

5. Without waiver of any rights to supplement this response up to and 
at the time of trial, the Respondent denies that she has had any conversations 
regarding the alleged telephone calls prior to the date of Petitioners request for 
an Order of Protection. 


Dated: July 31, 2002 

New York, New York 





KUBA, MUNDY& ASS( 

By: Paulette DeTiberiis, Esq. 


IATES - 


AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF CHALLENGE TO THE VOTER REGISTRATION OF 

THE RUSSIAN ALIEN: ALINA SHIPILINA 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

) ss.: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

I, Roy Den Hollander, residing at 545 East 14 th Street, New York, N.Y., a self employed 

consultant, being duly sworn, deposes and says that based upon personal knowledge: 

1. Alina Shipilina, residing at 28-15 34 th Street, Apartment 4H, Astoria, N.Y., 11103, Board 
of Elections registration serial number 305023386 is not a United States citizen. See 
attached Exhibit 1 , copy of Ms. Shipilina’s alien registration card. 

2. Alina Shipilina violated New York State Election Law 5-102(1) and 5-210(6) by falsely 
swearing or affirming that she was a citizen of the United States when she registered to 
vote on February 22, 2001. See attached Exhibit 2 , certified copy of Ms. Shipilina’s New 
York Voter Registration. 

3. Affiant married Ms. Shipilina in Krasnodar, Russia, in March 2000, see attached Exhibit 
3, Marriage Certificate and translation, and brought her to America on July 10, 2000, 
when upon entry Ms. Shipilina obtained conditional permanent residency status from the 
United States Immigration and Naturalization Service. Conditional permanent residency 
status normally lasts for two years, see attached Exhibit 1 expiration date of July 10, 

2002 . 

4. When Ms. Shipilina registered to vote in February 2001, she was still a conditional 
pennanent resident and not a United States citizen. 

5. In fact, Ms. Shipilina is still not a United States citizen. Affiant and Ms. Shipilina 
divorced in December 2001, see attached Exhibit 4 . Divorce Judgment, which caused her 
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conditional permanent residency status to tenninate under the Aliens and Nationality law 


8 U.S.C. 1186a(b)(l)(A)(ii). /S/ 


Roy Den Hollander 

I do solemnly swear or affirm that the foregoing statement made by me on August 7, 2002, is a 
truthful disclosure of the reasons for my belief that the registered voter therein named is not 
qualified to continue to be registered in the election district in which she is now registered.” 

/S/ 


Roy Den Hollander 


Witness 
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SHIPILINA,ALINA 


11/10/75F 


28-15 34TH ST 4H 

ASTORIA . NY 11103 ***QUEE*** 


.. 

- ■.M'ifith the Board or Elections.) 


MV*44 (6/00) " NEW YORK STATE VOTER REG.ci^ • ...• 

• . , {Complete set# 11 you want to register to veto arclvinoo your addrosi, ^ • ‘ tho Board oi Elections.) 

If you register to vote, your completed voter registration application will be sent directly to the. Board of Elections. If you decline to register, 
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Page: 1 Document Name: untitled 


NO VOTING HISTORY RECORDS FOUND FOR VOTER: 305023386 
08/02/02 11:15 ELECTION ADMINISTRATION SYSTEM QUEENS EAXPV010 

VOTER REGISTRATION INQUIRY 


SERIAL NO: 

FULL NAME: 

STREET: 

CITY/ZIP: 

DOB: 

SEX: 

US CITIZEN: 

C/O NAME: 

VTR POLL SITE: Q0139 
MAILING ADDRESS 


305023386 
SHIPILINA, ALINA 
28-15 34 STREET 

L.I. CITY 11103 
11/10/1975 
F EYE COLOR: 

Y HEIGHT: 


4H 


STATUS: A AS OF 03/02/2001 
ED/AD: 039/36 NH: 
ENROLLMENT: R REPUBLICAN 
REGISTRATION DATE: 03/02/2001 
FUTURE ENROLLMENT: 

ENROLLMENT ACT DATE: 00/00/0000 
VOTER TYPE: R REGULAR 
DATE LAST VOTED: 00/00/0000 
EXPECT SIG: N 
POLL SITE INFORMATION 


LINE 1: 

LINE 2: 

LINE 3: 

LINE 4: 

DISTRICT INFORMATION 

CD: 14 SD: 12 CO: 22 


SITE NUM/NAME: Q0139 PS 17 

NUM/STREET: 28-37 29 STREET 30 AVE ENT 
CITY/ZIP: L.I. CITY 11102 
HANDICAPPED: A STATUS: A ACTIVE SITE 
ABSENTEE INFORMATION: _ (Y/N) OLD EDAD 

CC: 01 LD: SCH DIST: 30 036/36 


PF1 = MENU 
PF5 = RESTORE 


PF2 = DUP-ID 
PF9 = HISTORY 


PF3 = PROMPT 
PF10 = ACTIVITY 


PF4 = PREV 
PF12 = SHOW-SIG 


THIS IS A cem IFIED COMP!'■ R PRINTOUT 
V. OF THc VOTERS R' JD 

.. “ - 
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BOARD OF ELECTIONS 


#840 


MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 
COMMISSIONERS OF ELECTIONS 
HELD ON TUESDAY, MARCH 25, 2003 
AT 1:30 P.M. 

42 BROADWAY, 6 th FLOOR EVS CONFERENCE ROOM 
NEW YORK, NY 10004 

PRESENT: Nancy Mottola-Schacher, President 

Mark B. Herman, Secretary 

Commissioners Cilmi, Graham, Kellner, O’Connor, Weiner 

John Ravitz, Executive Director 
George Gonzalez, Deputy Executive Director 
Pamela Perkins, Administrative Manager 
Naomi Bernstein, Director of Communications 
John O’Grady, Chief Voting Machine Technician 
Beth Fossella, Coordinator, Voter Registration 
Virginia Busti, Coordinator of Election Day Operations 
Joseph LaRocca, Coordinator, Candidate Records Unit 
Pablo Martinez, Computer Programmer 
Elliott Borack, ACCO 

Steven B. Denkberg, Counsel to Commissioners 
Charles Webb, III, Counsel to the Commissioners 

Guests 

Dave Palmer, NYPIRG 
Marjorie Shea 
Alan Flacks 

Joan McDougal, Women’s City Club 
Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 


President Mottola-Schacher called the meeting to order at 1:35 P.M. 
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BOARD OF ELECTIONS 


employees and draft appropriate revisions to the Board’s policies and 
procedures manual. President Mottola-Schacher seconded the motion, 
which was adopted by a vote of 6 in favor and 1 abstention-Commissioner 
Herman. 

The Step III, Grievance for Equal Pay, item was tabled until April 8 th 

2003. 

Mr. Richman requested that the Commissioners make a determination 
regarding Alina Shipilina, who filed a registration form with the Board, and 
falsely claimed to be a Unite d States citizen. Mr. Hollander stated that Ms. 
Shipilina a Russian immigrant, filed the false registration in violation of the 
New York State Election Law and Federal Law, with the intent to obtain a 
non-driver ID to acquire identification to obtain a United States passport, to 
prevent INS from deporting her. Mr. Hollander requested that the 
Commissioners refer Ms. Shipilina to the District Attorney for prosecution. 
Commissioner Weiner moved to refer the case to the United States District 
in the Eastern District of New York, and to the Queens County District 
Attorney for prosecution. Commissioner Graham seconded the motion, 
which was adopted unanimously. 

Regarding the status of the 2003 Community School Board Elections, 
Mr. Richman reported that as of March 24 th 2003, the city has not received a 
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VIA EXPRESS MAIL 


March 27, 2003 

Honorable Richard A. Brown 
District Attorney 
County of Queens 
125-01 Queens Blvd. 

Kew Gardens, NY 11415 

Dear District Attorney Brown: 

I am writing to you pursuant to a resolution duly adopted by the 
Commissioners of the Board of Elections in the City of New York at their 
public meeting held on Tuesday, March 25, 2003. 

By letter dated March 13, 2003, Roy Den Hollander, an attorney admitted 
to the practice of law in the State of New York requested that the 
Commissioners of Elections refer the matter of Alina Shipilina ’s illegal 
registration as a voter, since she was not a United States Citizen. Mr. 
Hollander also appeared at the Commissioners’ March 25 th meeting and 
requested the Commissioners refer this matter to the appropriate 
prosecutors. 

By way of background, Mr. Hollander, who claims to have been married to 
Ms. Shipilina and subsequently divorced. Mr.Hollander filed an affidavit 
with the Board in August of last year, pursuant to the provisions of the New 
York State Election Law, challenging the voter registration of Ms. Shipilina. 
Under the Election Law, the Board’s Queens office conducted a review of 





this matter and in December 2002, cancelled Ms. Shipilina’s voter 
registration, listing as the reason, she is not a United States Citizen. 

I am enclosing herewith all the materials submitted by Mr. Hollander that 
was presented to the Commissioners at the March 25, 2003 meeting. 

Following said presentations, the Commissioners directed that this matter 
be referred to both the District Attorney of Queens County and the United 
States Attorney for the Eastern District of New York for their appropriate 
investigation, review and action. That resolution results in this formal letter 
of referral. 

As always, the Board of Elections in the City of New York stands ready to 
cooperate and assist your office as you conduct your investigation and 
review. If you have any questions or require any information, please 
contact me at my office (address and telephone number printed above). 

On behalf of the Commissioners of Elections in the City of New York, I want 
to thank you in advance for your cooperation and assistance in this matter. 


Very truly yours, 


THE BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
IN THE (ffUf OFJMEW^YQRK, 



General Counsel 


Enclosures 


Copies (without enclosures): 

The Commissioners of Elections in the City of New York 
John Ravitz, Executive Director 
George Gonzalez, Deputy Executive Director 
Pamela Perkins, Administrative Manager 
Naomi Bernstein, Director of Communications 
Steven Denkberg, Counsel to the Commissioners 
v Charles Webb, Counsel to the Commissioners 
Barbara Conacchio, Chief Clerk, Queens Office 
Katherine A. James, Deputy Chief Clerk, Queens Office 
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VIA EXPRESS MAIL 


March 27, 2003 

Honorable Roslynn R. Mauskopf 
United States Attorney for the 
Eastern District of New York 
One Pierrepont Plaza 
147 Pierrepont Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 

Dear United States Attorney Mauskopf: 

I am writing to you pursuant to a resolution duly adopted by the 
Commissioners of the Board of Elections in the City of New York at their 
public meeting held on Tuesday, March 25, 2003. 

By letter dated March 13, 2003, Roy Den Hollander, an attorney admitted 
to the practice of law in the State of New York requested that the 
Commissioners of Elections refer the matter of Alina Shipilina ’s illegal 
registration as a voter, since she was not a United States Citizen. Mr. 
Hollander also appeared at the Commissioners’ March 25 th meeting and 
requested the Commissioners refer this matter to the appropriate 
prosecutors. 

By way of background, Mr. Hollander, who claims to have been married to 
Ms. Shipilina and subsequently divorced. Mr.Hollander filed an .affidavit 
with the Board in August of last year, pursuant to the provisions of the New 
York State Election Law, challenging the voter registration of Ms. Shipilina. 
Under the Election Law, the Board’s Queens office conducted a review of 







this matter and in December 2002, cancelled Ms. Shipilina’s voter 
registration, listing as the reason, she is not a United States Citizen. 

I am enclosing herewith all the materials submitted by Mr. Hollander that 
was presented to the Commissioners at the March 25, 2003 meeting. 

Following said presentations, the Commissioners directed that this matter 
be referred to both the District Attorney of Queens County and the United 
States Attorney for the Eastern District of New York for their appropriate 
investigation, review and action. That resolution results in this formal letter 
of referral. 

As always, the Board of Elections in the City of New York stands ready to 
cooperate and assist your office as you conduct your investigation and 
review. If you have any questions or require any information, please 
contact me at my office (address and telephone number printed above). 

On behalf of the Commissioners of Elections in the City of New York, I want 
to thank you in advance for your cooperation and assistance in this matter. 


Very truly yours, 


ID OF ELECTIONS 



iven Fh Richt 
General Counsel 


Enclosures 


Copies (without enclosures): 

The Commissioners of Elections in the City of New York 
John Ravitz, Executive Director 
George Gonzalez, Deputy Executive Director 
Pamela Perkins, Administrative Manager 
Naomi Bernstein, Director of Communications 
Steven Denkberg, Counsel to the Commissioners 
\ Charles Webb, Counsel to the Commissioners 
Barbara Conacchio, Chief Clerk, Queens Office 
Katherine A. James, Deputy Chief Clerk, Queens Office 
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RICO Case in the U.S. Southern District Court of New York 


Complaint 
Motion for Default 


Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss 
Joint Motion 
Flash Dancers Motion 
Detective Henning's Motion 

Paulsen’s Plead for Mercy 
Vasilyevas’ Letter to the Court 

Cvbertech’s Motion 
Bank of Cyprus’ Motion 

Opposition to Dismissal Motions 

Roy’s Opposition to Defendants Joint Motion 
Attorney Mundv’s Advertisement on Russian Ho Site 

Evidence of Petrovich Working for Mundv 

Roy’s Opposition to Cybertech’s Motion 

Roy’s Opposition to Bank of Cyprus Motion 

FBI Report on the Russian Mafia 

CIA and FBI Directors on the Russian Mafia 


Defendants' Replies 
Joint 

Flash Dancers 

Paulsen 

Bank of Cyprus 

The oral argument that never occurred. 

Motion to Strike Irrelevant and Prejudicial Matter in the Defendants' Papers 
Roy’s Motion to Strike 
Defendants’ Joint Opposition 

Roy’s Reply 

Status Conference before the new Judge: P. Kevin Castel 
Letter to Judge Castel from Angelina’s Lawyer 

Roy’s Reply to the Letter 
Defendants Proposed Status Report 

Roy’s Proposed Status Report 

Angelina’s Perjury 
Wisconsin Investigation 

Roy’s Letter to FBI Special Agent Babler 8.20.03 

Roy’s Interview of Zahnow 8.22.03 

Roy’s Interview of FBI Special Agent Babler 8.22.03 

Brookfield Police Threaten to Arrest Roy 8.25.03 

Roy Complains to FBI Director Mueller 8.28.03 

FBI General Counsel’s Response 1.5.04 

Roy’s Letter to FBI General Counsel 1.5.04 

FBI General Counsel’s Final Response 1.29.04 
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Supplemental Complaint Fight 

Roy’s Letter Requesting a Pre-Motion Conference 

Supplemental Complaint 

Mundv’s Opposition to Conference and Supplemental Complaint 

Roy’s Reply to Mundv’s Opposition 

Angelina’s Opposition to Conference and Supplemental Complaint 

Roy’s Reply to Angelina’s Opposition 

Judge Castel’s Decision 

Post Decision Motions 

Roy’s Response to Judge Castel’s Decision and Request for a Pre-Motion Conference to file Recusal and 

Reconsideration Motions 

Defendants’ Opposition to Pre-Motion Conference 

Roy’s Motion for Recusal of Judge Castel 

Roy’s Motion for Reconsideration of Judge Castel’s Decision 

Defendants’ Joint Opposition to Recusal and Reconsideration 

Flash Dancers’ Opposition to Recusal and Reconsideration 
Judge Castel’s Denials of Motions for Recusal and Reconsideration 

Roy's motion to recover service of process costs. 

Roy’s letter to Judge Castel requesting reimbursement costs. 

Flash Dancers Opposition 

Mundv’s Opposition 

Roy’s Replies 
Judge Castel’s Order 
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Appeal to the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 


Appeal Briefs 

Roy’s Appeal 
Mundv’s Opposition 
Flash Dancers Opposition 

Angelina’s Opposition 
Detective Pfenning's Opposition 

Roy’s Reply 

Roy's Motion to Strike Sections of Defendants' Briefs for Violating the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure 
Roy’s Letter Notifying the Second Circuit of the Motion to Strike 

Roy’s Motion to Strike 

Mundv’s Opposition 

Flash Dancers Opposition 

Detective Ffenning’s Opposition 

Roy’s Reply to Flash Dancers and Detective Ffenning 

Roy’s Reply to Mundv 

Roy’s Letter Objecting to the Second Circuit’s Failure to Decide the Motion to Strike 
Second Circuit’s Decision 


Flash Dancers Motion for Costs 

Roy’s Motion for Sanctions Against Flash Dancers and Opposition to Costs 

Flash Dancers Opposition to Sanctions and Reply for Costs 

Roy’s Reply to Flash Dancers Opposition to Sanctions 

Second Circuit Grants Flash Dancers Motion for Costs and Denies Sanctions 

Roy’s Petition for En Banc Hearing on the Grant of Costs to Flash Dancers 

Roy’s Motion to the Second Circuit to Make Case Manager Gibbs Docket the En Banc Petition 

Second Circuit’s Decision Directing Gibbs to Docket Roy’s En Banc Petition, which she refused. 

Roy’s letter to the Chief Judge of the Second Circuit requesting the En Banc Petition be docketed 

Second Circuit finally forces Case Manager Gibbs to docket the En Banc Petition- 

Second Circuit denies heaing on the En Banc Petition. 
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United States Supreme Court 

Roy’s Petition for a Writ of Certiorari 

Flash Dancers Opposition 

Roy’s Reply 

U.S. Supreme Court Denial of Certiorari 
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Been-Scammed Web Site Content 


Screen 1: 

Scammed by a Russian woman? 

Lost money? 

Want Justice? 

Join the beginning of a class action lawsuit against those involved in tricking American 
men into costly and harmful relationships with Russian women who are no more than liars, 
cheats and prostitutes. 

Screen 2: 

Have you been a victim of a fraudulent Russian dating, introduction or marriage service 
whether through a web site, magazine, newspaper or Russian model agency? 

Have you suffered financial loss, emotional distress or other harm as a result of using one 
of these services? 

Have you been taken advantage of by a Russian female? 

If you have, then find out whether you qualify to join a class action lawsuit to recover 
your losses and any damages caused you. Any recovery might be tripled depending on the legal 
nature of the claim. Millions of dollars could be at stake. 

The law firm of Roy Den Hollander is looking for victims of these Russian organizations, 
and their American accomplices, that promise honest relationships with beautiful, wholesome 
Russian women but end up with the American man defrauded of his money and time. 

Perhaps one of the following has happened to you: 

• Met a Russian girl on the Internet. After weeks of great emails, she said she was poor 

and asked to borrow money for food using my master card number. At first it was $50 



and $100 dollars, but as I cared more and more for her, she started taking up to $1000. I 
told her I couldn’t afford that, but she said “too bad,” then “goodbye.” 

Shelled out over $20,000 for what I thought would be a loving Russian wife. Traveled to 
meet her in Russia, had a great time, everyone was so nice to me, and I fell in love. 
Brought her back to the US for a visit, and all she wanted to do was lay around watching 
soap operas, spend my money on jewelry and run up my phone bill talking in Russian to 
a guy named Vladimir whom she said was just a “good friend.” I was crushed. My 
buddies convinced me to put her on a plane back to Russia, but before I could, she 
disappeared. Now the US Immigration service is giving me a hard time. 

Traveled to a social gathering in Russia that was advertised in a magazine with pictures 
of beautiful Russian ladies at a classy hotel nightclub. When I got there, the hotel was a 
rat hole and the girls hags. I demanded my money back, $5,000, and these big Russian 
goons pushed me into a corner for a talk. I was happy to get back to the USA in one 
piece. 

Found it difficult to meet new people after losing my wife, so I answered a magazine ad 
to correspond with Russian girls. For $1000,1 got ten letters with pictures of very pretty 
women, but when I tried to call them, they didn’t exist. 

Spent thousands of dollars traveling to Russia to meet a decent girl through an 
introduction service, but they all turned out to be high-priced hookers. 

Married a Russian girl who turned out to be a prostitute, member of the Russian mafia, a 
drug addict, adulteress and thief. 



• Married a Russian lady whom as soon as she received her green card, divorced me by 
lying that I beat her up. The American female judge believed the phony tears and gave 
my Russian wife $70,000 of the money that I worked hard for. 

If you have had a similar experience, then you probably qualify as a member of the 
proposed class action lawsuit. Your next step is to fill out our short survey . All communications 
are protected and cannot be disclosed unless you okay it. 

You will then be informed as to whether you qualify for the proposed class action 
lawsuit. If you qualify, your next step will be to decide to join us or not. 

Joining will cost you nothing, no matter what the legal outcome. If successful, all 
attorney fees and costs will come out of any recovery. 

Don’t be a victim. Join us in our legal action. 

Sponsored by: Truth, Justice and the American Ideal 
Designated lead counsel: Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Screen 3: Survey 

Please complete this confidential survey and email to_by clicking “submit” at 

the bottom. 

1. For now, just your first name 

2. Email address 

3. How did you first meet the Russian woman or women? (Click on those that apply 
to you.) 


a. Internet 



b. Magazine 

c. Advertisement 

d. In person 

i. Russia 

ii. America 

iii. Elsewhere 

e. Other 

4. What happened after you first met her? (Click on those that apply to you.) 

a. Traveled to Russia 

b. Brought her to America 

c. Dated 

d. Married 

e. Separated 

f. Divorce or annulled marriage 

g. Invested money 

h. Other 

5. Approximately how much money total did you spend on her? (Click on only 
one.) 

a. 0 to $1000 

b. $1001 to 5000 

c. $5001 to 10,000 

d. $10,001 to 20,000 


e. 


$20,001 to 40,000 



f. $40,001 to 60,000 

g. $60,001 to 100,000 

h. More than $100,000 

6. Besides the money spent on her, what other damages did she cause you? (Click 
on those that apply.) 

a. Business losses 

b. Business interruption 

c. Loss of business opportunities 

d. Damage to property 

e. Loss of wages 

f. Loss of employment 

g. Harm to reputation 

h. Investigation costs 

i. Legal fees and costs 

j. Travel expenses 

k. Physical 

l. Health 

m. Mental/Emotional 

n. Other 

7. If there is any other information you would like to provide, please use this box. 
Please remember that all the information you provide is confidential and cannot be 

released without your permission. 

Thank you for your time. 



Some Communications with America 

Some Communications with American Agencies 

U.S. Customs 
Drug Enforcement Agency 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

Internal Revenue Service 

New York State Taxation 

Queens New York District Attorney Freedom of Information Law Results 
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Semenov A. I., 

Chief of Police Department of Krasnodar 
Krasnodar 


Dear Chief Semenov: 

I would like to inform you that I am currently prosecuting a civil lawsuit N° CV-03-2417 
(MBM) in the United States Federal Southern District Court against an international crime group 
with defendants in the U.S., Russia, Cyprus and Mexico. Among the defendants that reside in 
Krasnodar are various Russian criminals. 


The events of this case began when I was working in Russia for the American company 
Kroll Associates during 1999 and 2000. Alina Shipilina, whom I first met at a party in my 
apartment building in Moscow, duped me into marrying her with the assistance of narcotics 
secretly put into my meals. Shortly after my bringing her to the United States, she revealed 
herself to be a drug runner, money launderer, tax evader, prostitute and procurer for an 
international crime group that includes Russian and Chechen organized crime figures. Part of 
this gang’s activities are to make American men unwittingly marry its members so that the 
women can obtain legal U.S. residency and/or citizenship to carry out gang activities in the U.S. 
This is what happened to me. Alina Shipilina and her mother Inessa Shipilina both of whom 
previously lived in Gorzny, Chechnya and have affiliations with Viktor Vladimirovich 
Kononenko, Magomet Ali Kurban and the Arbi Baraev clan. In addition, my ex-wife was a 
mistress to Ruslan Labazanov. 

Once I became aware of whom my wife really was, I instituted divorce proceedings in 
New York in February 2001. I pressed the divorce case by traveling to Krasnodar to obtain 
information and evidence. Alina Shipilina, her U.S. attorneys and Inessa began a campaign of 
intimidation that included Russian and Chechen bandits threatening my potential witnesses into 
silence. My Krasnodar lawyer, Svetlana Povaliy, notified the local prosecutor who eventually 
brought a criminal defamation case against Inessa Shipilina. 

In October 2001, I began receiving threats over the telephone from a thuggish sounding 
American man. Two of the calls I was able to record. Because of the first threat, I accepted the 
proposed divorce settlement from Alina’s attorney. But the threats continued into 2002, and I 
reported them to the FBI and to the New York City police—they did nothing. During this 
period, I also co-operated with investigations by the U.S. Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, Drug Enforcement Administration and the New York City Board of Elections into my 
ex-wife’s conduct. Also in 2002, the criminal defamation case against Inessa Shipilina was 
closed after Alina, her U.S. attorneys and Inessa bribed some officials in the Krasnodar 
department of the Ministry of Interior. I then started a civil defamation case, which is ongoing. 

My ex-wife and her gang urgently want her to keep her legal USA status, particularly 
because she travels frequently to various countries, often Russia for obtaining illegal drugs in 

l 



Krasnodar, and Cyprus for laundering currency while plying her trade in both countries. My co¬ 
operation with law enforcement agencies undoubtedly caused the gang to fear that my ex-wife, 
an increasingly valuable member of the gang, might lose her status in the USA. 

The threats against me have now escalated as a result of my starting the RICO action on 
April 18, 2003. Very recently, on June 4, 2003, I received a telephone threat from a thuggish- 
sounding Russian man. This is a dramatic increase in the level of the threat. The implication is 
that physical assault could come very soon. I was able to record this call, a tape of which is 
enclosed. When I received its English translation on June 16th, the threat became clear: If I 
returned to Krasnodar to continue gathering evidence against the gang to which the defendants 
belong and to testify in the civil defamation case against Inessa Shipilina, then, in the words of 
the anonymous caller, “It’s going to be bad for me.” 

Alina and Inessa Shipilina own a luxurious apartment at 138 Rashpilevskaya Street, 
apartment 8. As for the other Krasnodar defendants, I will be sending you a Russian translation 
of the U.S. court papers that lists their known addresses that can be used against them. These 
defendants will eventually be served with the U.S. court papers under a treaty between our two 
countries 

Each telephone threat used my ex-wife’s name to make clear it was being made on her 
behalf. Using the information mentioned above, I am asking you to take legal actions under the 
legislature of the Russian Federation against my ex-wife Alina Alexandravna Shipilina, her 
mother Inessa Alexandrovna Shipilina, and the members of the crime group in Krasnodar. 


Very truly yours, 


Roy Den Hollander June 2, 2003 

Attorney 

545 East 14 th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Phone/Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile: (917) 687-0652 
e-mail: rdhh@erols.com 
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Date: Thu, 19 Jun 2003 07:27:06 -0700 (PDT) 

From. „ ro y c j en „ <rc |hhh@yahoo.com> 'r’-j Add to Address Book 
Subject: Russian and Chechen RICO 

To: "Andrew Heyward" <ajh@cbsnews.com> 

Andrew, 

The suggestion for a story (Russian prostitution) that 
I sent you two years ago has unfolded into a RICO 
lawsuit against various Russian, Chechen and American 
organized crime figures. The story grew out of my 
unfortunate marriage to a Russian prostitute when I 
was managing Kroll Associates' office in Moscow. 

The RICO defendants engage in white slavery and 
pornography and the crimes that keep it profitable, 
such as immigration fraud, bribery, drugs, money 
laundering, tax evasion, coercion, intimidation and 
perj ury. 

I ran into this den of pimps, prostitutes, 
pornographers and pushers after further investigation 
revealed that my ex-wife was associated with a gang 
that duped American men into marrying its members so 
that the women could obtain legal US residency and 
citizenship to carry out lucrative gang activities in 
the US. The duping of me included secretly putting 
drugs in my meals. 

I then filed the RICO suit, Roy Den Hollander v. Flash 
Dancers, et al., 03 CV 2717 in the Southern District 
Federal Court. 

I've been threatened four times so far by these 
clowns, and I'm taking it seriously given there is a 
connection to the Arbi and Movsar Baraev clan in 
Chechnya. The threats are one reason I'm trying to 
interest the media, since any story will provide more 
protection than a federal injunction, which I have 
requested from the judge. 

If you have some interest, I can send along the 
Federal complaint and, of course, talk to anybody, 
anytime and tell all that I know so far--it's still 
unfolding. If you're not interested, maybe you could 
refer me to someone who might be. 

Thanks for your time again. Hope all is well with 
you. 


Roy Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


July 10, 2003 


Andrew Heyward 
President CBS News 
524 West 57 St. 

New York, NY 10019 

Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York, CV-03-2717 (MBM) 


Dear Andrew, 

This is a follow up to an email I sent you a few weeks ago concerning a RICO lawsuit 
I’ve filed against various Russian, Chechen and American organized crime figures. 

Among the defendants are those that my investigators tell me were connected with Arbi 
and Movsar Baraev. 

Arbi, now deceased, was the General of the Chechen Special Islamic Regiment and is 
believed to have beheaded in 1998 four western telecommunication workers in return for $20 
million from Osama Bin Laden. 

Movsar, Arbi’s nephew and now also deceased, led the taking of hostages at the 
Moscow theater complex last year. 

I’ve enclosed a copy of the complaint. 

Thank you again for your time. 


Best regards, 


Roy Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


April 18,2004 

Joe Conason 
National Correspondent 
New York Observer 
54 East 64 Street 
New York, NY 10021 


Joe, 

I thought you might have some interest in a story concerning the Russian mob. It’s more 
colorful than the Lambert story. I attached a synopsis. 



Civil RICO lawsuit against Cypriot, Russian and Chechen International Crime 

Organizations 


Pimps, prostitutes, pushers, pornographers and assorted criminals from Cyprus and the 
former Soviet Union have joined with underworld characters in Western markets over the 
past decade to create a global web of smuggling, protection, extortion, counterfeiting, 
tampering with witnesses, revenge, evasion of taxes and other illegal activities. 

Russian organized crime groups, working in cooperation with Cypriot and other foreign 
gangsters, infdtrate lucrative, hard currency markets, such as Cyprus and the U.S., by 
taking advantage of ineffective and un-enforced immigration laws as well as bribable 
officials to illegally gain entry for the organization’s managers and human assets. 

A former member of the New York City media, Roy Den Hollander, now a lawyer and 
business consultant, has filed a civil action Racketeer Influenced Corrupt Organization 
lawsuit in the U.S. Federal Court for the Southern District of N.Y., Index No. 03 CV 
2717. 

This case grew out of discoveries by Mr. Den Hollander (who worked in Russia as a 
consultant for Kroll Associates) that his Russian wife had previously worked in Cypriot 
brothels, was a money launderer, tax evader, and procurer for a gang of Russian, Cypriot 
and Chechen organized crime figures. That she had secretly slipped narcotics into Mr. 
Den Hollander’s meals and pretended to be something she wasn’t in order to marry him 
so that she could enter the US in order to expand the gang’s criminal activities. 

This gang works, in part, to make American and European men unwittingly marry its 
prostitutes, so that the women can obtain legal residency and/or citizenship to carry out 
gang activities in the U.S and Europe. 

The RICO suit focuses on one of the core businesses of the alliances among American, 
Russian, Cypriot and Chechen criminals—white slavery and pornography and the crimes 
that keep it profitable, such as immigration fraud, bribery, drugs, money laundering, tax 
evasion, coercion, intimidation, perjury, official misconduct and more. 

Russians and Cypriots run prostitutes, pornography and in some cases drugs out of Russia 
to Cyprus and than the U.S., or by way of Mexico and than the U.S. 

The prostitutes and pornography are sold through an international affiliation of brothels 
and lap-dancing clubs controlled by organized crime and marketed over the Internet. 

The drugs are secretly administered to customers as a way of assuring return business. 

Russian, Cypriot, American and Chechen gangsters, including those connected with Arbi 
Baraev (who beheaded four British telecommunication workers in 1998 in return for $20 
million from Usama Bin Laden) and Movsar Baraev (who led the taking of 700 hostages 
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at a Moscow theater in 2002) protect the organization’s operations from exposure and 
legal proceedings through threats, intimidation and coercion. Mr. Den Hollander has 
received four threats so far. 

• The suit is for damages caused to Mr. Den Hollander’s business and property in the 

amount of approximately $1,000,000 and for a court order to prevent the defendants from 
causing him harm (whatever good that will do). 

If you have any questions, please contact the plaintiff, Roy Den Hollander, Esq., (212) 995 
5201, rdhhh@yahoo.com . 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


March 10, 2004 


Tatianna Leonova 
Chief Editor 
Cyprus Advertiser 
8, Evagora Pallikarides St 
Limassol, Cyprus 3732 


Dear M. Leonova: 

The story we discussed a few years ago has evolved with new information into one that 
you may find more interesting. It is now in the United States Federal Court for the Southern 
District of New York. 

I’ve enclosed a copy of the complaint in Russian and a press release as well. If you 
prefer Greek or English versions, I can send them along. 

Thank you for your time although I don’t expect a Russian newspaper to dare to do 
anything with this story. Consider it a courtesy. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


April 9, 2004 


Lou Dobbs 
Moneyline 
1 CNN Center 
Atlanta, GA 30303 


Dear Mr. Dobbs: 

I thought you might be interested in the unfolding immigration story that is summarized 
on the attached sheet. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


January 28 2004 


Stephen Handehnan 
Associate Fellow 
Harriman Institute 
420 West 118 St., 12 th Floor 
Columbia University 
New York, NY 10027 


Dear Mr. Handehnan: 

I’m a graduate of Columbia’s Business School who also spent a semester at SIPA before 
going for my MBA at the advanced age of 40 something. 

My MBA landed me in Russia for a short consulting stint with Kroll Associates in 1999. 
Before starting with Kroll, I read your Comrade Criminal but still managed to stumble into a den 
of hoods, Chechens, pimps, prostitutes, pushers and pornographers that stretches from Southern 
Russia to NYC. 

I thought, as a columnist and commentator, you might be interested in this story, which is 
now the subject of a civil RICO suit in the US Southern District Court in New York (03 Civ 
2717). It’s not “politically correct” but definitely evolutionarily correct. I’ve attached a two- 
page summary. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


March 23, 2004 


Mike Myers 

Creators Syndicate 

5777 W. Century Blvd., Suite 700 

Los Angeles, CA 90045 


Dear Mr. Myers: 

After reading your firm’s client Michelle Malkin’s Invasion , I thought she might be 
interested in the unfolding story that is summarized on the attached sheet. 

Would you please forward the attachment to her. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


uJLf 


Tel. & Fax: (212)'995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


Dear John: 

Are you interested in a story that reveals some of the inner workings of the Russian international 
sex industry and a few of its players? 

The inside view comes from the on going activities of a Russian girl who grows up in Grozny, 
Chechnya, moves to Krasnodar, Russia, near the Black Sea, associates with Chechen hoods, and 
works as a prostitute, procurer and model in the city’s top modeling agency. The agency 
provides willing girls for sexual entertainment to a club of “gangsters and bandits” who run 
Krasnodar. (One of the owners of the modeling agency recently immigrated to Wisconsin along 
with its business manager in charge of prostitution.) 

While living in Krasnodar, the girl from Gorzny, who also dabbles in Black Magic, commutes 
periodically to Moscow for prostitution and modeling with an agency there, which is protected by 
Moscow wise guys and currently under investigation by the Russian Central Department for the 
Struggle Against Organized Criminals. The Moscow agency includes American businessmen 
among its customers. One American doctor produces porno videos. The Chechen girl makes a 
masturbation video for the doctor of which I have the promo clips. 

She then travels to Cyprus where she sells sex in a brothel/strip club called “Zygos” owned by 
Russian mobsters from Krasnodar, but managed by two Cypriot brothers who recruit girls in 
Russia and the Philippines. Customers come from the Middle East, Europe and Asia. 

After Cyprus, she uses her Moscow agency to send her to Mexico City to the “Men’s Club”, 
another brothel/strip club apparently owned by hoods—I’m not absolutely sure about the 
ownership, but I can find out. Customers from America, Canada, Europe and South America. 

Mexican Immigration arrests and deports her back to Russia where she dates a middle age 
American lawyer she met earlier. The lawyer manages the Kroll Associates Moscow Office and 
marries her after she secretly plies him with narcotics. 

Husband takes her to NYC where she starts working at Flash Dancers on Broadway making 
around $14,000 a month in cash, tax-free. She still strips there. (The combined income for all 
the girls at Flash Dancers on the night shift—some of whom are illegals—equals around $7.8 
million a year—tax-free.) Husband, suspicious, gets her diary translated, conducts an 
investigation and asks for a divorce. She finds a law firm that runs a mill for obtaining green 
cards for Russians. Her lawyer commits “attempted coercion” in trying to get the husband to 
settle the divorce proceedings without a revealing trial. It doesn’t work, so she arranges for some 
unknown man to threaten the husband—that works. She gets her way. 


At the same time, the husband notifies INS—they start proceedings, he notifies IRS about her tax 
evasion—they do nothing, he notifies US Customs about her periodic smuggling of dollars out of 
the US—they do nothing, he brings a criminal defamation suit against her mother in Krasnodar— 
the city prosecutor indicts her mother. 

Same man as before threatens the now ex-husband not to testify before the INS and stop the 
criminal proceedings in Krasnodar. Ex-husband goes to local police—they do nothing, he goes 
to FBI—they find out who the man is, apparently a wise guy at Flash Dancers, but decide not to 
talk to him because they fear it will anger the man into violence. 

She arranges for her Russian mobster associates in Krasnodar to intimidate witnesses into 
changing their testimony in the criminal defamation proceedings and bribes, estimated $10,000, 
the Department of Internal Affairs into dropping the case. Witnesses change their testimonies 
and the case is dropped. 

That’s the story so far, all true and naturally I'm the ex-husband. Interested? 

Roy 
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Date: Wed, 7 Aug 2002 10:04:29 -0700 (PDT) 

From. „ ro y c j en „ <rc jhhh@yahoo.com> ^.j Add to Address Book 
Subject: Aliens Voting 

To: oreilly@foxnews.com 

Dear Mr. O'Reilly, 

I don't believe the media or politicians have picked 
up on the story that many illegal and legal aliens 
register to vote and vote in elections across the 
America. The law requires a person to be a US 
citizen, and if they aren't but still register or 
vote, then in New York they've committed a class E 
felony (max 4 years or $5,000, NY Election Law 
5-210(6)). 

I became aware of this problem while checking the NYC 
voter registration records in order to confirm 
petition signatures for a local candidate. On a hunch, 
I punched in my ex-wife's name--she's an immigrant 
from Chechnya--and up popped her registration form on 
which all voters must swear that they are US citizens, 
which she is not. 

I inferred that millions of aliens through out the 
country are probably voting illegally in our 
elections. Since most states like NY have their voter 
registration records computerized, a computer 
comparison with INS records could easily show which 
aliens were voting. Naturally the ACLU would object 
because most aliens vote for political correctionalist 
candidates. 

On a different note, I was surprised last night (Aug 
6th) when you referred to something as not 
"politically correct". How can any political 
philosophy be "correct"? That's like saying a 
particular religion is the only "correct" 
religion. 

Thank you for your time. 

Roy Den Hollander 
NYC 


Do You Yahoo!? 

Yahoo! Health - Feel better, live better 
http://health.yahoo.com 





Civil RICO lawsuit against the Russian Mafia and Chechen Islamic Fundamentalists 


• Pimps, prostitutes, pushers, pornographers and assorted criminals from the former Soviet 
Union have joined with underworld characters in Western markets over the past decade 
to create a global web of smuggling, protection, extortion, counterfeiting, tampering with 
witnesses, revenge, evasion of taxes and other illegal activities. 

• Russian organized crime groups and Chechen Islamic mafiosi, working in cooperation 
with each other and foreign gangsters, infiltrate lucrative, hard currency markets, such as 
the U.S., by taking advantage of ineffective and un-enforced immigration laws as well as 
bribable officials to illegally gain entry for the organization’s managers and human 
assets. 

• A fonner writer and political producer for Channel 5 and Channel 7 TV News in New 
York City, Roy Den Hollander, a lawyer and business consultant, has filed a civil 
Racketeer Influenced Corrupt Organization lawsuit in the U.S. Federal Court for the 
Southern District of N.Y., Index No. 03 CV 2717. 

• This case grew out of discoveries by Mr. Den Hollander that began while working as the 
acting manager of Kroll Associates in Moscow. 

• The RICO suit focuses on two of the core businesses of the alliance among American, 
Russian and Chechen gangsters—white slavery and pornography. It also addresses the 
attendant crimes that keep prostitution and pornography profitable, such as immigration 
fraud, bribery, drugs, money laundering, tax evasion, coercion, intimidation, perjury, 
official misconduct and more. 

• The Russians run prostitutes, pornography and in some cases drugs out of Russia into the 
U.S., or first to Cyprus and than the U.S., or by a second route though Mexico to the U.S. 

• Profit driven immigration lawyers subvert U.S. laws in order to gain entry into America 
for members of the Russian mafia. 

• Russian, American and Chechen gangsters, apparently including those connected with 
the Arbi and Movsar Baraev Chechen Islamic clan, protect the organization’s operations 
from exposure and legal proceedings through threats, intimidation and coercion. A 
number of Mr. Den Hollander’s witnesses in Krasnodar, Russia have been threatened, 
and he has received four threats so far. The FBI has identified one of the threatening 
callers, but is afraid that by interviewing him it would provoke him to harm Mr. Den 
Hollander. As such, the FBI has told Mr. Den Hollander not to open his door to anyone 
he does not know and to be careful when out in public. 

• Prostitutes and pornography are sold through an affiliation of lap-dancing clubs 
controlled by organized crime and allegedly marketed over the Internet on the Cybertech 
Internet Strip Club Network. 
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• The drugs are secretly administered to some customers as a way of assuring return 
business. 

• Mr. Den Hollander, while in Russia, unwittingly fell victim to one of the Russian mafia’s 
schemes: duping American men into marrying mafia members so that the females can 
obtain legal U.S. residency and citizenship to carry out and expand the organization’s 
activities in the U.S. 

• One of the mafia’s members, Alina, a.k.a. Angelina, Shipilina, secretly slipped narcotics 
into Mr. Den Hollander’s meals and exploited the American sense of “idiot compassion” 
to cozen him into marriage so that she could enter the U.S. to expand the mafia’s criminal 
activities. 

• Ms. Shipilina now lives in Astoria, Queens, apparently working as a call girl, laundering 
money, evading taxes and importing drugs for the Russian mafia. She worked as a 
stripper at Flash Dancers right after coming to America. While living in Chechnya, she 
was mistress to Ruslan Labazanov, a former bodyguard to Chechen President Dudaev. 

• In addition, Ms. Shipilina’s family has close connections with the Chechen Islamic mafia 
clan previously run by Arbi Baraev, who beheaded four British telecommunication 
workers in 1998 in return for $20 million from Usama Bin Laden, and subsequently run 
by Movsar Baraev, who led the taking of 700 hostages at a Moscow theater in 2002. 

• Ms. Shipilina and her family continue to have profitable dealings with Chechen criminals 
in Krasnodar, Russia. 

• The suit is for damages caused to Mr. Den Hollander’s business and property in the 
amount of approximately $ 1,000,000 and for a court order to prevent the defendants from 
causing him harm—whatever good that will do. 

If you have any questions, please contact the plaintiff, Roy Den Hollander, Esq., (212) 995 
5201, rdhhh@yahoo.com . 
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The Spouse for Common Use. 


I would like to divorce my wife, who instead of performing her marital duties, is working 
at the strip club, and after work is a prostitute. She is also involved in the mafia 
structures. I took her to the U.S. from Krasnodar in hopes of creating a nice family, but it 
turned out to be an illusion. For the last four months, she managed to earn $ 60,000 as a 
prostitute. 

Don’t think that this is a confession of one of the Americans online, even though there is 
plenty of information like that. This information was taken to “Krasnaya Street” by the 
US citizen Michael Lamer. In the big folder he had copies of documents, detective 
reports, and his wife’s diary. Mr. Lamer did not speak Russian, but the documents were 
in Russian. The heroine of this half-detective and half-love story is also Russian. And 
maybe this explains everything. 

Svetlana Bondarchuk used to work in a modeling business in Krasnodar. Having good 
looks and a nice figure she could have become the next “face” of the local 
advertisements. But she did not. 

With the rest of the girls she went to Cyprus to work in a strip club. The work is 
hannless: the client could look at the dancer all he wants; however, he does not have a 
right to touch her, even if he orders a private dance- especially for him in a closed room. 
The work is hard: both physically and morally. Sometimes they had to dance 20 times in 
a row and still stay attractive and desired. Apparently Svetlana was good at it. 

But the main income of Svetlana was from prostitution. She worked as a prostitute at 
night and on weekends. “I went to his hotel, gave him a massage (40 pounds, if sex- 100 
pounds). I got 100 pounds and the money for the taxi... Help G-d this man!” 
Approximately that was written all over in Svetlana’s diary. Reading someone’s diary - 
that is not a fine-looking thing, but in order to get a full view of the picture, we looked at 
its copies. Its surprising and amazing how this naive girl from a Russian high school, in 
whose head everything is messed up- she is confused with virtues and vices, right and 
wrong.... 

“.... Last week these businessmen came from Kuwait, filled with money. Marios sold 
me, Regina, Julia and Nadya (40 pounds each). We went to an expensive restaurant. Mine 
said that he does not want sex. With the good news, I got drunk from wine and by 
mistake gave myself to him (before I asked for $ 100 thank G-d!)....” 

“We have some weird clients. Yesterday one took off shoes from left foot, spilled some 
orange juice on it and kissed my fingers. Then he put on my shoes and took me to dance 
on the stage. But he didn’t pay for the dance. There is a God’s will for everything!!!) 
Despite the costs of her profession, Svetlana was satisfied with it. Her clients gave her 
presents - jewelry, clothes, home equipment, lotion from cellulite, perfumes. One 
affluent Arab “bought” her for three days and took her to Egypt. Through her life in 
Cyprus went by “amazing men: 100 pounds sterling for sexual intercourse; Andrew: 60 
pounds plus 10 pounds for two nude pictures; Dr. Brown: perfume, 50 pounds sterling, 
watch, alarm, earrings and a necklace, 100 pounds, bracelet and a gold ring” ( from the 
detective’s report). In short, she came home with a lot of money and presents. But she did 
not stop on this; she went to Mexico. 



Mexican prices turned out to be more- for the day club- $250, Night-$300; table-dance- 
$140. In Mexico, Sveta earned $28,000. But she had to go to jail, where a lot of strippers 
were taken after the round-up. But she didn’t have to worry about anything in Krasnodar. 
She got acquainted with Michael in Moscow, where she wanted to go to Mexico. 
Everything started out very romantically. An affluent lawyer, tired of pragmatic 
American women fell in love with a young woman who could have been his daughter. 
And for Sveta it could have been the next step to success. After her return, the 
“Hollywood” started: flowers, acquaintances with families, trip to Sochi before the 
wedding. Michael has never been that generous and his heart has never beaten that fast... 
After the trip, US citizen Michael Lamer and Russian citizen Svetlana Bondarchuk got 
married in Krasnodar. After that Michael went to Moscow to prepare a visa for Svetlana. 
His wife went to Italy, where she had a honeymoon with a Mexican lover, who did not 
forget about the dancer at the club. Don Pedro took the unfaithful wife to Florence, Milan 
and Venetia, gave her a diamond ring, $ 1,000... and returned the wife. 

Mrs. Lamer liked New York. But her husband was not as generous as before. Americans 
are very pragmatic, and after the romance, Michael decided to find his wife a job. They 
went to a couple of model agencies, but Sveta knew how to dance next to a pole really 
well. But that was her secret. Therefore, she went to find a job at a strip-club 
surreptitiously. 

Her husband became very suspicious of her constant absences. And then he found her 
diary where she listed all her clients and her profit from prostitution. What would a 
Russian man do in his place? Well, you know yourself. But not the American man! When 
Sveta told her husband that she wants to go on a cruise with her mother, Michael did not 
protest, but rather hired a detective and translated the diary that had all of his wife’s 
experiences. A visit to a doctor cleared the head of Michael - the doctor gave him a 
reason of his malaise after dinner: his young wife added some opium contained 
substances in his food... 

Michael went to pick up his wife from the airport in Krasnodar. There he requested a 
divorce, but that was inefficient. Mrs. Lamer did not want to leave a comfortable life in 
New York and go to a provincial Paris.She followed her husband to New York, begging 
him to give her another chance. 

What would a Russian husband do? Beat her up and let her in again. But the American 
man kicked her out of the house. Later on, he regretted it. Later weird people started to 
threaten him. Then Mr. Lamer seriously got scared, after his death the widow would 
receive the citizenship in America. And he wanted to see how she would get deported 
after the divorce. 

That’s how after looking for the arguments against his unfaithful wife he turned out to be 
in Krasnodar. How this story will end- only God knows. Maybe some day we will tell 
you about it. But now there is excerpt from Mr. Lamer’s letter to us: “ I hope you liked 
the story of how a very talented young woman went after the money, and how a stupid 
American man fell for a feminine Russian beauty, trying to escape from the American 
girs.” 

P.S. All the names were changed in the article. 

Ulitsa Krasnaya 
April 30, 2001 




Unfamiliar acquaintances 


This is an interview with Tatyana Vasilieva who is a fashion designer and whose works 
are well known around the world. 

So, lets start with the childhood and your connection with sports 
I was born in Ribachiem City in Issi-Cule. I have always liked to dance and later I 
started taking gymnastics. 

What grade did you have in school for gym? 

Since I am a Leo, I don’t like to do something that is required. I was very athletic 
and loved the only two things during the lesson: running and jumping. 

Maybe we have lost an Olympic champion? 

Maybe, maybe (very seriously) 

So what was the later relationship with sports? 

When I went away to college in Krasnoyarsk, I started skiing. Another sports 
activity on my record is horse riding. 

Now a personal question. Can you compare dating regular young men and young 
men who are into sports? 

My boyfriends were connected with two types of sports: gymnastics and alpinism. 
I still think that a bad person cannot be an alpinist. 

There is a conception that people who are into sports have an intellectually 
limited horizon and are even simple-minded. Do you agree with that? 

Absolutely not. My friends have had both athletic and life goals and have 
accomplished them. 

What are the common traits pertaining to athletes? 

Responsibility, inner discipline, inner organization. The athletes who I used to 
know had all of the aforementioned characteristics. 

Are you sure that sport has been the cause of the traits? 

Of course. When you need to come at seven at practice and then work hard for the 
whole day- these traits are a necessity. 

How did you occupy your daughter with sport? 

At first, Nastya was scared of water, so her dad taught her how to swim. And then 
she started to slouch since she was attending “sit-in” schools: English-specialized 
and art. Therefore, she started swimming. Later on, when there appeared a 
dilemma between cutting her long hair and quitting swimming, Nastya did both. 
With all the hard work, how do you manage to keep such a good figure? 

I have many sets of exercises. First of all, I run in the mornings. By doing this, I 
walk the dogs and improve my health. I spend about 40 minutes for all the 
activities 

How about your husband- does he follow your work-out or has something else? 
He watches football, hockey, tennis and etc on television. And that’s his sports 
activities. 

What are your favorite TV sports? 

I love watching dancing and aerobics. It reflects the culture of the body, rhythm 
and dance- all well-organized. I also like watching Afro-Americans run; cannot 
take my eyes off the TV 
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Many famous athletes today go on the podium as models. Can you imagine 
athletes among your models? 

I already have a wonderful young lady like that- Alina Shipilina, who has been 
working with me for a long time and completely proves my theory regarding the 
aforementioned traits. She came to me when she was a student at the university 
and not a bad runner. She was built, all muscles, 185 cm in height and a very cute 
Russian face. From the first look, I unfortunately had to tell her that she would 
never become a model. The girl answered very politely but firmly that she would. 

I have heard such answers many times, so I did not want to argue with her. I have 
to admit that I was wrong. Alina with her hard work (used to it from sport work¬ 
outs) became a beauty with a figure of a true model. The girl has had time to 
finish university, work in the West and now she is working on the her degree (this 
is another proof of intelligence of the athletes). 

Then, maybe you should take the models from the athletes? 

I have my own school of preparing models and we base it on my own methods. It 
is easier to build models from “fresh” girls rather than athletes. But I respect the 
psychology of these people. 

What is the sport fashion to you? 

It is the fashion where the function of the outfit has to coordinate with beauty and 
aesthetics. Therefore, it has to be out of the natural fabrics. A person in that 
costume should have a desire to run, jump, and do some physical exercise. 

Today all the athletes are wearing “Reebok”, “Adidas”, “Nike”. Is there a 
Russian sport fashion? 

There is no Russian sport fashion because we do not have a sport costume culture. 
But we do not have enough equipment to provide the best quality of the product. 
Did you ever try to become the leader in the sport fashion? 

I have tried to work with the Krasnodarsk Company “Dynamo”. But it was a 
misfortune mostly due to unadvanced technology. 

Is there really no hope in this area? 

Not really. Oleg Machuga’s company (he is a son of a favorite athlete Vasily 
Machuga) is doing pretty well on the market. They work with foreign materials 
and goods. Considering the costs, the output is not that big. This is going to 
continue until our government realizes that it is profitable to produce sport 
costumes. 

How much does the costume influence the outcome in sports? 

In my opinion, it is 50/50. But it gives confidence to the athlete; this actually 
applies to everyday life too. 

Do you have friends who are athletes? 

Yes. They are Starikov, Mkrtchyan, Lavrov, Machuga, Pachivalov. All these 
people have the aforementioned traits of the athletes. Also Lilya Lavrova, woman 
who is beautiful and graceful. 

Are athletes among your customers? 

Unfortunately not. They think that their good bodies will look good in anything. It 
is nice to make clothes for their perfect bodies but I do not mind not perfect 
either. First of all, the person should listen to my opinion, and second of all, I 
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have to like the person. There are plenty of resources to change the looks of the 
person. 

What is common between fashion and sport? 

First of all, it is something that combines the people. Athletes care about the 
culture of the body, and fashion representatives try to make people look beautiful 
using clothes. Both of the lines are positive because they help people to advance. 
What is needed for Tatyana Vasilieva to start producing sport clothes? 

An investor. Even though I am still convinced that we do not have enough 
resources in our country to produce the sport clothes, even though we could use it 
here, in Cubany. 

You have traveled all over the world with your collection of clothes. What was the 
most memorable thing in the theme of “Sport and Fashion 
When I was in London, I used to go to Guide Park. I was impressed that little kids 
and old people were running together. Also they had the best colorful costumes. 
And they were all so happy, which is partly based on the beautiful sport clothes. 
How will the sport fashion develop in the XXI century? 

Many fashion designers think that the traditional style will die out and the sport 
clothes will become popular. It is explainable by the democracy of the clothes. 
What are the perspectives of developing of the industry of gym clothes here in 
Cuban? 

Cuban is created for the development of this industry. We have a lot of resorts and 
this kind of clothes is exactly for that. For all sports, fishing, and swimming the 
gym clothes is essential. This business would profit pretty fast. 

What kind of sports would you recommend for women? 

I love dancing; aerobics, gymnastics, and horse riding- all this activities could 
make a woman look graceful and fit. But I really dislike wrestling and box. I think 
it is against the nature of women. 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 20, 2003 


Special Agent Barry P. Babler 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
330 E. Kilboum Ave. 
Milwaukee, WI 53202 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York, CV-03-2717 (MBM) 


Dear Special Agent Babler: 

On August 18 th I left a voicemail message for you concerning your interview with 
Anastasia A. Vasilyeva, Nicolay N. Vasilyev and apparently the father of one of them. I have 
enclosed a copy of the letter that the Vasilyevs sent to the US district court in the above 
captioned action. Also attached is a translation. 

Once again, I do not represent the Vasilyevs who are defendants in this case. I would, 
however, like to talk to you concerning this letter. I will be in Wisconsin until August 25 th and 
can be reached at 917 687 0652. 

Thank you very much. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 28, 2003 


Robert S. Mueller, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
J. Edgar Hoover Building 
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001 


Dear Director Mueller: 

I want to know why the Milwaukee, Wisconsin office of the FBI is interfering with my 
investigation of the facts in a civil RICO case presently in the US District Court for the Southern 
District of New York. 

I am the plaintiff in the RICO action, and as a lawyer, I represent myself pro se . The 
defendants include Russian, Chechen and American organized criminals, an Islamic mafia group 
once headed by Arbi and Movsar Baraev, and others. The case is titled Roy Den Hollander v. 
Flash Dancers Topless Club et al. . 03 CV 2717 and is before Chief Judge Michael B. Mukasey. 
Currently, the domestic parties are proceeding through the Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b) motion stage. 

Two of the defendants, Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva, are currently alien residents 
living in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. As the RICO complaint alleges, they also run a call-girl 
operation through a model and fashion house in Kransnodar, Russia by providing prostitutes to 
local officials and criminals and exporting prostitutes to Cypriot brothels/strip-clubs that are run 
by Russian organized crime and to other countries such as the USA. 

In July 2003, the Vasilyevas sent a letter to the New York Southern District Court with a 
copy to me that responded to the complaint. See attached Exhibit A . copy of the original letter 
with an English translation. From August 21 st to the 25 th I traveled to Milwaukee to determine 
the accuracy of some of the statements in the letter and continue my investigation into the facts 
of the case. 

On August 22 nd at around noon, I interviewed Anastasia Vasilyeva’s former employer 
and apparent friend, Cynthia Zahnow, who manages a small tailoring shop that seems to be part 
of the upscale Valentina fashion house in the Town of Brookfield outside of Milwaukee. Ms. 
Zahnow answered a number of my questions during the 10 to 15 minute interview that provided 
me with some useful information. Other people were present during the conversation. I left my 
business card with her. 



On the same day at a little after one o’clock in the afternoon, 1 interviewed FBI Special 
Agent Barry P. Babler at the FBI’s Milwaukee office. The Vasilyeva’s letter to the Court stated 
that Mr. Babler had “inspected all of us” when Anastasia Vasilyeva’s father came to Wisconsin 
from Russia on December 25, 2002. See Exhibit A. p 3, last paragraph of the English 
translation. 

Mr. Babler talked with me for around 10 minutes in the waiting room of the FBI office 
and without another agent being present. Mr. Babler said there was no investigation into 
Anastasia Vasilyeva’s father, only a routine inquiry that resulted from a random check of aliens 
visiting Wisconsin. Fie stated the inquiry only concerned confirming the father’s paper work. 

Mr. Babler added that he was familiar with the RICO case, had read the complaint (which 
is 91 pages long) and had a copy of it in his office. According to Mr. Babler, Anastasia 
Vasilyeva had contacted him after being served the complaint (June 2003), told him it concerned 
the Russian mafia and asked him for advice. Mr. Babler recounted that he told her he could not 
provide any legal advice. 

Also during my interview of Mr. Babler, he agreed to give me the first name of Anastasia 
Vasilyeva’s father which is necessary for determining her patronymic and in turn finding any 
criminal records that may exist in Russia. He told me to call back later that day. When I called 
back, he refused to provide me the father’s first name as promised because, as he said, it would 
impact one of the FBI’s investigations. The routine inquiry was now an investigation and 
apparently ongoing. 

On August 25 at around 8:45 am, I received a call from Police Officer Sean Schmidt of 
the Town of Brookfield. Officer Schmidt said a complaint had been made against me by Ms. 
Zahnow and, if I contacted her again, I would be arrested for aggravated harassment. 

Officer Schmidt continued that he understood from Ms. Zahnow that an FBI agent had 
been talking to me concerning my interview with Ms. Zahnow on the same day that the interview 
took place, August 22 nd . In addition, Officer Schmidt said Ms. Zahnow told him that the FBI 
agent had contacted her and told her to call the local police to file a complaint against me. 

Ms. Zahnow had no way of knowing that I had a discussion with an FBI agent while in 
Milwaukee unless it came from the FBI itself. Since the only agent I talked to during my trip 
was Mr. Babler, the mostly likely chain of events is that after I interviewed Ms. Zahnow, she 
contacted Anastasia Vasilyeva who then called Mr. Babler. Mr. Babler then either contacted Ms. 
Zahnow directly or told Anastasia Vasilyeva to tell her to make a complaint with the local 
police. Either way, it’s the FBI interfering with a pending case in a federal court. 

On August 25 th before my plane left for New York, I visited the Milwaukee FBI office 
again to find out the reason for the FBI’s interference. The head agent, David Mitchell, was on 
vacation, and the acting manager, Jeffrey Troy, was busy in meetings, apparently because of the 
influx of tens of thousands Harley Davidson enthusiasts. Mr. Troy’s secretary said he would call 
me at my number in New York. He hasn’t, and, if he does, I doubt he will provide me with any 
reasonable answers. 
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This is the third in a series of what I can only characterize as “bizarre” responses by the 
FBI concerning the fact pattern of this RICO suit. The other two occurrences concerned the 
New York City office and a series of threatening telephone calls made to me. 

In closing, I want to know why the Milwaukee FBI is protecting two Russian alien 
defendants who ran and apparently still run an international prostitution ring centered in 
Krasnodar, Russia. I am taking this route of contacting you before I decide whether it is 
necessary to take up the District Court’s time with a motion for a preliminary injunction against 
the FBI. 

Thank you very much. If you have any questions, please contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 22, 2003 


Robert S. Mueller, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
J. Edgar Hoover Building 
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001 


Dear Director Mueller: 

I have not received any response to a letter I sent you on August 28, 2003, concerning the 
interference of the Milwaukee, Wisconsin office of the FBI into the investigation of the facts in a 
civil RICO case presently in the US District Court for the Southern District of New York, 03 CV 
2717. 


Attached is a copy of the August 28 th letter 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


Jeffrey N. Drummond 
Attorney at Law 
303 West 21 St. 

New York, NY 10011 


CC: 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 22, 2003 


Robert S. Mueller, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
J. Edgar Hoover Building 
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001 


Dear Director Mueller: 

I have not received any response to a letter I sent you on August 28, 2003, concerning the 
interference of the Milwaukee, Wisconsin office of the FBI into the investigation of the facts in a 
civil RICO case presently in the US District Court for the Southern District of New York, 03 CV 
2717. 

Attached is a copy of the August 28 th letter 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 

CC: Jeffrey N. Drummond 

Attorney at Law 
303 West 21 St. 

New York, NY 10011 



U.S. Department of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Office of the Genera) Counsel Washington, O C, JOSSS 

December 16, 2003 

Mr. Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 th Street 
New York, NY 10009 

Dear Mr. Den Hollander: 


Your letter, dated August 28, 2003, to the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) was referred to this 
office for response. 

Your allegation, in summary, is that an FBI agent in the 
Milwaukee Field Office interfered in your investigation in 
support of the civil RICO complaint you filed in the Southern 
District of New York. After reviewing the details set forth in 
your letter, and inquiring into the matter with cognizant 
personnel in the FBI Milwaukee Field Office, I am satisfied that 
the Milwaukee agent acted appropriately in his contacts with the 
parties in your complaint and did not, in any manner, interfere 
with your investigation. 

Specifically, the agent made it clear to all parties who 
contacted him that the FBI had no interest in the matters 
alleged in your civil complaint and that he could not advise 
them as to how to respond or proceed. The only exception was 
the agent's advice to one party to contact the police because 
that person had alleged that you were harassing her. 







UJS. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 



Office of ihe General Counsel WttMegmn. D C 205J5 


January 29, 2004 


Mr, Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney at Law 
545 East 14th Street 
Mew York, New York 10009 


RE: ROY DEN HOLLANDER V. FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, ET AL. 

CV-03-2717 (MBM) 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

I received your letter dated January 5, 2004, requesting 
additional information with regard to:your complaint that a Special 
Agent ISAS assigned to the FBI's Milwaukee Division interfered with 
your investigation in the above-captioned matter. As you were 
advised by my previous letter dated December 16, 2004, the FBI's 
Office of the General Counsel has determined that there was no 
impropriety on the part of the Milwaukee SA in your case. Inasmuch 
as the FBI has no interest in this litigation, any further requests 
for information regarding the- FBI's authority to investigate foreign 
visitors or any other issues of interest to you may be obtained 
through the Freedom Of Information Privacy Act pursuant to 28 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 16.1 et seq. 









Mr. Roy Den Hollander 


Furthermore, in refusing to provide you the name of your 
defendant's father or any other FBI record information, the 
agent was acting in compliance with the Privacy Act, which 
prohibits release of this information. Finally, I assure you 
that the FBI is not "protecting" your named defendants or anyone 
else, for that matter. In closing, let me reiterate that the 
FBI has no interest in your litigation or its outcome. 

I trust that this response addresses your concerns. 


David C. 

Investigative Law Unit 









545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


January 5, 2004 


David C. Larson, Acting Chief 
Investigative Unit 
U.S. Dept, of Justice 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Office of the General Counsel 
Washington, D.C. 20535 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York, CV-03-2717 (MBM) 


Dear Mr. Larson: 

Thank you for your letter of December 16, 2003 in response to my complaint that the FBI 
Milwaukee Field Office interfered with my investigation in the above captioned case. 

I am concerned that Special Agent Babbler provided legal advice to a particular party 
complaining about harassment by telling her to contact the police. I understand that the FBI 
rules and regulations prohibit agents from providing such advice to the public. 

In addition, Special Agent Babler’s action does not appear accidental or even negligent. 
He knew I was in Milwaukee conducting the type of research that attorney’s do on a case. 

(Please see the attached August 20, 2003 letter to Babler.) In this instance, I was trying to 
confirm the representations made to a federal court by two defendants. (Please see the attached 
letter to S.D.N.Y. court.) Despite this knowledge, Special Agent Babler went ahead and advised 
a member of the public to use the local police to complain of harassment. Being an experienced 
law enforcement officer in modem day America, Special Agent Babler had to have known that 
the police would respond to such a complaint from a woman by threatening me with arrest. As 
simple logic dictates, such a threat would have some deterrent effect or at least consume valuable 
time in my investigation of a pending case. Regardless of Special Agent Babler’s motives, his 
action negatively impacted my investigation into a matter before a federal court and he should be 
reprimanded. It is unacceptable in a republic for one law enforcement agency to use its street 
smarts to manipulate another agency into interfering with a lawful investigation in a civil case. 



Further, your letter did not indicate whether Anastasia Anatolyevna Vasilyeva (father’s 
first name Anatole) or Cynthia D. Zahnow (the interviewee) was the party that contacted Special 
Agent Babler. 

Lastly, I would like to know whether it is normal procedure for the FBI to investigate 
visitors to the USA from Russia as in the case of Special Agent’s Babler’s investigation of 
Anastasia’s father when he visited in December 2002? 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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Barry P. Babler FBI Special Agent Interview 

(414 276 4684, direct 414 291 4258) 

8/22/3 at around 1:05 to 1:18pm, RDH interviewed Babler at FBI office 330 Kilboum Ave, 
Milwaukee, WI 532202. 

Babler came out into the waiting room to talk to me alone. (Usually two FBI agents talk to 
someone.) Babler was very nervous but had a good tan. 

I introduce myself and mentioned the RICO case. 

Babler apologized for not returning my call of Monday 8/18/3. 

Babler said that Anastasia Vasilyeva had come to him concerning the RICO case and asked for 
advice on what to do. Vasilyeva said the case involved Russian organized crime. Babler told 
her that he couldn’t give her legal advice, and that he did not give her legal advice. Babler had a 
copy of the complaint, which he said he had read. 

Babler said that the FBI only conducted a routine inquiry into Anastasia’s father after he had 
arrived in America. Babler said the inquiry resulted form a random choice of papers that 
normally flow across his desk. The inquiry entailed confirming the paper work was accurate. 
Such routine inquiries never take six weeks and are done only after the alien arrives. The inquiry 
of Anastasia's father did not take 6 weeks: did not take a month. It was done quickly after the 
father had already arrived. (Contradicts Zahnow.) 

Babler does not read Russian. 

I asked him whether he knew Anasatasia’s middle name. He said it would be the first name of 
her father. He thought the father’s first name was Anatole. I asked if he would check. He said it 
was in his records in his office and would check later because he had an appointment at that 
moment. Babler told me to call him in an hour and a half and he would give me the name. 

Babler said he heard about similar situations as mine. 

After I mentioned to him I had been traveling to Russia since 1991, he said he was surprised that 
1 was not on their list. 

At around 3:20pm, RDH telephoned Babler. 

Babler was no longer nervous; he was in the typical FBI authoritarian mood. He refused to 
provide the name of Anastasia’s father because it is information that impacts one of our 
investigations and cannot give it out. (Babler previously indicated it was only a routine inquiry 
that had been completed. Now it was an investigation, apparently ongoing.) 


1 




He said he was involve in another investigation of a gentleman in my situation but nothing could 
be done because the fraud occurred in Russia. He said it was not at all infrequent for an older 
American man to marry a younger Russian woman who only wants to get to America. Babler 
asked me whether I lived in Wisconsin or NY. I told him NY, but it seemed a strange question. 

After hanging up with Babler, I called Vasilyevas’ home number which was busy for at least 5 
minutes later. 

8/25/3 from around 12:45 to 1pm, RDH was at the FBI Office on Kilboum Ave. trying to meet 
with a supervisor to find out why the FBI was interfering with his investigation into the RICO 
case. The boss of the office and head for the state, David Mitchell, was out of town for a week. 
His assistant, Jeffrey Troy, was busy, and the receptionist told me to call back around 2pm. The 
receptionist made a point that I should call back at 2pm and not stop by. At 2pm I called Troy’s 
office, the secretary said we have a lot of things going one this week, but she would call me back 
in 15 minutes. At 2:20pm Troy’s office called me back to say that Troy was busy in meeting all 
day and that he would contact me by telephone tomorrow, 8/26/3. 
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Brookfield Town Police 

(262 796 3798) 

8/25/3 at 8:15am Officer Sean Schmidt received a telephone complaint from Cindy Zahnow 
concerning the 8/22/3 interview with her. Case No. 031776. 

At around 8:45am Schmidt called RDH on his mobile. Schmidt very nastily said that if I 
contacted Zahnow again I would be arrested for aggravated harassment and that I had no 
legitimate reason for contacting her. To add to the intimidating effect, Schmidt said Zahnow told 
him that an FBI agent had talked to me concerning my interview of Zahnow. Schmidt was 
clearly implying I was the subject of an FBI inquiry. 

I explained to Schmidt about the letter by one of her employees to the court in the Federal case. 

1 said I have a right to confirm the information in the letter. Schmidt went on that I have no 
legitimate right to contact her again, to visit her shop and if I do I will be arrested for aggravated 
harassment. 

Schmidt added that Zahnow told him that an FBI agent had contacted her and told her to call the 
local police concerning the interview. Zahnow did not tell Schmidt the name 

Around 11:30am, RDH visited the Town of Brookfield police and talked with Acting Chief 
Chris Perket. Told the Chief I did not appreciate the intimidation implicated in the threat to 
arrest me. I informed him about the RICO case in federal court, that the defendants in Wisconsin 
were Russian and Zahnow was the former employer of one defendant. I added I was within my 
rights to continue my investigation into the case. I requested a copy of the complaint that they 
later provided. 

8/26/3 at around 10:50am, RDH called Sean Schmidt and asked why his report did not included 
that Zahnow told him an FBI agent told her to call the Brookfield police to file a complaint. 
Schmidt confirmed that is what she said but did not put it in the report because it was not 
confirmed. I told Schmidt that I would probably need a statement as to what she said and he 
agreed. Schmidt said he did not include Zahnow’s statement about the FBI because he had no 
way of confirming whether it was true. 



Date: Wed, 27 Aug 2003 10:14:58 -0700 (PDT) 

From: „ roy den » < rc ihhti@iyahoo.com> R iAdd to Address Book 
Subject: Jg et Qut of town by sun( j own 

To: ''Jeffrey Drummond" <jndrummond@msn.com> 

Jeff, 

I talked to the Wisconsin local chief of police. 
Apparently the cops were just tools of the 
complaintant and FBI's effort to intimidate me. The 
FBI head could not see me while I was still there. 
His secretary said he will call me here in NYC. 
ANyway, I've drafted a letter to the FBI Director 
Mueller. I'd appreciate you looking at it. There's 
some more to tell then what's in the letter. 

If the case survives the dismissal, I'm thinking of 
adding the FBI and complaintant into the RICO. 

The defendants have requested and I agreed to a two 
week extension to put in their motions to dismiss. 

When's a good time to meet to update things? 



Roy 




Zahnow, Cynthia “Cindy” D. Interview 


On 8/22/3 RDH visited Custom Tailoring 18900 W. Bluemound Rd., Brookfield, Wise 
53045, tel. 262 796 0434. The shop is small and in the back of the Galleria West Mall. Is is next 
to the Valentina women’s clothing store that sells expensive designer clothes and specializes in 
expensive wedding dresses. 

Custom Tailoring and Valentina are geographically arranged and present the same image 
as Vasilyeva’s Fashion House in Krasnodar. Valentina has a storefront with tall model like 
attendants and manikins draped with fashionable clothes. Off to the side is the apparently 
captive tailoring shop, Custom Tailoring, that serves Valentina’s clients. 

Approximately from 11:50am to 12:05 pm, RDH interviewed Cindy Zahnow in the 
presence of a young (20s) male employee with black hair and a seamtress with bumette hair in 
her 30s or 40s. Purpose was to confirm information that Vasilyeva provided the court in a letter. 

After RDH introduced himself as a NYC lawyer in an ongoing case in the federal court in 
NY, Zahnow did not recall Anastasia’s patronymic but said she would check her records and for 
RDH to call her Monday at work. 

Zahnow said that Anastasia had left to work at the Boston Store in downtown Mil. 
within the last few weeks. The young said Vasilyeva left work on July 25 or 28. 

Zahnow found Vasilyeva the job because it paid benefits. 

Zahnow said that one of Vasiyeva’s child was bom with defects and that Anastasia was 
probably at that moment in Children’s Hospital. 

Anastasia’s father arranged to come to America to help with the child, but the FBI had 
delayed his entry for about six weeks while it conducted an investigation into Anastasia’s father. 
The FBI had visited Custom Tailoring as part of it investigation. 

Zahnow said she was not Russian. 

Zahnow said she knew what was going on it the case concerning the “kook”. She asked 
of RDH are you the “kook”? I asked who mentioned the work “kook”. Zahnow said that 
Anastasia had shown the complaint to “everybody”. But Zahnow would not say who used the 
word kook in describing the plaintiff. 

RDH asked again whether Zahnow knew Anastasia’s last name and she said no and that 
she probably didn’t have it in her files. 

I gave Zahnow my card. 
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RDH left and returned to ask for Zahnow’s card. She did not have one. As RDH left, 
Zahnow sneaked up behind him and his witness and asked if they were talking about her to 
which RDH replied that he never defames people as others do. 

Zahnow then walked into Valentina. 

Cynthia Zahnow was arrested in 12/27/00 for disorderly conduct. Case dismissed on 
proscecutor’s motion. 

There are no Corporation records for Custom Tailoring and no telephone listings. 

Valentina is owned by Gina Chirchirillo and Anthony “Tony” J Chirchirillo. Gina was 
arrested 3/14/95 for issuing worthless check, dismissed on prosecutor’s motion and 12/18/95 for 
issuing a worthless check, pleaded guilty. Gina and Tony live at 1725 Old Oak Ct, Brookfield, 
WI 53005, which is also the Register Agent Office for Valentina, telephone number is 
unpublished. 
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FROM RUSSIA AS 


Lev Trakhtenberg, under house arrest, denies the women he has brought 
over from Russia (below) to dance in local clubs are here against their will. 


SLAVES 


T 


hey came through Kennedy Airport with visas claiming 
they had traveled 5,000 miles to work as musicians in inter¬ 
nationally renowned Russian show groups. 


Instead, the women of Voronezh, an 
agribusiness city of 1 million people in 
central Russia, worked as strippers in 
northern New Jersey clubs like Delilah’s 
Den und Frank’s Chicken House. 

Natasha, Vanessa, Liza, Lolita and 
about 30 others danced six days a week, 
shuttled from Brooklyn apartments by a 
hulking ex-boxer. 

Today, several arc government witness¬ 
es in a federal case that opens a window 
on the burgeoning international trade in 
young, attractive Rus¬ 
sian women. 

"The fearful plight of HATTY 
these women, who were 1 

forced to dance nude 
and perform other ab¬ 
horrent acts, cannot be 
measured in a 12-count 
indictment,” New Jersey 
Attorney General Peter 
Harvey said of the case. "Their plight can 
only be measured in human tragedy.” 

One expert has testified that as many 
os 8,000 women are smuggled into the re¬ 
gion each year to work in strip clubs, 
massage parlors or as domestic servants. 

The trade generates thousands of dol¬ 
lars a week for dancers who are forced to 
kick in between $200 and $600 a day to 
the people who brought them here — 
money that over the years has attracted 
violence. 

In April 2000, Veronica Chaschina, a 
28-year-old Russian stripper, was gunned 
down in her Brighton Beach apartment 
by an acquaintance who believed she 
was hiding more than $100,000. 

“Tliesc women arc not doing this of 
their own choice.” Jersev Citv Police Lt. 


DAILY ©NEWS 


SPECIAL REPORT 


By THOMAS ZAMBIT0 

DAILV NEWS STAFF WRITER 


Within a week, he found work outside 
the Democratic National Convention at 
Madison Square Garden, hawking flyers 
for a Manhattan strip club. 

Federal prosecutors say that in the late 
1990s, Trakhtenberg and his ex-wife. Vik- 
toriya 1'lina, hatched the plan to bring 
women from their native Voronezh to 
work in strip dubs in New Jersey. 

They placed ads in Voronezh newspa¬ 
pers, seeking women who wanted to 
work “striptease” in America. They hired 
Hina's old flame Sergey 
Malchikov, a former pro- 
xrrTvrc fessional boxer, to drive 
the women to their jobs 
from sparsely furnished 
apartments in Brooklyn, 
authorities say. 

Prosecutors say the 
couple lied on the wom¬ 
en's visas, claiming they 
would work in popular Russian show 
groups or study at the University of Illi¬ 
nois. Further, the prosecutors say, the 
women were not informed of the “lascivi¬ 
ous” nature of the dancing. 

The women's passports were confident 
ed to restrict their movement, and those 
who tried to leave or refused to pay back 
their $5,000 smuggling fee were threat¬ 
ened. prosecutors say. 

Trakhtenberg tells'a different stoiy. 

He said he and his family were forced 
to take pan in the smuggling by un¬ 
named criminal elements. He alleged his 
name was forged on the women’s visa 
documents and that they lied in the 
hopes of winning residency. 

“I never smuggled anybody,” Trakhten¬ 
berg said as he sipped Russian cognac In 








The fearful plight of these women, who 
were forced to dance nude and perform 
other abhorrent acts, cannot be measured 
in a 12-count indictment/ 

N.J. Attorney General Peter Harvey 


massage parlors or as domestic servants. 

The trade generates thousands of dol¬ 
lars a week for dancers who arc forced to 
kick in between $200 and S600 a day to 
the people who brought them here — 
money that over the years has attracted 
violence. 

In April 2000, Veronica Chaschina, a 
28-year-old Russian stripper, was gunned 
down in her Brighton Beach apartment 
by an acquaintance who believed she 
was hiding more than $100,000. 

“These women are not doing this of 
their own choice." Jersey City Police Lt. 
Whiter Zalisko told a group gathered last 
month at the Ukrainian Institute of Amer¬ 
ica on East 79th St. for the screening of a 
film that dramatized the problem. 
■They're slaves.” 

He said the Russian mob Is behind 
many of the operations. 

Zalisko. who Is fluent in Russian, has 
assisted with prosecutions in New York 
and New Jersey and estimates he has spo¬ 
ken with as many as 800 victims, some as 
young as 15, working in strip dubs or as 
prostitutes. 

Since 2001. the Justice Department 
has charged 149 traffickers — three 
times the number from the previous 
three years. Over the same period. 287 
prosecutions were opened. 

“It's like a cancer that has gone unde¬ 
tected and has metastasized," said Rep. 
Chris Smith (R-NJ.), a sponsor of the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Act. 

Enacted in 2000, the law increased pen¬ 
alties for traffickers and made cooperat¬ 
ing victims eligible for visas. 

At the center of the case involving the 
women of Voronezh is Lev Trakhtenberg, 
a 39-year-old Russian 6migr6 who pro¬ 
duces theatrical shows for Brighton 
Beach’s Russian community. 

Trakhtenberg arrived in the United 
States in 1992 with a master's degree in 
Russian literature and few prospects. 


> in: women » posapoi u» wcie vuiiiuuu- 
ed to restrict their movement, and those 
who tried to leave or refused to pay back 
their $5,000 smuggling fee were threat¬ 
ened, prosecutors say. 

Trakhtenberg tells a different story. 

He said he und his family were forced 
to take part in the smuggling by un¬ 
named criminal elements. He alleged his 
name was forged on the women’s visa 
documents and that they lied in the 
hopes of winning residency. 

"1 never smuggled anybody." Trakhten¬ 
berg said as he sipped Russian cognac in 
his Brooklyn apartment, where he is un¬ 
der house arrest awaiting trial in October 
in Newurk Federal Court. 

'Everybody who came here came here 
voluntarily. Can you imagine they're call¬ 
ing this modem-day slavery if many of 
(the dancers] came here twice and contin¬ 
ue to do the ‘lascivious’ dancing? This is 
absurd." 

But prosecutors said in court papers 
that riina, attorney Lurry Bronson and a 
private investigator tried to intimidate 
witnesses in the case at Deliluh’s Den in 
South Amboy, N.J.. last November. 

'We're gonna win, and I know they 
promised you a green card." I’lina told 
one of the dancers, according to a prose¬ 
cutor's account. "They're going to use 
youJike condoms and throw you away." 

Prosecutor Leslie Faye Schwartz said 
one of the alleged victims told her that un 
attorney and another man from the 
group came close to the stage, wuving 
$20 bills as she danced. 

“Come on and talk to me like u custom¬ 
er.” one of the men said. "I’ll take a 
dance." 

Bronson questions the credibility of 
the dancers. 

"Anybody who can stand on a stage 
and take their clothes off und then give 
some greasy truck driver a lap dance is 
not someone who is a shrinking violet," 
Bronson said. 


DAILY NEWS Monday. June 14. 2004 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 


June 18, 2004 


Peter Harvey 

N.J. Attorney General. 

Office of the Attorney General 

P.O. Box 080 

Trenton, NJ 08625-0080 

Re: Attached Newspaper Article - “From Russia As Slaves” 

Dear Mr. Harvey: 

With all due respect, you don’t know a damn about the Russian mafia’s underground 
pipeline for bringing Russian prostitutes and strippers to America. These ladies come of their 
own free will to make big money. The average monthly salary in Russia is $150. They can 
make many times that in one night at a lap-dancing club and even more as prostitutes. 
Prostitution was always the former Soviet Union’s key capitalistic enterprise with the pimps 
being both men and women. Now it’s Russia’s key earner of hard currency because the fall of 
the Iron Curtain unleashed tens of thousands of prostitutes and assorted criminals into the world. 

The Russian sex industry works quite simply: model agencies through out Russia, some 
run by men, some by females, are swamped with pretty young girls wanting to sell their assets in 
hard currency markets. The agencies, often via bribes, obtain the girls travel visas so they can 
work overseas in lap-dancing clubs and brothels. Some agencies send the ladies to work at clubs 
in Mexico City, such as The Men’s Club, and then smuggle them into the U.S. The girls know 
before they leave what they are going to work at, how else could they hope to make so much 
money. They sell their bodies willingly because that’s how they become millionaires by Russian 
standards. 

The standard agency fee is around 20% for making the travel and visa arrangements and 
paying the airfare. The strip club or brothel takes around another 15%. That leaves the 
prostitutes and strippers 60 to 65% beside the private prostitution deals they cut with their 
customers and whatever they can cheat from the money they owe their agencies. It’s rather 
difficult for a model agency in Russia to keep track of how many times a girl gives a lap dance 
or performs sexual acts. These Russian model agencies also function as matchmakers, suckering 
American men into bringing these prostitutes to America, and pornography producers for the 
American market. 



I suggest you talk to the Deputy District Attorney for Los Angeles County, Marcia 
Daniel, who recently prosecuted the largest prostitution ring in Los Angeles’ history, run by a 42 
year old Ukrainian woman and her 22 year old daughter. Ms. Daniel will tell you how the under 
ground railway funneling Russian prostitutes into America works. But you are probably not 
interested, since you are obviously pandering to the female vote. Oh, and by the way, when a 
Russian has her passport stolen or “confiscated,” all she needs to do is contact the nearest 
Russian Consulate to obtain a replacement. 

You may feel like a white knight, but the folks in Russia and those here that understand 
the twisted nature of that country are laughing at your gullibility. You should take a lesson from 
former President Harry Truman, “Those Russians, they lie.” And Russian women are the best at 
it in large part because they can cry at will. 

Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Roy Den Hollander 



rumediaroy 


Russian Articles. Papers and Presentations by Roy 

Interviews of Roy 
Roy’s Speech at the Kremlin 
Two Russian TV News Appearances by Roy 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 


(917)687-0652 
roy 17den@gmail.com 


545 East 14 th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


SUMMARY 

Civil litigator in Federal and New York State courts. 
Proficient in electronic discovery (Relativity, DocuMatrix, Clearwell). 

EXPERIENCE 


Contract Attorney Document Review 2015-2018 

KLDiscovery for Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison proposed merger D.O.J. second request- 
relevance, Beacon Hill Staffing for Shook, Hardy & Bacon pharmaceutical product litigation-relevance 
and privilege; TransPerfect Solutions for Simpson Thacher Bartlett LLP-European Commission’s 
second RFI on a proposed merger; TransPerfect for Reed Smith LLP, Cohen Gresser LLP, and Paul 
Weiss-relevance and privilege projects; Labaton Sucharow class action securities fraud-relevance; 

Tap fin for Ernst & Young product liability-relevance and privilege; DTI Global for Prudential 
Insurance Company emails for regulatory compliance. 

Contract Attorney , New York, N.Y. 2011-2014 

Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan residential and commercial mortgage-backed securities fraud 
case. 

• Team leader for privilege review. 

• Drafted exhibits based on prospectuses. 

• Conducted electronic document review with Relativity and DocuMatrix. 

Attorney and Business Consultant , New York, N.Y. 2000-2011 

Litigated civil cases and advised on corporate governance. 

• Plaintiffs’ attorney in federal class action challenging various provisions of U.S. immigration 
law as unconstitutional. 

• Insurance subrogation litigation for Seneca Insurance Co., Inc. 

• Counseled a number of small corporations on security, regulations, tax, and litigation. 

Kroll Associates Russia , Moscow, Russia 1999-2000 

Improved and managed Kroll’s delivery of intelligence and security in the former Soviet Union. 

• Reorganized operations that increased service quality and reduced turn around time for 
conducting investigations, processing information, and preparing intelligence reports. 

• Redefined the role of Russian employees in the firm so as to foster decision-making ability, 
confidence, and pride in their work. 

• Developed and executed a marketing strategy that acquired new Western clients. 

• Improved financial reporting and cost allocation systems that reduced expenses. 

• Collected all receivables that were overdue past 90 days. 


Attorney , New York, N.Y., Russia, Ecuador 


1990-1999 



Counseled companies, individuals, and nonprofit organizations in America, Russia and Ecuador on 
legal and business issues, including international financing and marketing. 

• Provided financial advice to the Russian Ministry of Foreign Economic Affairs on increasing 
hard currency revenues by trading in Russian’s foreign debt. 

• Consulted with the Office of the Chainnan of the Supreme Soviet, Ruslan Khasbulatov, on 
privatization and antitrust laws. 

• Counseled an Ecuadorian presidential candidate on a comprehensive plan for reducing that 
country’s foreign debt without further impoverishing the nation. 

• Advised clients on which Russian companies to invest in through Russia’s privatization 
program. 

Cravath, Swaine & Moore , New York, N.Y. 1986-1989 

As an associate wrote briefs, took and defended depositions, and prepared expert witnesses in a variety 
of Fortune 500 company cases. 

• Played crucial role in successful around-the-clock, high-pressure effort that prevented the 
hostile takeover of a multi-billion dollar corporation. 

• Prepared testimony on the valuation of a major Atlantic City Casino-Hotel in the successful 
defense of a multi-million dollar fraud suit. 

• Managed a team of attorneys and paralegals. 

U.S. Department of the Treasury-Honor Program , 1985-1986 

Attorney in the Office of Chief Counsel of the Internal Revenue Service: Interpretative Division. 

• Prevented the improper dissolution of a multi-billion dollar irrevocable trust as result of income 
tax implications. 


WABC TV News. New York, N.Y. 1980-1981 

Political Producer, Writer and Assignment Editor. 

• Managed news coverage of the 1980 Presidential primaries, conventions and election 
campaigns that contributed to making the evening news show number one in its market. 

• Produced award winning half-hour special on the political situation in Israel and Lebanon. 

EDUCATION 


Columbia University Business School, New York, N.Y. MBA 1997 

Concentration in Finance. Beta Gamma Sigma Honor Society. 

George Washington University Law School J.D. 1985 

Order of the Coif Honor Society. 


ADMISSIONS 

Admitted N.Y. State Supreme Court-First Department, No. 2168805, U.S. District Courts Southern 
and Eastern Districts of N.Y., U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second and Third Circuits, U.S. Supreme 
Court. 
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RICO Defendants Websites 

Cybertech Exotica VIP Escorts 

Strip Club Escorts 

Strip Club Network 
(Includes Flash Dancers) 
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SAFE DEPOSIT LEASE AGREEMENT — New York 
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to Put agreement, tr« words, I ME ana MY moan aft mdhxluM named at Dm Icp o' Hits Agreement. The word* YOU 
end YOUR 'e'er to Crtibenk Please reed IN* Agreement carrrMy and sign a tn tie space crowded It more Bran one 
person ligns each nil be Hsbto to tuffil tie oDEgaborts spaaed out m ims Agreement 


RENTAL TERMS 

I 


parted «d 

on* year horn me del* of Mt Laete At me end of that 
wne. fa* lease red be teneeed emcmelicaay Irom year lo 
year unless I nobly you n wrong at east IS day* betoro 
me Lease a due to eaprre mat I do not ware to renew or 
urease you dodd* to cancel * I agree bpsyNIM 
years annuN rente, tee arvj me lee* tor eacn yearly 
renewal, m advance. You may else wen advance note* to 
me. mptwe e charge each ten* I open my sale 

I audioru* you To charge any dapee* *:coun( ilsiint a ned 
wrm you as my name .ndrvtdhiafty or Jointly with another 
pony, for me amount ot any rental fee remaning unpeel 
after 30 days fro m ma Oua^date tat suchjg^payfnate 

USING Ml SAFE 

I have recerved two keys tor my set* I agree to protect 
mesa rays end return mem both to you d my Lease Is ter- 
mnsled It I lose one key. I understand that I wM have to 
pey a lea tor a leptacamant I aiao understand met If | loae 
both keys. I eft* have to pay a lee to repiece die lock on my 
sale These tees cover the coat ot material* and labor 

I agree to observe the hour* and procedures you tat if I 

mi K> open my.sale Ice my own protection, each ume I 
want to open my sale t mu*r present my key end sign a 
reoueel so you can check my i 


ITEMS PROTECTED 

I imdMSMeiat my tekr a mended to pMMA’ilWtMui 
lor tecuetkee. jewelry prorogue metals and valuable papers 
only l agree met yew responsowt, retpeedng met* vsfcs 

ablet it Imrtod lo the use ot ordinary care 

I further understand diet you do not nun lha onntents of 


I agree not to tree my sale lor any other purpose VfA 
you w• be not be responside tor ne ton or deSjrucocn ot 
■ny cEftorpraperty kept m my tel* ktoMng money 


The only others who wd oe snowed access to my sal*, are 
my authorised legal representative* end my appimed 

deputy or ouputie* _ 

APPOINTING A OEPUTY 

I may atMwrue another person at my deputy maddRonto 
myself, to handle all butirest concerning my tele To do 
so. I must to out one at your deoury suenoreeto-. lortne 
you we continue to honor tvs sulhcriMttor uno you 
receho wrr.en notice from me Hurt « has ower canesltad 
or ur« you na.e nonce my oeeOi If you foltow my msiruc. 
irons I agree mat you ere not resoenutoe tor any ecncrn 
at my eeputy 


TERMINATING THIS AGREEMENT 
I can lannnat* d us AflUMbant a t any bm« by/tottgngyou 
n easing I musf man sat* and rntuT^fftlteys 

to you You can alto temunats IN* Agrawmanl at an yone 
and tsqure me lo remove lha c o nten ts ot my satoSto 
return the keys lo you You agree to gne me at leap IS 
days advance nobce m wnong sore by ordtnary mad to |w 
address yog he>* lor ma to your rscordt 

LEGAL NOTICES 

d you reosh* a togat noeoa mat might aftoct my eats or to 
consents, you may deny m* access lo a mtt Ih# m*o*i * 
satssd or lb* ratio* canositod or withdrawn 

*fyou*UKmin*t* gJ^Cease'F^WSWWifefV *w 

prepaid rental tor the uneaowed tmt ot my Lease 


AN t t n e m . r . the Lees* you < 

to# refund of any pest'll .d rental However. If I lamvnate 
the Lees* mmednteiy upon nooce by you of increased 
charges tor use of the sal*. I wd recerve * ratonc o* eny 


It 1 have given you a depose I understand lhat you *e 
return c upon my thed renewal or whenever I return bed 
keys to you The depot, t we* not be resumed * any renew- 
a payment a not made vetom so deys ot oomng dim 
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jdcldiscmplnts 


Judicial and Attorney Complaints 

Judge Fran Lubow 

Judge Helen Sturm 
Attorney Steven Silpe 
Attorney Niclolas Mundv 
Attorney Roy Den Hollander 
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By MARINA VATAJ 

October 22,2006 - 
Meet America's 
hardest-working 
beauty queens - 
Middle American 
pageant veterans 
living in New York 
City rent free in 
exchange for 
hustling cocktails in 
their bikinis at a 
Times Square hot 
spot. 

For the young 
beauties, it's a shot 
at becoming a top 
model. 
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lovelies who can juggle drinks IfS PRIVT 

and dinner orders while looking . . *-»" 

gorgeous. 

Owners of the Hawaiian Tropic Zone, an 800- 
person-capacity restaurant that just opened on 
49th Street, recruited ambitious women from 
pageant competitions across America as its first 
wave of bikini-clad employees. Those women 
have since been joined by 82 local waitresses. 

The out-of-towners live in a dorm-like apartment 
on the Upper East Side - it's "The Real World" 
meets "Gidget." 

"It is a great opportunity for me to get closer to 
my dreams of becoming a model," said Jennifer 
Johnson, a 26-year-old who left her job teaching 
fourth grade in Dallas after winning the Miss 
Texas Hawaiian Tropic contest. 

Her roommate and fellow Texan, Sarah Jo 
Lammers, a 24-year-old from Corpus Christi with 
a finance degree, bolted the business world to 
pursue a modeling dream here. 

The Texans live with eight other recruits in two 
three-bedroom pads in an eight-story walkup on 
the Upper East Side owned by Dennis Riese, 
who owns the Hawaiian Tropic Zone with PM 
nightclub honcho Adam Hock. 

Under the terms of their Hawaiian Tropic Zone 
deals, the models live rent free for six months, 
pay $200 for the seventh month, $400 the eighth 
and $600 a month until they leave. They also get 
discounted gym memberships and tanning, 
because they're required to take part in both. 

In return, they weave in and out between crowded 
tables as waitresses for the restaurant, 
welcoming guests, serving drinks and taking 
dinner orders while wearing Nicole Miller bikinis. 

Every night is a beauty pageant. The waitresses 
strut their stuff twice a shift in front of the usual 
crowd of suit-clad bankers and brokers who quiet 
down and cast their paper ballots for the hottie 
they most admire. 

The pageant winner gets a $100 bonus on top of 
$100 for each eight-hour shift and tips as high as 
$100 pertable. 

"I went out and bought shoes, which are 
everywhere in this city," Johnson said, recalling a 
whopping gratuity from one admirer. 

But the guys "are never inappropriate or touchy- 
feely" Johnson said. "Mostly, theyjust ask to take 
pictures with us." 

When they aren't working, "we like to stay in a lot," 
Johnson said. "But when we do go out, we 
respect each other. That means no boys come 
back with us." 
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"No if, ands or buts," Lammers said. "If there's a 
guy here after midnight, we kindly ask them to 
leave." 

marina. vataj@nypost. com 
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Angelina 


Angelina's Immigration Proceedings 

Deportation hearing 2007-2008 . Immigration Court decided to deport the Ho for her fraudulent marriage to Roy Den 
Hollander. 

Board of Immigration Appeals on February 12, 2009, upheld the Immigration Court's decision to deport the Ho. 

In the second deportation proceeding of the Ho for her second fraudulent marriage to another American, the 
Immigration Court decided to administratively close the proceeding because her immigration file had disappeared, 
which left the Ho free to live and work in America. 

August 19, 2014, letter to the General Counsel for the Executive Office for Immigration Review volunteering to provide 
him a key part of the Ho's file—her diary. 

General Counsel’s response — get lost. 

October 24, 2014, letter to the Department of Justice Inspector General notifying him about the disappeared file—no 
response. 

February 20, 2015, letter to the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman . Charles Grasley, notifying him of the 
disappeared file—no response. 

May 1, 2017, letter to Attorney General Sessions complaining about Ho’s disappeared file. 

June 5, 2017, letter from Christina Baptista . Senior Counsel, that complaint over Ho’s disappeared file was forwarded 
to the Chief Immigration Judge, Mary Beth Keller. 

July 27, 2017, unsigned letter from Office of the Chief Immigration Judge that, in effect, disappeared files do not 
indicate any misconduct. 

July 24, 2018, US CIS reopens investigation into Ho that also invloves her Russian criminal bovfirend . 
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Further Action Notice 

Social Security Administration Tentative Nonconfirmation (SSA TNC) 



For SSA Field Office Staff: use EV-STAR and see POMS RM 10245.005ff 

Den Hollander 

Roy 

Employee’s Last Name 

Employee’s First Name 

141-40-7359 

09/1947 

Employee’s Social Security Number 

Employee’s Month/Year of Birth 

06/11/2015 

2015162094807QD 

Date of SSA Tentative Nonconfirmation 

Case Verification Number 

Reason for this 

Notice: 

SSN did not match: The name and/or date of birth entered for this employee did not match Social 
Security Administration records 


EMPLOYER INSTRUCTIONS: 

1. Review this Further Action Notice in private with the employee as soon as possible. 

IMPORTANT: If the employee does not speak English as his or her primary language or has a limited 
ability to read or understand the English language, also provide the employee with a translated version of 
this Further Action Notice. Translated versions are available in the 'View Essential Resources' section of 
E-Verify. If the employee cannot read this document for some other reason, provide the information in an 
alternative format. 

2. Check that all of the information at the top of this Further Action Notice is correct. If this information is 
incorrect, close this case in E-Verify and create a new case with the correct information. 

3. Ask the employee to indicate whether he or she will contest the SSA Tentative Nonconfirmation (SSA 
TNC) by signing and dating Page 2 of this Further Action Notice, and then sign and date below as the 
employer. 

4. Give the employee a copy of the signed Further Action Notice in English (and a translated version, if 
appropriate) and attach the original to the employee's Form 1-9. 

5. Log in to E-Verify and search for this case using the information above. Follow the instructions in 
E-Verify to refer the case to SSA if the employee contests the TNC, or close the case if the employee 
does not contest the SSA TNC. If the employee chooses not to contest the SSA TNC, you may terminate 
his or her employment and close the case in E-Verify. 

IMPORTANT : If the employee contests the SSA TNC, refer the case to SSA, print the Referral Date 
Confirmation from E-Verify, provide it to the employee, and instruct the employee to visit SSA within 8 
Federal Government working days as specified in the Referral Date Confirmation. 


Employer Signature and Date 


1 have notified this employee of the SSA Tentative Nonconfirmation and provided the employee with a copy of this Further Action Notice. 

Epiq Systems 

Tania Dubljevic 

Employer’s Name 

Employer Representative’s Name 



Date 

Employer Representative’s Signature 
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Why you received this Further Action Notice 

Your employer participates in E-Verify, a program managed by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS) and the Social Security Administration (SSA). E-Verify compares the information you provided on 
Form 1-9, Employment Eligibility Verification, with records available to DHS to verify that you are authorized 
to work in the United States. 

You received this Further Action Notice from your employer because E-Verify provided a result of SSA 
Tentative Nonconfirmation (SSA TNC). An SSA TNC means that the information entered into E-Verify by 
your employer does not match SSA records. An SSA TNC does not necessarily mean that you gave 
incorrect information to your employer or that you are not authorized to work in the United States. Visit 
the For Employees pages at www.dhs.qov/E-Verify to learn the reasons you may have received an SSA 
TNC. 

What you should do: 

1. Check that the information on Page 1 of this Further Action Notice is correct. If it is not correct, provide 
the correct information to your employer. Your employer should close this E-Verify case and use the 
corrected information to create a new case. 

2. Decide if you will contest (take action to resolve) the SSA TNC and inform your employer of your 
decision. 

IMPORTANT : If you decide not to contest the SSA TNC, your case will become a Final Nonconfirmation, 
which means that your employer may terminate your employment. 

3. Select your decision to contest or not contest and sign and date this Further Action Notice below. If you 
decide to take action to contest the SSA TNC, to begin to resolve the SSA TNC, you must visit an SSA 
field office within 8 Federal Government working days from the date your employer refers your case 
in E-Verify. 

IMPORTANT: Review Page 3 of this notice for important information about employer responsibilities and 
your rights. 


Select box, sign and date below: 


1 choose to: (check one) 

□ 

CONTEST (take action to resolve the SSA TNC) 

□ 

NOT CONTEST (not take action to resolve the SSA TNC) 

Employee’s Signature 


Date 



What you must do to take action to resolve the SSA TNC: 

1. Visit an SSA field office within 8 Federal Government working days from the date your employer 
refers your case to SSA to begin to resolve your case. Your employer must give you a Referral Date 
Confirmation, which will tell you the date by which you must visit SSA. 

To locate an SSA field office, visit www.socialsecuritv.gov/locator or call SSA at 800-772-1213 (TTY: 
800-325-0778). If you live in an area where there is a Social Security Card Center, you are required to 
visit the Card Center. 

2. Bring this Further Action Notice when you visit the SSA field office. Tell SSA that you are there because 
of an E-Verify issue. 

3. Bring the following original documents to the SSA field office, if you have them. SSA may require: 

• Proof of your age; for example, a birth certificate or passport 

• Proof of your identity; for example, a driver's license or passport 

• Proof of a legal name change; for example, a marriage certificate, if your current name is not 
displayed on your current Social Security number card. 

• Proof of U.S. citizenship or your work-authorized status: 

■ If you are a U.S. citizen, for example, a Naturalization Certificate, U.S. public birth certificate, or 
U.S. passport, or 
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■ If you are not a U.S. citizen, for example, a Permanent Resident Card (Form 1-551 or "green 
card"), Employment Authorization Document (Form 1-766), or Arrival-Departure Record 
(Form 1-94) showing work-authorized status. 


KNOW YOUR RIGHTS 


This page provides important information about employer responsibilities and your rights. 

• Employers must promptly notify you, in private, of a Tentative Nonconfirmation (TNC). 

• Employers must allow you to contest a TNC and may not take adverse action against you because of the 
TNC while you are contesting the TNC and your E-Verify case is pending. 

• You have 8 Federal Government working days to visit an SSA field office or contact DHS to contest the 
TNC from the date the employer refers the case in E-Verify. 

• Employers must not discriminate against you because of your citizenship, immigration status or national 
origin. 

• Employers cannot use E-Verify selectively or to pre-screen job applicants. E-Verify must be used for all 
new employees regardless of citizenship, immigration status or national origin. 

• Employers cannot use E-Verify to verify existing employees, unless the employer is currently a federal 
contractor with the Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) E-Verify Clause in its federal contract. 

• Employers are required to clearly display the 'Notice of E-Verify Participation' and the 'Right to Work' 
posters in all languages supplied by DHS. 

• Employers may terminate employees because of a TNC only after receiving a Final Nonconfirmation, or 
after an employee has decided not to contest a TNC. 

• Employers may not use E-Verify to reverify existing employees whose employment authorization has 
expired. Instead, employers must complete Section 3 of Form 1-9, Employment Eligibility Verification, or 
complete a new Form 1-9. 

For More Information 

If you have questions about what to do, contact E-Verify at 888-897-7781 (TTY: 877-875-6028) or email 
E-Verifv@dhs.gov . If you need assistance in a language other than English, you may ask the E-Verify 
customer representative for an interpreter. For more information on E-Verify, including our privacy practices 
and program rules, visit the E-Verify website at www.dhs.gov/E-Verifv . 

To contact SSA, call 800-772-1213 (TTY: 800-325-0778) or visit SSA’s website at www.socialsecuritv.gov/ . 

Report Violations 

If you believe your employer has violated E-Verify rules, or treated you in an unfair manner, we encourage 
you to report it. To report misuse of E-Verify, including privacy violations, and general E-Verify complaints, 
contact the E-Verify Employee Hotline at 888-897-7781 (TTY: 877-875-6028) or email E-Verifv@dhs.gov . 

To report employment discrimination based upon your citizenship, immigration status, or national origin, 
contact the Department of Justice, Civil Rights Division, Office of Special Counsel for Immigration-Related 
Unfair Employment Practices (OSC) at 800-255-7688 (TTY:800-237-2515). Language interpretation is 
available to all callers. For more information, visit OSC’s website at www.iustice.gov/crt/about/osc . 

Protect Your Identity 

If you want to learn more about identity theft or fraud and the simple steps you can take to protect yourself, 
visit ftc.gov/idtheft . 


Page 3 of 3 | Further Action Notice - SSA TNC | Revision Date 07/17/13 


www.dhs.gov/E-Verify 











E Verify 







Referral Date Confirmation 

Social Security Administration Tentative Nonconfirmation (SSATNC) 


E-Verify Case Verification Number: 2015162094807QD 
Employee Name: Den Hollander, Roy 


Your employer referred your E-Verify case to SSA after you decided to contest (take action to resolve) an 
SSA Tentative Nonconfirmation (SSA TNC). This document confirms that your case was referred to SSA. 

What you should do 

Visit an SSA field office within 8 Federal Government working days, by 06/23/2015 
(MM/DD/YYYY), to begin to resolve the SSA TNC. If you have not received the SSA TNC Further Action 
Notice from your employer, contact your employer immediately to obtain this notice. 

The SSA TNC Further Action Notice includes information about your E-Verify case and which documents 
you need when you visit SSA. You must have the SSA TNC Further Action Notice when you visit SSA. 

If you do not take action within 8 Federal Government working days, by 06/23/2015 
(MM/DD/YYYY), a Final Nonconfirmation will be issued and your employer may terminate your 
employment. Employers must allow you to contest an SSA TNC and may not take adverse action against 
you because of the SSA TNC while you are contesting the SSA TNC and your E-Verify case is pending. 

For More Information 

If you have questions about what to do, contact E-Verify at 888-897-7781 (TTY: 877-875-6028) or email 
E-Verify@dhs.gov. If you need assistance in a language other than English, you may ask the E-Verify 
customer representative for an interpreter. For more information on E-Verify, including our privacy 
practices and program rules, visit the E-Verify website at www.dhs.gov/E-Verify. 




ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


Tel: (917)687-0652 
roy 17 den@gmail .com 


July 4, 2015 


Fred M. Maurin 
Social Security Administration 
New York Regional Commissioner 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 40-120 
New York, NY 10278 

Dear Mr. Maurin: 

Your agency and the Department of Homeland Security recently rendered an e-Verify 
“Nonconfirmation” finding that I am not a U.S. citizen. (Ex. A). In effect, both agencies told 
my temporary employer at the time that I was an “illegal alien”, which resulted in the loss of 
employment on a project. 

If you find the term “illegal” offensive, then substitute “criminal,” since anyone who 
entered the country in violation of U.S. law is either guilty of a misdemeanor or felony, which 
are criminal classifications. That is what your agency and Homeland Security effectively called 
me to my former employer. 

All my life, I thought I was a U.S. citizen—as if that means anything anymore. My 
mother told me I had been born at a hospital in Paterson, New Jersey; the same town that Lou 
Costello was from, so perhaps this is all a Government joke. 

My earliest memories are of a small town in New Jersey—a state which was one of the 
original colonies. We had no mariachi bands, Taco Bells or “Don’t Drink the Water” signs. 
However, I did take two years of Spanish in high school, but my Spanish is nowhere good 
enough to be an illegal. 

I thoroughly understand that the Obama Administration could care less about the money, 
time, and annoyance this lunacy is costing me. After all, I am the Administration’s latest 
synonymy for demon—a white, heterosexual man who is politically incorrect, or as I like to say, 
“evolutionarily correct.” 

Due to typical Obama Administration ineptitude or malice, I now have to prove to 
bureaucrats drunk with power, who enforce their sanctimonious lefty ideologies instead of the 
law, that I am a U.S. citizen. So, just how do I do that, since Homeland and Social Security have 
already rejected my Social Security card and driver’s license as invalid? Perhaps, I should just 
change my name to Jose Jimenez and leave La Raza to deal with it. 



My Social Security card was issued in the 1960s. It shows that my last name is “Den 
Hollander.” (Ex. B). Many people of Dutch heritage have two words for a last name, such as 
Vincent Van Gogh, although I still have both my ears. Most illegals, however, have so many 
names, they can easily interchange identities. Russians do the same by using their patronymics 
as a last name, but that’s okay—they’re commies as are many in the current administration. 

Because my last name has two words, which means “the Dutchman,” mostly likely 
invented by Homeland Security’s predecessors at Ellis Island when my father arrived in the 
1920s, some institutions in America have shorten my last name to “Hollander” while others have 
combined the words into one, sometimes with a lower case “h”—“Denhollander,” sometimes 
with a capital “H”—“DenHollander.” And, as hard as it is to fathom, some bureaucracies have 
actually gotten my last name right—“Den Hollander” with a space between the words. 

When Social Security switched from paper files to digital, some mentally challenged 
clerk probably entered something wrong from my paper file. Most likely, they muddled the last 
name, but it could have been anything—I have no idea. Then again, it might be malicious, since 
a search of my name “Roy Den Hollander” on the Internet makes clear that I do not subscribe to 
the prevalent looney tune PC ideology of the day that substitutes for thinking and the rule of law. 

So, as the precursor to a lawsuit if necessary, here’s my proof of citizenship, which 
includes those bureaucracies that got my last name correct and those that did not. Therein lies a 
defense for Homeland Security and your agency by blaming me for bureaucratic incompetence— 
I should have corrected the entities that got my name wrong. Not so fast, especially where the 
entities relied on Homeland Security and your inaccurate computer records. Additionally, I 
accurately completed the many bureaucratic forms but some fool chose to fit my name into a 
digital formula. That’s their fault; I’m not paid to waste my time doing their job. 

Alleged proof of U.S. citizenship: 

Ex. B Social Security Card 

Ex. C Birth Certificate 

Ex. D New York State driver’s license 

Ex. E George Washington University Law School alumni membership card 

Ex. F Columbia University alumni reading card 

Ex. G U.S. Passport 

Ex. H New York State Unified Court System Attorney Secure Pass 

Ex. I U.S. District Court Southern District of New York Attorney Service Pass 

Ex. J Certificate of Good Standing Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of NY 
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Ex. K Certificate of Good Standing U.S. District Court Southern District of New York 

Ex. L Certificate of Good Standing U.S. District Court Eastern District of New York 

Ex. M Certificate of Good Standing U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 

Ex. N Certificate of Good Standing Supreme Court of the United States of America. 

Unfortunately, I do not have a Matricula Consular de Alta Seguridad, so the preceding 
exhibits may not be sufficient, and the courts will have to decide whether I originated from south 
of the border. 

Finally, I have not complied with Homeland Security and your agency’s dictated 
deadline to physically visit and wait interminably for a “Club Fed” bureaucrat with the hubris of 
a prince or princess to condescending rule that I am a citizen. So no surprise, if I continue as an 
illegal alien in the eyes of this increasingly intrusive, incompetent and ideologically corrupt 
administration. At least I’ll have more rights. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 

/S/ 

Roy Den Hollander 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


Tel: (917)687-0652 
roy 17 den@gmail .com 


July 6, 2015 

Donald Trump, CEO and Pres. 

The Trump Organization 
725 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

Dear Candidate Trump: 

I agreed with your position on illegal aliens until the Department of Homeland Security 
classified me as one, which resulted in my losing a temporary job. 

Homeland Security and the Social Security Administration operate a program called “E- 
Verify.” The program allows employers to determine whether a new employee can legally work 
in the United States. 

As an attorney admitted to practice in New York, the U.S. Southern and Eastern District 
Courts, the U.S. Second Circuit Court of Appeals and the U.S. Supreme Court, I recently was 
hired for a temporary attorney project. Homeland Security’s E-Verify program, however, 
determined that I was not legally pennitted to work, so my employer could not use me on a 
subsequent project. (Exhibit A, Nonconfirmation Report). Needless to say I was surprised, 
since my Spanish is not that good. 

I could have appealed, but to do so required me to take the time to physically visit and 
wait interminably for a “Club Fed” bureaucrat with the hubris of a prince or princess to 
condescending rule that I am a citizen. I chose not too, having once worked for the U.S. 
Treasury Department with a top secret security clearance. Instead, I sent the Regional 
Administrator a less than PC-correct letter with copies of numerous identification documents. 
(Exhibit B, letter only). 

Since Homeland has already deemed my social security card and driver’s license invalid, 
why should they do something different with these other documents? 

The real issue here is not me; I can take care of myself, perhaps with a lawsuit against 
these idiots. But what of those other Americans who lose jobs that are vital to their livelihoods 
and families because these illegal alien sycophants and haters of everything American are too 
inept or malicious to do their jobs as required by the law. 

True, being an illegal alien does have its advantages: I don’t have to pay taxes, La Raza 
will give me free legal advice, and if I’m arrested, Homeland Security will send me back to 
where I came from—Paterson, New Jersey. 



So in your campaigning, if you see a group of illegals waiting to be hired and one is 
wearing a Joseph Bank’s blue pinstripe suit with a Columbia University rugby tie—that’s me. 

I wish you success in your campaign. 


Sincerely 

/S/ 

Roy Den Hollander 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


Tel: (917)687-0652 
roy 17 den@gmail .com 


August 10, 2015 

Ann Coulter 
c/o Crown Publishing 
1745 Broadway 
New York, NY 10019 

Dear Ms. Coulter: 

This Edward R. Murrow “small picture” or “Adios America” tale maybe of interest to 

you. 


Homeland Security and the Social Security Administration recently declared me 
ineligible to work in my native country—the U.S.A. In effect, they classified me as an illegal 
alien even though I was bom here and have not, to my knowledge, renounced my citizenship. 
Their classification resulted in my losing a job. 

It’s a mystery to me why these lefty supremacists in Obama’s Administration found me 
to be “undocumented.” My Spanish isn’t that good, and I have plenty of documents, but they’re 
all issued by federal, state or private U.S. organizations, for example: 

Certificates of Attorney Good Standing from - the Supreme Court of the United 
States of America, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, the U.S. 

District Court for the Southern District of New York, U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of New York, and the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court 
of N.Y.; Social Security Card; Birth Certificate, New York State driver’s license, 

George Washington University Law School alumni membership card, Columbia 
University alumni reading card, U.S. Passport, New York State Unified Court 
System Attorney Secure Pass. 

Homeland Security and the Social Security Administration operate a program called “E- 
Verify.” The program allows employers to determine whether a new employee can legally work 
in the United States. 

Obama’s E-Verify program detennined that I was not legally pennitted to work here. 

(See Attachments). I contested the determination but was then required to visit a Social Security 
Office within eight working days. The job that I was offered was due to start in a few days, and I 
had prior commitments during those few days. Besides, why should I, a U.S. citizen whom the 
federal government tried to send to Vietnam twice, be required to take the time to physically 
visit and wait interminably for a “Club Fed” bureaucrat with the hubris of a prince or princess to 
condescending rule that I am a citizen? 



I chose not to, having once worked for the U.S. Treasury Department with a top secret 
security clearance where I became all too familiar with the corruption of the Government. 
Instead, I sent the N.Y. Regional Administrator of Social Security, Fred M. Maurin, a less than 
PC-correct letter with copies of the above cited documents. So far no response. 

Since Homeland and Social Security initially deemed my social security card and driver’s 
license invalid, they have probably done the same with the other documents. 

The real issue here is not me; I can take care of myself, perhaps with a lawsuit against 
these idiots. But what of those other Americans who lose jobs that are vital to their livelihoods 
and families because these haters of everything American are too inept or malicious to do their 
jobs as required by the law. 

True, being an illegal alien does have its advantages: I don’t have to pay taxes, La Raza 
will give me free legal advice, and if I’m arrested, Homeland Security will send me back to 
where I came from—Paterson, New Jersey. 

If in your travels you see a group of illegals waiting to be hired and one is wearing a 
Joseph Bank’s blue pinstripe suit with a Columbia University rugby tie—that’s me. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely 


Roy Den Hollander 
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Citizenship Possible Media Responses 

(Privileged and Confidential Attorney Work Product) 


So what happened? 

I don’t understand—my Spanish isn’t that good. 

Did you appeal within 8 days? 

No. As an illegal alien I now have more rights than U.S. citizens: I don’t have to pay taxes, I get 
free legal advice from La Raza, and if I’m arrested, I get sent back to where I’m from—Paterson, 
New Jersey. 

Besides, why should I a US citizen, whom the federal government tried to send to Vietnam 
twice, jump through the hoops of the illegal alien sycophants in the Obama Administration? 

Unlike Obama, I have better things to do than play golf. I’m not dropping everything and 
schleping to a government office, to sit for hours waiting for some club fed bureaucrat to do as 
little work as possible in order for her to qualify for her year end bonus? 

Were they going to pay my hourly rate while waiting? Were they going to pay my 
transportation? Were they going to give me back some of my taxes that pays them for their 
stupidity and sloth? No. 

When Homeland Security’s declaration of my illegality kept me from signing up right away for 
the next project, I scheduled my time for other matters. The bureaucrats whom I stupidly pay to 
harass me were going to have to wait. 

What matters? 

Can’t say or the people paying me might receive a visit from Homeland Security and be charged 
under the Patriot Act for aiding a U.S. citizen to live in the country in which he was born and 
raised. 

I subsequently spent three hours putting together a less than nice letter to the Regional 
Administrator of Social Security and mailed it on July 4 th . Do you think he got the message? I 
would have sent it out on Cinco de Mayo but that would have meant waiting nearly a year, and I 
need to support myself and this “hate everything American Administration” with my taxes. 

Aren ’t you responsible for losing that job by not appealing? 

To an extent, but the real issue here is not me; I can take care of myself, perhaps with a lawsuit 
against these idiots. But what of those other Americans who lose jobs that are vital to their 
livelihoods and families because these illegal alien sycophants and haters of everything 
American are too inept or malicious to do their jobs as required by the law. 
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How will you get your citizenship back? 

Easy, under the Violence Against Women’s Act all I have to do is date an American girl then 
accuse her of abuse—does not matter whether it is true or not because Homeland Security will 
only listen to me the illegal alien. So it will conclude I’ve been abuse and make me a permanent 
resident. In three years, I can become a citizen again. Boy, I hope she’s hot. 

How do you feel about this? 

I’m getting tired of the illegal alien jokes. 

When I go to the law library at the NYC Bar Association, they now ask me for my green card. 

A friend remarked that he didn’t know I could swim. 

A lawyer said he’d represent me in my deportation proceeding. 

Did you get your citizenship back? 

On July 20, 2015, not having heard back from the Regional Administrator, I went down to his 
office at 26 Federal Plaza to pay a personal visit. A couple of security guards who could barely 
speak English would not even let me into the building. Just as I thought, under Obama America 
was now the United States of the Third World. The Caribbean security guards sent me down to 
Williams Street to wait with all the other illegals trying to con their way into America. Most of 
the clerks at Williams Street were Obama look a likes—just what a bigot like him and his wife 
wanted. But I got lucky and the lottery gave me a white middle-aged man who spoke fluent 
English. “How may I help you?” “I’d like my U.S. citizenship back,” and showed him the E- 
Verify Non-confirmation document. “Damn,” he said in surprise and went to work. He was 
thorough, took his time, and figured out what had happened. According to him, someone in 
Social Security, perhaps the Regional Administrator’s secretary had gone into my file to correct 
the Administration’s error. The white clerk made some additional changes and double checked 
everything to make sure I would not have any more problems with E-Verify. I thanked him and 
left. Always a pleasure dealing with a non-millennial American who knows his job. 
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Russian Tales 

© Roy Den Hollander (11/17/17) 


Father and Daughter 

I’m in Moscow for some reason or the other, and one day my Russian girlfriend calls in tears 
saying that her father abused her. 

“Call the police,” I say. 

“No, the police are useless, I want you to come over here now and beat him up.” 

“Me?” 

“Yes, if you love me you will protect me.” 

“Okay,” I reluctantly say, and take the metro to the station near her house. 

There I am a boy from New Jersey walking down Tverskaya Street, a couple blocks from the 
Kremlin, the heart of the evil empire, on my way to beat up my girlfriend’s father who is not 
only younger than I but bigger. How did I get into this? 

Her father, Vladimir, is in the living room lying on the sofa with a rag over his face and his wife 
and daughter, my girlfriend, are scolding him in Russian. 

My girlfriend says, “Go ahead, beat him up, or I’ll know you don’t love me.” 

“Okay,” I say, “come on Vladimir, put ‘em up.” His daughter translates while I’m hoping my 
offer is declined. 

Vladimir says something in Russian, and his daughter says with a smirk, “Father doesn’t want to 
fight.” 

Whew, I lucked out, I’m thinking. 

Vladimir, then props himself up to look at me and the rag falls off his face showing a black and 
blue eye. 

“How’d he get that?” I asked my girlfriend. 

She says, “He came home and wanted me to make him some soup, but I didn’t want to, so I 
bounced the can of Campbell’s off his head.” 

Then Vladimir’s wife rushes over to the sofa and wham, slaps him right across that eye. 

I saying to myself, I’m getting on the next plane out of this nut cake country and I did. 
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Volunteer Cops 

The son of the family where I rented a room when in Moscow was a volunteer policeman. 

Late one night I went out on assignment with him. 

His group of volunteer cops were helping the regular police run a check point for drunken drivers 
on the outer ring road that circled Moscow. Cars would stop and they’d check ids and whether 
the drivers were drunk. 

It was boring when suddenly a black Mercedes Benz zooms through the check point. 

The volunteers and I pile into what reminded me of a Tinker Toy car with the regular cops 
jumping into a Match Box Toy car. 

Off we go in pursuit with me wondering how these cars powered with lawnmower engines are 
going to catch a Benz. 

Want to know how? By seriously reckless driving. Our driver turns off his headlights, leaving 
starlight—no moon, and an occasional working street lamp to navigate by in his effort to sneak 
up on the Benz. 

Through shear lunatic driving, a dirt road short-cut and luck, we end up right behind the Benz 
with the regular cops directly in back of us. 

Our driver turns on his headlights and the Benz, trying to lose us, makes a sharp turn off the ring 
road zooming down a half paved road with no street lights. 

Then I hear gun shots. Damn, the goons in the black Benz are shooting at us? I’m glad I’m in 
the back seat. But there were no gun flashes coming from the Benz, so I looked behind us at the 
regular police. They’re the ones shooting at the Benz with us in the middle and me still in the 
back seat. I’m trying to figure out if I still like the people mentioned in my will. 

The Benz finally stops—it’s a dead end. The volunteers rush out toward the Benz without a 
second thought as to whether the occupants of this favorite car of the Russian criminal class are 
anned. 

The regular cops are keeping their distance, standing behind the open doors of their car with their 
guns ready. 

The volunteers yank open the driver’s door of the Benz and pull the unanned driver out. The 
regular cops see this and that the other passengers are two girls. The regular cops leave the 
protection of their car, grab the driver and beat the tar out of him. We all go to the stationhouse, 
where the regular cops beat the driver some more—swift and effective justice. 
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Disco Duck 


I’m enjoying a Moscow nightclub and decide to go out and catch some air. Smoking was legal 
everywhere in Russia, but the cancer rate wasn’t too bad because they still used the old Commie 
health statistics. 

While outside and standing off to the side of the entrance, up rolls a bus that looks like it escaped 
from a Donald Duck cartoon—wide and foreshortened and gray. The bus turns and backs up to 
the club’s entrance. It has this oversized door in the back of it. The door flies open and out 
piles, not cartoon characters, but the military with AK-47s. They rush by me into the nightclub 
slamming to the side anyone in their way. I follow to check it out. They find the guy they’re 
looking for—maybe an enemy of the state or someone who didn’t pay enough in bribes—beat 
the tar out of him and drag him back to the Donald Duck bus. 

Off it chugs down the road to Lubyanka. 

McDonalds 


In the early 1990s, McDonalds opened its first restaurant in Moscow. It immediately became the 
place to go with Russians dressing up the way Americans used to when dinning out at a fancy 
place. 

For me, it was one of the few places that served edible food. 

The first time I went, the line stretched around the block. The police had set out these metal 
barricades, like the cops in New York City use for crowd control, to channel the line into the 
restaurant. 

The barricades allowed for three people to stand abreast, but up and down the line only two 
people were standing abreast, leaving a kind of passing lane on their left. Strange I thought until 
a couple of Russian hoods, you can tell them by their size and all black clothing, used the passing 
lane to cut in front of the line. 

Screw this, and I stepped into the passing lane, but not to cut in front, rather to block anymore 
hoods from doing so. Along came another couple of hoods, they clearly recognized me as an 
American from my suit, and proceeded to push the Russians standing next to me out of the way, 
so as to cut around me and resume their travels in the passing lane. They didn’t touch me— 
guess my Brooks Brothers’ suit intimated the hoods. 

West Moscow Party 

The New Russians—government officials in positions to privatize state assets by pocketing 
them—build their mansion dachas west of Moscow. Perhaps they are trying to get nearer 
America’s conspicuous consumption culture. 
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The members of a band with whom I was friendly and often went to watch play were hired for a 
New Russian event west of Moscow. They invited me and I went. 

There was plenty of booze, hot young amateur prostitutes making their way through college and 
older, rich, corrupt mini-oligarchs. While returning from a trip to the men’s room, some mini- 
oligarch ran into me and started cursing me in Russian for daring to make contact with his 
augustness. Not about to be intimidated by a commie crook, I responded, “Okay Bolshaya 
Shyshka (big boss), let’s take this outside.” The mini-oligarch quickly said, “Oh, I didn’t know 
you were American. My apologies.” Which I as quickly accepted. 

Good thing I wasn’t Russian. I might not have made it home. The New Russians see themselves 
as the new aristocracy that can get away with anything as long as only Russians are involved. 

But when it comes to Americans, they fear us more than the Nazis. After all, we won the cold- 
war. 

Hunger 

In 1992, my girlfriend and I brought some food to a Russian family with whom she was a friend. 
The husband and wife were in their 30s, both had PhDs, and they had a young child. 

We sat down at a table, and when I looked up, one of the four horsemen of the apocalypse was 
staring into my eyes—starvation. These two highly educated parents were starving in order to 
provide their child with enough food. This was happening in the capital of Russia—Moscow, in 
the 20 th not the 13 th century. 
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Simplified Tonal Music Theory 

[Draft] 


Introduction 


Music is an audible sound—it cannot be seen. It works through the ears and body on the brain to 
cause pleasant emotions, sad or angry emotions. 

In Western Europe around the ninth century, people began trying to represent the audible sounds 
visually. Through the rest of the Middle Ages into the Renaissance, they created a system of 
symbols and rules to depict and understand what composers were doing to elicit emotions. They 
were not unlike the alchemists of the time trying to understand the physical world. 

The problems faced by medieval alchemists and medieval musical theorists were they not only 
did not understand the science of what they were trying to represent, but failed to pursue the 
simplest explanation—the simplest hypothesis. The medieval musical theorists kept trying to 
preserve their original hypotheses by adding new rules that made musical theory overly complex 
with convoluted and uncertain qualifications. 

This paper is a minor effort to simplify tonal music theory by doing away with the 60 different 
scales, the different clefts and key signatures by focusing on intervals as the reason that music 
elicits emotions. 

Physics 

Tonal music consists of more than one sound occurring at the same time; that is, two or more 
voices. This creates harmony—the sound of two or more notes occurring simultaneously or 
where consecutively sounded notes sound as though they were played simultaneously. The 
consecutively sounded notes hannony is a trick of the brain, similar to watching a movie made 
up of individual still pictures. 

The average adult can hear a range of frequencies (pitches, tone, notes) from a low of 20 sound 
vibrations in one second (lowest pedal on a pipe organ) to a high of 20,000 per second. 
Frequencies are measured in “Hertz” (Hz). 

Humans can most easily distinguish pitches below 5,000 Hz when they are at a relatively low 
intensity (amplitude, loudness) such as at a symphony. As a result, the instruments in an 
orchestra that play tonal music span a pitch range from around 20 Hz to around 5,000 Hz. After 
all, you want the audience to easily hear what you play; otherwise, why bother. 

12 chromatic notes 


The approximate 20 Hz to 5,000 Hz pitch range consists of about eight octaves as indicated on a 
piano. The piano has a range of about 7.5 octaves. 
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The medieval musicologists designated C as the first note in any octave, but that made the first 
note in the lowest octave a C with a frequency of 16.35 Hz, which next to no one could hear. 
When the piano was invented, it started with the first note that was easily heard—an A at 27.50 
Hz, but that meant the first key of the piano did not start on a C. Logic would have changed the 
convention for indicating which note began an octave, since any note can be used. But logic was 
not a strong point of the Middle Ages. 

Each successive or higher pitch from A is 1.0594631 (the 12th root of 2) times the previous 
frequency. For example, 1.0594631 x 27.5 = 29.1352 Hz to get A#; or 1.0594631 x 41.2 (E) = 
43.65 Hz to get F. Each octave consists of 12 chromatic pitches, also referred to as notes, tones 
or keys. 

The notes in an octave were originally represented with seven letters, C to B, but that only 
accounted for seven frequencies. Later medieval musicologists invented flats (b) and sharps (#) 
in order to represent the other five notes in a chromatic scale while maintaining their seven letter 
format. Flats and sharps are called “accidentals” because the medievalists had accidentally 
ignored them by using only seven letters to designate notes. 

The introduction of flats and sharps resulted in a notational rule for determining whether a note 
of a particular frequency be designated a sharp or flat: write sharps when notes are ascending, 
but flats when notes are descending, or refer to what is written after the traditional cleft, unless a 
sharp or flat is borrowed from a different scale. It’s a rule divorced from reality, since the sharp 
of one letter note usually equals the flat of another letter note regardless of the scales from which 
the notes come. For example, is it A# or Bb? 1 Both have the same pitch or frequency—they 
sound the same. But which one is used may depend on whether the score is going up or down. 
That’s similar to having two buttons in an elevator for the same floor—one button for going up 
and one for going down to the same floor. The use of flats and sharps for identifying pitch is 
convoluted and just causes confusion. What do you expect from feudal Europe? 

Musical alchemy from the Middle Ages created the following nomenclature for notes—some 
with the same frequency, others not: 

A, A# Bb, B Cb, B# C, C# Db, D, D# Eb, E Fb, E# F, F# Gb, G, G# Ab. 

Or without the alchemic redundancy of different notations for the same pitch: 

A, A#, B, C, C#, D, D#, E, F, F#, G, G#. The interval between each is traditionally 
called a half-step (“H-step”), which is the 12 th root of 2 Hz. 

A more simple nomenclature would be the following that lists the different frequencies by 
number. The corresponding medieval notations without multiple names for the same note are 
also listed below: 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 
A, A#, B, C, C#, D, D#, E, F, F#, G, G#. 


1 Also adding to the convolution, is it B# or C, Cb or B, E# or F, Fb or E. 
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Once again, the interval between consecutively numbered notes is still a H-step or the 
12 th root of 2 Hz, and each numbered note has a different pitch. 

The 8 octaves are ordered from the lowest frequency or fundamental frequency to the highest 
frequency or highest average frequency in overtones. Traditionally, the notation for octaves has 
been “0” for notes in the lowest octave set of frequencies to “7” for notes in the highest octave. 
To avoid confusion with notes being assigned numbers, octaves can be assigned lower case 
letters a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, with a as the lowest set of note frequencies and h as the highest. 

Each of the 8 octaves would have a set of notes labeled 1 to 12. A note with a number X in one 
octave sounds similar to a note with the same number X in another octave. That is, note 1 in any 
octave sounds similar to all the other note-Is in all the other octaves. The same is true for the 
other notes 2 to 12. 

The reason for similar sounding notes over different octaves deals with overtones and the set of 
neurons that the brain uses to hear. Note X in octave b will have a pitch of 2 times the frequency 
of X in octave a. So going up one octave will increase the frequency of note X by multiplying it 
times 2 raised to the power of 1. Going up two octaves will increase the pitch of note X by 
multiplying it times 2 raised to the power of 2. The fonnula is X in Hz times 2 raised to the 
power of n, where n is the number of octaves going up. Going down, divide instead of multiply. 

Six-staff lines for a graphic representation of sound 

The musical alchemists used a staff of 5 lines, but one with 6 lines can be used that would 
eliminate the need for clefs by always writing the same note on the same line or in the same 
space no matter the voice. Also, at the beginning of each staff, the voice would be indicated by 
writing S for soprano, A for alto, T for tenor and B for base. In front of each voice letter, a lower 
case letter could be place to indicate the octave. Since a staff of 6 lines can carry every note in 
an octave, it would also eliminate the use of ledger lines. 

The unchanging positions of notes would have odd numbers in spaces, even numbers on the 


lines: 



Octave 

Voice 

Notes 

abcdefgh 

S, A, T, B 

-12— 

11 



-10— 


9 

7 

5 

3 

1 
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The exact pitch of any note depends on its number (1 to 12) and the octave it is in (a to h). Notes 
of the same number sound similar throughout all 8 octaves. Since notes 1 to 12 on six-staff lines 
and spaces comprise an octave, the next note up from 12 will be note 1 in the first space of the 
next octave up, unless a different octave is designated. And the next note down from note 1 will 
be note 12 on the line of the next octave down. 

Since most western tonal music spans four octaves, a composition will have four voices (S, A, T, 
B) written over four sets of six-staff lines. The staffs for the separate octaves can be stack on top 
of each other with a highlight indicating where one ends and the other begins—no more ledger 
lines. 

The ancient ghost of scales 

The medieval musicologists invented scales to help explain and show what composers were 
doing. 

A scale is a graduated series of seven notes that ascend in pitch from the first. Each octave has a 
total of 60 scales called major, natural minor, harmonic minor or melodic minor. The total 
number of scales are 480 (8 octaves times 60 scales), but the seven notes in each and every scale 
are represented by the notes: A, A# Bb, B Cb, B# C, C# Db, D, D# Eb, E Fb, E# F, F# Gb, G, 
G# Ab, which are really only 12 different notes when medieval redundancy is eliminated. Since 
the notes in one octave had a different pitch (frequency) than the notes in another octave, 
composers were in reality dealing with 96 different notes of which all but 12 sounded similar. 
These 12 notes, pitches, tones, frequencies were the building blocks of Western music from 
around 1600 until Stravinsky—leave it to the Russians to upset matters. 

Medieval scales are nothing more than an overly complex method of trying to visually explain 
what composers were doing by ear. The explanations involved whole-steps and half-steps to 
note the frequency distance, or intervals, between successive notes on a scale in order to 
determine whether the scale was major, natural minor, harmonic minor, or melodic minor even 
though composers most likely did not rely on such descriptions. 


Major 

W 

w 

H 

W 

W 

W 

H 

Natural Minor 

W 

H 

W 

W 

H 

W 

W 

Harmonic Minor 

w 

H 

W 

W 

H 

(W+H) H 

Melodic Minor 

w 

H 

W 

W 

W 

W 

H 


The major scales create a mood of “brightness” and minor scales one of melancholy. The mood 
is created by the particular selection and arrangement of notes with the respective intervals 
between the notes. For example, take the traditional A natural minor scale: AwBhCwDwE 
h F w G w A. The first four notes give it a melancholy feel. But start at C (C w D w E h F) and 
that part of the same scale sounds bright. So it is not the scale that determines the mood but 
which of the 12 basic notes are chosen and by choosing the notes, the composer is also choosing 
the interval spacing and sequence of intervals. It is the intervals between notes and the sequence 
of intervals that matter—not the specific scale. 

The medieval musical alchemists gave each note in every one of the 60 scales a number (scale 
degree) and name depending on its position in the scale: l=tonic, 2=supertonic, 3=mediant, 
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4=subdominant, 5=dominant, 6=submediant, 7=leading. Each scale degree is ascribed an 
importance or non-importance. 1 & 7 are most important. 7 moves the melody to 1 which 
results in “feel good” because tension is resolved, unless like Teddy Roosevelt and Donald 
Trump you relish a fight. 2 & 4 are passing tones that take your mood elsewhere. 3 establishes 
quality, which means whether the scale is major (bright) or minor (melancholic). 5 creates 
tension that for some needs to be resolved by going to 7 and then 1 or straight to 1. 6 is 
deceptive, like politicians. The problem with this traditional analysis is that the scale degree of 
the very same note changes in other scales. Further, the mood elicited depends on the intervals 
between notes, whether horizontal or vertical—not a note’s scale degree in a specific scale 
because it is always changing. Using a 12-note, 6-line system eliminates this unnecessary 
complexity involving scale degrees because it eliminates scales. The composer need only 
concentrate on the moods created by certain intervals. 

Scale degrees: 

1 = most stable 

2 = passing tone, tendency to move 1 to 3 or 3 to 1 

3 = somewhat stable that provides a quality of whether Major or minor 

4 = passing tone, tendency to move 3 to 5 or 5 to 3 

5 = stable but tension also leads to 1 

6 = deceptive, listener thinks 5 will go to 1, but goes to 6 instead leaving a feeling of 

being conned, it is a game changer 

7 = not stable, moves to 1 

Under the medieval musicologists, a natural minor scale is modified with H-steps to make it 
hannonic by raising the 7 th note of the natural minor scale. The melodic minor is created by 
raising the 6 th and 7 th notes of the natural minor scale. This is done to create a H-step from the 
7 th note in the scale to the 1 st note in the same scale but an octave higher. The shortness of the H- 
step interval provides a consistency and direction to the melody. Of course, this can simply be 
done by inserting one of the 12 chromatic notes that is consecutive to the next note, since it will 
be a half step interval because they are all half steps when consecutive—no scales or scale 
degrees needed. 

Medievally, the melodic minor scale exists only when notes are ascending. If they descend, then 
the scale becomes a reverse natural minor. This is done to create a mood of “resolution”; 
otherwise, there will exist unresolved tension. Using a 12 note chromatic system to mimic the 
same intervals will create the same mood without the unnecessary rule of what goes up must 
come down differently. The focus is on which intervals or series of intervals elicit the desired 
mood—not terminology. 

Intervals 


An interval is the frequency distance between two notes: frequency “v” of the higher frequency 
note Y minus the v of the lower frequency note X. The difference is made up of a number of H- 
steps, or one H-step, depending on how far apart in frequency are notes Y and X. 
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The musical alchemists not only described an interval in H-steps (two H-steps equaling a whole 
step) but also assigned each interval a “quality”. The quality descriptions are minor, major, 
perfect, diminished, and augmented. Such resulted in the following types of interval 
descriptions: 


PI 

or 

d2 

m2 

or 

A1 

M2 

or 

d3 

m3 

or 

A2 

M3 

or 

d4 

P4 

or 

A3 



d5 



A4 

P5 

or 

d6 

m6 

or 

A5 

M6 

or 

d7 

m7 

or 

A6 

M7 

or 

d8 

OO 

or 

A7 


Determining an interval is complex thanks to the curse of scales. In medieval Europe, first count 
the number of letter notes starting with the lowest pitch and ending with the highest pitch. Since 
we’ve already learned our A, B, Cs, counting the number of letters going up is easy—down, not 
so easy. That gives the “distance” from one note to the other and is represented by a number, 
which is the number of letter notes that the interval spans. 

Next is to detennine the quality. Perfect intervals are easy, well maybe. If the number of letters 
is one, that equals PI a.k.a. unison; number of letters is four, that equals P4; number of letters is 
five, that equals P5; and number of letters is eight, equals P8. 

Now, the hard part: For determining major or minor, take the low pitch bottom note of the 
interval, assume it is the first scale degree or tonic of one of the 60 scales. Look up or run 
through your memory all the scales until you find one or more with that note as a tonic, then 
check to see if the high end note is also in that scale. If it is, then the interval has a quality the 
same as that particular scale, which will be either major or minor. But it is not quite that “easy.” 
You may be able to find that one of the 60 scales has that low end note as a tonic, but it does not 
have the high end note in the same scale. Do what the alchemist of old always did when their 
theories couldn’t explain a phenomenon—add a new rule of exception to their convolutions. In 
this case, look at the closest note in the scale to the high end note and add a sharp or a flat or 
eliminate a sharp or a flat to make the high end note the same frequency as the one in the scale. 
Remember, going up gets a sharp, going down gets a flat. When you do this, however, the 
interval loses any medieval major, minor or perfect quality and takes on the quality of being 
diminished (decreased) or augment (increased). 

There are other ways but still convoluted. To detennine minor or major, once again count the 
number of letter notes. If the number of letter notes is 2 or 3 and the number of H-steps between 
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the two notes are even, then the interval is major. If the number of H-steps is odd, then the 
interval is minor. If the number of letter notes is 6 or 7 and the number of H-steps are even, then 
the interval is minor. If the number of H-steps is odd, then the interval is major. 

There is also the inverse method for detennining an interval’s size and quality. Every octave can 
be divided into two intervals. If one is a major with size S, then the other will be a minor of size 
|9-S|. So, if one is P5 (five letter notes), the inverse will be P4 (four letter notes) and vice versa: 

P4 + P5 = P8 
M2 + m7 = P8 
m2 + M7 = P8 
M3 + m6 = P8 
m3 + M6 = P8 

So when faced with a large interval, to create the inverse interval, take the higher note and put it 
below the lower note—the same note an octave down. Figure out what the smaller interval is 
and then take the inverse of that to determine the larger interval. That is, count the letters in the 
smaller interval to get the size, then determine whether it is major or minor. The size of the 
larger interval will be 9 minus the size of the smaller interval, and if the smaller is minor, then 
the larger is major and vice versa. 

Intervals are considered the building blocks of tonal music because depending on the interval 
different emotions are elicited. But these emotions result from the frequencies of the notes used 
and the number of H-steps between them—not the musical alchemists convoluted methodology 
involving scales. 

Interval 


PI or d2 

m2 or A1 

M2 or d3 

m3 or A2 

M3 or d4 

P4 or A3 

d5 

A4 

P5 or d6 


No. H-Steps 

Consonance 
or dissonance 

Freauencv ra 

0 

consonant 

1:1 

1 

dissonant 

16:15 

2 

dissonant 

9:8 

3 

consonant 

6:5 

4 

consonant 

5:4 

5 

either 

4:3 

6 

dissonant 


6 

dissonant 

45:32 

7 

consonant 

3:2 
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m6 or A5 

8 

consonant 

8:5 

M6 or d7 

9 

consonant 

5:3 

m7 or A6 

10 

dissonant 

9:5 

M7 or d8 

11 

dissonant 

15:8 

P8 or A7 

12 

consonant 

2:1 


If the interval goes beyond 12 H-steps, then subtract 12 from the total number of H-steps, which 
will give a number of H-steps to be matched with one of the above intervals. 

What a chore. With a system of 12 numbered notes on six-staff lines, one glance does the work 
to determine a specific note, and an ability to count to 12 and subtract takes care of the intervals. 
The interval between note X and note Y = |X-Y|, which is the number of half steps and that will 
tell you whether the notes create a consonant or dissonant sound. For example, if you want to 
know the number of H-steps from note 3 to note 10, then |3-10| equals 7, which produces a 
consonant sound when the notes are played simultaneously or consecutively. 

With 12 numbered notes on six-staff lines, there’s no counting our A, B, Cs and no major, minor, 
perfect, diminished, or augmented needed. An added benefit is that Russians, Asians and Arabs 
use the same numbers and mathematics as Europeans, so they don’t have to worry about 
knowing their A, B, Cs. 

Guesstimating what scale is where in a composition. 

Medieval musicologists’ reliance on scales to understand what composers were doing created 
another problem. Composers were not about to limit their compositions to one scale of seven 
notes, regardless of the number of similar notes that the different octaves provided. Composers 
used any note or notes from any scale they wanted to create the effect they desired. The 
alchemists, therefore, needed a way for preserving their analyses based on scales in determining 
which of the 60 scales a piece was in at a particular point. They called this invented convolution 
modulation. 

The problem with modulation is that a composer might be throwing in a note or notes not on a 
predetennined scale just for an effect. There are even difficulties in discovering what exactly is 
the predetermined scale. Composers don’t always write on which scale a composition starts. If 
you do not know the starting scale, then how can you find out the alleged modulations using the 
medieval musicologists’ system of analyses? If you do know the starting scale, you still may not 
be able to detennine the modulations. So the alchemists came up with guessing games. 

To determine the beginning scale of a piece look at the first note of the soprano—skip the note if 
it is just marking time, and start with the second note. Then look at the last note of a movement. 
Also check the first note of the base and the last note of the base for a movement. Scan the piece 
to see whether there are a lot of such notes used. The alchemists do not define “a lot.” If these 
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notes are all the same or nearly all the same, then the alchemists claim that is the tonic of the 
scale with which the composer started—maybe. So you have a guesstimate tonic, now you need 
to compare the other notes in the piece to the major and minor scales that have that alleged tonic 
to conclude whether the scale is major or minor. 

As long as the composer keeps using notes from that alleged scale, there is no modulation. But 
what if he doesn’t? Does that mean he changed scales or just threw in a note from a different 
scale for impact? According to traditional theory, it depends on whether the following notes 
belong to a different scale and whether they persist. The alchemists give no definition for 
“persist,” and with only 12 distinct notes spread over 60 scales, the piece might be in a different 
scale but using the same notes as the previous scale. The alchemists do assert, however, that a 
change in scales may be; that is, may be, foretold by the appearance of the leading tone (7) from 
the new scale. But how do you know a note is the leading tone of the new scale, if you don’t 
know the new scale. Perhaps a “philosopher’s stone” would help. 

Another alleged way is determining where a cadence occurs in the scale that the piece is believed 
to be in at a particular point. The cadence would be the melody moving from the guesstimate 
scale note with degree 5 in the base to 1, or 5 to 6 to 1 in the base, and at the same time moving 
in the soprano from note scale degree 7 to 1. The motion usually crosses into the next measure 
where the cadence ends on the down beat. A change in scale may also be indicated by the 
sudden appearance of accidentals not in the previous scale. Additionally, when only one voice is 
being played, that may indicate a change in scale. 

Once again, none of these calculations are necessary using a 12-note, six-staff line system 
because in it—scales don’t exist. 

Then there’s transposition. This means moving every note in a sequence of notes up or down n 
intervals to create a subsequent sequence of notes that maintains the ascending or descending 
motion of the notes being transposed. The medieval method, however, requires knowing which 
scale the notes come from. Okay, let’s assume the philosopher stone worked, and we know the 
scale of the first set of notes and the scale of the second set that we want. For each note in the 
first set, write the scale degree, go to the second scale and copy down the note with the same 
scale degree. 

In a 12-note, six-staff line system, take the number of H-steps (n) that you want to move a 
sequence of notes up or down. The notes in the second sequence will be X + n, and n will be a 
plus for up and a minus for down in frequency. For example, to move 3 H-steps down and the 
second note in the first sequence is 6, then the second note in the transposed sequence will be 6 + 
(-3) = 3. No scale guessing needed. 

Musical Motion 


Up, down, sideways, together and alone 
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Horizontal 


Notes and rests written horizontally across a set of staff lines comprise a melody, regardless of 
the voice. It is a directional movement of sounds through time. 

A melody is distinguished horizontally by notes of various frequencies and duration, the notes’ 
interval relationships, rests of various duration, and the relationship of notes and rests to the 
beats. The smaller the interval between consecutive notes in a melody, the smoother the melody. 

Melody is a voice’s motion and stability as determined by the horizontal intervals between 
consecutive notes and the phrase fonn. 

Vertical 

Notes written vertically on the same set of staff lines or on the staff lines of the four different 
voices (S.A.T.B.) comprise a hannony that moves and usually changes as the melody progresses 
horizontally through time. 

Harmony is a combination of vertical note intervals called chords. Now sometimes the notes in a 
chord do not occur at precisely the same point in time, but because of the way humans hear, it 
sounds as though they occurred at the same point in time. 

Horizontal + Vertical 

Since tonal music generally has four voices each with its own melody moving through time, the 
pattern of movement for each melody can be vertically compared to that in a different voice: 

Similar—both voices move in the same direction over time (ascending, descending, or 
level) but the intervals between horizontally consecutive notes differ in different voices. 

Parallel—both voices move in the same direction over time but the intervals between 
horizontally consecutive notes in different voices are the same. 

Contrary or counterpoint—both voices move in opposite directions. Counterpoint is the 
comparison of two voices at the same point in time by determining the vertical intervals 
between the notes in the different voices. There are 5 types and are the major 
foundations of music since the 1600s. 

Helter Skelter—Mozart. 


Chords 


A chord is three or more notes played together (vertical) or one after another (horizontal). A 
horizontal chord can span beats. This occurs when notes in the base voice are the same over a 
beat span. 
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The frequencies of the adjacent notes in a chord (vertically or horizontally) are separated by 3 or 
4 H-steps. 

A chord with three notes of different frequencies is a Triad. The lowest frequency of the three 
notes in an octave is the root or base, the second is 3 or 4 H-steps higher, and the third is 3 or 4 
H-steps higher in frequency than the second note. 

Since a triad has three notes, it has two intervals that can be represent by a fraction. The 
denominator is the number of H-steps from the root note to the second note and the numerator is 
the number of H-steps from the second note to the third. 

Numerator = 3H/3H or diminished; 4H/3H or minor; 3H/4H or major; 4H/4H or augmented 
Denominator 

Under the medievalists’ scheme, chords were created from the notes of a particular scale. For 
triad chords, that meant using three notes from one of the 60 scales in an octave. To determine 
the chord used by a composer first required detennining which scale he was using for a particular 
phrase. We’ve seen how uncertain that can be, but assume you intuit the scale. Next, list all the 
notes in the chord that are from that scale and detennine what order of notes yields intervals of 
only 3 or 4 H-steps, or simply re-arrange the letter notes in positions that are closest to each 
other. The first note will be the root. 

Once the root is discovered, determine the scale degree of that note in the particular scale. That 
gives the Roman numeral for the chord, but is it an upper case or lower case Roman numeral? 
That depends on whether the chord is major or augmented, which takes an upper case Roman 
numeral, or minor or diminished, which takes a lower case Roman numeral. It is major or 
augmented when the number of H-steps from the root to the second note = 4 H-steps; that is, the 
denominator = 4 H-steps. It is minor or diminished when the number of H-steps from the root to 
the second note = 3 H-steps, or the denominator is 3 H-steps. But we’re not finished yet. If the 
denominator is 4 H-steps and numerator is 4 H-steps, the upper case Roman numeral gets a “+” 
sign. If the denominator is 3 H-steps and numerator 3 H-steps, the lower case Roman numeral 
gets a “°” sign. So to determine a chord requires not only figuring out the scale; knowing you’re 
A, B, Cs; finding the root scale degree in upper or lower case Roman numeral, assuming you 
have the right scale and can count H-steps; and ascertaining whether diminished or augmented or 
nothing, once again assuming you can count H-steps. 

In a 12-note, six-staff line system, scale guessing is not required and counting H-steps are easy 
because moving from a line to a space or space to a line is always one H-step. To detennine the 
root note, list all the notes in the chord and determine what order of notes yields intervals of only 
3 or 4 H-steps, or simply re-arrange the number notes in positions that are numerically closest to 
each other. Use simple subtraction to determine the number of H-steps between the root and 
second and the second and third notes. For example the chord with notes 2, 6, 9, denominator 4 
H-steps and numerator 3 H-steps, so it’s a major chord. To label the chords simply write the root 
note number (1 to 12) with D (diminished) or m (minor) or M (major) or A (augmented). Or 
replace the traditional D, m, M and A notations with different notations. Whatever, no Roman 
numerals needed; therefore, no scales or scale degrees required. Further, under this system, since 
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the notes in a chord are not limited to the notes in the particular scale of that part of a 
composition, knowing the scale in order to write chords is irrelevant. 

Composition techniques 

Species 

Counterpoint, which is contrary motion, is allegedly pleasing to the ear. 

The traditional and different species of counterpoint often switch from one to the other in a 
composition regardless of beat or voice. Which makes one wonder, why even bother with five 
different species? Anyway, here they are: 

First Species Counterpoint : 

In First Species, there is only one note above the other; therefore, both voices move at the 
same rate, or number of notes per unit of time. Any new section or new theme starts with 
a P5 or P8 vertical interval and ends with a P5 or P8 vertical interval. There are no 
consecutive P5 vertical intervals and no consecutive P8 vertical intervals. All the vertical 
intervals must be consonant—no dissonant vertical intervals between the notes in the two 
voices; that is, no intervals of PI, 2, P4, 7. 

Horizontal or melody motion should have a H-step or whole step interval between 
consecutive notes. Consecutive notes have to be of different frequencies. There cannot 
be a repetition of consecutive notes horizontally. This is most pleasing to the ears of 
overly sensitive people—a majority of millennials in this day and age. The last note must 
be horizontally moved into by a half or whole step. 

In 12-note, six-staff lines, the rules are the same only it is easier to determine the 
intervals. The intervals are described by the number of H-steps between numbered notes 
on the six-lined staves, |X-Y|. Stepwise is an interval of one H-step or two H-steps. 

To write first species: 

1. Start with the melody of the lowest frequency voice. 

2. Write in arrows among horizontal notes indicating ascending or descending on 
lowest frequency voice. 

3. In higher frequency voice, move horizontally trying to write successive notes with 
stepwise intervals moving in opposite direction of the notes in lower voice. 

4. Three notes before end, write in possible endings with a vertical interval of 7 or 
12 H-steps. 

5. Use higher voice notes so that the last note creating the 7 or 12 H-step vertical 
interval is reached by an H-step or whole step horizontal interval. 
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Second Species Counterpoint : 

One note in one voice corresponds to two notes in another voice—can be any two voices. 

The vertical intervals can be dissonant but only on the second of the two notes; the 
second note must be on a weak beat depicting motion in the same direction as its 
neighboring notes; that is, for the first set of two notes, the second note and the next first 
note of the second set of two notes taken together indicate ascending or descending; and 
the note on the dissonant interval is between two notes with consonant vertical intervals. 

A vertical interval of 7 or 12 H-steps can only be approached by contrary motion unless it 
arises on a weak beat. 

Most horizontal moves should be stepwise but a small number of leaps are okay 
providing each leap is surrounded by stepwise motion. 

Third Species Counterpoint. 

One note in one voice corresponds to four notes in another voice. The second note of the 
four may have a dissonant vertical interval or the second and fourth notes may have 
dissonant vertical intervals. Dissonant vertical intervals are approached and left by 
stepwise motion, but a leap from a dissonant to a consonant vertical interval is allowed. 
Consonant intervals may leap between each other. 

Fourth Species Counterpoint. 

Fourth species like second species has two notes for every given note in the cantus 
firmus—base line. In fourth species there are suspensions. A consonant vertical interval 
in measure n with its note X is tied to the same note X in measure n+ 1. X in n + 1 is on 
the downbeat and its vertical interval can be consonant or dissonant. Note X in n + 1 is 
followed by note Y, which is on a weak beat. If Y is a vertical dissonant interval, then it 
must be one horizontal stepwise interval descending from note X. If Y is on a consonant 
vertical interval, then can be stepwise down or up from X in n + 1. 

Fifth Species Counterpoint. 

Combination of one, two, three or four species. 

Ritonello form 

Consists of three parts: 

1. Vordorstz is the opening segment usually three measures but can be longer. 

2. Fortspinning follows with the prior sequence of notes transposed up or down n H-steps. 

3. Epilogue ends with a new melody that ends with a soprano 7-1 cadence accompanied by 
a base 5-1 cadence. Regardless of the scale, the distance from 7-1 is one H-step and the 
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distance from 5-1 is five H-steps. In a 12-note, six-lined staff system, the soprano 
cadence is two notes separated by one H-step, and the base cadence has two notes 
separated by 5 H-steps. 

Composers can start with any of the three parts and throw in a scale degree 6 after the 7 or 5 as a 
deception. The deception, however, is still created by the intervals involved, not the scale 
degrees. 

Phrase form 

A musical phrase is the smallest unit of music with a defined beginning and ending. 

1. “Parallel Period” is a musical phrase that lasts for 8 bars and starts with the “Antecedent” 
for 4 bars and ends with the “Consequent” for 4 bars. Antecedent and Consequent have 
the same set of notes for the beginning n bars, or transposed notes for the beginning n 
bars in the Consequent. After bar n, the Consequent notes differ from the Antecedent. 
The Consequent traditionally ends with a scale degree cadence of 5-1 (five H-steps 
between the last two notes) or 7-1 (one H-step between the last two notes in a 12-note, 
six-lined staff system). 

Parallel Period develops the melody or is a melody that sticks in your head. 

2. “Sentence” also lasts for 8 bars. Starts with a basic idea for 2 bars, then repeats the basic 
idea for 2 bars, but the notes may be transposed or changed. Next is the Continuation for 
4 bars with familiar, contrasted, new material or a combination of these that traditionally 
end in a scale degree cadence of 5-1 or 7-1; that is, five H-steps or one H-step between 
the last two notes in a 12-note, six-lined staff system. 

Sentence is not a melody but can be used as a transition among melodies. 

To determine whether a Parallel Period or Sentence phrase is used, listen for when the music 
changes. Then re-listen and count the seconds between the changes by counting one-one 
thousand, two-one thousand, etc.—just like boys playing football without enough players. Each 
count is about a second long. The timing for Parallel Period before and after a change will be 
equal. If not, then it is probably a Sentence structure. 

To analyze from a written score in the medieval scale system: 

1. Guesstimate the scale. 

2. Write scale-degree numbers over each note—look for 5-1 or 7-1 cadences. 

3. Count the number of measures and write the measure number for each. 

4. Mark the sections where the notes are repeated, whether exactly or transposed. 

5. Determine which of the two phrase forms most closely approximates the unit of music. 

To analyze from a written score in a 12-note, six-staff line system: 
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1. Look for five H-steps or one H-step between notes. 

2. Count the number of measures and write the measure number for each. 

3. Mark the sections where the notes are repeated, whether exactly or transposed. 

4. Determine which of the two Phrase forms most closely approximates the unit of music. 

Four part or four voice composing 

Given a base line or cantus firmus, the objective is to create a sequence of triad chords according 
to certain rules: 

1. Each of four voices has a note, so the root note is repeated. Traditionally, soprano and 
alto were spread over the top two octaves and tenor and base over the lower two octaves 
without the voices crossing. The same applies in a 12-note, six-staff line system. 

2. The musical alchemists required determining the scale of the first created vertical chord 
before following a list of rules for creating successive chords. In a 12-note, six-staff 
system the scale determination is not necessary, so just pick up following the rest of the 
rules. 

3. The next vertical chord is dependent on the next cantus firmus note. If any of the 
possible triad combinations would repeat a note in the n-1 chord or prior chord, then 
repeat that identical note in the nth chord. Maximum number of common notes is two. 

4. If a note in the n-1 chord is H-step below a possible note in the nth chord, then put that 
note in the nth chord. 

6. Try to have every note in nth chord reached by stepwise motion from a prior note in the 
n-1 chord. 

7. Avoid consecutive chords where both have a vertical interval of P5 (7 H-steps between 
notes) or both have an interval of P8 (12 H-steps between notes). 

Rhythm 

The horizontal progression of notes gives music a time aspect ( t ). The sound represented by a 
note lasts for a period of time and the silence or rest lasts for a period of time. Notes are played 
right after each other unless a rest is indicated. 

The time (t) for a note or rest is detennined by the total amount of time T for a composition. T is 
usually divided into equal parts of time called measures. Measures are in turn usually divided 
into equal time sections called “beats.” Each beat consists of one or more notes or rests. So 
what is t for each note and rest—it depends. 

The musical alchemists were smart enough to use proportions rather than absolutes because 
some compositions were fast, some slow and most had parts that seemed fast and slow. The 
beginning of each composition has a fraction: X/Y. X = the number of beats in a measure: 2, 3, 
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4, 6, 9, 12. Y = the type of note or rest used to measure one beat duration and can equal whole, 
half, quarter, eighth, sixteenth, 32nd, or 64th. So if Y = 4, that means one quarter note or rest 
lasts one beat, or B = the time for one beat as detennined from the metronome markings on the 
score. Where Y = 4 and there are two eight notes that means each eight note spans Vi B. When 
playing a quarter note as compared to two eighth notes, the eighth notes make the piece sound 
faster even though the total time B to play them is the same. 

With the duration of a composition as T, and the total number of measures as M, the duration of 
each measure is in = T/M assuming equal time for all measures. Each measure, unless indicated 
otherwise, contains X beats, each beat therefore lasts B = m/X. The amount of time that anyone 
note or rest lasts is dependent on Y and the proportional relationship of notes and rests to Y. For 
example, a measure that lasts 4 seconds with four beats per measure, each beat lasts one second. 
If Y = a quarter note, then any quarter note will last one second, any eighth note will last 0.5 
seconds and a half note will last two seconds. 

A beat can be characterized as strong, semi-strong or weak and the order may vary from measure 
to measure. 

Rhythm does not involve scales or clefts or key signatures, so it is the same in a 12-note, six- 
lined staff system. 

Reading 

Using 12 numerically numbered notes on six-staff lines for every voice will simplify reading a 
score for a player. Since the note on a particular line or in a particular space has the same 
number no matter what the octave, it is unnecessary to engage in Georges Dandelot’s 
rec ommendations. 

According to Dandelot, to read with ease and speed requires knowing the place of each note on a 
staff. This requires “fixing in the soul of the reader some points of repose/reference situated at 
different places on the staff.” Reliance on the “soul,” assuming it exists, is the usual medieval 
convention of giving credit to that which cannot be proved. 

Also according to Dandelot, once a reference point is fixed in the “spirit,” the reader then must 
learn the neighboring notes and the succession of notes up or down. Take the spirit of C, 
depending on the cleft, it is in a different staff location and its neighbors may be natural, sharps 
or flats depending on the scale and whether C is natural, sharp or flat. None of that is needed in 
a 12-note, six-staff lined system. 

Conclusion 


The medieval musical alchemists used clefts to tell the pitch of a note on a staff. The note was 
given a letter plus nothing for natural or a sharp to indicate one H-step higher or flat to indicate 
one H-step lower. They used the key signature after the cleft to tell which of two scales the 
composer started with but gave no explicit note of the actual scales used later on or at the end of 
the piece. To determine which of the two beginning scales were used required an examination of 
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the intervals because major and minor scales have a different series of intervals between 
consecutive notes. 

Using a chromatic arrangement of the basic 12 notes and a register of six lines where the same 
note is on the same line or in the same space all of the time eliminates the need for scales, 
accidentals, clefts and the arrangement of sharps or flats following a cleft; that is, key signatures. 
It also eliminates figuring when a composer switched to a different scale in the composition 
because there are no longer scales. 
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SSS Hearing Dec. 4, 2018,1pm, Court 5A 

(Italics are DOJ lawyer quotes) 

Introduction 


Good afternoon Your Honor. 

I’m Roy Den Hollander, one of the attorneys for the Plaintiff, Elizabeth Kyle-Labell. I was 
admitted for this case pro hac vice. 

As Your Honor may know, our client is now a 21-year-old woman. Yet the DOJ lawyer who 
wrote this Reply [hold up and shake it] contemptuously denigrated her rights because she is a 
woman. He wrote: 

“In Rostker, the plaintiffs were men who faced civil and criminal penalties if they did not 
register for the Selective Service. In contrast here, Plaintiff is a female who is not 
required to register for the draft, nor is she prevented from pursuing military service 
(including in a combat role) or penalized for not registering.” (DOJ. Reply at 7, Ripeness 
Hardship, D.E. No. 82). 

That is nothing but an archaic-stereotypical effort by a supercilious lawyer to cheapen my 
clients’ rights just because she is a woman. Insinuating that because she is a woman, the 
injury to her rights—that Your Honor found existed (Opinion at 5 n.5, 9, 13, D.E. No. 

72)—is not as important as that faced by the male plaintiffs in Rostker or the two male 
plaintiffs in the Nat’l Coal, for Men v. Selective Serv. Sys., 4:16-cv-03362 (S.D. Tex. 
2016). This haughty lawyer cannot even refer to my client as a woman. His Reply only 
refers to her as “female.” 

The author of this Reply obviously doesn’t understand that “a victim of discrimination 
[even a woman] suffers a dehumanizing injury as real as, and often of far more severe 
and lasting harm than, a blow to the jaw.” Hassan v. City of New York, 804 F.3d 277, 

290 (3 rd Cir. 2015) (quoting Mardell v. Harleysville Life Ins. Co., 65 F.3d 1072, 1074 (3 ld 
Cir.1995)). 

How more obvious can it be that the Federal Government—especially these days—is still 
infested with primitive notions about the value of women in this society. That alone is 
enough to throw this motion into the gutter where comments like that belong. 

Request conversion to Summary Judgment 

If not the gutter, then we request that Your Honor convert the Rule 12(b)(6) part of DOJ’s 
motion to one for Summary Judgement. 

In Ford Motor Co. v. Summit Motor Prods., Inc., 930 F.2d 277, 284 (3 rd Cir. 1991), certiorari 
denied 502 U.S. 939, the Third Cir held that either the pleader or the moving party or both may 
cause the conversion provision of Rule 12(d) to operate by submitting matter that is outside the 
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challenged pleading. (Automobile manufacturer brought action alleging copyright and 
trademark infringement against distributor.) 

DOJ introduced in its Exhibit 3 (D.E. No. 80-4) on this motion 130 pages of outside 
evidence consisting of Government recommendations to the Commission. That evidence 
comprises additional factual allegations that the SAC does not make but on which the 
DOJ relies for support to establish its defense of deference. 

Furthermore, just 5 days before this hearing, DOJ submitted another exhibit of outside 
evidence in an effort to bolster its defense. The document was not referenced in the SAC 
and includes statements by the Commission’s chainnan—a lobbyist. (D.E. No. 87) (Final 
Rprt not Interim Rprt will address draft registration at 4 and Interim Rprt will not 
“indicate Commission’s leanings” at 5). 

Both exhibits are more appropriate for a summary judgment motion. (DOJ Br. at 8 & 14 
(D.E. No. 80-1). 


The materials submitted do not have to be affidavits, they can be any written or 
oral evidence introduced in support of or in opposition to the motion challenging 
the pleading that provides some substantiation for and does not merely reiterate 
what is said in the pleadings. Fed. Prac. & Proc. Civ. § 1366 (3d ed.). 

[Those 130 pages of additional factual allegations also were not part of our 
Motion to Continue (D.E. No. 58 & 65); Opposition to DOJ motion on standing 
(D.E. No. 70) or our Opposition to this DOJ motion on ripeness and 12(b)(6) 

(D.E. No. 81).] 

Further, Plaintiff has introduced an affidavit in opposition to the Rule 12(b)(6) motion 
that is not part of the SAC. (Ex. E, 6/4/2018, D.E. No. 81-6). 

In Hanna v. U. S. Veterans' Admin. Hosp ., 514 F.2d 1092, 1094 (3d Cir. 1975), 
Plaintiffs attorney filed a memorandum of law in opposition to defendant’s 
12(b)(6) motion to which was attached excerpts of testimony pertinent to the 
case’s issues. The Third Cir held this required conversion to a summary judgment 
motion. (Plaintiff sued the veterans’ administration hospital for alleged medical 
malpractice). 

[This Court has complete discretion to detennine whether or not to accept any material beyond 
the pleadings that is offered in conjunction with a Rule 12(b)(6) motion. Fed. Prac. & Proc. Civ. 
§ 1366 (3d ed.). 

[The district court considered material outside the pleadings; therefore, summary 
judgment was appropriate. Messer v. Virgin Islands Urban Renewal Bd., 623 F.2d 303, 
307 (3d Cir. 1980) (plaintiff not entitled to relocation assistance because move prior to 
government acquiring title).] 
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The issue in this case 


The specific circumstances presented in this case (DOJ Reply at 4, D.E. No. 82) are not whether 
the Commission can formulate suggestions for the Congress and the Executive branches of 
government, but whether the MSSA statute as it exists now and the SSS’s enforcement of it 
violate our client’s Equal Protection and Substantive Due Process rights. 

As Your Honor previously summarized the issue: 

“Plaintiff Elizabeth Kyle-LaBell wants to register for the military draft. She 
believes it is her right and duty as a United States citizen to do so. But because 
she is a woman, she is prohibited from registering. She brings this putative class 
action to challenge the constitutionality of the draft’s male-only requirement.” 
(Opinion at 1, Standing, D.E. No. 72). 

The Federal agency of the SSS over the passed 3.5 years has enforced the gender-discrimination 
of the MSSA against the Plaintiff five times by barring her from registering. The most recent 
was October 2, 2018. [Copy to Court and DOJ] (Opp Mtn Dsmss 4, Kyle-LaBell Aff, D.E. No. 
81-6). The SSS is the defendant—NOT the Commission or Congress or President Trump. 

This case, here and now, allows this Court to determine whether registration with the SSS will 
comport “with our Nation’s touchstone values of fair and equitable treatment, and equality of 
opportunity,” (DOJ Ex. 2, Pentagon Report at 19, D.E. No. 80-3); whether after nearly 250 years, 
the Federal Government will finally be required to place women and men on an equal footing. 

Without some definitive, action one way or another, by this Court or the court in the 
Southern District of Texas, the fortune teller arguments by the DOJ concerning the 
Commission allow Congress and the President to continue their policy that women do not 
“count as citizens in our American democracy equal in stature to men.” U.S. v. Virginia, 
518 U.S. 515,545 (1996). 

[Powerful Republicans oppose allowing women into combat and the logical result that 
women would also have to register for the draft. If they continue to have their way, the 
last vestige of federal de jure discrimination against millions of young women will live 
for who knows how long.] 
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Can this Court decided the merits. 


Justiciability means an Art III court can decide the merits of a case. 

Non-justiciability means an Art III court cannot decide the merits of a case. 

The Third Circuit in Dillard v. Brown, 652 F.2d 316, 323-24 (3d Cir. 1981), held that 
“[i]f the military justification outweighs the infringement of the plaintiffs individual 
freedom, we may hold for the military on the merits, but we will NOT find the claim to 
be non-justiciable and therefore not cognizable by a court.” 

The Supreme Court in Nixon v. U.S., 506 U.S. 224, 226 (1993), stated “[Bjefore we reach 
the merits ... we must decide whether it is ‘justiciable,’ that is, whether it is a claim that 
may be resolved by the courts.” 

So before deciding Defendants’ Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) failure to state a claim, which “is 
a disposition on the merits,” Johnsrud v. Carter, 620 F.2d 29, 33 (3d Cir. 1980), the issue 
of justiciability needs to be resolved—can this action be decided by the Court. 

DOJ lied when the author of its Reply wrote, at no point in this litigation have Defendants ever 
asserted that Plaintiff’s claims are non-justiciable. (DOJ Reply at 1, D.E. No. 82). Defendants 
do not contend that this case is not ‘justiciable. ” (DOJ Reply at 4). 

Right from DOJ’s first motion on 10/2/2015 (D.E. No. 19, Ripeness, Standing), they’ve 
been challenging justiciability by arguing either the case is not ripe or Plaintiff does not 
have standing. 

The 3d Circuit has held that: 

The case-or-controversy limitation is enforced “through the several justiciability 
doctrines that cluster about Article III,” including “standing, and ripeness, 
mootness, the political-question doctrine, and the prohibition on advisory 
opinions.” Plains All Am. Pipeline L.P. v. Cook, 866 F.3d 534, 539 (3d Cir. 

2017); Toll Bros., Inc. v. Twp. of Readington, 555 F.3d 131, 137 (3d Cir. 2009) 
(internal quotation marks omitted). 

The Supreme Court has held that: 

“Ripeness is a justiciability doctrine designed to prevent the courts, through 
avoidance of premature adjudication, from entangling themselves in abstract 
disagreements over administrative policies, and also to protect the agencies from 
judicial interference until an administrative decision has been formalized and its 
effects felt in a concrete way by the challenging parties .” Nat’l Park Hospitality 
Ass’n v. U.S. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. 803, 807-08 (2003). 
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The author of the DOJ Reply knew his ripeness argument was an argument for 
non-justiciability because he quotes the very last part of that sentence from Nat 7 
Park Hospitality Ass ’n in the DOJ Reply at 2: “ effects felt in a concrete way by 
the challenging parties .” So the author of the Reply made an intentional 
falsehood—that’s a lie, an intentional deception. 

How can he be allowed to get away with that? 

Further, throughout its Ripeness argument, DOJ relies on deference to the military, 
Congress and the President to assert this case is not ripe. (DOJ Reply at 2-8, D.E. No. 
82). DOJ therefore admits that Deference is a justiciable issue. 

The DOJ has opposed this action four (4) times on the ground of ripeness (DOJ 
Brief at 17, D.E. 19-1; DOJ Brief at 18, D.E. 33-1; DOJ Opp Mtn Continue at 8, 
D.E. 61; DOJ Brief at 12, D.E. 80-1). 

So what is this DOJ lawyer saying now—Never Mind! 

If the Reply author’s statement of not challenging on non-justiciable grounds is to be believed, 
the DOJ wasted this Court’s time by challenging Plaintiffs standing and is again wasting 
everyone’s time by challenging whether this case is ripe. Or, their statement can be construed as 
an admission that the case is ripe. 

If this Court decides it is powerless to prevent the military from engaging in invidious 
discrimination on the basis of gender, then such a ruling would end up applying to all protected 
characteristics, such as race and transgenderism. 

The future is uncertain. 

The crux of DOJ’s argument is that there are a series of preliminary steps that the Commission, 
Congress and the President have to go through before any law is enacted—if one is enacted. 
During that time, on which there is no deadline, this Court must sit idly by even though none of 
those steps carry any legal impact except for possibly an unknown law enacted at some unknown 
time in the future. 

There are many twists and turns in the proceedings of a commission, Congress and the 
Presidency and even the fortune teller that the Rolling Stones sang about in 1966 cannot foresee. 

Here’s a sampling of the unforeseeable: 

(1) Originally the Commission was required to make its suggestions by November 5, 
2019—now the date is March 19, 2020. See Pub. L. No. 114-328 § 555(e)(1); Joint 
Status Report 8/15/17, D.E. No. 68 (Conf Comm had Pentagon to provide by 7/1/2017). 

Will the Commission’s suggestions be put off longer? 
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(2) What will Congress do with the Commission’s suggestions, and how long will that 
take? 


Let’s not forget that the recommendations from Government commissions have 
an uncanny ability of landing on the trash heap of history. 

The Kerner Commission investigated the 1967 race riots and provided 
recommendations to avoid such in the future. So what did President Lyndon 
Johnson do—he ignored its report and rejected its recommendations. 

In 2002 the 9/11 Commission was set up to provide recommendations designed to 
guard against future attacks. What did President Bush “43” do—he ignored many 
of the recommendations to the point that the commissioners actually toured the 
country to draw attention to their recommendations. The co-chairs even 
published a book in which they said that the commission had been “set up to fail.” 

Now that is not to say such will happen with the Commission here—but we don’t 
know and neither does the DOJ. 

[DOJ takes issue that the Commission here, as with the Kerner and 
9/11 Commissions, may simply be a public relations gimmick to 
quell public concern and give Congressional politicians a place to 
hide. 

[DOJ argues that such “runs counter to the well-established 
precedent that government officials are assumed to execute their 
duties in good faith. Marcavage v. Nat’I Park Serv., 666 F.3d 856, 

861 (3d Cir. 2012).” (DOJ Reply at 6, D.E. No. 82). 

[Tell that to Chief Judge Merrick Garland of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia or to Justice Bret 
Kavanaugh.] 

(3) What will President Trump, assuming by then he is still President, do with any 
legislation from Congress? 

Will he sign it or veto it? 

(4) If Pres. Trump vetoes Congressional legislation, will Congress override it and how 
long will that take? 

(5) Before the Commission presents its unknown suggestions or before Congress passes 
any legislation, will President Trump with the stroke of the pen undo President Obama’s 
policy of opening all combat positions to women? 
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No one knows the answer to these questions—not even the fortune teller the Rolling Stones sang 
about in 1966 . 

Yet the DOJ relies on the vagaries of political fortune to erase Plaintiffs civil rights if the DOJ 
can just delay a decision by this Court long enough—when Plaintiff turns 26, this case is moot. 

[Let’s not forget that Pres. Trump in a tweet banned transgender persons from the military, and 
his administration is currently trying to “roll back recognition and protections of transgender 
people under federal civil rights law.” Erica L. Green, Katie Benner and Robert Pear, 
Transgender’ Could Be Defined Out of Existence Under Trump Administration, NYTs, October 
21,2018. 

[Current military policy “specifically bans transgender individuals from serving in 
the military in a manner consistent with their gender identity. (Mattis 
Memorandum). It excludes anyone who requires or has undergone gender 
transition, and requires proof that a person has been stable in their birth sex for the 
last thirty-six months. In sum, it disadvantages transgender service members “in 
the same fundamental way [as Trump’s initial ban].” Stockman v. Trump , 2018 
WL 4474768 * 6 (Sept. 18, 2018)] 

[DOJ asserts that a revoking of Obama’s allowing women in combat is absurd. 

[Plaintiff’s claim that the government’s strategy is to delay litigation in the hopes that the 
current administration will reverse its position on the integration of females into combat 
units, see PI. ’s Opp. at 2, is entirely meritless and is contradicted by declarations filed by 
the Department of Defense in SWAN, which make clear that the combat integration 
process is proceeding. See No. l2-cv-6005 EMC (N.D. Cal.), ECF No. 99-1, Declaration 
of Anthony M. Kurta K 5; ECF No. 113 at 11-16. (Reply 7 n.3).] 

[But not so absurd as to be raised in another case involving the same DOJ attorneys as 
here and the military but on a different issue of gender discrimination — SWAN v. Sectary 
of Defense, 3:12 cv 06005, N.D. Cal. 

In successfully opposing DOJ’s motion for dismissal on standing and failure to 
state a claim, SWAN 12 - cv - 06005, 09/27/18, D.E. No. 133 & 140, Order at D.E. 
No. 1J0, SWAN argued intentional discrimination by the military in integrating 
women into combat positions. SWAN relied, in part, on a recent action by Sec. 
Defense Mattis and statements by President Trump, Mattis and Chief of Staff 
Kelly opposing women in combat. Ct did not consider because submitted too 
late. 

[Sept. 2018, Mattis “instituted a review by ‘the Chief of Staff of the Army [and] 
Commandant of the Marine Corps’ that will determine whether allowing women 
into combat positions ‘make[s] sense.’” (SWAN L.R. 7-3(d) Ex. B at 21, VMI 
Mattis Q & A, 3:12-cv-06005, 09/26/18, D.E. No. 132). 
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[9/26/17, “Secretary Mattis’s statement that the ‘jury is out’ on whether it is ‘a 
strength or a weakness to have women’ in combat positions, in part because only 
a ‘few stalwart young ladies’ have so far entered combat positions. See Ex. A 
(9/25/17 CNN article entitled Mattis: ‘The Jury Is Out’ on Whether Women Will 
Be Successful in Combat Roles).'’’’ {SWAN L.R. 7-3(d) fding at 1, 3:12-cv-06005, 
09/26/18, D.E. No. 132). 

[Secretary Mattis also stated that opening up combat positions to women was a 
policy that he had ‘inherited’ and that had resulted from ‘some people’s 
perspective of what kind of society we want.’ Secretary Mattis also explained that 
infantry soldiers are ‘necessarily macho,’ while signaling that women are the 
weaker and more vulnerable sex: 

[‘In the event of trouble, you’re sleeping at night in your family home and 
you’re the dad, mom, whatever. And you hear glass break downstairs, who 
grabs a baseball bat and gets between the kids’ door and whoever broke in 
and who reaches for the phone to call 9-1-1? In other words, it goes to the 
almost primitive needs of a society to look out for its most vulnerable.’” 

{SWANCR. 7-3(d) fding at 1, 2, 3:12-cv-06005, 09/26/18, D.E. No. 132).] 

The author of the DOJ Reply makes a false statement in arguing for more delay by way 
of a stay prior to judgment: 

Indeed, the SWAN litigation to which Plaintiff refers is instructive because the district 
court there stayed a challenge to the military’s exclusion of women from certain combat 
positions for more than three years pending the political branches ’ review of the issue 
and implementation of the integration of women into combat roles. See No. l2-cv-6005 
EMC (N.D. Cal.), ECFNo. 37. (Reply 8, D.E. No. 82) 

The stay was for discovery—not for deference to the political branches. 

“On January 21, 2014, Defendant filed a motion for protective order seeking a 
stay of all discovery pending a decision on Defendant’s motion to dismiss. . . . 

The Court’s May 5, 2014 Order staying the litigation suspended the parties’ 
discovery obligations (other than obligations to preserve relevant information, 
including information responsive to pending discovery requests) .... 

Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss the Third Amended Complaint is fully briefed and 
pending before the Court. Defendant believes its motion will resolve the present 
litigation in its entirety and thus the case should remain stayed until the Court 
resolves that motion. (SWAN Jt Case Mngmnt Statmt at 4-6, 3:12-cv-06005, 
09/20/18, D.E. No. 130).] 
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The issue of deference or justiciability comes down to what is more constitutionally important: 
the rights of young women here and now or crystal ball predictions as to what self-interested 
politicians may or may not do? 

As the Supreme Court reasoned in Orr v. Orr, justiciability still exists even though “we 
have no way of knowing how the [legislature] will in fact respond,” but such is no reason 
“to hold that underinclusive statutes can never be challenged because any plaintiffs 
success can theoretically be thwarted” by a legislature’s subsequent action or inaction. 
Orr v. Orr, 440 U.S. 268, 272 (1979) (emphasis in original); Arkansas Writers’ Project, 
Inc. v. Ragland, 481 U.S. 221, 227 (1987) (to “effectively insulate underinclusive statutes 
from constitutional challenge [is] a proposition we [have] soundly rejected . . . .”). 

The DOJ focuses on a future that is impossible to predict while Plaintiff is focused on what is 
happening now to her rights by a statute that is still on the book and is still being enforced 
against her. 

The DOJ’s argument of “wait and maybe we will see someday” would require every Article III 
court in the country to put on hold any case that involves the military or national security issues 
because the Executive or Congress are conducting studies while people’s rights are being 
violated? 

Now, we’re not arguing that this Court does not owe deference to Congress and the 
President, we’re arguing it does not owe deference to unknown possibilities of what 
bureaucrats may or may not decide at some indefinite time in the future. 

As the Rostker Court stated, “Announced degrees of ‘deference’ to legislative 
judgments . . . may all too readily become facile [superficial] abstractions used to 
justify a result.” Rostker, 57 U.S. at 69-70. 

That’s exactly what the DOJ lawyers are trying to do here. 

For this Court not to act—one way or the other—on the equal protection and substantive due 
process issues would admit that civil rights can be violated as long as the Government might stop 
violating those rights at some unknown time in the future. 

Perhaps the Board of Education of the City of Topeka, Kansas should have used that 
argument in 1954. 

The problem of course is what’s to stop the Government from continuing its violations 
while asking for more and more time, which is what the DOJ has been doing here and in 
Nat’l Coal, for Men v. Selective Serv. Sys. case (13-2391, C.D. Cal; 16-cv-03362, S.D. 
Tex.) 

It would also recognize the legitimacy of the remnants of hostility that existed in 1875 
when women could only serve as nurses and cooks in the military while the Supreme 
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Court unanimously denied women the right to vote. See Minor v. Happersett, 88 U.S. 
162,178 (1874). 

Rostker was decided on the merits. 

According to Rotunda and Nowak, Treatise on Const. L. § 18.23(i) (5th ed. 2013): 

“The [ Rostker ] majority opinion, by Justice Rehnquist, stated that the Court should 
accord Congress great deference when reviewing laws having to do with the 
establishment or regulation of the military, but went on to find that the gender-based 
classification would survive scrutiny under the substantial relationship-important interest 
test.” 

Rostker, 453 U.S. at 67, stated “We of course do not abdicate our ultimate responsibility 
to decide the constitutional question, but simply recognize that the Constitution itself 
requires such deference to congressional choice.” Here, Congress has not made a choice 
other than to have a commission conduct a study. 

So rather than doing nothing, the Rostker Court went on to decide the merits. It found that 
women and men were not similarly situated—the first element in deciding an Equal Protection 
violation. 

“The existence of the combat restrictions clearly indicates the basis for Congress’ 
decision to exempt women from registration. The purpose of registration was to prepare 
for a draft of combat troops. Since women are excluded from combat, Congress 
concluded that they would not be needed in the event of a draft, and therefore decided not 
to register them. . . . Men and women, because of the combat restrictions on women, are 
simply not similarly situated for purposes of a draft or registration for a draft .” Rostker, 
453 U.S. at 77-78. 

Today, the definition of “combat troops” means men and women. So for this Court to give 
deference to Rostker means requiring young women to register because they are now potential 
“combat troops.” 

[DOJ admits that “Historically, Selective Service registration has been relied upon to 
replace those falling in combat.” (Defendant Selective Service System’s Objections and 
Responses to Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories at No. 10 p. 6 Response, filed in Nat’I 
Coal, for Men v. Selective Sen>. Svs., No. H-16-3362 (S.D. Tex., August 30, 2018, Dkt. 
76).] 

Rostker does not demand deference for a facial challenge to MSSA. 

DOJ asserts that in reviewing a facial challenge to the constitutionality of the MSSA, this Court 
must give deference to the political branches. See Rostker, 453 U.S. at 70 (DOJ Reply at 4) 

What Rostker actually stated at 70 was 
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“deference does not mean abdication” When a statute “is challenged on equal protection 
grounds, the question a court must decide is not which alternative it would have chosen, 
had it been the primary decisionmaker, but whether that chosen by Congress denies equal 
protection of the laws.” 

Rostker, no deference when there are merely ongoing discussions in Government. 

The Legislative and Executive Branches are currently engaged in their own review of the MSSA 
(DOJ Reply at 3, D.E. No. 82) 

It is really the Commission that is doing the review and that review has no present impact 
on the current violation of Plaintiff s rights. If it did, the Commission would be a 
defendant. 

Such deference extends not only to the merits of the question at hand, but also to the process 
chosen bv the political branches for addressing the policv at issue. Rostker, 453 U.S. at 65 (DOJ 
Reply at 4, D.E. No. 82) 

Rostker does not say that nor hold that as the DOJ Reply author states with a cite that 
lacks a qualification signal. 

The only deference that the U.S. Supreme Court in Rostker showed Congress was in 
accepting its decision that “[t]he purpose of registration . . . was to prepare for a draft of 
combat troops .” 453 U.S. at 76-77 (emphasis in the original). 

The only decision Congress has made here is that a commission will do a study. 

Separation of Powers, Courts v. Congress and the President 

“The irreplaceable value of the power articulated by Mr. Chief Justice Marshall [Marbury v. 
Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803)] lies in the protection it has afforded the constitutional rights and 
liberties of individual citizens and minority groups against oppressive or discriminatory 
government action.” U.S. v. Richardson, 418 U.S. 166, 192 (Powell, J., concurring) (1974). 

Plaintiff is asking Your Honor for that protection and asking for it NOW. 

DOJ argues that the power of Art III courts is limited to statutes after Congress (1) amends a 
statute that is already on the books, or (2) refuses to amend that statute, or (3) until Congress 
finally makes up its mind on what to do with that statute already on the books even though the 
hann caused by that statute is present and continuing. 

Your Honor has already found that Plaintiff is being injured—here and now by the 
Government preventing her from registering. (Opinion at 5 n.5, 9, 13, D.E. No. 72). If 
she is currently being injured, how can this Court be prevented from doing anything 
about it, or be required to wait for who knows how long before doing anything about it. 
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In 1875, Congress granted federal question jurisdiction to Article III courts primarily to provide 
“a forum designed to minimize the danger of hostility toward . . . federally created rights.” 15 
Moore’s Fed. Prac., § 103.03 (Matthew Bender 3d ed.). 

As a result, it is “the courts [that] are called upon to decide whether Congress, acting 
under an explicit constitutional grant of authority, has by that action transgressed an 
explicit guarantee of individual rights which limits the authority so conferred.” Rostker 
v. Goldberg, 453 U.S. 57, 70 (1981). Here, it is the MSSA. 

For this Court to wait for the President and Congress’s decision on the Commission’s 
suggestions and then base its decision on that Congressional detennination would raise 
separation of powers issues. Congress would then, in effect, be deciding an existing case, which 
is an improper interference with the independence of the judiciary. Cf. U.S v. Klein, 80 U.S. 128, 
145-147 (1871) (separation of powers problem because Congress attempted to decide a case 
pending in the Supreme Court in which the U.S. Government was a party). 

Plaintiffs Fifth Amendment rights would be violated during the wait because Plaintiff 
would be denied the opportunity to raise the constitutional issues of Equal Protection and 
Substantive Due Process in a competent forum. See Oestereich v. Selective Serv. Sys. 
Local Bd. No. 11, Cheyenne, Wyo., 393 U.S. 233, 243 (1968) (Harlan, J, concurring) (“To 
withhold pre-induction review . . . would thus deprive petitioner of his liberty without the 
prior opportunity to present to any competent forum ... his substantial claim that he was 
ordered inducted pursuant to an unlawful procedure.”). 

Due Process Rights v. Military, National Security 

The Supreme has held that “the phrase ‘war power’ cannot be invoked as a talismanic 
incantation to support any exercise of congressional power which can be brought within its 
ambit. ‘Even the war power does not remove constitutional limitations safeguarding essential 
liberties’. . . . Implicit in the term national defense is the notion of defending those values and 
ideals which set this Nation apart.” U.S. v. Robel, 389 U.S. 258, 263-264 (1967) (internal 
quotation Home Bldg. & Loan Assn. v. Blaisdell, 290 U.S. 398, 426 (1934)). 

Even if the civilian Plaintiff here would be considered a member of the armed services by 
registering, the protections of the Due Process Clause would still apply. U.S. ex rel. 

Innes v. Hiatt, 141 F.2d 664, 666 (3d Cir. 1944) (“[a]n individual does not cease to be a 
person within the protection of the fifth amendment of the Constitution because [s]he had 
joined the nation’s anned forces . . . .”) 

“When the national government explicitly and deliberately discriminates against historically 
subordinated groups, the suggestion that judges are incompetent to understand that 
discrimination betrays a fundamental conception of judicial review that has prevailed for 
[seventy-five years].” Kenneth L. Karst, The Pursuit of Manhood and the Desegregation of the 
Armed Forces, 38 UCLA L. Rev. 499, 580 (1991). 
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Numerous cases have confirmed that the Federal Courts will not refrain from a decision on the 
merits based on notions of non-reviewability because the military or national security is 
involved: 

“The war power of the United States, like its other powers and like the police power of 
the states, is subject to applicable constitutional limitations.” Hamilton v. Kentucky 
Distilleries & Warehouse Company, 251 U.S. 146, 156 (1919) (Brandeis, J.) (citing Ex 
parte Milligan, 4 Wall. 2, 121-127 (1866) (presidential declaration of martial law found 
unconstitutional)); accord Duncan v. Kahanamoku, 327 U.S. 304, 323-324 (1946) 
(declaration of martial law in Hawaii following the attack on Pearl Harbor held 
unconstitutional); Monongahela Navigation Co. v. United States, 148 U.S. 312, 336 
(1893) (power granted by Congress to Secretary of War to take for public use certain 
property at a predetermined compensation violated the Fifth Amendment). 

Holder v. Humanitarian Law Project, 561 U.S. 1, 34 (2010) (“Our precedents, old and 
new, make clear that concerns of national security ... do not warrant abdication of the 
judicial role.”); 

Weiss v. United States, 510 U.S. 163, 176 (1994) (“Congress ... is subject to the 
requirements of the Due Process Clause when legislating in the area of military affairs”); 

Dow v. Johnson, 100 U.S. 158, 169 (1879) (“[T]he military should always be kept in 
subjection to the laws of the country to which it belongs, and that he is no friend to the 
Republic who advocates the contrary. The established principle of every free people is, 
that the law shall alone govern; and to it the military must always yield.”); 

Marbury, 5 U.S. at 111 (“the [Constitution controls any legislative act repugnant to it”). 

U.S. v. Virginia, 518 U.S. 515 (1996) (not discussing justiciability but instead focusing 
on the merits of whether Virginia’s policy of excluding women from enrolling in its 
historically single-sex military college violated the Equal Protection Clause); 

Rostker v. Goldberg, 453 U.S. 57, 78-79 (1981) (The Court stated that it was “called 
upon to decide whether Congress, acting under an explicit constitutional grant of 
authority, has by that action transgressed an explicit guarantee of individual rights which 
limits the authority so conferred.” Rostker, 51 U.S. at 69-70. 

Brown v. Glines, 444 U.S. 348, 361 (1980) (First Amendment challenge to regulation 
limiting circulation of petitions at Air Force base was reviewed on the merits); 

Schlesinger v. Ballard, 419 U.S. 498, 506-510 (1975) (challenge to Navy promotion 
time-limits based on sex decided on Equal Protection grounds under the Due Process 
clause in which the Court found that men and women service members were not similarly 
situated); 


13 



Parker v. Levy, 417 U.S. 733, 757 (1974) (Court-martialed army captain sought discharge 
from confinement in federal penitentiary. The captain's conduct in publicly urging 
enlisted personnel to refuse to obey orders which might send them into combat was 
unprotected under the most expansive notions of the First Amendment); 

Frontiero v. Richardson, 411 U.S. 677, 690-691 (1973) (statutes discriminating against 
women in granting military benefits was found to violate Equal Protection under the Due 
Process Clause because they were based on archaic and overbroad generalizations). 

Gilligan v. Morgan, 413 U.S. 1, 11-12 (1973) (rejecting claims based on the allegedly 
improper training methods of the Ohio National Guard, but stating that “ it should be clear 
that we neither hold nor imply that. . . there may not be accountability in a judicial forum 
for violations of law or for specific unlawful conduct by military personnel, whether by 
way of damages or injunctive relief. We hold only that no such questions are presented in 
this case ”). 

Jorden v. Nat 7 Guard Bureau, 799 F.2d 99, 109 (3d Cir. 1986) (“The Supreme Court has 
heard many cases involving claims for injunctive relief against the military without even 
suggesting that the claims were not reviewable in a civilian court.”) 

Jaffee v. United States, 663 F.2d 1226, 1237 (3rd Cir. 1981) (“[T]he Rostker opinion 
certainly does not suggest the courts should abdicate their responsibility to assure military 
authorities comply with constitutional mandates . . . .”). 

Dillard v. Brown, 652F.2d316, 320-321 (3d Cir. 1981) ( The Third Circuit held that it is 
precisely the role of the courts, not the military, to define the constitutional rights of 
individuals ). 

“Neither [Article I, Section 8 (Congressional power over military) and Article II, 
Section 2 (Presidential power over military) of the Constitution] expressly or by 
implication, prevents a federal court from entertaining an appropriate 
constitutional claim brought against the military. The military has not been 
exempted from constitutional provisions that protect the rights of individuals, 
even though the rights of those in the armed forces may differ from those of 
civilians. Parker v. Levy, 417 U.S. 733 (1974); Raderman v. Kaine, 411 F.2d 
1102 (2d Cir. 1969).” 

In Dillard a National Guard regulation forbid single parents with minor children 
from enlisting. A woman service member challenged the regulation as sex 
discrimination. The Third Circuit found the claim was justiciable. 

“Her challenge, unlike that of the plaintiffs in Gilligan v. Morgan, 413 U.S. 1 
(1973), does not require a court to engage in an ongoing supervision of the 
National Guard. A court by considering Dillard’s claims is not usurping the 
responsibility constitutionally committed to a coordinate branch. Nor is the court 
here asked to engage in a task for which it has no competence. Dillard merely 
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seeks constitutional review of a regulation by a federal court, a task which 
traditionally and constitutionally has been committed to such a forum. The claims 
‘presented and the relief sought are of the type which admit of judicial resolution.’ 
Powell v. McCormack, supra, 395 U.S. 486, 516-17 (1969). Consequently in 
Dillard’s case there is present neither the level of intrusion into the responsibilities 
of the coordinate political branches nor the lack of competence of the judicial 
branch that was found in Gilligan.” 

This case is similar to Dillard, only here, Plaintiff is not in the military. 

[“In Dillard we explicitly rejected the test set forth by the Fifth Circuit in Mindes 
v. Seaman, 453 F.2d 197 (5th Cir.1971), for determining whether a court should 
hear a particular claim involving the military. Jorden v. Nat’l Guard Bureau, 799 
F.2d 99, 111 n.16 (3d Cir. 1986).”] 

[It is clear that Dillard was not overruled by either Chappell v. Wallace, 462 U.S. 
296 (1983) or Jaffe II, 663 F.2d at 1240. Jorden, 799 F.2d at 111 n. 16 ] 

SWANv. Mattis, Order at 16, 3:12-cv-06005, 05/01/18, N.D. Cal., D.E. No. 118) in 
finding justiciability, the Court relied, in part, on the Third Circuit case Dillard v. Brown, 
652 F.2d 316 (3d Cir. 1981), cert, denied sub. nom., Sajerv. Jorden, 484 U.S. 815 
(1987), to distinguish Gilligan. 

The SWAN Court quoted the following from Dillard: 

“Gilligan [v. Morgan, 413 U.S. 1 (1973)] does not stand for the proposition that 
issues concerning the operation of the National Guard are necessarily committed 
to the coordinate political branches. The Supreme Court held only that a federal 
court could not exercise continuing regulatory jurisdiction over the National 
Guard. The plaintiffs in Gilligan were not merely seeking to have the Court hold 
that certain practices or regulations were unconstitutional. Rather they sought to 
vest virtual control of the Ohio National Guard in a federal court.” Dillard at 321. 

Emory v. Sec ’y of Navy, 819 F.2d 291, 294 (D.C. Cir. 1987) (“The military has not been 
exempted from constitutional provisions that protect the rights of individuals. Parker v. 
Levy, 417 U.S. 733 (1974). It is precisely the role of the courts to determine whether 
those rights have been violated. Dillard v. Brown, 652 F.2d 316, 320 (3d Cir. 1981).”) 

Doe 1 v. Trump, 275 F. Supp. 3d 167, 210 (D.D.C. 2017) (addressing merits of claims 
brought by transgender service members and aspiring service members that directives 
issued by President violated their constitutional rights. “Where it is alleged, as it is here, 
that the anned forces have trenched upon constitutionally guaranteed rights through the 
promotion and selection process, the courts are not powerless to act. The military has not 
been exempted from constitutional provisions that protect the rights of individuals [and, 
indeed] [i]t is precisely the role of the courts to detennine whether those rights have been 
violated.” Quoting Emory v. Sec'y of Navy, 819 F.2d 291, 294 (D.C. Cir. 1987). 
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If courts can stop the banning of transgender soldiers, the courts can stop the 
banning of women from registration. [Four lower-court judges have ruled the 
White House’s transgender ban unconstitutional.] 

[Stockman v. Trump, 331 F.Supp.3d 990 (C.D. Cal. Sept. 18, 2018) (not entitled 
to rational-basis review pursuant to the doctrine of military deference); Karnoski 
v. Trump, 2018 WL 1784464 (W.D. Wash. Apr. 13, 2018) (preliminary injunction 
upheld pending appeal by 9 th Cir No. 18-35347, Dkt. No. 90.); Stone v. Trump, 
280 F. Supp. 3d 747, 768 (D. Md. 2017), appeal dismissed, No. 17-2398, 2018 
WL 2717050 (4th Cir. Feb. 2, 2018) (preliminary injunction issued, DOJ 
dismissed its appeal).] 

Owens v. Brown, 455 F. Supp. 291, 299, 301 (D.D.C. 1978) (plaintiffs were woman Navy 
personnel who filed a class action, seeking to remove a statutory bar that prevented them 
from being assigned to duties aboard Navy vessels. The district court held that the case 
was justiciable. Defendants read Article I, Section 8 and Article II, Section 2 as 
signifying an intent to commit decisions regarding the military to the discretion of the 
legislative and executive branches of government and to leave no room for the third 
branch to exercise independent review. This argument proves too much. Numerous court 
decisions have shown “not the slightest hesitancy about reaching the merits even though 
military affairs were involved.” “[A] succession of cases in this circuit and elsewhere has 
reiterated the proposition that the military is subject to the Bill of Rights and its 
constitutional implications’”) . 

This action, as in Dillard and SWAN, is NOT “a call on judicial power to assume continuing 
regulatory jurisdiction over the activities” of the military’s draft registration. See Gilligan at 5 
(quotation). Rather, this case is a challenge to a facial barrier— “the type of military decision 
that courts have exercised jurisdiction over,” according to the DOJ in SWAN (DOJ Mem. at 2, 
3:12-cv-06005, 02/16/18, D.E. No. 110). 

DOJ admits justiciability—that courts can decide the merits. 

DOJ lawyers have already admitted that this Court has justiciability to review the MSSA: 

Rostker itself noted that even in a case involving critical issues of military policy, courts “do not 
abdicate [their] ultimate responsibility to decide the constitutional question. ” Rostker v. 
Goldberg, 453 U.S. 57, 67 (1981). (Reply at 4, D.E. No. 82) 

In SWAN, 3:12-cv-06005 (N.D. Cal. 2012) (DOJ Dismissal Mtn Hearing Transcript, 

April 19, 2018, D.E. No. 115), the DOJ replied to the U.S. district court judge’s question 
on whether a general military exclusion based on gender is justiciable. 

Court : Does it make a difference whether the policy being challenged is a facial 
challenge to an explicit group-based policy? In this case, it’s gender based. . . . [I]t is 
gender based on its face. Does that make it—tend to make it more justiciable than one 
that is kind of an effects case, where you’re challenging the impact of something? (Tr. 5- 
25 to 6-6). 


16 



DOJ : It does. I think that’s why we never raised it earlier, because a general exclusion 
based off of also gender, as the first — as the Direct Combat Rule was, is — that’s 
typically something that you would — you would think is justiciable. (Tr. 6-7 to 6-11). 

The DOJ’s argument in SWAN emphasized that its process for integrating women into 
combat positions does not create a barrier based on gender. If it did, the Government 
admitted that such a barrier would be justiciable: “[T]his case has transformed from a 
challenge to a facial barrier on service, the type of military decision that courts have 
exercised jurisdiction over . . . .” SWAN (Gov’t Mem. at 2, filed Feb. 16, 2018, D.E. No. 

110). “In its prior iterations, this lawsuit did indeed challenge a categorical military 
policy against females serving in direct combat positions.” (Id. at 13). 

Plaintiff agrees with the DOJ’s argument in SWAN that the general exclusion of women 
because of their gender is justiciable when the military is involved. Since registration is 
part of the military, Rostker, 453 U.S. at 68, the exclusion of women there is also 
justiciable. 

The case here challenges just such a “facial barrier,” but here, the DOJ takes the opposite 
of its position in SWAN. 

The SWAN Court still found justiciability of the challenge to the Pentagon’s detailed process for 
integrating women into combat positions, but dismissed w/o prejudice on standing: 

“[t]he military does not have any special expertise on gender integration. . . . Courts 
regularly assess claims of disparate treatment under the Equal Protection Clause, and 
scrutiny of discrimination by the military is not uncommon. Justification for class-based 
exclusions from the military or portions thereof, despite justification based on, e.g., 
morale or combat readiness, are not beyond the ability of the courts to adjudicate. See, 
e.g ., Rostker, 453 U.S. at 57 [citations omitted]. . . . Carried to its logical extent, under the 
government’s position herein, even race-based exclusions from the military or racial 
segregation within would be immune from judicial review. ... It is too late in the day for 
any such argument.” SWAN Order at 17-18, 3:12-cv-06005, N.D. Cal., 05/01/18, D.E. 

No. 118) 

The Third Circuit in Yusupov v. Attorney Gen. of U.S. , 650 F.3d 968, 981 (3d Cir. 2011), quoted 
the Supreme Court as stating that “concerns of national security and foreign relations do not 
warrant abdication of the judicial role. Holder v. Humanitarian Law Project, 130 S.Ct. 2705, 
2727(2010).” 
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DOJ’s abstract and disingenuous deference arguments for this Court to do nothing. 

1. Abstraction 


DOJ lawyers continue to do what the Rostker Court warned against concerning deference: 

“Announced degrees of‘deference’ to legislative judgments . . . may all too readily 
become facile [superficial] abstractions used to justify a result.” Rostker, 57 U.S. at 69- 
70. 

DOJ claims that This lawsuit seeks to draw the Court into this ongoing policymaking 
process and predetermine its outcome. (DOJ Reply at 1, D.E. No. 82). [WJrest from the 
political branches an issue of military policy that is committed to those branches by the 
text of the Constitution. (DOJ Reply at 3, D.E. No. 82). The entry ofjudicial relieffor 
Plaintiff at this stage would interfere with, if not negate, the Government’s ability to 
address a fundamental revamping of the Selective Service System to better account for 
changes in societv and warfare as mandated by Congress. (DOJ Reply at 7, D.E. No. 
82). 


The DOJ claims the sky will fall if this Court defends Plaintiffs rights, but 
doesn’t give any specifics—perhaps they exaggerate. 

2. Pending legislation 

DOJ argues for deference because Congress is in the midst of a policymaking process .... (DOJ 
Br. at 1, D.E. No. 80-1). All that Congress is in the “midst of’ is waiting—who knows for how 
long—for the Commission to formulate suggestions. 

DOJ cites for support to Schlesinger v. Ballard, 419 U.S. at 510 n. 13, falsely asserting that case 
held “deference to Congress is even more appropriate when pending legislation may remedy a 
challenged classification.” (DOJ Br. at 17, D.E. No. 80-1). 

At the time of Schlesinger v. Ballard, Congress—not a commission—was considering 
making the promotion requirements equal for both sexes, but that did not impact the 
Supreme Court’s decision. The Supreme Court reached the merits by holding that the 
statutes did not violate the male officer’s due process rights because men and women 
service members were not similarly situated. 

Here, they are similarly situated, and there is no pending legislation from the 
Commission before Congress. 

The Commission is not a coordinate branch of the Government—it does not make law, it does 
not execute the law. This Court’s authority is not dependent on the existence or activities of a 
commission that will do who knows what? 
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3. Political branch decisions 


DOJ lawyers advocate deference to the military decisions of the political branches (DOJ Reply 
at 1,D.E. No. 82) 

So what is the Congressional decision? That a commission will do a study—that’s it! 

Doing a study is not law, it is not an Executive Order and it is not even policy. 

Congress and the President may adopt or reject the Commission’s suggestions but 
there has been no decision one way or the other on that. 

4. Interference with future Government decisions 


DOJ asserts that because Plaintiff is lighting for her rights, she will interfere with future 
decisions by the most powerful Government in history: In addition, any relief that could 
potentially require the Government to spend millions of dollars changing the Selective Service 
System in response to a court order would impose a considerable hardship at this time, 
particularly because Congress may wish to change the system in a different manner following 
the Commission’s review (DOJ Reply at 7, D.E. No. 82)). 

So what is the causal chain to future effects from a decision here? DOJ does not say. 

Plaintiff is 21 years-old studying to be a veterinarian. She is simply asking this Court to 
tell the Government to stop violating her rights—to tell the Govermnent, as Your Honor 
has so far found to stop injuring her, and to stop doing it now. (Opinion at 5 n.5, 9, 13, 
D.E. No. 72). 

Besides, if this Court decides for Plaintiff, the DOJ will move to stay enforcement 
pending appeal under Fed. R. Civ. P. 62(c) and, if necessary, under Fed. R. App. P. 
8(a)(1)(A). We will not oppose a stay pending appeal. 

And no, we are not agreeing to a stay prior to judgment. 

If this Court issues a stay now—thereby imprisoning this case in this Court, 
assuming an appeal of that stay is unsuccessful, those who believe the current 
trend in equal rights only apply to benefits and well-paying influential jobs but 
not responsibilities will be shown correct. Such enforcement of political beliefs 
regardless of the law will not last long. For the S.D. Tex. case is going to end up 
in the Supreme Court. 

Also, if the Third Circuit or the Supreme Court does not like a decision for Plaintiff, 
they’ll overrule it. If not, Congress can always pass a law to overrule a decision for 
Plaintiff. Congress has done that before. 
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5. Deference for the composition of the military 


DOJ lawyers even go so far as to demand deference due to those [Govt] branches on questions 
of the composition of the fighting force (DOJ Reply at 1, D.E. No. 82) 

Plaintiff is not challenging the composition of the anned forces. Registration and 
conscription are fundamentally different military processes. 

This Court stated that “Plaintiffs injury stems from her exclusion from draft registration, 
not conscription.” (Opinion at 5 n.5, D.E. No. 72). 

Defendants even admit that “When SSS registers a person, it does not determine the role 
that person will serve once inducted. This determination is made by [the Department of 
Defense] after induction.” And that’s “composition.” Defendant Selective Sendee 
System’s Objections and Responses to Plaintiffs ’ First Set of Interrogatories at No. 9 p. 6 
Response, fded in Nat 7 Coal, for Men v. Selective Serv. Sys., Civil Action 16-3362, S.D. 
Tex., August 30, 2018, D.E. No. 76. 

Besides, “composition” of the military is NOT immune from court review. The Third 
Circuit and other courts have held that Article I, Section 8 and Article II, Section 2 of the 
Constitution 

“do not provide or intimate that, when statutes or regulations regarding the 
composition of the military trench upon other constitutional guarantees, the courts 
are powerless to act. Neither section, expressly or by implication, prevents a 
federal court from entertaining an appropriate constitutional claim brought against 
the military. The military has not been exempted from constitutional provisions 
that protect the rights of individuals, even though the rights of those in the armed 
forces may differ from those of civilians. Parker v. Levy, 417 U.S. 733 (1974). It 
is the role of the courts, not the military, to define these rights .” Dillard, 652 F.2d 
316, 320 (3d Cir. 1981). 

In United States ex rel. Innes v. Hiatt, 141 F.2d 664, 666 (3d Cir. 1944), the Third 
Circuit held that “An individual does not cease to be a person within the 
protection of the Fifth Amendment of the Constitution because he had joined the 
nation’s armed forces . . . .” 

“[Cjonstitutional questions that arise out of military decisions regarding the 
composition of the armed forces are not committed to the other coordinate 
branches of government.” Doe 1 v. Trump, 275 F. Supp. 3d 167 (no pagination) 
(D.D.C. 2017) (quoting Emory v. Sec y of Navy, 819 F.2d 291, 294 (D.C. Cir. 
1987) (The Doe 1 court issued a preliminary injunction preventing the 
enforcement of President Trump’s transgender ban on “accession and retention” 
in the military.). 
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DOJ’s cited cases do not prohibit this Court from deciding the merits. 

“To be sure, there are extreme circumstances when courts have declined to address the merits of 
a case, citing non-justiciability.” ( SWAN Court Order Granting DOJ’s Motion to Dismiss on 
Standing at 18, 12-CV-6005, 5/1/2018, D.E. No. 118). 

But none of the cases relied on by the DOJ to keep this Court from deciding the merits apply. 

Gilligan v. Morgan, 413 U.S. 1 (1973) (DOJ Br. at 16, 22, D.E. No. 80-1; Reply at 13), and 
Orloffv. Willoughby, 345 U.S. 83 (1953): 

“Neither of these cases holds that constitutional questions affecting military decisions or 
the composition of the anned forces are necessarily and exclusively committed to the 
other coordinate branches of the government.” Dillard, 652 F.2d at 320. 

Gilligan was “a broad call on judicial power to assume continuing regulatory control over 
the activities of the Ohio National Guard.” Gilligan at 5. The Third Circuit in Dillard, 
652 F.2d at 321, found that in Gilligan 

“[t]he Supreme Court held only that a federal court could not exercise continuing 
regulatory jurisdiction over the National Guard. The plaintiffs in Gilligan were 
not merely seeking to have the Court hold that certain practices or regulations 
were unconstitutional. Rather they sought to vest virtual control of the Ohio 
National Guard in a federal court. This transfer of control, Gilligan held, could 
not be done.” 

The SWAN Court stated that 

“The result in Gilligan was hardly surprising because the breadth of plaintiffs’ 
request for relief would require a court to interfere with the basic, day-to-day 
functioning of the Ohio National Guard and on a continuing basis.” ( SWAN 
SWAN Court Order Granting DOJ’s Motion to Dismiss at 10, D.E. No. 118). 
However, where “[t]he relief sought. . . would not require the Court to exercise 
continuing comprehensive regulatory supervision over a wide range of military 
decisions,” reviewability exists. Id. at 15. 

Orloffv. Willoughby, 345 U.S. 83 (1953). (DOJ. Br. at 16, D.E. No. 80-1): 

The Third Circuit Dillard court held that “ Orlojf stands for the proposition that a 
constitutional challenge brought against the military, which does not require a court to 
run the military, is justiciable.” Dillard at 322. 

“Orlojf teaches no more than that the exercise of military discretion involving 
duty assignments will not be reviewed by a court if there has been no statutory or 
constitutional violation.” Id. 
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Winter v. Nat. Res. Def. Council, Inc., 555 U.S. 7, 26 (2008) (DOJ. Br. at 16, D.E. No. 80-1; 
Reply at 5, 10, D.E. No. 82): 


A preliminary injunction case where the Supreme Court did not find non-reviewability 
but decided the merits that possible hann to marine mammals from sonar was outweighed 
by the Navy being able to detect enemy submarines. 

The Winter Court noted that “[o]f course, military interests do not always trump other 
considerations, and we have not held that they do.” 

Goldman v. Weinberger, 475 U.S. 503, 507 (1986) (DOJ. Br. at 16, D.E. No. 80-1; Reply at 10): 

Where the Supreme Court did decide the merits but found a military regulation 
preventing the wearing of the headgear required by a soldier’s religious beliefs did not 
violate the First Amendment. 

Deference Conclusion 

Plaintiff is not asking this Court to exercise continuing comprehensive regulatory supervision 
over a wide range of military decisions concerning draft registration, such as, classification 
status, enforcement. Plaintiffs request is very simple—treat young women and young men 
equally when it comes to draft registration. 

It is up to this Court or the S.D. Tex. Court to allow or not allow, as Army Ranger Lisa A. Jaster 
wrote, that her kids have “the same opportunities to shape the world they live in, regardless of 
gender, which includes registering for the draft and serving their country.” Women Deserve The 
Same Opportunities As Men, Including Registering For The Draft, Task & Purpose, December 9, 
2016. 
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Ripeness 


The ripeness doctrine “determines when a proper party may bring an action.” Presbytery of New 
Jersey of Orthodox Presbyterian Church v. Florio, 40 F.3d 1454, 1462 (1994) (citing 
see Armstrong World Indus., Inc. v. Adams, 961 F.2d 405, 411 & nn. 12-13 (3d Cir. 1992)). 

It is “peculiarly a question of timing.” Thomas v. Union Carbide Agr. Prod. Co., 473 U.S. 568, 
580 (1985) (quoting Blanchette v. Connecticut Gen. Ins. Corps., 419 U.S. 102, 140 (1974)). 

Timing that “centers on whether [an] injury has occurred yet.” Presbytery of New Jersey of 
Orthodox Presbyterian Church at 1462 (quoting Erwin Chemerinsky, Federal Jurisdiction 99 
(1989)). 

Since “ripeness centers on whether [the] injury has occurred yet,” and Plaintiffs injury 
has occurred as this Court found in its Opinion at 5 n.5, 9, 13 (03/29/2018, D.E. No. 72) 
this case is clearly ripe. (Kyle-Labell Aff. D.E. No. 81-6; Fifth Reg. Attempt 10/2/2018). 

Ripeness decisions generally may be found more readily when a court believes that it faces a 
pure question of law that can be decided without further fact development. Wright & Miller, 
Fed. Prac. & Proc. Juris. § 3531.12. 

There are no further facts to develop. SSS barred Plaintiff from registering for the draft. 

That there are no further facts to develop is enforced by DOJ making a facial rather than 
factual opposition to Plaintiffs standing as this Court concluded. (Opinion at 3-4, 15-cv- 
05193, 03/29/18, D.E. No. 72). 

The only questions here are legal ones: Did the SSS’s barring Plaintiff from registering 
violate her Due Process rights. 

Ripeness when Standing 

Ripeness focuses more on the question of whether the injury has yet become mature. Ripeness 
can be seen as providing a time requirement to the standing injury. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. 
& Proc. Juris. § 3531.1. 

“In most cases, that a plaintiff has Article III standing is enough to render [her] claim 
constitutionally ripe.” In re Methyl Tertiary Butyl Ether Prods. Liab. Litig., 725 F.3d 65, 110 
(2d Cir. 2013) (the 2d Cir determination that plaintiff had standing was enough to find 
constitutional ripeness). 

Ripeness overlaps with standing in the “shared requirement that [plaintiffs] injury be [actual] or 
imminent.” Ross v. Bank of America, N.A., 524 F.3d 217, 226 (2d Cir. 2008) (quoted citations 
omitted). 
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In Ross the 2d Cir had already found that there existed an “actual and imminent” injury to 
constitute Article III standing injury in fact. Ross at 226. The Court held that “For the 
same reasons, we find that these alleged injuries are not merely speculative or 
hypothetical, and that judicial review of the [plaintiffs] claims at this time is 
appropriate.” That is, they are ripe. 

DOJ agrees with this concept of ripeness by asserting that governmental “effects [be] felt in a 
concrete way by the challenging parties.” (DOJ Br. at 12, D.E. No. 80-1, quoting Nat’l Park 
Hosp. Ass ’n v. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. 803, 807-808 (2003)). 

This Court has already found that barring Plaintiff from registering resulted in a concrete 
and particularized injury. (Opinion at at 5 n.5, 9, 13, D.E. No. 72). 

In its Reply, the DOJ wrongly relies on Taylor v. Resolution Tr. Corp., 56 F.3d 1497, 1508 (D.C. 
Cir.), opinion amended on reh 'g, 66 F.3d 1226 (D.C. Cir. 1995), for its argument that ripeness 
and standing do not overlap. (DOJ Reply at 6, D.E. No. 82). 

The D.C. Cir did not deal with ripeness but rather a preliminary injunction. In fact, the 
Court opinion never even mentioned ripeness. 

The Court held that plaintiff “has adequately pled facts supporting its standing to bring 
suit on First Amendment grounds.” Then in the next paragraph states, “But to establish 
the grounds for a preliminary injunction [plaintiff] must show more: it must demonstrate 
a substantial probability of success on the merits and an irreparable injury that the 
proposed injunction would avert.” 56 F.3d at 1508. Ripeness was not an issue. 

DOJ also relies on Caribbean Marine Servs. Co. v. Baldrige, 844 F.2d 668, 675 (9th Cir. 1988) 
(DOJ Reply at 6, D.E. No. 82). Caribbean also dealt with a preliminary injunction and held that 
“Because the threat of civil liability is too attenuated and conjectural to constitute a basis for 
[plaintiffs’] standing ... it follows that this injury is too speculative to constitute an irreparable 
harm justifying injunctive relief.” 

DOJ is clearly trying to obfuscate by mixing preliminary injunction with ripeness. 

Pre-enforcement v. Post-enforcement ripeness for administrative agency decisions 

Pre-enforcement test 


DOJ relies on the test for ripeness set out in Abbott Labs. v. Gardner, 387 U.S. 136, 148-49 
(1967), overruled on other grounds, Califano v. Sanders, 430 U.S. 99 (1977), and Nat 7 Park 
Hospitality. Ass ’n v. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. 803, 807-08 (2003). (DOJ Br. at 22, D.E. No. 
80-1; DOJ Reply at 2, D.E. No. 82). 

That test does NOT apply to this case because it is the test for administrative agency pre¬ 
enforcement actions. 
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Pre-enforcement actions are where the hann asserted by the plaintiff has not yet occurred. 

The Supreme Court in Nat 7 Park Hosp. Ass’n v. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. 803, 807-08 (2003), 
held that 


“Ripeness is a justiciability doctrine designed . . . to protect the [administrative) agencies 
from judicial interference until an administrative decision has been formalized and its 
effects felt in a concrete way by the challenging parties. ” (citing Abbott Labs. v. 

Gardner, 387 U.S. 136, 148 (1967)). 

The pre-enforcement test “is best seen in a twofold aspect, requiring us to evaluate both 
the [1] fitness of the issues for judicial decision and [2] the hardship to the parties of 
withholding court consideration.” Abbott, 387 U.S. at 149. 

In Abbott, pharmacies brought a pre-enforcement action challenging Food & Drug 
Administration regulations concerning advertisements and labels. Before the regulations were 
enforced, thirty-seven drug manufacturers and their trade association sought review. Fed. Prac. 
& Proc. Juris. § 3532.6 (3d ed.). The Supreme Court in this pre-enforcement action found that 
the two-part test rendered the case ripe. 

The Supreme Court stated, “The first question we consider is whether Congress by the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act intended to forbid pre-enforcement review of this 
sort of regulation promulgated by the Commissioner.” Abbott, 387 U.S. at 139-40. The 
Supreme Court concluded pre-enforcement review was allowed, Abbott, 387 U.S. at 148, 
and then cited the reason for the two-part test for determining whether a regulation 
opposed before enforcement was ripe. 

“The injunctive and declaratory judgment remedies are discretionary, and courts 
traditionally have been reluctant to apply them to administrative determinations 
unless these arise in the context of a controversy ‘ripe’ for judicial resolution. . . . 
[I]t is fair to say that [ripeness’] basic rationale is to prevent the courts, through 
avoidance of premature adjudication, from entangling themselves in abstract 
disagreements over administrative policies, and also to protect the agencies from 
judicial interference until an administrative decision has been formalized and its 
effects felt in a concrete way by the challenging parties .” Abbott, 387 U.S. at 148 
(emphasis added). 

In Nat’I ParkP[osp. Ass ’n v. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. 803, 807-08 (2003), the plaintiff brought 
a pre-enforcement challenge to a National Park Service regulation concerning concession 
contracts and was “not litigating any concrete dispute. ” 538 U.S. at 807. The Court applied the 
two-part test, 538 U.S. at 808, and found the case NOT ripe. 

There the Supreme Court again held that “Ripeness is a justiciability doctrine designed . . 

. to protect the agencies from judicial interference until an administrative decision has 
been formalized and its effects felt in a concrete way by the challenging parties .” 
(Emphasis added). 538 U.S. at 807-08 
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Post-enforcement test 


The counterpart of pre-enforcement is post-enforcement—when an agency has made a final 
decision and executed on it causing an actual injury. That is, when “an administrative decision 
has been formalized and its effects felt in a concrete way by the challenging parties.” Nat’l Park 
Hosp. Ass ’n v. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. at 807-08; Abbott, 387 U.S. at 148. 

The Third Circuit has held in 

Lauderbaugh v. Hopewell Twp., 319 F.3d 568, 575 (3d Cir. 2003), that “the ripeness 
doctrine prevents judicial interference ‘until an administrative decision has been 
formalized and its effects felt in a concrete way by the challenging parties.’” 

(citing Abbott Labs., Inc. v. Gardner, 387 U.S. 136, 149 (1967)). 

And that Ripeness exists when a “decision maker has arrived at a definitive position on 
the issue that inflicts an actual, concrete injury.” Lauderbaugh v. Hopewell Twp., 319 
F.3d 568, 575 (3d Cir. 2003)(quoting Williamson Planning Comm ’n v. Hamilton Bank, 
473 U.S. 172, 192(1985)). 

The concrete injury to Plaintiff is (1) the denial of equal treatment—she cannot register for the 
draft because of her sex, and (2) violation of her substantive due process rights—she is treated as 
a second class citizen. 

The SSS has decided five times so far to bar her from registering. It has, therefore, 
injured her five times. 

In pre-enforcement actions, “courts are left to hypothesize about how the law might be applied.” 
Here, “Plaintiff[’s] claims arise from an enforcement action[s] that ha[ve] already occurred.” 
Oklevueha Native Am. Church of Hawaii, Inc. v. Holder, 676 F.3d 829, 838 (9th Cir. 2012). 

Therefore, the Abbott and Nat 7 Park Hosp. Ass ’n pre-enforcement test of fitness and hardship 
are NOT applicable here because the SSS “has arrived at a definitive position on the issue that 
inflicts an actual, concrete injury, ” Lauderbaugh v. Hopewell Twp. ,319 F.3d at 575; see Nat 7 
Park Hosp. Ass ’n v. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. at 807-08; Abbott, 387 U.S. at 148. 

The Third Circuit’s modification of the Supreme Court’s two-part pre-enforcement test also 
concerns “circumstances where enforcement actions are ongoing, but where administrative 
finality is not yet achieved . . . .” Peachlum v. City of York, Pennsylvania, 333 F.3d 429, 436 (3d 
Cir. 2003). Therefore that modification also does not apply here. 

This Court has already found that Plaintiff was injured and that injury was concrete. 
(Opinion at 5 n.5, 9, 13, D.E. No. 72). 

“[Djiscrimination itself is the legally cognizable injury.” Hassan, 804 F.3d at 293 
(citing see, e.g., Curtis v. Loether, 415 U.S. 189, 195 n.10 (1974)). 
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[This finality rule, it is not designed to enforce the exhaustion of administrative 
remedies. See Williamson Planning Comm ’n v. Hamilton Bank, 473 U.S. 172, 192 (1985) 
(“the question whether administrative remedies must be exhausted is conceptually 
distinct... from the question whether an administrative action must be final before it is 
judicially reviewable.”)]. 

The Third Circuit has stated, “Ripeness . . . prevents the courts from ‘entangling themselves in 
abstract disagreements.’ Thomas v. Union Carbide Agric. Prods Co., 473 U.S. 568, 580 (1985) 
(citations omitted).” Binkerv. Com. of Pa., 977 F.2d 738, 753 (3d Cir. 1992). 

Whatever the Commission might suggest and Congress and Pres. Trump might do is 
clearly theoretical—another word for abstract. 

But Plaintiff is not alleging facts that she will be injured at some time in the future if the 
multiple reports by multiple Government agencies advise to change the MSSA, or they 
do not; if the Commission agrees with those reports, or it does not; if Congress accepts 
the Commission’s suggestions, or it does not, and if President Trump agrees with 
Congress, or he does not. Plaintiff alleges a present —not a future injury by the SSS. 

Now the MSSA and the SSS’s role may change so as to no longer discriminate against 
Plaintiff and all those other young women before they turn 26—but then again, it may 
not. “Prediction is very difficult, especially if it is about the future.”—Niels Bohr. 

So unlike in the pre-enforcement actions on which DOJ relies, the SSS has already injured 
Plaintiff in a concrete way because of a discriminatory statute. 

Under Third Circuit’s declaratory judgment or pre-enforcement test 

In the declaratory judgment or pre-enforcement ripeness review, the Third Cir. refined the Abbott 
fitness and hardship “test because of the difficulty in defining ripeness in actions initiated before 
an ‘accomplished’ injury is established.” Armstrong World Indus., Inc. by Wolfson v. Adams, 961 
F.2d 405, 411 (3d Cir. 1992) (citing Step-Saver Data Sys., Inc. v. Wyse Technology, 912 F.2d 
643,647 (3d Cir. 1990)). 

“[T]he Step-Saver analysis is tailored to address pre-enforcement actions.” Peachlum v. 
City of York, Pennsylvania, 333 F.3d 429, 435 (3d Cir. 2003) (emphasis original) (cites 
Presbytery, 40 F.3d 1454, 1463). 

The Third Cir focuses on (1) the adversity of the interests of the parties or conflict 
between the parties, (2) the conclusiveness of a judicial judgment or a court’s ability to 
resolve the conflict, and (3) the practical utility of a decision or a useful purpose will be 
served to clarify legal relationships so that Plaintiffs “can turn on the light and take a 
step” forward. Step-Saver Data Systems, Inc. v. Wyse Technology, 912 F.2d 643, 647-50 
(3d Cir. 1990). 
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(1) Adversity or conflict 


Adversity requires opposing legal interests. Lewis v. Alexander, 685 F.3d 325, 341 (3d 
Cir. 2012). Here, the interests of the parties are in opposition because the SSS refuses to 
allow Plaintiff to register for the draft because of her sex. 

Although “a Plaintiff need not suffer a completed harm to establish adversity of interest 
between the parties,” but “to protect against a feared future event, the Plaintiff must 
demonstrate that the probability of that future event occurring is real and substantial, of 
sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory judgment.” 
Pittsburgh Mack Sales & Serv., Inc. v. Int’l Union of Operating Engineers, Local Union 
No. 66, 580 F.3d 185, 190 (3d Cir. 2009) (quoting Armstrong World Indus., 961 F.2d at 
412)). 

Here, Plaintiff actually incurred a completed hann; therefore, adversity of interests exist. 

Plaintiff tried to register but was barred by being treated differently from males. 

Discrimination itself, by perpetuating ‘archaic and stereotypic notions’ or by 
stigmatizing members of the disfavored group as ‘innately inferior’ and therefore 
as less worthy participants in the political community . . . can cause serious 
noneconomic injuries to those persons who are personally denied equal treatment. 
. . . Heckler v. Mathews, 465 U.S. 728, 739-740 (1984)(citations omitted) 
(Brennan, J.). 

(2) Conclusivity or the Court’s ability to resolve the conflict. 

Conclusivity depends on the ability of a court decision to “define and clarify the legal 
rights or relations of the parties.” Lewis, 685 F.3d at 341 (quoting Step-Saver Data 
Systems, Inc., 912 F.2d at 648). 

A decision here would determine whether Plaintiffs Equal Protection and Substantive 
Due Process rights are violated by Defendants refusing to register her. 

(3) Practical utility or a decision will serve a useful purpose. 

Practical utility means “whether the parties’ plans of actions are likely to be affected by a 
judgment.” NE Hub Partners, L.P. v. CNG Transmission Corp., 239 F.3d 333, 344 (3d 
Cir. 2001)(quoting Step-Saver Data Systems, Inc., 912 F.2d at 649 n.9). 

Clearly a decision for Plaintiff will allow her to register and require the SSS to 
accept her registration, or eliminate registration along with its discrimination 
based on sex, or make it voluntary—also allowing her to register. 

A decision for the SSS will convince her and millions of other young women that 
they are still second-class citizens and should act accordingly. 
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Utility also considers the hardship to the parties of withholding a decision. See Freehold 
Cogeneration Associates, L.P. v. Board of Regulatory Commissioners, 44 F.3d 1178, 
1189 (3d Cir.1995). 

The hardship visited on Plaintiff of no decision is that a federal court once again 
maintains the discrimination and second-class status of her and other young 
women solely because of their sex. That despite all the high-sounding talk of 
equality when the courts really mean that women are inferior. 

The Supreme Court in Roberts v. U.S. Jaycees, 468 U.S. 609, 625 (1984), 
observed that it 

“has frequently noted that discrimination based on archaic and overbroad 
assumptions about the relative needs and capacities of the sexes forces 
individuals to labor under stereotypical notions that often bear no 
relationship to their actual abilities.” 

Under the Supreme Court Nat 7 Park Hospitality pre-enforcement test 

The Nat’l Park Hosp. test incorporates consideration of two elements, “(1) the fitness of the 
issues for judicial decision and (2) the hardship to the parties of withholding court 
consideration.” Nat 7 Park Hospitality Ass ’n, 538 U.S. at 808. 

(1) Fitness of issue for a court decision 

This Court already held that standing exists, and in doing so concluded that DOJ was not making 
a factual challenge to standing. (Opinion at 3-4, 2:15-cv-05193, 03/29/18, D.E. No. 72). Such 
indicates that there are no facts to challenge. Plaintiff tried to register for the draft but was 
prevented by Defendants—that’s it, there’s no argument there. 

DOJ relies on Doe v. Bush, 323 F.3d 133, 139 (1st Cir. 2003), to assert that fitness “involves an 
assessment of whether it is appropriate for the court to undertake the task. ” (DOJ Reply 4, D.E. 
No. 82) 

Doe was an action for a preliminary injunction to prevent the President of the United 
States and the Secretary of Defense from initiating a war against Iraq in 2003. 

The 1 st Cir stated that “[t]he baseline question [for fitness] is whether allowing more time 
for development of events would ‘significantly advance our ability to deal with the legal 
issues presented [or] aid us in their resolution.’ Duke Power Co. v. Carolina Envtl. Study 
Group, 438 U.S. 59, 82 (1978).” Doe v. Bush, 323 F.3d 133, 138-39 (1st Cir. 2003). 

In that case the Court found the issue of a preliminary injunction not fit for 
decision because “[m]any important questions remain unanswered about whether 
there will be a war, and, if so, under what conditions.” Doe v. Bush, 323 F.3d at 
139. 
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Here, Plaintiff is not, as the DO J disingenuously asserts, challenging the existence of the 
Commission and what it may or may not do; nor is she challenging what Congress and 
President Trump may or may not do with the Commission’s suggestions. (DOJ Br. at 1, 
D.E. No. 80-1; DOJ Reply at 2-3, D.E. No. 82). 

If she were, this Court could not make a decision unless it had a reliable crystal 
ball. 


She is challenging the present MSSA discrimination against her. The Supreme Court in 
Baker v. Carr, 369 U.S. 186, 226 (1962), stated that “An equal protection challenge is the 
type of legal issue traditionally resolved by the courts in accordance with judicial 
standards that “are well developed and familiar.” 

(2) Hardship to the parties of withholding court consideration 

Once again the author of the DOJ Reply engages in deception. He asserts that the “Hardship” 
requirement is satisfied in the SSS’s favor because Supreme Court Justice Brennan, when 
temporarily sitting as a Third Circuit Judge 

concluded that the balance of equities tipped heavily in favor of the Government and 
stayed the injunction put in place by the lower court. Rostker v. Goldberg, 448 U.S. 1306, 
1309-10. (DOJ Reply 6, D.E. No. 82) 

The DOJ lawyer’s deception is that Justice Brennan was not making a decision on ripeness. He 
was applying, as he wrote, “The principles that control a Circuit Justice’s consideration of in¬ 
chambers stay applications . . . .” Rostker v. Goldberg, 448 U.S. at 1308. Brennan was deciding 
whether a decision already made by a court should be stayed pending appeal—not whether the 
decision was ripe or not. 

No hardship to the SSS . 

No decision means the status quo, which is no hardship for the SSS, but Plaintiff is still treated 
differently as though she is a second class citizen. 

If the Court denies DOJ’s fourth motion to dismiss, we are willing to go along with a stay of 
enforcement pending appeal . So there’s no hardship to Defendants there. At least not until the 
Supreme Court makes a decision—maybe. 

If DOJ’s motion to dismiss is granted, there still is no hardship to Defendants, since they would 
have won—for now, anyway. But Plaintiff and millions of other young women will still be 
discriminated against and seen as second class citizens who’s rights can be violated by the 
SSS—at least until the Supreme Court makes a decision. 

Even after the Supreme Court decides in these young women’s favor—and everybody 
here knows it will. The impact of passed discrimination on them will still be felt. 
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“[A] victim of discrimination suffers a dehumanizing injury as real as, and often 
of far more severe and lasting harm than, a blow to the jaw .” Hassan v. City of 
New York, 804 F.3d 277, 290 (3d Cir. 2015) (quoting Mardell v. Harleysville Life 
Ins. Co., 65 F.3d 1072, 1074 (3d Cir. 1995) {per curiam)). 

I will bet that at some point or points in time Your Honor felt the dehumanizing 
blow of discrimination. 

I’ve been discriminated against a few times and have not forgotten. (Ch 5 News 
reporter story). I’ve also been slugged on the jaw numerous times—but that’s all 
water under the bridge. 

DOJ’s alleged hardships are purely speculative and futuristic. 

any relief that could potentially require the Government to spend millions of dollars changing 
the Selective Service System in response to a court order would impose a considerable hardship 
at this time, (DOJ Reply at 7, D.E. No. 82). 

A stay pending appeal will avoid the DOJ’s concerns that the three-trillion dollar 
Government will be put out by spending $37 million to accommodate the registration of 
women. 

Let’s not forget that Plaintiff, in the alternative, also requests elimination of draft 
registration. Such would actually save the Government money. 

Also, Congress can simply pass a law overruling a decision for Plaintiff. Of 
course, it will have to be constitutional. 

Congress may wish to change the system in a different manner following the 
Commission’s review (DOJ Reply at 7, D.E. No. 82). 

DOJ does not say how this Court’s ruling that Plaintiffs Equal Protection and 
Substantive Due Process rights are being violated will cause—future tense—the 
Commission to change its suggestions or Congress to change its prospective 
law—if any. 

Neither the Commission nor Congress nor Pres. Trump are parties to this 
suit. 

Any decision for Plaintiff will most likely be stayed pending appeal. 

Of course, a decision for Plaintiff that is upheld by the Third Circuit and 
the U.S. Supreme Court as constitutional will make it difficult for certain 
archaic members of Congress to continue discriminating against women. 
But that is the price of bigotry. 
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Hardship to Plaintiff—Commission will NOT resolve “ultimate” issue. 

The author of the DOJ Reply asserts that Plaintiff will not suffer any hardship from the Court 
withholding a decision because the Commission’s review encompasses ... the principle (sic) 
matter at issue in this lawsuit. (DOJ Reply at 3, D.E. 82) 

That is another of his patented deceptions. According to the Magistrate’s Order at 4, 
07/28/17, D.E. 67, and I quote: 

WHEREAS, although the review of the Commission may ultimately impact, or even moot 
this matter, the current legislative scheme and status provides no certainty as to the resolution of 
the ultimate issue in this case. 

That ultimate issue is whether the MSSA and SSS are presently discriminating against 
Plaintiff. 

Young women’s’ rights NOT of less value than young men’s . 

The DOJ Reply author also brushes aside any hardship to Plaintiff and millions of young women 
if this Court finds the case not ripe because they are women and not men. 

In Rostker, the plaintiffs were men who faced civil and criminal penalties if they did not 
register for the Selective Service. Rostker v. Goldberg, 448 U.S. 1306 (1980). In contrast 
here, Plaintiff is a woman who is not required to register for the draft, nor is she 
prevented from pursuing military service (including in a combat role) or penalized for 
not registering. (DOJ Reply 6, D.E. No. 82). 

This DOJ lawyer clearly sees women as having less value than men. 

Pursuing a military career is NOT an issue. 

DOJ states that Thus, for purposes of balancing the equities, while Plaintiff desires that 
the constitutional question be resolved quickly, any delay in its resolution in deference to 
the political process does not impose any restriction on Plaintiff, including from pursuing 
a military career. (DOJ Reply 6, D.E. No. 82). 

Your Honor already rejected that argument in the Standing Motion Opinion: 

“Plaintiff explains, her injury “is not that she is kept out of combat positions, not 
that she may be hanned by future inductions, not that she is prevented from 
enlisting, and not that possible career opportunities in the military will be 
hindered but rather that she is prevented— solely because of her sex—from 
registering for the draft. (PI. Opp. Br. at 21) (emphasis in original).” (Opinion at 
8, D.E. No. 72). 
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Bill of Attainder against Plaintiff. 

The DOJ Reply author writes that the balance of equities favors allowing the political branches 
to complete their review prior to a judicial ruling on the merits of Plaintiff’s claims. See Defs. ’ 
Mot. 12-18. (DOJ Reply at 3, D.E. No. 82). 

This is nothing more than a request for the imposition of a Bill of Attainder (specifically 
Bill of Pains and Penalties) in the form of a statute of limitations that stops Plaintiffs 
action when she reaches the age of 26. 

The Second Circuit in In re Methyl Tertiary Butyl Ether Prods. Liab. Litig., 725 
F.3d at 111, warned that a statute of limitations dismissal “would effectively 
foreclose the possibility of relief—a hardship and inequity of the highest order.” 

Prudential Ripeness 

The test for prudential ripeness in this case is the same as the test for ripeness in a pre¬ 
enforcement administrative agency situation. 

DOJ even admits such in its Reply at 2 (D.E. No. 82) where it cites Nat 7 Park Hosp. 

Ass ’n v. Dep 7 of Interior, 538 U.S. 803, 808 (2003), for “prudential reasons for refusing 
to exercise jurisdiction.” 

This case, however, is NOT a pre-enforcement action—it is a post-enforcement action 
because Plaintiff has been injured by an agency decision that was enforced. 

Even so, assuming we get to the Supreme Court, our position is that prudential ripeness has been 
called into question and that Court should eliminate it. 

The Supreme Court has twice questioned the very existence of prudential limits on 
justiciability. 

In Lexmark Int 7 v. Static Control Components, 572 U.S. 118, 125-126 (2014), the 
plaintiff argued that the Supreme Court should decline to adjudicate defendant’s claim on 
grounds that were prudential rather than constitutional. The Court declined stating “That 
request is in some tension with our recent reaffirmation of the principle that ‘a federal 
court's ‘obligation’ to hear and decide’ cases within its jurisdiction ‘is ‘virtually 
unflagging.’” Sprint Communications, Inc. v. Jacobs, 134 S.Ct. 584, 591 (2013) (quoting 
Colorado River Water Conservation Dist. v. United States, 424 U.S. 800, 817 (1976)). 

Moore’s Fed. Prac. at 101.70(3), p. 101-305, states “reliance on the existence of a 
prudential ripeness element is risky.” 

In Susan Anthony List v. Driehaus, 189 L.Ed.2d 246, 261 (2014), defendants asserted, as 
DOJ does here, that the “prudential ripeness” factors of fitness and hardship made the 
case nonjusticiable. 
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But the Supreme Court concluded that plaintiffs had alleged a sufficient Article 
III standing injury—just as Your Honor has done here. The Supreme Court found 
ripeness because it had found a standing injury in what was a pre-enforcement 
action against a state statute. 

Of course, this case is NOT a pre-enforcement action so prudential concerns of 
fitness and hardship do not apply. If it is one, then Susan Anthony applies. 

DOJ’s wrong prudential ripeness arguments 

DOJ argues it is just as possible that the process will address the issues fully and provide the 
basis for a new policy that then would be available for any further judicial review. (DOJ Reply 
at 5, D.E. No. 82) 

So according to the DOJ lawyers, if a law is on the books that violates a person’s rights, 
her case is not prudentially ripe because there exists the possibility that a new policy— 
not even a law—but a new policy will result such that she can then sue under the new 
policy. 

Basically, a young women’s rights are being violated now by a law. There are 
bureaucratic proceedings going on that may change policy and that change of policy may 
allow for suit. 

Sounds overly speculative to me. I wonder if the DOJ lawyers would like their 
rights to depend on such futuristic mumbo-jumbo. 

Defendants contend that Plaintiff’s claims are not prudentially ripe because proceeding with the 
litigation at this time would deprive the political branches of the opportunity to apply their 
judgment and expertise to a matter that is committed to their authority by the text of the 
Constitution itself See Defs. ’Mot. 12-18. p. 5 

This case does not challenge what the Commission, Congress or some President might 
do. It challenges the violation of Plaintiff s constitutional rights. 

The courts cannot share their Article III power with the other branches of government. 
U.S. v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 704 (1974). “To prevent the legislature from using the 
federal courts to accomplish unconstitutional ends, Congress’s Article III power must be 
subject to the due process guarantees of the Fifth Amendment.” 

DOJ’s cases after Lexmark confirm the questionable nature of prudential ripeness. 

Fourth Corner Credit Union v. Fed. Reserve Bank of Kansas City, 861 F.3d 1052, 1059 n.l (10th 
Cir. 2017) (DOJ Reply at 5 n.2, D.E. No. 82). 

DOJ includes a quote from Fourth Corner, a pre-enforcement action, but intentionally 
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fails to state or even indicate that Fourth Corner relied on another 10 th Cir case for the 
quote “continued to apply.” DOJ did not even include a “citation omitted.” 

DOJ used the quote in its statement that “the Tenth Circuit has ‘continued to 
apply’ the prudential ripeness doctrine.” (DOJ Reply at 5 n.2). 

Here’s the reason DOJ failed to cite to the original case: 

The deleted 10 th Cir case is United States v. Supreme Court of New Mexico, 839 
F.3d 888, 903-04 (10th Cir. 2016), cert, denied, 138 S. Ct. 130 (2017), which was 
also a pre-enforcement action in which the 10 th Cir found that New Mexico’s 
“Rule 16-308(E) is preempted with respect to federal prosecutors practicing 
before grand juries, but is not preempted outside of the grand-jury context.” 

The full sentence from New Mexico is 

Notwithstanding the Court's sensitivity and criticism to the [federal 
preemption doctrine] doctrine, see also Sprietsma v. Mercury Marine, 537 
U. S. Reports 51 (2002), the Court has continued to apply it to invalidate 
state laws that stand as obstacles to the purpose of a particular federal 
statutory scheme, see Richard H. Fallon, Jr. et ah, Hart and Wechsler's 
The Federal Courts and The Federal System 648 (6th ed. 2009) (citing 
Daniel J. Meltzer, The Supreme Court's Judicial Passivity, 2002 Sup. Ct. 
Rev. 343 (2002)). 

Apparently the Fourth Corner confused “prudential ripeness” with the federal 
preemption doctrine.” A confusion the DOJ intentionally tried to exploit via its 
deception of not citing New Mexico. Is that allowed? 

Further that Court found that “The requirements of standing and constitutional 
ripeness overlap; if an injury ‘is sufficiently ‘imminent’ to establish standing, the 
constitutional requirements of the ripeness doctrine will necessarily be satisfied.’ 
(quoting ACLU v. Johnson, 194 F.3d 1149 , 1155 (10th Cir. 1999) ); see also 
Susan B. Anthony List v. Driehaus , 134 S.Ct. 2334,2341 n.5 (2014).” New 
Mexico, 839 F.3d at 903-904. 

More deception from DOJ on Fourth Corner. 

The three judges on the panel all wrote different decisions based on different 
arguments. The common denominator for two of the judges was remand for 
dismissal without prejudice. There was no majority decision on ripeness. 

DOJ makes no mention of that—I wonder why. 

DOJ relies on dicta from one of the judges. 
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Judge Matheson found lack of ripeness because the action had changed into a pre¬ 
enforcement one. “[T]his case has become divorced from the factual backdrop 
that gave rise to the original dispute. As the Reserve Bank points out, the new 
Credit Union is a “fundamentally different[ ] entity” than the one the Reserve 
Bank turned down.” Matheson, Circuit Judge at 1058. 

“The Credit Union’s amended complaint reveals this case is no longer based on 
sufficiently developed facts. In particular, the amended complaint does not and 
cannot tell us whether the Reserve Bank would grant a master account on the 
condition that the Credit Union will not serve marijuana businesses unless doing 
so is legal. It cannot do so because, as the Credit Union explained to the district 
court, it has never approached the Reserve Bank about obtaining a master account 
on the terms now alleged.” Matheson, Circuit Judge at 1059. 

Judge Bacharach , however, found this pre-enforcement case ripe but in doing so raised 
the question of the continuing validity of prudential ripeness under Lexmark and also 
cited to Reddy v. Foster , 845 F.3d 493, 501 n.6 (1st Cir. 2017), that stated in Susan B. 
Anthony the Supreme Court "cast a measure of doubt upon ripeness's prudential 
dimensions". 

Inst, of Cetacean Research v. Sea Shepherd Conservation Soc’y, 2014 WL 3579639, at *10 
(W.D. Wash. July 21, 2014) (DOJ Reply at 5 n.2, D.E. No. 82). 

In this pre-enforcement action, the DOJ Reply author quotes the court “absent more 
definitive guidance from the Supreme Court,” the district court would apply prudential 
ripeness. (DOJ Reply at 5 n.2, D.E. No. 82). 

(1) This quote from the W.D. Wash decision is out of context. 

“ The Supreme Court recently called into question the continued viability of 
the prudential ripeness doctrine . See Susan B. Anthony List v. Driehaus, 134 
S.Ct. 2334 (U.S.2014). . . . Nonetheless, absent more definitive guidance 
from the Supreme Court, and out of an abundance of caution, the court 
addresses prudential ripeness here .” Inst, of Cetacean Research v. Sea 
Shepherd Conservation Soc’y, 2014 WL 3579639, at *10 (W.D. Wash. July 
21,2014). 

(2) The W.D. Wash found ripeness even though there was a future contingency 
necessary to occur because the Court concluded the contingency would most 
likely happen, so it was imminent. “The only contingency to plaintiffs 
continued injury by defendants’ interference is reception of a research pennit 
for lethal whaling.” 2014 WL 3579639, at *9. 

This Court is not bound by the DOJ deceptions or decisions that involve pre-enforcement 
actions. 


36 



[DOJ’s Ninth Cir. prudential ripeness argument failed. 


Defendants made similar prudential ripeness arguments before the Ninth Circuit in Nat 7 Coal, 
for Men v. Selective Sen>. Sys. (9 th Cir. 13-56690, Br. at 8, 08/27/2014, D.E. 22-1) (about the 
number of positions opened to women). 

[DOJ argued that “Judicial intervention at this stage would be premature and inconsistent 
with the long tradition of deference to the bodies entrusted with crafting the military and 
security policy of the United States on issues within their sphere of expertise.” 

[But the Circuit Court ruled against the DOJ in an unpublished opinion. 640 F. App’x 664 (9th 
Cir. 2016). The Court held that 

“Even if some uncertainty remains . . . that does not render the . . . claims unripe. The 
ripeness inquiry asks whether there is a legitimate controversy that is ‘fit for 
adjudication.’ Texas v. United States, 523 U.S. 296, 300 (1998)). [Plaintiffs point] to 
numerous specific changes in statutes, policies, and practices that have happened since 
the Supreme Court’s decision in Rostker v. Goldberg, 453 U.S. 57 (1981). The Selective 
Service argues that women’s roles have not changed sufficiently to revisit Rostker. But 
whether there has been sufficient change to revisit Rostker is a question about the merits 
of the . . . claims, not about ripeness.”] 

Level of Review for Ripeness on Constitutional Question 

DOJ manipulates to its advantage a quote from Artway v. Att’v Gen, of State ofN.J., 81 F.3d 
1235, 1249 (3d Cir. 1996) , that “[cjourts are particularly vigilant to ensure that cases are ripe 
when constitutional questions are at issue. ’’Artway v. Att’y Gen. of State ofN.J., 81 F.3d 1235, 
1249 (3d Cir. 1996). (DOJ Reply at 2, D.E. No. 82). 

This is an intentionally dissembling quote because the DOJ author left out the cases that 
Artway at 1249 relied on for that quote, and that the “particularly vigilant” quote means 
sufficient factual information. 

Artway cited see Communist Partv of the United States v. Subversive Activities Con trol 
Bd., 367 U.S. 1, 80-81 (1961): 

“ The record here does not show that any present members, affiliates, or 
contributors of the Party have withdrawn because of the threatened consequences 
to them of its registration under the Subversive Activities Control Act, or that any 
prospective members, affiliates, or contributors have been deterred from joining 
the Party or giving it their support. We cannot know how many, if any, members 
or prospective members of the Party are also employees or prospective employees 
of the Government or of defense facilities or labor unions, or how many, if any, 
contributors to the Party hold government or defense-facility employment, ft is 
thus impossible to say now what effect the provisions of the Act affecting 
members of a registered organization will have on the Party. Cf. State of New 
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Jersey v. Sargent, 269 U.S. 328 (1926). To pass upon the validity of those 
provisions would be to make abstract assertions of possible future injury, 
indefinite in nature and degree, the occasion for constitutional decision. If we did 
so, we would be straying beyond our judicial bounds.” 

Artway in the next paragraph stated: 

“ Two Supreme Court cases illustrate the need for factual infonnation particularly 
well.” 


“In Socialist Labor Party v. Gilligan, 406 U. S. 583 (1972) , the Court dismissed 
as unripe a challenge on First Amendment grounds to a state law that required 
candidates to swear not to attempt to overthrow the government by violence or 
force. The Court concluded that "the record ... is extraordinarily skimpy in the sort 
of proved or admitted facts that would enable us to adjudicate this claim." Id. at 
587.” 

“In California Bankers Association v. Shultz, 416 U. S. (1974), the Court 
similarly declared unripe a First Amendment challenge to bank record-keeping 
and reporting requirements because of an insufficient factual record. Id. at 56. 
"This Court, in the absence of a concrete fact situation in which competing 
associational and governmental interests can be weighed, is simply not in a 
position to determine whether an effort to compel disclosure of such records 
would or would not be barred ...." Id.” 

Also the DOJ author intentionally left out the Arway holding on ripeness, 81 F.3d at 

1251: 


“Whether Artway will ever be subject to Megan's Law notification requirements 
remains a matter of speculation, and the record lacks the factual infonnation 
necessary for this Court to decide Artway's notification claims consistent with its 
Article III obligations” 

There is no factual speculation here. Plaintiff tried to register and SSS barred her. 
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Claims on which relief can be granted. Rule 12(b)(6) 

The Third Cir “obliges district courts considering a motion to dismiss under Fed. R. Civ. P. 
12(b)(6) to engage in a two-part analysis.” Fowler v. UPMC Shadyside, 578 F.3d 203, 210-11 
(3d Cir.2009) (quoting Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 679 (2009)). 

The analysis begins with “taking note of the elements a plaintiff must plead to state a 
claim . . .,” Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 129 S.Ct. 1937, 1947 (2009), then proceeds in two steps: 

1. Identifying the specific allegations in a complaint that are not entitled to the 
presumption of truth. Iqbal, 129 S.Ct. at 1951. Those are statements that cut and copy 
the elements of a cause of action; that is, they are conclusory. Twombly, 550 U.S. at 555. 
The allegations should be more than an unadorned: the-defendant-unlawfully-harmed- 
me accusations. Iqbal, 129 S.Ct. at 1949. Some legal conclusions, however, are 
pennissible when the defendants are given notice of the date, time and place of the 
alleged illegal conduct. 

2. Next, the analysis considers the remaining factual allegations in a complaint as true 
and determines if they plausibly—not probably but more than possibly— infer that the 
defendant is liable for the misconduct alleged. Twombly, 550 U.S. at 556. In doing so, 
the courts “draw[] all inferences in favor of the plaintiff,” see McTernan v. City of York, 
PA., 577 F.3d 521, 526 (3d Cir.2009), and a complaint cannot be dismissed based on a 
judge’s disbelief of the factual allegations even if it strikes a judge that actual proof is 
improbable, Victaulic Co. v. Tieman, 499 F.3d 227, 234 (3d Cir. 2007) (quoting 
Twombly, 550 U.S. at 555). 

DOJ has failed in satisfying this two-step process for each of the causes of actions. 
Plausibility 

“A claim has facial plausibility when the plaintiff pleads factual content that allows the court to 
draw the reasonable inference that the defendant is liable for the misconduct alleged.” Ashcroft v. 
Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009). Evaluating a motion to dismiss is a “context-specific task that 
requires the reviewing court to draw on its judicial experience and common sense.” Id. at 679. 

DOJ does not deny that Plaintiff tried to register for the draft and was barred from 
registering by Defendants because the MSSA forbids women from registering. 

Defendants’ alleged misconduct is (1) discriminating against young women in favor of 
young men when both groups are similarly situated, and (2) failing to treat young women 
as first-class, full-fledge citizens. 

Equal Protection and the Substantive Due Process Irrebuttable Presumption doctrines are 
cognizable legal theories. See, e.g., Brower v. Countv of Inyo, 489 U.S. 593, 594-595, 
(1989). 
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DOJ confuses justiciability and the merits. 


“[T]he question whether a plaintiff states a claim for relief ‘goes to the merits’ . . . not the 
justiciability of a dispute . . . and conflation of the two concepts can cause confusion.” Bond v. 
U.S., 564 U.S. 211,219 (2011) (quoting Steel Co. v. Citizens for Better Environment, 523 U.S. 
83,92(1998)). 

The DOJ tries to do just that by including its deference or justiciability arguments in its 
Rule 12(b)(6) sections of its Brief—just check the DOJ Br. table of contents. (DOJ Br. at 
21, 05/18/18, D.E. No. 80-1). 

Also in its Reply, DOJ continues trying to conflate “claim for relief’ with its justiciability 
argument of deference. 

Plaintiff cites no authority for the proposition that the Court may disregard the 
significant deference due to the political branches ’ choice to further a particular 
interest in this area, including to weigh the costs and burdens of military policies. 
(DOJ Reply at 9, D.E. No. 82). 

Future policy concerning draft registration [needs to be resolved first]. (DOJ 
Reply at 10, D.E. No. 82). 


DOJ’s burden 


The Third Circuit in Dillard v. Brown, 652 F.2d 316, 323-24 (3d Cir. 1981), held that “[i]f the 
military justification outweighs the infringement of the plaintiffs individual freedom, we may 
hold for the military on the merits, but we will not find the claim to be non-justiciable and 
therefore not cognizable by a court.” 

“The defendant bears the burden of showing that no claim has been presented.” Hedges v. U.S., 
404 F.3d 744, 750 (3d Cir.2005). 

The DOJ by mixing justiciability with the merits and providing a justification that 
depends on fortune telling failed to carry its burden on its Rule 12(b)(6) motion. 

The uncertainty of what will happen with the Commission and its suggestions does not 
outweigh what is happening now to the Plaintiffs constitutional rightsq. 

[Further, any justification for a continuing ban on women registering for the draft must be 
“genuine, not hypothesized or invented post hoc in response to litigation.” See United 
States v. Virginia, 518 U.S. 515, 533 (1996). Both the case in this Court and the S.D. 
Texas Court started before Congress, well aware of these cases, created the Commission. 
Such indicates the Commission was invented in response to litigation.] 
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Equal Protection Claim 

“Plaintiff alleges that the MSS A creates an unlawful sex-based difference that violates her and 
the putative class’s equal-protection and substantive-due-process rights under the Fifth 
Amendment because the MSS A (i) requires males and not females to register, and (ii) forbids 
females from registering. ( See [SAC, D.E. No. 54] ]f]f 2, 59, 67).” (Opinion at 2, D.E. No. 72). 

Any statutory classifications that distinguish between men and women are “subject to scrutiny 
under the Equal Protection Clause,” Craig v. Boren, 429 U.S. 190, 197 (1976) (quoting Reed v. 
Reed, 404 U.S. 71, 75 (1971)). 

Few cases have upheld the dismissal of a purposeful discrimination claim for failure to state a 
claim for relief. Pryor v. NCAA, 288 F.3d 548, 565 (3rd Cir. 2002), ques. on other grounds, S.H. 
ex rel. Durrell v. Lower Merion Sch. Dist., 729 F.3d 248, 264 (3d Cir. 2013). 

Elements of Equal Protection 

According to the Third Circuit, a woman’s right to equal protection is violated when 

(1) she is treated “differently from others with whom,” (2) “she is similarly situated,” 

(3) that “unequal treatment is the result of intentional discrimination,” and (4) ‘“the 
adequacy of the reasons for that discrimination’” are detennined under the intermediate 
standard of review. Hassan v. City of New York, 804 F.3d 277, 298 (3d Cir. 2015), as 
amended (Feb. 2, 2016) (internal quote SECSYS, LLC v. Vigil, 666 F.3d 678, 689 (10th 
Cir.2012)). 

(1) The MSSA requires only males to register; therefore, Plaintiff, a woman, is treated differently 
because of her gender. 

(2) The issue of “similarity” 

Rostker held that “[T]he purpose of registration is to develop a pool of potential combat 
troops,” Rostker, 453 U.S. at 79. 

Both men and women are now serving in combat positions. Therefore, some 
women who are of age to register are potential combat soldiers while some men 
of age to register are potential combat soldiers. Since it is impossible to identify 
solely by their sex which persons are potential combat soldiers, the two sexes are 
similarly situated with respect to draft registration—but treated differently. 

See, e.g., Craig v. Boren, 429 U.S. 190, 204 (1976) (sex not an “accurate proxy”); 
Frontiero v. Richardson, 411 U.S. 677, 686 (1973) (“[T]he sex characteristic 
frequently bears no relation to ability to perfonn or contribute to society.”). 

Plaintiff is requesting this Court adhere to the reasoning in Rostker —to follow the 
reasoning in Rostker on the Equal Protection issue of similarity. Today “combat troops” 
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means both women and men; therefore, both sexes belong in the “pool of potential 
combat troops.” 

“[T]he constitutionality of a statute predicated upon the existence of a particular 
state of facts may be challenged by showing to the court that those facts have 
ceased to exist,” U.S. v. Carotene Products Co., 304 U.S. 144, 153 (1938). 

Even DOJ admits the facts on women in combat have changed: 
Department of Defense Opens All Combat Billets to Women, DOJ Br. at 
6, D.E.No. 80-1. 

Similarity determined by combat positions opened to women not how many are in such 
positions. 

The Rostker Court, 57 U.S. at 68, quoted from S. Rep. No. 96-826, pp. 157 (1980) that 
“the starting point for any discussion of the appropriateness of registering women for the 
draft is the question of the proper role of women in combat.” 

The door to combat is now open and women are walking through it. 

The issue for similarity is one of equal opportunity . 

As former Defense Sec. Carter said, “equal opportunity may not always equate to 
equal participation.” 

Former Sec. Defense Panetta said, “In life, as we all know, there are no 
guarantees of success. Not everyone is going to be able to be a combat soldier. 
But everyone is entitled to a chance.” Jan. 24, 2013, Press Conf. 

DOJ admits that the issue of similarity is equal opportunity — not a quota that requires 
specific numbers from each group to be actually serving in a position. 

In SWAN v. Sectary of Defense, 3:12-cv-06005, N.D. Cal., DOJ asserted that 
equal opportunities for women in combat does not depend on the actual number 
of women in combat roles. Case Management Statement at 17, In 19-25, January 
5, 2017, D.E.No. 89. 

DOJ stated that such a quota argument “is premised on the fallacious 
assumption that for female Service members to have equal opportunities 
vis-a-vis combat positions there must be large numbers of female leaders 
in those positions so that there are a variety of positions from which junior 
enlisted females may choose.” Id. 

Also, if quotas were required for similarity to exist, then women would not be police 
officers, fire officers or occupy other positions. 
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Since all combat roles in the military are now open to women who meet the gender- 
neutral standards for those positions, young men and women are now similarly situated 
with respect to draft registration. 

(3) “To state an equal-protection claim,” Plaintiff must allege ‘“intentional discrimination.’” 
Hassan, 804 F.3d at 294 (citing Washington v. Davis, 426 U.S. 229, 241 (1976)). 

A claim of intentional discrimination does not require a motive of ill will to violate the 
Equal Protection Clause because intent and motive are not the same. Hassan at 297-298. 

All that is needed is that the government “ meant [intended] to single out a plaintiff 
because of the protected characteristic itself.” Id. (emphasis in the original) (citing see 
e.g., Snyder v. Louisiana, 552 U.S. 472, 485 (2008). 

Just because Defendants “might be able to conjure up some non-discriminatory 
motive to explain” their actions, such “is not a valid basis for dismissal.” Hassan, 
804 F.3d at 297. 

The only explanation Defendants have is that the MSSA requires discrimination. 

According to the Supreme Court in Edwards v. Aguillard, 482 U.S. 578, 594-595 (1987), 
a statute’s intent is detennined by (A) the plain meaning of the statute’s words, (B) its 
legislative history, and (C) historical context. 

(A) Here the MSSA language explicitly classifies persons on the basis of sex. 
Such is direct evidence of intent, regardless of Congress’s 1948 or 1980 motives. 

(B) As for legislative history, “Congress did not change the MSSA in 1980, but it 
did thoroughly reconsider the question of exempting women from its provisions, 
and its basis for doing so. 

Rostker, 453 U.S. at 75 found that “[t]he 1980 legislative history is, . . . 
highly relevant in assessing the constitutional validity of the exemption.” 
Relying on the 1980 legislative history, the Rostker Court Found that 
“[t]he issue was considered at great length, and Congress clearly 
expressed its purpose and intent.” Rostker, 453 U.S. at 74. 

The Rostker Court cites to that legislative history at 75 to 77, where the 
Senate Report found that 

“The principle that women should not intentionally and routinely 
engage in combat is fundamental, and enjoys wide support among 
our people. It is universally supported by military leaders who 
have testified before the Committee. . . . Current law and policy 
exclude women from being assigned to combat in our military 
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forces, and the Committee reaffirms this policy.” S. Rep. No. 96- 
826, p. 157, U.S. Code Cong. & Admin. News 1980, 2647. 

The legislative history is clear—Congress intended to treat young women and 
men differently with regard to combat and therefore draft registration. 

(C) As for American culture in 1980, “[t]he question of registering women for the 
draft received considerable national attention and was the subject of wide-ranging 
public debate . . . .” Rostker, 453 U.S. at 72 (1981). Equality lost that debate just 
as the Equal Rights Amendment was sliding into oblivion. 

(4) Intermediate standard of review. 

In Sessions v. Morales-Santana, 137 S.Ct. 1678, 1690 (2017), the Supreme Court laid out 
the standard of review: 

The defender of legislation that differentiates on the basis of gender must show 
“at least that the [challenged] classification serves important governmental 
objectives and that the discriminatory means employed are substantially related to 
the achievement of those objectives.” Virginia, 518 U.S. at 533 (quoting 
Mississippi Univ.for Women v. Hogan, 458 U.S. 718, 724 (1982); alteration in 
original); see Tuan Anh Nguyen v. INS, 533 U.S. 53, 60 (2001). Moreover, the 
classification must substantially serve an important governmental interest today, 
for “in interpreting the [elqual [protection [guarantee], [we have] recognized that 
new insights and societal understandings can reveal unjustified inequality . . . that 
once passed unnoticed and unchallenged.” Obersefell v. Hodses, 135 S.Ct. 2584, 
2603 (2015). " .. ” 

The MSS A registration provision is clearly an important governmental objective . “The 
registration database itself mitigates risk to the Nation; its very existence would reduce 
the time required for full defense mobilization. . . . [in] a conflict of global proportions or 
mammoth national emergency.” (. Report on the Purpose and Utility of a Registration 
System for Military Selective Sendee at 10, DOJ Br. Ex. 2, D.E. No. 80-3). 

As for substantially serving, the Pentagon has stated that “It would appear imprudent to 
exclude approximately 50 percent of the population—the woman half—from availability 
for the draft in the case of a national emergency.” ( Report on the Purpose and Utility of 
a Registration System for Military Selective Sendee at 17, DOJ Br. Ex. 2, D.E. No. 80-3). 

So by the Government’s own admission, barring young women from registering 
does not substantially serve the important purpose of registration. 

Rostker, 453 U.S. at 79, held that the purpose of draft registration is to create a pool of 
potential combat soldiers. Women are now combat soldiers, so barring all women from 
the registration pool of potential combat soldiers would not only not serve registration’s 
objective, but jeopardize its very purpose. 
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DOJ’s mistaken arguments on Equal Protection 

1. DOJ asserts that Rostker demands this Court actually write in its opinion that because the 
definition of “combat troops” today includes women that means men and women are still not 
similarly situated for draft registration. 

According to the DOJ, when application of the law on Equal Protection as to the element 
of similarity reaches one conclusion under one fact situation—it must reach the same 
conclusion under all other fact situations no matter how different. 

That is false according to the Supreme Court, “[Tlhe constitutionality of a statute 
predicated upon the existence of a particular state of facts may be challenged by showing 
to the court that those facts have ceased to exist,” U.S. v. Carotene Products Co ., 304 
U.S. 144, 153 (1938). 

If Rostker is analyzed under IRAC: issue, rule, application, and conclusion, then its 
conclusion is the result of applying its rule on similarity to the fact situation that then 
existed. Applying that same rule to today’s fact situation when all the combat restrictions 
on women have been removed results in a different conclusion—the MSSA violates 
Plaintiffs’ equal protection rights because the absence of combat restrictions mean men 
and women are now similarly situated. Cf Rostker at 78. 

2. DOJ relies on Rostker to argue that Plaintiff fails to state an equal protection claim. (Def. 
Mov. Br. at 19-20, D.E. No. 80-1). 

The Supreme Court did not dismiss Rostker for failure to state a claim, but decided the 
merits on Equal Protection similarity. 

3. DOJ uses a quote from Judge Stahl’s concurring opinion in Elgin v. U.S. Dep ’t of Treasury, 
641 F.3d 6 (1st Cir. 2011), that this Court cannot decide the merits: “[I]t would not be for this 
court to determine what, if any, impact these developments had on the continued vitality of 
Rostker, a task left solely to the Supreme Court. ” (DOJ Reply at 9, D.E. No. 82). 

DOJ’s use of that quote infers a justiciability issue but Stahl’s decision was based on the 
issue of similarity. 

Judge Stahl found men and women were not similarly situated because “women are still 
precluded from ground combat positions.” Id. at 23. In 2011, the DGCDAR was still in 
effect and excluded women from units below the brigade level with a primary mission to 
engage in direct combat on the ground—today, it is history. 

[If this Court believes that Judge Stahl’s concurring opinion means only the U.S. 

Supreme Court can make a decision on the issues here, then grant DOJ’s motions, so 
Plaintiff can start working her way up the ladder to the Supreme Court for a decision.] 
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4. The Court’s decision in Rostker involved the same law and the same constitutional provision 
as Plaintiffs current challenge, and this Court should not depart from Rostker’s binding 
precedent. (DOJ Reply at 1, D.E. No. 82). 

DOJ is right Plaintiff here challenges the same law under the same constitutional 
provision as challenged in Rostker and in the S.D. Texas, Nat 7 Coal, for Men v. Selective 
Serv. Sys. 4:16-cv-03362 (S.D. Tex. 2016). But the facts differ, and Plaintiff is asking 
this Court to apply the rule in Rostker on similarity to the new facts—the new definition 
for combat troops. 

5. the Rostker Court’s holding that the MSSA does not violate the Fifth Amendment remains 
binding on this Court and controls the outcome of this case. To decide Plaintiff’s claim would 
thus require the Court to confront overruling Rostker, an action inconsistent with the well- 
established principle that lower courts must follow Supreme Court precedent, even when the 
underpinnings of a decision have been called into question. See Rodriguez de Quijas v. 
Shearson/Am. Express Inc., 490 U.S. 477, 484 (1989); Agostini v. Felton, 521 U.S. 203, 237 
(1997). (DOJ Reply at 8, 9, D.E. No. 82). 

The DOJ is arguing that when application of the law on Equal Protection reaches one 
conclusion under one fact situation—it must reach the same conclusion under all other 
fact situations no matter how different. Today “combat troops” mean men and women. 

6. Plaintiff’s argument is premised on her expectation that the Supreme Court today would 
reason differently than it did in 1981—that it would conclude that because women may now 
serve in all combat roles, the MSSA cannot be justified on that basis. Plaintiff thus asks this 
Court to speculate that the Supreme Court would find cause to depart from its reasoning in 
Rostker. (DOJ Reply at 9, D.E. No. 82). 

False, Plaintiff relies on the Rostker Court reasoning that “the purpose of registration is to 
develop a pool of potential combat troops,” Rostker, 453 U.S. at 79. Potential “combat 
troops” means women and men today; therefore, they a similarly situated. 

7. Rostker cannot be set aside as binding precedent by this Court based on Plaintiff’s prediction 
as to how the Supreme Court would view other policv changes since that decision. (DOJ Reply 
at 10, D.E. No. 82). 

Plaintiff is not predicting what the Commission may or may not do. It can do whatever it 
wants. She is simply stating that her rights have been violated by the SSS and MSSA 
over the last three years. 

8. this Court should not depart from Rostker’s binding precedent. . . given the present 
circumstances, where Congress has put in place a process for considering the impact of changed 
factual conditions regarding the ability of women to serve in combat roles on the Selective 
Sendee System. (DOJ Reply at 1, D.E. No. 82). 
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DOJ does not specify how the mechanics of women entering into combat roles will be 
impacted by a decision for the Plaintiff in this case. 

Plaintiff is not asking this Court to supervise Congress or the military—she just wants her 
rights respected and enforced. 

Congress and the military will remain able to make whatever decisions they chose— 
providing they are constitutional. 

[However, if Your Honor agrees with the DOJ that Rostker demands the equal protection claim 
be dismissed, then grant DOJ’s motion so that when we make it to the Supreme Court, which is 
where we always intended on going, we’ll ask the Court to overrule Rostker —assuming, of 
course, the DOJ is right.] 

Rostker NOT based on administrative convenience 

DOJ wrongly asserts that the holding in Rostker was justified... by the significant 
administrative burdens that would likely stem from registering and drafting women. (DOJ Reply 
at 9, D.E. No. 82). 

(1) Rostker never decided whether “administrative convenience” was a sufficiently 
important issue for justifying discrimination based on sex. To do so would have required 
overruling prior Supreme Court decisions. Among them, Frontiero v. Richardson, 411 
U.S. 677, 690-91 (1973) and Reed v. Reed, 404 U.S. 71, 76 (1971). 

“In both Frontiero and Reed the reason asserted to justify the challenged gender- 
based classifications was administrative convenience and that alone,” which 
failed. Schlesinger v. Ballard, 419 U.S. 498, 510 (1975). 

“Decisions following Reed . . . have rejected administrative ease and convenience 
as sufficiently important objectives to justify gender-based classifications.” Craig 
v. Boren, 429 U.S. 190, 198 (1976). 

As the dissenters Justice Marshal and Justice Brennan in Rostker accurately said, 
“This Court has repeatedly stated that the administrative convenience of 
employing a gender classification is not an adequate constitutional justification 
under the Craig v. Boren test.” Rostker, 453 U.S. at 95. 

(2) Before determining whether a justification for discrimination exists, a court 
determines if the two groups are similarly situated. See Rostker, 453 U.S. at 78. Rostker 
concluded young men and women for the purpose of draft registration were not similarly 
situated. Id. At 78. Therefore, the Court never reached the issue of an important purpose 
substantially served—assuming administrative convenience is an important purpose, 
which it is not. 
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(3) Defendants in Nat’l Coal, for Men, 4:16-cv-03362 (S.D. Tex. 2016), the very same 
defendants as here, submitted an exhibit that contradicts that the Rostker decision was 
also based on administrative convenience. (Def. Mov. Ex. 1, Detailed Legal Analysis at 
1,2, 8/5/2016, D.E. No. 34-2). 

Under 10 U.S.C. § 652(a)(3)(B), the Pentagon submitted the Detailed Legal 
Analysis to Congress on December 3, 2015. [The last 10 U.S.C. § 652(a)(3)(B) 
was fded December 3, 2015. According to DOJ in SWAN, the Congressional 
notification period expired January 2, 2016.] 

On page one, the Pentagon noted that the Rostker decision was based on men and 
women not being similarly situated—not because of administrative burdens in 
registering women for the draft. On page two, the Analysis stated that “The Court 
in Rostker did not explicitly consider whether other rationales underlying the 
statute would be sufficient to limit the application of the MSS A to men.” 

[The DOJ Reply says “the Supreme Court did not consider whether other 
rationales were “sufficient’’ to sustain the MSSA. ’’ (Reply at 10-11). Yet at page 
12, the DOJ Reply states “As Rostker recognized, the MSSA is justified, at a 
minimum, based on the administrative burdens of registering and drafting women. 
See 453 U.S. at 81. ” So which is it? It’s neither.] 

(4) Defendant SSS states on its website, “The Selective Service System, if given the 
mission and modest additional resources, is capable of registering and drafting women 
with its existing infrastructure.” ( Kyle-LaBell , PI. Opp. June 4, 2018, Ex. D, D.E. No. 81- 
5, bottom of page). The SSS’s plan for women registration estimates that it would need 
“$37 million over the first five years of execution.” (DOJ Report on the Purpose and 
Utility of a Registration System for Military Selective Sendee, Ex. 2 at 20, D.E. No. 80- 
3). 


Neither is an administrative burden for the Government as Defendants have 
admitted: “SSS is presently unaware of any specific logistical problems that 
would arise if women were required to register for the Selective Service.” 

(Defendant Selective Sendee System’s Objections and Responses to Plaintiffs ’ 
First Set of Interrogatories at No. 11 p. 7 Response, filed in Nat 7 Coal, for Men, 
4:16-cv-03362, S.D. Tex. 2016, D.E. No. 76). 

DOJ also argues out of the other side of its mouth that The Supreme Court did not address 
whether, for example, the administrative burdens of registering and drafting women would alone 
be a sufficient basis on which to uphold the MSSA. The district court in Nat T Coal, for Men also 
did not consider whether the MSSA could be upheld on the basis of the administrative burdens 
posed by registering and drafting women. (DOJ Reply at 11, D.E. No. 82). 

That is correct; therefore, the DOJ attorneys must be arguing that administrative burdens 
alone are sufficient to defeat an equal protection challenge to a statute. Not according to 
the Supreme Court. 
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“Decisions following Reed . . . have rejected administrative ease and convenience as 
sufficiently important objectives to justify gender-based classifications.” Craig v. Boren, 
429U.S. at 198. 

DOJ argues that the administrative concerns described in Rostker encompassed more than pure 
financial costs, including “[o]ther administrative problems such as housing and different 
treatment with regard to dependency, hardship and physical standards. " 453 U.S. at 81 (quoting 
S. Rep. No. 96-826, 159, U.S. Code Cong. & Admin. News 1980, 2649)). (DOJ Reply at 10, D.E. 
No. 82). 

These administrative concerns only involve induction not draft registration where there 
are no administrative problems such as housing and different treatment with regard to 
dependency, hardship and physical standards. 

Those who register with the SSS are a different group than those inducted into the 
military. (DOJ Standing Motion Br. at 4-6, D.E. No. 69-1). “Defendants appear 
to acknowledge that those who register with the SSS compose a different group 
than those already in the military. ( See Def. Mov. Br. at 4-6)” (Opinion at 8, D.E. 
No. 72). 

S.D. Texas found an Equal Protection Claim for Relief 

For what it is worth, the S.D. Texas court found an Equal Protection claim was stated against the 
very same defendants as here on the exact same issue as here—sex-discrimination by the 
registration requirement of the MSSA. Nat 7 Coal, for Men v. Selective Serv. Sys., 2018 WL 
1694906 (S.D. Tex., April 6, 2018). 

This Court is obviously not bound by a decision in the S.D. of Texas, but a sister’s district 
decision on the Equal Protection issue allows this Court to refer to the decision and consider 
principles applied in that decision. Alperin v. Vatican Bank, 410 F.3d 532, 546 n.8 (9th Cir. 
2005). 


It is clearly more valuable than the assertions of the DOJ lawyers. 

In the Texas case, the DOJ argued that the male plaintiffs failed to state a claim because: (1) 
entry of the relief sought would impermissibly intrude on Congress’s authority over military 
affairs; and (2) the Rostker result requires the same result that the case be dismissed. 

The Texas Court ruled against both arguments. 

(1) On deference, the Texas Court stated 

“Rostker thoroughly explained the reason to provide deference to Congress when dealing 
with military affairs. See 453 U.S. at 64-67. But “[njone of this is to say that Congress is 
free to disregard the Constitution when it acts in the area of military affairs. In that area, 
as any other, Congress remains subject to the limitations of the Due Process Clause.” Id. 
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at 67. Because Rostker explicitly requires Congress to comply with the Constitution in 
the area of military affairs, and because Plaintiffs allege Defendants did not, Plaintiffs 
state a claim upon which relief can be granted. See Rostker, 453 U.S. at 67.” Nat’I Coal, 
for Men v. Selective Serv. Sys., 2018 WL 1694906 *4 (S.D. Tex., April 6, 2018). 

(2) On reaching the same result as in Rostker 

“[T]he factual circumstances of this case are different [from Rostker ]. . . . Now, women 
can serve in combat roles. Because the alleged factual circumstances of this case differ 
from the dispositive facts in Rostker, the court cannot conclude, at this stage,” that the 
same outcome is required. Nat 7 Coal, for Men v. Selective Serv. Sys., 2018 WL 1694906 
*4(S.D. Tex., April 6, 2018). 

The S.D. Texas court is now considering dueling motions for Summary Judgment and a SSS 
motion for a stay. Whatever the results in the S.D. Texas court, that case will be appealed to the 
Fifth Circuit where the Dist Ct reasoning will be accepted, modified or rejected, and then on to 
the U.S. Supreme Court if it permits. 
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Substantive Due Process Claim 


This case deals with a legislative—not an ultra vires executive act. 

To state a substantive due process claim in a case challenging a legislative act , the “complaint 
would have to allege facts that would support a finding of arbitrary or irrational legislative action 
. . .Pace Res. v. Shrewsbury, 808 F.2d 1023, 1035 (3rd Cir. 1987), unless a fundamental right 
is burden, then strict scrutiny is applied, Alexander v. Whitman, 114 F.3d 1392, 1403 (3rd 
Cir. 1997). 

The Third Circuit has warned, “It is crucial to keep in mind the distinction between 
legislative acts and non-legislative or executive acts. As we have previously explained, 
‘executive acts . . . typically apply to one person or to a limited number of persons, while 
legislative acts, generally laws and broad executive regulations, apply to large segments 
of society.’” Nicholas v. Pa. State, 227 F.3d 133, 139 n.l (3rd Cir. 2000), cert, den., 449 
U.S. 955 (internal quote citation omitted). 

DO J mistakenly relies on a definition of “arbitrary” to mean “only the most egregious 
official conduct” that “shocks the conscience.” (DOJ Br. at 19, 27, D.E. 80-1). Such is 
the standard of culpability when executive government officials abuse their power, 

United Artists Theatre Circuit, Inc. v. Township of Warrington, PA, 316 F.3d 392, 399 
(3rd Cir. 2003); that is, they act ultra vires. Here the SSS is not acting ultra vires —it is 
doing what the MSSA requires. 

The SSS even admits that it is acting in accordance with a legislative act—the MSSA. 
(DOJ Reply at 4, 12, D.E. No. 82). Therefore, the applicable standard is for legislative 
acts, which requires determining whether a legitimate governmental interest is rationally 
served or whether a compelling governmental interest is strictly served because a 
fundamental right is infringed. Nicholas v. Pa. State, 227 F.3d at 139; Maimed v. 
Thornburgh, 621 F.2d 565, 575 (3rd Cir. 1980), cert, den., 449 U.S. 955. 

The MSSA fails the Irrebuttable Presumption test for Substantive Due Process under both 
rational and strict scrutiny; therefore, the SAC states a substantive due process claim on which 
relief can be granted. 

Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine 

For the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine to apply, the first thing needed is a constitutional right 
that a government is alleged to be infringing under the Due Process Clause of the Fifth 
Amendment or the 14 th Amendment. 

The alleged infringement is that a statute denies a benefit or places a burden on persons 
because they possess a particular characteristic. The denial of the benefit or assignment 
of the burden must then necessarily follow from that characteristic; otherwise, substantive 
due process is violated. Maimed v. Thornburgh, 621 F.2d 565, 573-574 (3 rd Cir. 1980), 
cert, denied, 449 U.S. 955. 
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The doctrine comes from a series of Supreme Court decisions. Bell v. Burson, 402 U.S. 535 
(1971); Stanley v. Illinois, 405 U.S. 645 (1972); Vlandis v. Kline, 412 U.S. 441 (1973); U.S. 
Department of Agriculture v. Murry, 413 U.S. 508 (1973); Cleveland Board of Education v. 
LaFleur, 414 U.S. 632 (1974); and Turner v. Dept, of Employment Security, 423 U.S. 44 (1975). 

Each of these cases involved a statute containing rules that denied a benefit or placed a 
burden on all individuals possessing a certain characteristic. The characteristic is the 
basic fact from which a presumed fact is inferred, such as women are not capable of 
combat. 

These decisions held that if it “is not necessarily or universally true” that the basic fact 
infers the presumed fact, then the statute’s irrebuttable presumption infringes substantive 
due process. Vlandis v. Kline, 412 U.S. at 452 

The doctrine is but another way of stating that a presumed fact must be based on reason. 
Maimed v. Thornburgh, 621 F.2d 565, 574 (3rd Cir. 1980), cert, den., 449 U.S. 955. 

If a plaintiff demonstrates that the presumed fact is not “rationally related” to a particular 
characteristic; that is, the basic fact, the inference will not pass constitutional muster. The 
decisions also show that in cases involving fundamental rights, strict scrutiny is the 
standard of review. The basic fact must strictly serve the presumed fact, which is a 
compelling state interest as in Stanley and LaFleur —marriage and family rights. 

Applying Irrebuttable doctrine from Third Circuit cases to the MSSA . 

In Gurmankin v. Constanzo, 556 F.2d 184 (3d Cir. 1977), the policy of the Philadelphia public 
school system excluded blind teachers from registering for an examination of their ability to 
teach sighted students. The Third Circuit held: 

“The refusals by the [School] District to permit [Ms. Gurmankin] to take the examination 
violated due process by subjecting [her] to an irrebuttable presumption that her blindness 
made her incompetent to teach sighted students. . . . She was, by virtue of the irrebuttable 
presumption of incompetency, deprived of the opportunity” to register for the 
examination.” Id. 556 F.2d at 187-188. 

The court used rational analysis to determine that barring her because of her blindness 
was arbitrary and thereby violated substantive due process. Id. 556 F.2d at 188. 

The MSSA’s male-only registration likewise creates an irrebuttable presumption that because a 
person is a woman, she cannot register for the draft (as Gurmankin could not register for the 
teaching test), and, in the case of a national emergency, a woman will not be tested physically 
and psychologically for whether she is a potential combat soldier (as Gurmankin was barred 
from being tested as to whether she could teach sighted students). 

The characteristic of being a woman is the basic fact (just as blindness was in 
Gurmankin) from which the presumed fact of being unable to function as a combat 
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soldier (just as unable to teach sighted students in Gurmankiri) is inferred; therefore, there 
is no need to test whether a woman is potentially capable of combat (just as there was no 
need to test blind teachers for their ability to teach sighted students in Gurmankiri). The 
MSS A presumption is not necessarily nor universally true as required by the Supreme 
Court cases and this Circuit’s Maimed, 621 F.2d 565, 573. 

In Maimed v. Thornburgh, 621 F.2d 565 (3rd Cir. 1980), cert, den., 449 U.S. 955, five judges of 
the Court of Common Pleas of First Judicial District of Pennsylvania brought an action 
challenging Pennsylvania Constitution section requiring retirement of state judges at age 70. The 
Third Circuit Court of Appeals held that section did not violate equal protection or the due 
process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

Maimed stated that “As with any aspect of substantive due process, a court using the 
irrebuttable presumption doctrine must apply the rational basis test, or in appropriate 
cases, strict scrutiny.” Maimed v. Thornburgh, 621 F.2d 565, 575 (3rd Cir. 1980). 

Under the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine, since both men and women are currently in 
combat, there is no rational basis and clearly no compelling reason for preventing them from 
registering on the grounds that they cannot engage in combat due to their sex. 

Continuing validity of Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine 

The irrebuttable presumption “doctrine has not been disavowed by a majority” of the Supreme 
Court.” Rich, Modern Constitutional Law, § 22:14, p. 45. 

According to Toll v. Moreno, 458 U.S. 1, 6 n.7 (1982), Weinberger v. Salfi, 422 U.S. 749 
(1975), did not overrule the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine because Toll at 6 relied on 
Vlandis. 

In Salfi, Justice Rehnquist distinguished LaFleur and other Irrebuttable 
Presumption cases on the basis of the interests that were being protected in those 
cases. [Rights to conceive and to raise children enjoy constitutionally protected 
status under Due Process, in sharp contrast to a non-contractual claim to receive 
funds from the public treasury, as asserted in Salfi.] Unlike the claims involved in 
Stanley and LaFleur, a non-contractual claim to receive funds from the public 
treasury enjoys no constitutionally protected status. [Where the interest asserted is 
only claims for disability payments, Congress could rationally conclude that the 
expense and difficulty of individual determinations justified a broad preventive 
rule.] Rehnquist did not overrule or reject the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine. 
The Doctrine simply did not apply because there was no constitutionally protected 
interest at stake . 

The Third Cir in Maimed v. Thornburgh, 621 F.2d 565, 573 (3rd Cir. 1980), stated about the 
Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine that 

(1) “This conceptual framework requires careful analysis for proper application,” and 
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(2) “we do not read the [Supreme Court] irrebuttable presumption decisions as deviating 
substantially from the traditional tests for violations of the due process clause.” Id. at 
576. 


The Court would not have stated such had the doctrine been overruled. 

E.D. Pa. Judge John Ditter concluded: 

“It is inconceivable to me that such a doctrine could be somehow negated or overruled by 
default simply because the Supreme Court has not availed itself of several alleged 
opportunities to discuss it. From the language and analysis used in the majority opinions, 
it is clear to me that Massachusetts Board of Retirement v. Murgia, 427 U.S. 307 (1976), 
and Vance v. Bradley, 440 U.S. 93 (1979) were decided strictly in an equal protection 
context. They should not, therefore, be read as impliedly overruling a doctrine developed 
within the scope of due process.” Maimed v. Thornburgh, 478 F.Supp. 998, 1012 (E.D. 
Pa. 1979), rev’d on other grounds, 621 F.2d 565 (1980) (Third Circuit applied the 
Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine as did the district court but reached the opposite result 
due to defendants incompetence at defending). 

The Supreme Court has applied the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine in cases subsequent to 
Turner v. Dept, of Employment Security, 423 U.S. 44 (1975), but found it was not satisfied—the 
Court did not overrule the doctrine’s validity. See, e.g., Michael H. v. GeraldD., 491 U.S. 110, 
127 (1989) (natural father had no constitutional right to a parental-child relationship with the 
illegitimate child he fathered); U.S. v. Locke, 471 U.S. 84, 107 (1985) (no violation of 
constitutional right because not a taking); Useiy v. Turner Elkhorn Mining Co., 428 U.S. 1, 22- 
23 (1976) (found Stanley and Vlandis inapplicable to that fact situation); Weinberger v. Salfi, 422 
U.S. 749, 771-772 (1975) (“Unlike the claims involved in Stanley and LaFleur, a non¬ 
contractual claim to receive funds from the public treasury enjoys no constitutionally protected 
status . . . .”). 

In 2011, the Third Circuit in B & G Const. Co., Inc. v. Dir., Off. Workers ’ Comp. Prog., 662 F.3d 
233, 254 (3 rd Cir. 2011) considered the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine but found in 
inapplicable because that case concerned procedural due process not substantive due process. 

The DOJ lawyers continue playing their sleigh-of-hand game this time by deleting from 
their quote the sentence to which their quote refers. 

DOJ quotes from B & G, 

“A plurality of the Supreme Court has rejected the theory that a legislature’s use 
of an irrebuttable presumption automatically violates the Due Process Clause.” 
(Citing B & G Const. Co., Inc. v. Dir., Office of Workers ’ Comp. Prog., 662 F.3d 
233, 254 (3d Cir. 2011), DOJ Reply at 12, D.E. No. 82). 

The sentence they intentionally left out that precedes their quote makes clear the 
quote refers to “procedural due process”—not “substantive due process” 
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“Even assuming we agreed, which, as we explain below we do not do, 
with B & G’s characterization of section 1556 as creating an irrebuttable 
presumption, we would disagree with the argument that such a 
presumption would violate B & G’s procedural due process rights.” 

B & Galso cites to Michael H. v. Gerald' D., 491 U.S. 110, 127 (1989), as a procedural 
due process case. B & G Const. Co. v. Dir.. Office of Workers' Comp. Programs, 662 
F.3d at 254. 

No court in the Third Circuit has overturned the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine because as 
DOJ asserts, It is well established that the lower courts are bound to follow Supreme Court 
precedent, even when the underpinnings of a decision have been called into question. See 
Rodriguez de Quijas v. Shearson, 490 U.S. 477, 484 (1989). (DOJ Reply at 8-9, D.E. No. 82). 

Cases in other Circuits cite Supreme Court Irrebuttable Presumption Cases. 

The following cases have cited for authority to the core Supreme Court irrebuttable presumption 
cases without noting they were no longer viable: 

Franceschi v. Yee, 887 F.3d 921, 935 (9th Cir. 2018), cites see Bell v. Burson, 402 U.S. 
535, 539 (1971) for the Due Process Clause applies to the deprivation of a driver’s 
license by the State. (Taxpayer challenged suspension of driver’s license for failure to 
pay state taxes, suspension constitutional). 

Smith v. City of Wyoming, 821 F.3d 697, 707 (6th Cir. 2016), as amended (May 18, 
2016), states “the police conduct in this case did not interfere with Smith's family 
relationships in violation of the Constitution. The officers' actions were a far cry from 
those found to have violated” substantive due process in Stanley v. Illinois, 405 U.S. 645 
(1972). (Mother brought § 1983 action and state-law claims against city and police 
officers, relating to officers' responses to reports of possible abuse or neglect of mother's 
minor children in her home, including four warrantless entries to mother's home.) 

Dragovich v. U.S. Dep’t of the Treasury, 848 F. Supp. 2d 1091, 1104-05 (N.D. Cal. 
2012), considered Cleveland Board of Education v. La Fleur, 414 U.S. 632, 639 (1974), 
but ultimately relied on other cases because the law challenged in La Fleur was a more 
significant intrusion, in that the pregnant teachers there could not work during the 
mandatory leave period. It did not mention that the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine 
had been rejected. (Challenge to Cal insurance plan barring same-sex couples. Plaintiffs 
alleged equal protection and substantive due process claims) 
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Fundamental right to be treated as a first-class, full-fledge citizen, strict scrutiny. 

Where the constitutional right in issue is a fundamental one, such as personal choice in matters 
of marriage and family life as in Stanley, 405 U.S. 645, and LaFleur, 414 U.S. 632, then the 
analysis for detennining whether the statute violates substantive due process is strict scrutiny. 
Maimed, 621 F.2d at 575. 

Plaintiff asserts that her right to be treated as “first-class, full-fledged citizen” is a fundamental 
right, and requests this Court use strict scrutiny in deciding whether the MSSA violates 
Substantive Due Process under the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine. 

The Supreme Court in U.S. v. Virginia, 518 U.S. 515, 532 (1996) ruled that federal or 
state govermnent acts cannot deny “to women, simply because they are women, full 
citizenship stature ” to aspire, achieve, participate in and contribute to society based on 
their individual talents and capacities. 

“[F]ull citizenship stature” or as we denote it in our papers as “first-class, full-fledge citizenship” 
clearly includes registering with the SSS. 

Bella Abzug once said, “Until women [have] equal rights and responsibilities with 
respect to military service, they [will] be ‘denied the status of full citizenship, and the 
respect that goes with that status.’” Jill Elaine Hasday, Fighting Women: The Military, 
Sex, and Extrajudicial Constitutional, 93 Minn. L.Rev. 96, 111 (2008) (internal quote 
from Bella Abzug). 

Blythe Leszkay, First Lt., U.S. Army Reserves, in Feminism on the Front Lines, 27 
Hastings Women’s L. J. 259, 297 (2016), wrote “Only when we are allowed to fulfill our 
equal obligations will we have the chance to claim our equal rights.” 

[Other quotes only if needed: 

Air Force Maj. Mary Jennings Hegar said, “The question isn’t whether we want our 
daughters to be drafted, but what kind of world we want them to inhabit: one where 
they’re infantilized as passive objects of chivalry or one where they’re empowered to 
achieve their potential as genuinely equal citizens ?” Rachel Natelson, Selective Sendee 
Is an Obligation of Citizenship, Including Women, U.S. News & World Report, February 
12,2013. 

Congresswoman Jackie Speier, in her unsuccessful effort to have the Republican 
controlled House of Representatives Armed Services Committee include women in SSS 
registration, said, “ We’re trying to establish greater equality in every respect in this 
country and with that equality comes rights and responsibilities .” Anshu Siripurapu, Will 
your daughters have to register for the draft? No, Republicans say, July 7, 2017, Miami 
Herald. 
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Judy Goldsmith, Congressional testimony of National Organization for Women (1980): 
“[Ojmission from the registration and draft ultimately robs women of the right to first- 
class citizenship and paves the way to underpaying women all the days of their lives. 
Moreover, because men exclude women here, they justify excluding women from the 
decision-making of our nation.” 

The ACLU has stated that “Until both the responsibilities and the rights of citizenship are 
shared on a gender-neutral basis, women will continue to be considered less than first 
class, full-fledged citizens.” www.aclu.org/feature/ combat-exclusion-policy-women. 

President Theodore Roosevelt once said, “The first requisite of a good citizen in this 
Republic of ours is that [s]he shall be able and willing to pull [her] weight that 
[s]he shall not be a mere passenger.” Speech before New York State Chamber of 
Commerce, November 11, 1902. 

Registration “remind[s] our youth that public service is a valuable part of American 
citizenship.” Fonner Defense Secretary Chuck Hagel, May 2013, Report on the Purpose 
and Utility of a Registration System for Military Selective Sendee at 12. 

Bella Abzug once observed that “[i]n the Congress of the United States and in the 
political life of this Nation, political choices and debate often reflect a belief that men 
who have fought for their country have a special right to wield political power and make 
political decisions .” Jill Elaine Hasday, Fighting Women: The Military, Sex, and 
Extrajudicial Constitutional, 93 Minn. L.Rev. 96, 111 (2008). 

The right to be treated as “first-class, full-fledged citizens” is like the fundamental right of 
voting—a privilege of national citizenship that owes its existence to the Federal Government. 

Women can vote and one of the policies behind allowing persons to vote in a democracy 
is that it gives them a stake in the government they may have to defend with their lives. 
Both are conditions of first-class, full-fledged citizenship and respect. 

Determining a fundamental right 

The Supreme Court has stated that “Although the Court has not assumed to define ‘liberty’ with 
any great precision, that term is not confined to mere freedom from bodily restraint. Liberty 
under law extends to the full range of conduct which the individual is free to pursue, and it 
cannot be restricted except for a proper governmental objective.” Bolling v. Sharpe, 347 U.S. 
497, 499-500 (1954), supplemented sub nom. Brown v. Bd. ofEduc. of Topeka, Kan., 349 U.S. 
294(1955) 

“[Hjistory and tradition are the starting point, but not in all cases the ending point of the 
substantive due process inquiry.” County of Sacramento v. Lewis, 523 U.S. 833, 857 (1998) 
(Kennedy, J. and O’Connor, J., concurring). 
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The Privilege and Immunities Clause of Art. IV, § 2 of the U.S. Constitution “protects those 
fundamental rights which ‘belong to the citizens of all free governments.’” William J. Rich, 
Modern Constitutional Law § 19.1 at 713-714 (citing Corfield v. Coryell, 6 F. Cas. 546, 551-552 
(1823)); see also Baldwin v. Fish & Game Comm ’n of Montana, 436 U.S. 371, 377 (1978) 
(fundamental rights are “protected as a privilege and an immunity under the Constitution’s Art. 
IV, § 2.”). 

[Corfield “delineated the scope of rights under the Privileges and Immunities Clause . . . 
not the equal protection component of the Due Process Clause.” Apache Bend 
Apartments, Ltd. v. U.S. Through I.R.S., 964 F.2d 1556, 1563 n.9 (5th Cir. 1992), on 
reh ’ gl 987 F.2d 1174 (5th Cir. 1993).] 

The protection provided by Article IV, § 2 is “‘[o]nly with respect to those ‘privileges’ and 
‘immunities’ bearing on the vitality of the Nation as a single entity . . . .’” Supreme Court of 
New Hampshire v. Piper, 470 U.S. 274, 279 (1985) (quoting Baldwin, 436 U.S. at 383). 

The Supreme Court in the Slaughter-House Cases, 83 U.S. 36, 79-80 (1872), superseded on 
other grounds, U.S. v. Ruiz, 961 F. Supp. 1524, 1530 (C.D. Utah 1997), held that privileges and 
immunities “are dependent upon citizenship of the United States,” and include the rights “to 
engage in administering [the Federal government’s] functions ... for all the great purposes for 
which the Federal government was established . . . .” 

One such function of the Federal Government bearing on the nation’s “vitality” is 
military defense by raising and supporting Armies, see Nat 7 Fed ’n of Indep. Bus. v. 
Sebelius, 567 U.S. 519, 534 (2012), which includes the citizenship privilege of 
registering for the national defense to stand ready and willing to fight in case of a national 
emergency. 

Registration is the first step ‘in a united and continuous process designed to raise an anny 
speedily and efficiently ....’” Rostker, 453 U.S. at 75 (quoting Falbo v. U.S., 320 U.S. 
549, 553 (1944)). The MSSA prevents women from registering for the national defense; 
therefore, it denies them a privilege of citizenship by not treating them as first-class, full- 
fledged citizens. 

Plaintiff requests that this Court not follow the reasoning in Minor v. Happersett, 88 U.S. 162 
(1874), which held that women did not have the right to vote as a privilege and immunity of 
citizenship. Id. at 178. According to the Minor Court, women had always been citizens, but 
citizenship for them meant being denied the vote. The Court, therefore, excluded women from 
first-class, full-fledged citizenship because they had always been excluded with respect to the 
vote. 


Today, the right to vote is a fundamental right of full-fledge citizenship. Modern 
Constitutional Law, § 14.2, p. 548 (3d ed. 2011). So the detennination of “fundamental 
liberty interests should not be confined by rules that existed at a time when women were 
treated as chattel.” Id. 2:11, p. 63. 
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But when it comes to draft-registration, the MSSA harkens back to the 1800s. Under all 
the legalese, the DOJ lawyers are really arguing that women have always been excluded 
from draft registration; therefore, they should still be excluded because their citizenship is 
something less than men, and that this Court cannot change that. 

Not unlike the 1857 Dred Scot v. Sanford, 60 U.S. 1857, decision where blacks 
were ruled as something less than full-fledge citizens. I believe it was four-fifths 
a citizen. 

DOJ’s misplaced arguments about the Privileges and Immunities Clause. 

DOJ Reply at 13 (D.E. No. 82) claims the Privileges and Immunities Clause only applies to 
states dealing with citizens of other states but that is wrong. 

The Privileges and Immunities Clause purpose was “to help fuse into one Nation a collection of 
independent, sovereign States,” Toomer v. Witsell, 334 U.S. 385, 395 (1948),— “to constitute the 
citizens of the United States as one people,” Paul v. Virginia, 8 Wall. 168, 180 (1868), overruled 
on other grounds, U.S. v. South-Eastern Underwriters Ass ’n, 64 S. Ct. 1162 (1944). 

DOJ wrongly states that Hicklin v. Orbeck, 437 U.S. 518, 526 (1978), held that the 
Privilege & Immunities Clause was only designed to prevent a state from discriminating 
against citizens from other states. (DOJ Reply at 13, D.E. No. 82). 

The Hicklin Court applied the Privilege & Immunities Clause to a dispute over an 
Alaskan statute favoring residents over non-residents for employment and found 
that statute did not substantially serve its purported end. Hicklin, 437 U.S. 518, 
527-528. 

The Hicklin Court cited to the “mutually reinforcing relationship between the 
Privilege & Immunities Clause and the Commerce Clause . . . that stems from 
their . . . shared vision of federalism . . .” as support for its decision. Hicklin, 437 
U.S. at 532. 

The Commerce Clause gives Congress the power to regulate the nation’s 
foreign trade and trade among the states. It does not address trade solely 
within a state. 

Federalism means power shared by the national and state governments—it 
is not limited to state power. 

Alexander Hamilton wrote in Federalist No. 80 that the Privilege & 
Immunities Clause of the proposed Constitution was “the basis of the 
union.” 
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Additionally, section one of the 14 th Amendment, which applies only to the states 
includes the phrase “No state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge 
the privileges or immunities of citizens of the U.S.” 

If the Privilege & Immunities Clause only applied to the states as DOJ 
asserts, then there would have been no need for this phrase in § 1 of the 
14 th Amendment. 

DOJ also relies on a footnote taken out of context in Chase Manhattan Bank v. South 
Acres Development Co., 434 U.S. 236 (1978). (DOJ Reply at 13, D.E. No. 82) (“we have 
never held that the Privileges and Immunities Clauses of Art. IV, § 2, cl. 1, and the 
Fourteenth Amendment restrict congressional - as opposed to state - action.”). 

The issue in Chase was the interpretation of 48 U.S.C. § 1421b(u) over whether 
Congress had granted Guam’s district court diversity jurisdiction. The Supreme 
held that the statute did not grant such jurisdiction. 

The Court’s remarks about the Privileges and Immunities Clause was to note that 
the Clause did not limit Congressional power to withhold diversity jurisdiction. 

The case did not concern the fundamental rights of citizens. 

Strict Scrutiny Test 

Since a fundamental right is infringed, the strict scrutiny test requires determining whether a 
compelling governmental interest is strictly served by requiring only males to register because 
they are the only ones who are potential combat troops. See Nicholas v. Pa. State, 227 F.3d at 
139; Maimed, 621 F.2d 565, 575 (3rd Cir. 1980), cert, den., 449 U.S. 955. 

There are women in combat today and those women were previously potential combat 
troops but were kept out of the pool of potential combat troops by prohibiting them from 
registering. They were barred not because they did not qualify for combat, but solely 
because they were women. 

Additionally, not all women who would qualify for combat positions ended up joining the 
military; yet they were potential combat troops but also barred from the registration pool 
because of their sex. 

Clearly a more effective method of creating a registration pool of potential combat troops 
would be to allow young women to register for the draft—including Plaintiff. 

By failing to treat women as first-class, full-fledged citizens when it comes to 
registration, it does not serve the Government’s interest in draft registration. 

Unable to stick to the SAC allegation, the DOJ lawyers attempt to re-write it to their own 
advantage by wrongly saying, u the relevant question, properly posed, is whether Plain tiff 
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possesses a fundamental right for her name to be listed on the Selective Service registry. ” (DOJ 
Reply at 12, D.E. No. 82). 

Our papers repeatedly state that the Strict Scrutiny question is whether the right to be 
treated as a “first-class, full-fledged citizen” is a fundamental right. ( See SAC at 3, D.E. 
54-1; Opposition to Standing Motion at 34, D.E. 70; Opposition Current Motion Dismiss 
at 34, D.E. 81). 

Can’t these guys read? 

Rational relationship test 

Even if this Court decides that the test for the inference from the characteristic of woman to the 
presumed fact of incapable of being a potential combat soldier is one of a rational relationship, 
the inference that women are not potential combat soldiers fails because they are serving as 
combat soldiers today and all combat positions are now open to them. 

So the claim that their gender alone prevents them from becoming potential combat troops is 
arbitrary and irrational for a legislative act and violates the substantive due process rights of the 
putative class of young women. 
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Equal Protection and Substantive Due Process permitted in the same case. 

DOJ clearly wants this Court to ignore the substantive due process cause of action as analyzed 
under the Irrebuttable Presumption Doctrine because it would hand DOJ a clear defeat. 

Such, however, is contrary to modern-day pleading— “If a party makes alternative 
statements, the pleading is sufficient if any one of them is sufficient.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 
8(d)(2). 

The Supreme Court has held that “the concepts of equal protection and due process, both 
stemming from our American ideal of fairness, are not mutually exclusive . The ‘equal protection 
of the laws' is a more explicit safeguard of prohibited unfairness than ‘due process of law,’ and, 
therefore, we do not imply that the two are always interchangeable phrases. But, as this Court 
has recognized, discrimination may be so unjustifiable as to be violative of due process.” 

Bolling v. Sharpe, 347 U.S. 497, 499 (1954), supplemented sub nom. Brown v. Bd. ofEduc. of 
Topeka, Kan., 349 U.S. 294 (1955). 

There is no bar for considering equal protection and substantive due process causes of action in 
the same case. 

The Supreme Court in Lawrence v. Texas, 539 U.S. 558 (2003), used substantive due 
process to invalidate a sodomy statute challenged under equal protection for 
discriminating against gays. Id. at 563. The Court explained that when a law infringing 
liberty “remains unexamined for its substantive validity, its stigma might remain even if 
it were not enforceable as drawn for equal protection reasons.” Id. at 575. Justice 
O’Connor, who concurred in the result, used an equal protection analysis rather than 
substantive due process, thereby showing that the use of one analysis does not prevent the 
use of the other. Id. at 579. 

Maimed v. Thornburgh, 621 F.2d 565, 575 (3rd Cir. 1980), cert, den., 449 U.S. 955, 
made its decision on both equal protection and due process clauses of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. 

The Third Circuit district court case, Kelly v. Ford Motor Co., 1996 WL 639832 *3-7 
(E.D. Pa. Oct. 29, 1996), actually considered both equal protection and substantive due 
process but found neither applied. 

DOJ’s wrong arguments that an Equal Protection claim prevents Substantive Due Process claim. 

While there is a bar to a Due Process Clause action when the government uses excessive physical 
force and its use violates the Fourth Amendment—such is not the case here. 

Still DOJ deceptively tries to bootstrap this rule into one that states: Whenever one 
Constitutional amendment provides explicit protection another amendment providing protection 
cannot be pleaded. (DOJ Br. at 24, D.E. No 80-1; DOJ Reply at 12 n.4, D.E. No. 82). 
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DOJ relies on Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989), but it only held “a// claims that 
law enforcement officers have used excessive force—deadly or not—in the course of an 
arrest, investigatory stop, or other ‘seizure’ of a free citizen should be analyzed under the 
Fourth Amendment and its ‘reasonableness’ standard, rather than under a ‘substantive 
due process’ approach.” Graham, 490 U.S. at 395 (emphasis in original).” 

The D.N.J. has agreed that such was the only holding in Graham. See Fagan v. City of 
Vineland, 804 F.Supp. 591, 597 (1992), rev'd in part 1 22 F.3d 1283 (3d Cir. 1994), 
and affd in part\ 22 F.3d 1296 (3d Cir. 1994). 

The DOJ lawyer’s most artful deception comes with their gerrymandering quotes from 
Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386, 395 (1989). 

In the DOJ Brief at 24 (D.E. No. 80-1), they mis-quote Graham. The DOJ 
lawyer’s mis-quote is 

“[Wjhen a particular Amendment “provides an explicit textual source of 
constitutional protection against” a particular sort of governmental behavior, “that 
Amendment, not the more generalized notion of substantive due process must be 
the guide for analyzing these claims.”) (Internal citations omitted).” 

What the Graham Court actually stated, 490 U.S. at 395, was 

“Because the Fourth Amendment provides an explicit textual source of 
constitutional protection against this sort of physically intrusive governmental 
conduct, that Amendment, not the more generalized notion of‘substantive due 
process,’ must be the guide for analyzing these claims. N.10” 

The DOJ author of the Brief deceptively left out “ Because the Fourth 
Amendment ” and “ this sort of physically intrusive governmental conduct ,” and 
the footnote 10. Isn’t that perjury? 

N. 10 A “seizure” triggering the Fourth Amendment’s protections occurs 
only when government actors have, “by means of physical force or show 
of authority,... in some way restrained the liberty of a citizen,” Terry v. 
Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 19 , n. 16 (1968); see Brower v. County of Inyo, 489 
U.S. 593, 596 (1989). 

[Our cases have not resolved the question whether the Fourth 
Amendment continues to provide individuals with protection against the 
deliberate use of excessive physical force beyond the point at which arrest 
ends and pretrial detention begins, and we do not attempt to answer that 
question today. It is clear, however, that the Due Process Clause protects a 
pretrial detainee from the use of excessive force that amounts to 

punishment. See Bell v. Wolfish, 441 U.S. 520, 535 -539 (1979).] 
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[Graham at 395 n. 10 even gave an example of where two amendments apply—the Due 
Process Clause and the Eighth Amendment: 

[After conviction, the Eighth Amendment “serves as the primary source of 
substantive protection ... in cases . . . where the deliberate use of force is 
challenged as excessive and unjustified.” Whitley v. Albers, 475 U.S., at 327. Any 
protection that “substantive due process” affords convicted prisoners against 
excessive force is, we have held, at best redundant of that provided by the Eighth 
Amendment. Ibid. 

[The Supreme Court in Whitley v. Albers, 475 U.S. 312, 327 (1986) stated: 

“It would indeed be surprising if, in the context of forceful prison security 
measures, “conduct that shocks the conscience” or “afford[s] brutality the 
cloak of law,” and so violates the Fourteenth Amendment, Rochin v. 
California, 342 U.S. 165, 172, 173, 72 S.Ct. 205, 210, 96 L.Ed. 183 
(1952), were not also punishment “inconsistent with contemporary 
standards of decency” and ‘“repugnant to the conscience of mankind,’” in 
violation of the Eighth.”] 

Likely, emboldened by the deception in his Brief, the author of the DOJ Reply at 12 n.4, falsely 
attributes the following quote to Collins v. Harker Heights, 503 U.S. 115, 125 (1992): 

“[wjhere a particular Amendment provides an explicit textual source of constitutional 
protection against a particular sort of government behavior, that Amendment, not the 
more generalized notion of substantive due process, must be the guide for analyzing these 
claims.” Cty. of Sacramento v. Lewis, 523 U.S. 833, 842 (1998) (quoting Collins v. 
Harker Heights , 503 U.S. 115, 125 (1992) and Albright v. Oliver, 510 U.S. 266, 273 
(1994) and citing Graham, 490 at 395). 

That quote actually is an amalgam of quotes from Albright v. Oliver, 510 U.S. 266, 273 
(1994), which in turn cited for such from—guess what case— Graham, 490 U.S. at 395. 

Collins v. Harper Heights, 503 U.S. 115 (1992), dealt with 42 U.S.C. 1983 
liability of a municipality. 

The Fourth Amendment was not involved, Graham was not cited, there 
was no physically intrusive city conduct (503 U.S. at 125), and the Court 
held that the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment does not 
impose on municipalities certain minimum levels of safety and security for 
its employees. 

Plaintiff here does not alleged “physically intrusive conduct” nor is she an 
employee of a city alleged to have injured her. 
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Other courts also disagree with DOJ’s interpretation of Graham by making clear the limited 
nature of Graham’s application to only excessive governmental force used in making seizures. 

In Cty. of Los Angeles, Calif, v. Mendez, 137 S. Ct. 1539, 1546 (2017), the Supreme 
Court held that Graham “sets forth a settled and exclusive framework for analyzing 
whether the force used in making a seizure complies with the Fourth Amendment.” 

“ If there is no excessive force claim under Graham, there is no excessive force 
claim at all .” Cty. of Los Angeles, at 1547. 

In Carroll v. Borough of State Coll., 854 F. Supp. 1184, 1192 (M.D. Pa. 1994), ajf’d, 47 
F.3d 1160 (3d Cir. 1995): 

n.8 “Because we have found that there was no “seizure” and, hence, no claim 
under the Fourth Amendment, the Supreme Court’s requirement, stated in 
Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386, 388 (1989), that all claims invoking the Fourth 
Amendment be analyzed under that amendment only and not under a general 
substantive due process approach does not apply. Since we found that plaintiff has 
no claim under the Fourth Amendment, we are not precluded by Graham, from 
considering whether he has a due process claim under the Fourteenth 
Amendment. See: Fagan, supra, 804 F.Supp. at 597.” 

DOJ’s cases do NOT support barring the Substantive Due Process claim. 

DOJ cites to cases in its Br. at 25 (D.E. No. 80-1) and referenced by the DOJ Reply at 12 n.4 
(D.E. No. 82)). Those cases do not support DOJ’s position that a Substantive Due Process 
analysis is barred here. 

In Eby-Brown Co. v. Wis. Dep’t of Agric., 295 F.3d 749, 755-756 (7th Cir. 2002), both 
Substantive Due Process and Equal Protection analyses were used to find the Wisconsin’s 
Unfair Sales Act did not violate the Constitution. 

In Tenenbaum v. Williams, 193 F.3d 581, 600 (2d Cir. 1999), the court held that plaintiff 
was subject to a seizure and search so her claims were analyzed under the Fourth 
Amendment. 

Yassini v. City of Sunnyvale, 103 F.3d 143 (9th Cir. 1996), is an unpublished opinion. 
Regardless, the Court found that requiring Yassini’s restaurant to close at midnight under 
a noise ordinance did not “trammel fundamental personal rights” and was “rationally 
related to the legitimate state interest of preventing excessive noise.” Such is a 
Substantive Due Process analysis. Memorandum at 2, N.D. Cal. 94-20576, 2/11/1997, 
D.E. No. 113. 

Your Honor, I would like to know why the DOJ author failed to indicate this case 
was unpublished and failed to give its docket number. Was this another trick? 
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In Gehl Grp. v. Koby, 63 F.3d 1528, 1539 (10th Cir. 1995), overruled on other grounds 
by Currier v. Doran, 242 F.3d 905, 916 (10th Cir.2001), the Court found that the actions 
of executive officials of the government did not shock the conscience as is required under 
Substantive Due Process when executive official’s acts are questioned. It also found no 
protected liberty interest was violated without procedural due process. 

In Hogan v. State of Conn. Judicial Branch, 220 F. Supp.2d 111 (D. Conn. 2002), the 
Court considered both Equal Protection and Substantive Due Process claims. 

It found there was no Equal Protection violation because there was no disparate 
treatment. 220 F. Supp.2d at 122. 

The Court also found no Substantive Due Process violation because plaintiffs 
tennination by an executive official did not shock the conscience or violate 
civilized conduct. 220 F. Supp.2d at 123 

Since the case before this Court does not involve governmental use of force, nor the Fourth 
Amendment, analysis under the Substantive Due Process Clause is appropriate. 
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Constitutional Claims in General 


DOJ argues that for the Court to make a decision would violate precepts of constitutional 
avoidance by “ruling on [a] federal constitutional matter[] in advance of the necessity of 
deciding [it], ” Armstrong, 961 F.2d at 413; see Valley Forge Christian Coll. v. Ams. United for 
Separation of Church and State, 454 U.S. 464, 474 (1982) (a court’s power to declare a statute 
unconstitutional should be “a tool of last resort’’). (DOJ Reply at 3, D.E. No. 82). 

DOJ fails to state what the Valley Forge case actually held, which was the requirement of 
a particularized injury for standing puposes. 

The Supreme Court found no constitutional violation of the Establishment Clause 
because the plaintiffs had no connection to the conveyance of real property to a 
religiously affiliated nonprofit college. 

“Respondents complain of a transfer of property located in Chester County, Pa. 
The named plaintiffs reside in Maryland and Virginia; their organizational 
headquarters are located in Washington, D.C. They learned of the transfer through 
a news release. Their claim that the Government has violated the Establishment 
Clause does not provide a special license to roam the country in search of 
governmental wrongdoing and to reveal their discoveries in federal court. The 
federal courts were simply not constituted as ombudsmen of the general welfare.” 
454 U.S. 464,486-87 (1982). 

Here this Court has already found a particularized injury. (Opinion at 10-11, D.E. 
No. 72). 

And Armstrong is a pre-enforcement action whereas this case involves post-enforcement 
action by an administrative agency. 

Additionally, as the Third Circuit held in Robinson v. New Jersey, 806 F.2d 442, 446 (3rd. Cir. 
1986) cert, denied 481 U.S. 1070 (1987), courts will not invalidate a statute on its face simply 
because it may be applied unconstitutionally, but only if it cannot be applied consistently with 
the Constitution. Here the MSSA cannot be applied consistent with the Constitution. 

In Pub. Citizen v. U.S. Dep’t of Justice, 491 U.S. 440, 467 (1989), the Supreme Court stated: 

To be sure, “[w]e cannot press statutory construction ‘to the point of disingenuous 
evasion’ even to avoid a constitutional question.” United States v. Locke, 471 U.S. 84, 96 
(1985) (quoting Moore Ice Cream Co. v. Rose, 289 U.S. 373, 379 (1933)). 

Such is what the DOJ asks for here. 
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Relief Sought 


“Plaintiff seeks a declaratory judgment that the MSSA’s draft registration is unconstitutional. 
(SAC K 13). Plaintiff also seeks (i) to enjoin Defendants from registering only males; or (ii) to 
require that females register with the SSS; or (iii) to require that registration be voluntary for 
both sexes. ( See SAC ]J 14).” (Opinion at 2, D.E. No. 72). 

DOJ complains that Plaintiff’s proposed remedies present further potential hardships to the 
Government, as well as likely hardships to non-parties require the involuntary registration of 
millions of other females not before this Court who may disagree with Plaintiff’s views on the 
issue. PI. ’s Sec. Am. Compl. 70, ECF No. 54. Were the Court to require women to register, that 
remedy in itself would impose a significant burden on a major portion of the country’s 
population. (DOJ Reply at 7-8, D.E. No. 82). 

The Ku Klux Klan should have thought of that argument when it opposed the integration 
of schools based on Brown v. Board of Education. Students would have to be bused here 
and there, buses would have to be rented and drivers hired at the expense to local 
governments. All imposing “a significant burden on a major portion of the country’s 
population” that was not before the courts. Yet the courts required it. 

Why? Because in situations, “when the ‘right invoked is that to equal treatment,’ the 
appropriate remedy is a mandate of equal treatment, a result that can be accomplished 
by” extending a statute to the excluded class, or a court can withdraw the statute’s 
operation from the favored class. Heckler v. Mathews, 465 U.S. 728, 740 (1984) 
(emphasis in original) (internal quote Iowa-Des Moines National Bank v. Bennett, 284 
U.S. 239, 247 (1931) (Brandeis, J.)). 

If found unconstitutional, then all those men who turn 18 will not have to bother 
registering. 

the relief [Plaintiff] requests would intrude on the political branches ’ constitutional powers to 
shape military policy. . . . would have profound implications on the military, (Reply at 13, D.E. 
No. 82). 

DOJ does not spell out those alleged “profound implications.” 

The Third Circuit in Jorden v. Nat’/ Guard Bureau, 799 F.2d 99, 108 (3d Cir. 1986), cert, 
denied, 484 U.S. 815 (1987), stated that “The Supreme Court has heard many cases 
involving claims for injunctive relief against the military without even suggesting that the 
claims were not reviewable in a civilian court.” 

The Third Circuit Court of Appeals has held that federal courts have jurisdiction 
to consider “suits for injunctive relief against the military.” Jorden v. National 
Guard Bureau, 799 F.2d 99, 109 (3d Cir. 1986), cert, denied, 484 U.S. 815 (1987). 

“[T]he law in this circuit, established in Dillard v. Brown, 652 F.2d 316, 321 (3d 
Cir. 1981), heavily disfavors finding injunctive claims against the military non- 
reviewable .” Jorden v. Nat’/ Guard Bureau, 799 F.2d at 110. 
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The Supreme Court has cited injunctive actions as indicative of the type of relief service 
members may seek in the civilian courts. See, e.g., Chappell v. Wallace, 462 U.S. 296, 
304-305 (1983); Brown v. Glines, 444 U.S. 348 (1980); Parker v. Levy, 417 U.S. 733 
(1974); Frontiero v. Richardson, 411 U.S. 677 (1973). 

DOJ indicates that if this Court does issue an injunction, it will request a stay pending appeal, so 
the Court should not issue an injunction. ( See DOJ Br. at 23, D.E. No. 80-1). This is the same as 
arguing that if they lose, they will make a motion, so the Court should rule in their favor to avoid 
the motion. Just because judicial procedure allows Defendants to do something, does not mean 
this Court cannot issue the relief requested. 

Besides, if they do request a stay of enforcement after a decision for Plaintiff, we will not 
oppose it—pending appeal all the way to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Such will protect the fearful Federal Government from a college co-ed and 
minimize the chance that the courts of these United States will abdicate their role 
in protecting the rights of citizens. 

DOJ can move this Court under Fed. R. Civ. P. 62(c) (application to stay 
injunction must first be brought in district court). 

In a case involving a judgment or injunction the district court is in the best 
position to balance the equities and determine whether to stay or suspend 
the judgment because of its familiarity with the case. Cumberland 
Telephone & Telegraph Co. v. Louisiana Public Service Commission, 260 
U.S. 212,219 (1922). 

If denied, the DOJ can use Fed. R. App. P. 8(a)(1)(A) to request a stay 
from the Court of Appeals. 

Providing the relief sought would further the Executive and Congress’s objectives of gender- 
neutrally for the military as a whole . 

Although the SSS is an independent civilian agency within the Executive Branch of the U.S. 
Government and not part of the Department of Defense, Rostker held and DOJ agrees that 
“[registration is not an end in itself in the civilian world but rather the first step in the induction 
process into the military one . . . .” Rostker, at 68; (SSS Br. at 23 n.7, D.E. No. 33-1). 

Since registration is an integral part of the military and national defense, it would be strange 
indeed that every branch of the military must integrate women except for the SSS’s registration 
pool of potential combat troops. To permit the SSS to continue discriminating against women 
because it is a civilian agency is a paradox that should not be pennitted to exist. 
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Lies, Prevarications and Dissemblances by DOJ lawyers 

The DOJ Reply provides multiple false, prevaricating or dissembling statements that given 
whoever wrote it, must have made such statements intentionally to mislead this Court. 

Apparently the author believes that by falsifying the facts, claims and law, he can win the day in 
court. For example: 

1. DOJ states [The Commission’s] review encompasses [includes]. . . the principle 
matter at issue in this lawsuit. That implies that the Commission will resolve the ultimate 
issue here. (DOJ Reply 3, D.E. No. 82). 

That is a dissemblance. According to the Magistrate’s Order of 07/28/17 (D.E. 

67): 

WHEREAS, although the review of the Commission may ultimately impact, or even moot 
this matter, the current legislative scheme and status provides no certainty as to the resolution of 
the ultimate issue in this case. 

The issue here is whether the MSSA and SSS is has discriminated against 
Plaintiff—not what a commission may do in the future. There are no allegations 
against the Commission and it has not been joined as a party. 

2. The DOJ falsely states Plaintiff argues that the MSSA is ripe for review because the 
Commission may not accomplish anything. See PI. ’s Opp. at 26. (DOJ Reply at 5-6, 
D.E.No. 82). 

The DOJ Reply author cites our Opposition Brief at 26, which to any fifth grader 
states that what the Commission “may or may not do is unknown.” 

But that is not the Ripeness issue. The Ripeness issue is that the SSS acting under 
the MSSA mandate has five times made “an administrative decision [that] has 
been formalized and its effects felt in a concrete way by the challenging parties.” 
Nat 7 Park Hospitality Ass’n v. U.S. Dep’t of Interior, 538 U.S. 803, 807-08 
(2003) (quoting Abbott Laboratories v. Gardner, 387 U.S. 136, 148-149 (1967). 

Plaintiffs most recent affidavit documents the SSS decisions on four 
occasions, D.E. No. 81-6, and since then she tried to register for a fifth 
time with the same result on 10/2/18. 

3. The DOJ falsely states Plaintiff. . . asks this Court to speculate that the Supreme Court 
would find cause to depart from its reasoning in Rostker. (DOJ Reply at 9, D.E. No. 82). 

How many times do we have to say that we are not asking this Court to depart 
from the reasoning in Rostker, but to apply it on the Equal Protection issue of 
similarity to the fact that “combat troops” now include women. 
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Rostker ruled that “Men and women, because of the combat restrictions on 
women, are simply not similarly situated for purposes of a draft or 
registration for a draft.” Rostker, 453 U.S. at 78. 


Plaintiff is not asking this Court to overrule Rostker but to apply its 
holding on similarity to the facts of this case.” (Opposition at 8, 29 
(D.E. 81). 

Plaintiff has repeatedly—repeatedly emphasized that she is not asking this 
Court to overrule or disregard Rostker v. Goldberg, 453 U.S. 57, but rather 
to apply it to modern times. (Motion to Continue Br. at 18, D.E. 58; 
Opposition to Standing Motion at 6, D.E. 70). 

The DOJ lawyers keep repeating the same falsehood but with different 
words that communicate the same falsity. How many more times are they 
going to be allowed to waste this Court’s time with the same ad nauseam 
argument? 

In effect, the DOJ Reply author ludicrously argues that when the 
application of the law on Equal Protection similarity reaches one 
conclusion under one fact situation—it must reach the same conclusion 
under all other fact situations no matter how different. 

4. DOJ states that Rostker cannot be set aside as binding precedent by this Court based 
on Plaintiff’s prediction as to how the Supreme Court would view other policy changes 
since that decision. (Reply at 10, D.E. No. 82) 

Basically the same blatant falsehood using different verbiage that once decision X 
is made on fact situation Y, then in any other fact situation, the same decision X 
must be reached. The Reply author repeats over and over the same arguments in 
order to fill space and waste everyone’s time. 

Plaintiff is not predicting what the Supreme Court’s holding will be on this case. 
She is simply trying to get to the Supreme Court for a decision despite the DOJ 
lawyers seemingly eternal delays. 
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DO J Strategy of Delay 

The DOJ Reply doesn’t raise anything new, it just wastes our time with arguments already made 
in the Brief. The Reply actually cites to the Brief in this motion eight (8) times. 

The DOJ is focused on a future that is impossible to predict while Plaintiff is focused on what is 
happening now. Naturally, the DOJ continues to delay these proceedings in the hope that the 
future they want actually occurs while this case is still in the District Court. So far, the DOJ has 
been successful. 

Over the past three years, it has been Wait, and Wait, and Wait some more. 

Plaintiff is simply asking this Court to decide whether she has been discriminated against 
by the Defendants in violation of her equal protection and substantive due process rights 
under the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. 

Let’s face it Your Honor, if you were her age and tried to register—the most 
powerful government in the history of the world would discriminate against you, 
and the DOJ would be arguing that’s okay. 

Plato once said: 

“There is therefore no pursuit connected with [government] which belongs to woman 
because she is a woman, or to a man because he is a man, but various natures are 
scattered in the same way among both kinds of persons .... Shall we then assign them 
all to men, and none to a woman? How can we? .... One may be athletic or warlike, 
while another is not warlike and has no love of athletics .... So one woman may have a 
guardian nature, the other not. Was it not a nature with these qualities which we selected 
among men for our male guardians too? . . . Such women must then be chosen along 
with such men to live with them and share their guardianship, since they are qualified and 
akin to them by nature.” 

That was 2,000 years ago. Plato, The Republic 117-18 (360 B.C.E.)(G.M.A. Grube trans. 
Hackett Publishing 1974). 

DOJ is simply arguing that if women have waited this long—let them wait some more, or 
in Orwellian fashion—NOW really means later. 

This is the fourth time the DOJ has argued before this Court a lack of Ripeness . (DOJ Brief at 
17, D.E. 19-1; DOJ Brief at 18, D.E. 33-1; DOJ Opp Mtn Continue at 8, D.E. 61; DOJ Brief at 
12,D.E. 80-1). 


DOJ lawyers have opposed this case four (4) times on Standing grounds (DOJ Brief at 12, D.E. 
19-1; DOJ Brief at 11, D.E. 33-1; DOJ Opp Mtn Continue at 10, D.E. 61; DOJ Brief Standing 
Mtn at 11, D.E. 69). 
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This is the third time the DOJ has argued before this Court a Failure to State a Claim . (DOJ 
Brief at 23, D.E. 19-1; DOJ Brief at 24, D.E. 33-1; DOJ Brief at 18, D.E. 80-1)). 

How many do-overs does DOJ get? 

Plaintiff had just graduated from high school when she brought this case. Now she is 
half-way through her senior year in college. 

Over the past three years, DOJ has repeatedly argued that this Court must stand idly by and wait 

First, for when Sec. Defense Carter made his decision on whether to open the remaining 
combat positions to women, which he made on Dec. 3, 2015; 

Second, for Congress not to object within 30 days under 10 U.S.C. § 652, it did not; 

Third, for when Carter approved the final plans from the military service branches and 
the U.S. Special Operations Command to begin integrating woman combat soldiers, 
which he did on 3/10/16. 

Fourth, for a dysfunctional Congress to decide in 2016 whether to continue the last 
vestige of de jure discrimination against women in the Federal Government—which it 
never did decide. Congress simply engaged in a passive-aggressive denial of women’s 
rights, then punted to a commission for more delay. 

Had the House Republicans ignored the issue by not even calling for the time¬ 
delaying commission study, they believed they would have been preempted by the 
judicial branch—a fact that a House Armed Services aide acknowledged. “The 
courts could act at any moment and send this in a direction that Congress doesn’t 
like.” (Austin Wright, Women’s draft bid gains in Senate, stalls in House, 
Politico, May 17, 2016); 

Fifth, for possible Commission suggestions to be made by November 5, 2019, but then 
surprise, the date was pushed back to March 2020; 

Sixth, for Congress to pass a bill correcting the unconstitutionality of the MSSA by 
including the term “women.” Of course, Congress may do nothing and just let the 
Commission’s suggestions die the way it did the Kerner and 9/11 Commission 
rec ommendations. 

Since 2003, at least eight bills have been introduced in Congress to amend the 
MSSA’s male-only registration requirement. (SSS Br. at 27 n.9, Dkt. No. 33-1). 
Congress chose not to act. Therefore, a strong inference exists that Congress is 
now just continuing its prior procrastination or even obstruction of deciding that 
with regards to the military—women are equal to men. 

Seventh, for Trump, or whoever is President, to sign or veto a bill; and 
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Eighth, if vetoed, wait for Congress to override the veto, assuming that is even possible 
considering the split between Democrats and Republicans. 

[DOJ’s first motion , 10/2/2015, to dismiss argued that under 10 U.S.C. § 652(a)(3)(B), 
the Secretary of Defense provides Congress “with a detailed analysis of the effect of the 
change on the constitutionality of the MSSA’s male-only registration requirement.” (SSS 
Br. at 1, 9, 20, D.E. No. 19). Therefore, “the political branches are engaging in [an] 
ongoing dialogue by evaluating the impact on the draft [registration] of the changes being 
made with respect to combat positions” and the Court should not “short-circuit” this 
“process” by deciding this case. (SSS Br. at 18, 22, D.E. No. 19).] 

[There the DOJ was arguing that this Court must wait—not only until all or 
mostly all combat positions are open to women but also until Congress actually 
gets around to amending the MSS A to include the word “women.” Defendants 
were really asserting, as they do now, that the judicial review established by 
Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803), is limited to acts after Congress amends 
an act or refuses to amend an act, regardless of the hann the act is presently 
causing.] 

[DOJ’s second motion, 11/23/2015, to dismiss tried for more delay by falsely asserting 
that in 2013 Secretary Panetta gave the military until January 1, 2016, “to develop 
implementation plans for the integration of women.” (SSS Br. at 3, D.E. No. 33-1). 
Panetta actually gave the military until May 15, 2013, to develop its implementation 
plans (which it did with Congress’s approval) and directed that the “[integration of 
women into newly opened positions and units will occur as expeditiously as possible . . . 
but must be completed no later than January 1, 2016 .” (SSS Br. Ex. A at 1, Panetta’s 
1/24/2013 Memo, D.E. No. 33-2, emphasis added). 

[DOJ’s second motion also argued that Congress cannot make a decision on 
women’s registration until America’s plethora of wars reach a point where the 
draft, which means conscription into the military, is reinstated. (SSS. Br. at 20- 
23, D.E. No. 33-1). Congress eliminated the draft over 40 years ago. Since then, 
America has been involved in 17 armed conflicts, including its longest, and 
Congress did not reinstate the draft. So by this argument, it is impossible to say 
when Congress will bring back the draft—if ever, which means the constitutional 
rights of young women depend on a government activity occurring or not 
occurring at some indefinite time in the future—not very reassuring for members 
of a democracy. This is just another argument for delay.] 

[DOJ’s Opposition to Plaintiffs motion to continue specifically requested a stay. (SSS 
Resp. at 13-15, D.E. No. 61). It was not granted. (See Opinion at 5, D.E. No. 67).] 

[DOJ’s third motion to dismiss (restricted to standing) again argued that because a 
commission was in the process of formulating suggestions for the SSS that Plaintiff was 
interfering with the political branches. (SSS Br. at 20, D.E. No. 69-1).] 
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[DOJ’s fourth motion to dismiss again requests a stay—now called “abeyance.” (SSS Br. 
at 2, 3, 12, 18, 27, D.E. No. 80-1).] 

DOJ argues that any delay . . . does not impose any restriction on Plaintiff, including from 
pursuing a military career. (DOJ Reply 6, D.E. No. 82) 

False. The MSSA prevents her from registering for the draft and functioning as a first- 
class, full-fledged citizen. More importantly, “equal treatment under law is a judicially 
cognizable interest. . . even if it brings no tangible benefit to the party asserting it.” 

Davis v. Guam, 785 F.3d 1311, 1315 (9th Cir. 2015). 

Also as this Court already found, “Plaintiff explains, her injury 

is not that she is kept out of combat positions, not that she may be harmed by 
future inductions, not that she is prevented from enlisting, and not that possible 
career opportunities in the military will be hindered but rather that she is 
prevented—solely because of her sex—from registering for the draft. 

(PL Opp. Br. at 21) (emphasis in original).” (Opinion at 8. D.E. 72). 

This case only deals with registering with the SSS or “draft registration,”—not pursuing a 
military career. Why is it that the DOJ lawyers cannot seem to comprehend that? 

Two district courts and one Court of Appeals refused to put up with the DOJ delaying 
tactics or issue a stay on a challenge to the MSSA’s discrimination. 

Nat 7 Coal, for Men v. Selective Sens Sys. case (13-2391, C.D. Cal; 16-cv-03362, S.D. Tex.) 

U.S. Dist. Courts in Cal and Texas and the 9 th Cir Ct of Appeals did not delay rendering 
justice even though the same defendants there as here argued for such. That case also 
challenges the male-only registration provision of the MSSA on equal protection grounds 
for discrimination based on sex. 

Before the Texas Court, DOJ moved to dismiss for failure to state a claim for relief under 
12(b)(6). DOJ made the same argument it does here that the court is bound by deference 
to the political branches because the “MSSA in light of present military conditions has 
been and continues to be the subject of explicit consideration by the political branches. 
Most notably . . . Congress has established a commission to review, within a specific time 
period and with statutorily mandated input from the Executive branches, the needs of and 
for the SSS—including expanding registration to women.” (SSS Br. at 18, 4:16-cv- 
03362, S.D. Tex. 10/06/17, D.E. No. 63). 

The Texas Court denied DOJ’s motion. It did not stay or delay the case because of the 
ongoing work of the Commission. The Court held, “Because Rostker explicitly requires 
Congress to comply with the Constitution in the area of military affairs, and because 
Plaintiffs allege Defendants did not, Plaintiffs state a claim upon which relief can be 
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granted. See Rostker, 453 U.S. at 67.” (Opinion at 7, 4:16-cv-03362, S.D. Tex. 04/06/18, 
D.E. No. 66). 

From C.D. Cal. to the 9 th Cir Court of Appeals back to the C.D. Cal. then on to the S.D. Texas, 
the DOJ has argued without success first for delay because all combat position were not open to 
women, then for delay because Congress was engaged in a charade of granting equal rights to 
young women, then for delay because a Commission was researching suggestions for the SSS. 
Each and every court rejected those delaying arguments. 

Now the NCFM case is in the summary judgment stage after the Court set a tight 
schedule for submission of those papers, refusing to put up with anymore of the DOJ’s 
delaying tactics. 

DOJ had tried to push back the final summary paper filing two months to Dec. 14, 
2018 but the Court refused. (SSS Mtn Extension Time, 4:16-cv-03362, S.D. Tex. 
08/28/18, D.E. No. 74). 

Those facts make a joke of the DOJ’s position that it is not angling for delay. 

Possibility of closing combat positions to women. 

Another reason for the DOJ dragging its heels in this case is that the Trump Administration may 
simply reverse the Obama Administration’s policy that opened all combat positions to women. 

Stay 

If DOJ isn’t trying to delay this case, why does it keep requesting a stay prior to judgment—now 
calling it an “abeyance.” (DOJ Br. at 2, 3, 12, 18, 27, D.E. No. 80-1; Reply at 2, 8, 14, No. 82). 

This Court has already denied a stay requested by the DOJ. (See Magistrate Order at 5, 
D.E. No. 67, 7/28/17). 

One reason why DOJ lawyers want a stay prior to judgment is they hope Plaintiff will 
turn 26 before this case reaches the U.S. Supreme Court. At which time it becomes moot. 

When this case started, Plaintiff was just out of high school, now she is 21 and we 
are still in the first inning in this District Court. So considering what has yet to be 
done, there’s a decent chance she will turn 26 before we reach the Supreme Court. 

Plaintiff would rather have this Court dismiss her complaint so that she can get on 
with her appeal before this case, as the DOJ hopes, becomes moot when she turns 
26, or some other unforeseen circumstance arises to derail the justice she seeks. 

DOJ also ridiculously argues for a stay prior to judgment because any decision by this 
Court for Plaintiff would wreak havoc on the most affluent and powerful government in 
the history of the world. 
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The Government on the other hand faces immediate and potentially significant 
hardships. The entry ofjudicial relieffor Plaintiff at this stage would interfere 
with, if not negate, the Government’s ability to address a fundamental revamping 
of the Selective Service System to better account for changes in society and 
warfare as mandated by Congress. See Pub. L. No. 114-328 § 551(b). In addition, 
any relief that could potentially require the Government to spend millions of 
dollars changing the Selective Service System in response to a court order would 
impose a considerable hardship at this time, particularly because Congress may 
wish to change the system in a different manner following the Commission’s 
review. (DOJ Reply at 7, D.E. No. 82). 

Plaintiff is a college senior studying to be a veterinarian. She does not want to 
destroy the U.S. Government. So if this Court rules in her favor, she is willing to 
agree to a stay pending appeal all the way to the U.S. Supreme Court under Fed. 
R. Civ. P. 62(c) or Fed. R. App. P. 8(a)(1)(A). 


Chronology of case pertinent events 


07/03/2015 

1 

Compl. fded 

10/02/2015 

19 

Govt first motion to dismiss filed 

10/22/2015 

26 

Plaintiffs first amended compl. filed, added Pinto 

11/23/2015 

33 

Govt second motion to dismiss filed 

12/21/2015 

41 

Plaintiffs opposition filed. 

01/07/2016 

43 

Govt reply filed. 

6/21/2016 

47 

Telephone conference 

6/29/2016 

48 

Order requiring submissions regarding recent activity in Congress 

9/29/2016 

54 

SAC, no change from First Amended Compl other than using Elizabeth’s 
real name. 

12/21/2016 

57 

Joint status report on Congress and Commission 

1/10/2017 

58 

Plaintiff motion to continue 

2/7/2017 

61 

DOJ opposition to continue 

2/20/2017 

65 

Plaintiffs reply to continue 

7/28/2017 

67 

Magistrates Order to continue and allowing motion on standing 
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8/15/2017 

68 

Joint status report on the Commission 

8/25/2017 

69 

Motion dismiss SAC on standing 

9/5/2017 

70 

PI. opposition 

9/11/2017 

71 

DOJ reply 

3/29/2018 

72 

Opinion, PI. has standing 

5/2/2018 

79 

Order DOJ can move on ripeness and failure to state a claim 

5/18/2018 

80 

DOJ motion dismiss on ripe and state a claim 

6/4/2018 

81 

PI. Opposition 

6/11/2018 

82 

DOJ reply 


Joint Status Report December 21, 2016 (D.E. No. 57): 

April 27, 2016, the House Armed Services Committee approved the 2017 National 
Defense Authorization Act (“NDAA”) which included a provision to require woman citizens of 
the United States and woman persons residing in the United States who attain the age of 18 years 
on or after January 1, 2018, to register with the Selective Service System (“SSS”). 

May 16, 2016, the House Rules Committee deleted from the House Armed Services 
Committee’s 2017 NDAA the provision requiring females to register with the SSS. 

May 18, 2016, the House passed its version of the NDAA (H.R. 4909) which 
included a provision for the Secretary of Defense to study the efficacy of the SSS. (Exhibit A). 

May 18, 2016, the Senate Armed Services Committee sent to the full Senate its 2017 
NDAA (S. 2943) which included a provision to require females to register with the SSS. 

June 14, 2016, the Senate passed the 2017 NDAA with a provision requiring females to 
register. (Exhibit B). The Senate and House bills were then sent to a Senate-House Conference 
Committee. 

November 29, 2016, the Senate and House Conference agreed on a 2017 NDAA, S. 

2943, that eliminated the Senate’s provision for females to register with the SSS and, instead, 
adopted the House’s provision requiring a study of the efficacy of the SSS and the Senate’s 
provisions creating a Commission to review the military selective service process (§§ 551-557 
(Exhibit C)). 

The Commission is to be established under the Executive Branch and shall be considered 
an independent establishment of the Federal Government as defined by 5 U.S.C. §104 and a 
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temporary organization under 5 U.S.C. § 3161. S. 2943 § 553. Members of the Commission will 
be appointed by the President and leaders of Congress. S. 2943 § 553(b). 

The 2017 NDAA requires the Secretary of Defense to submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House of Representatives and to the Commission, a report 
“on the current and future need for a centralized registration system under the Military Selective 
Service Act (50 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.) . . . [and on] expanding registration to include women” by 
not later than July 1, 2017. S. 2943 § 552(a)(1) & (b)(1)(C). The 2017 NDAA requires that not 
later than three months after the Commission establishment date, the President shall establish and 
transmit to the Commission and Congress, principles for the reform of the military selective 
service process. S. 2943 § 555(c)(1). 

Among those principles is a requirement for the Commission to address: Whether, in 
light of the current and predicted global security environment and the changing nature of 
warfare, there continues to be a continuous or potential need for a military selective service 
process designed to produce large numbers of combat members of the Anned Forces, and if so, 
whether such a system should include mandatory registration by all citizens and residents, 
regardless of sex. S.2943 § 555(c)(2)(A). 

The 2017 NDAA requires that not later than seven months after the Commission 
establishment date, the Secretary of Defense, Attorney General, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, the Secretary of Labor, and such other Government officials, and such experts, as the 
President shall designate, shall jointly transmit to the Commission and Congress 
recommendations for the reform of the military selective service process and military, national, 
and public service in connection with that process. S. 2943 § 555(d). 

The Commission has 30 months from its establishment date to conduct a review of the 
SSS and report its recommendations to Congress and the President. S. 2943 § 555(e)(1). 

On December 1, 2016, USA Today reported that a spokesman for the White House 
National Security Council stated that the Obama administration supported females registering for 
the draft. See http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2016/12/01/obama- 
supportsregistering-women-military-draft/90449708/ last checked on December 21, 2016. 

December 2, 2016, the House adopted the Conference Report. 

December 8, 2016, the Senate adopted the Conference Report. 

December 14, 2016, the 2017 NDAA was presented to President Obama. 

Joint Status Report Aug. 15, 2017, (D.E. No. 68): 

On December 23, 2016, the 2017 National Defense Authorization Act (“2017 NDAA”), 
Pub. L. No. 114-328 was signed into law. Sections 551-557 of the 2017 NDAA established the 
National Commission on Military, National, and Public Service (“Commission”) to review the 
military selective service process, including the current and future need for a centralized 
registration system and expanding registration to include women. The law required certain 
actions be taken by the President, various departments of the Executive Branch, and certain 
members of Congress. 

The President, leaders of Congress and the Chainnen and ranking minority members of 
the Senate and House of Representatives Armed Services Committees have appointed the 
required 11 members of the Commission. 


79 



On April 3, 2017, the President established and transmitted to the Commission and 
Congress, principles for the reform of the military selective service process, as required by Pub. 
L. No. 114-328 § 555(c)(1). 

On July 13, 2017, the Secretary of Defense submitted to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Representatives and to the Commission, a report “on the 
current and future need for a centralized registration system under the Military Selective Service 
Act. . . [and on] expanding registration to include women,” as required by Pub. L. No. 114-328 
§ 552(a)(1) & (b)(1)(C). 

Pub. L. No. 114-328 § 552(c) requires that not later than December 1, 2017, the 
Comptroller General of the United States shall submit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives and to the Commission a review of the procedures 
used by the Department of Defense in evaluating selective service requirements. 

Pub. L. No. 114-328 § 555(d) requires that by December 5, 2017, the Secretary of 
Defense, Attorney General, the Secretary of Homeland Security, the Secretary of Labor, and 
such other Government officials, and such experts, as the President shall designate, shall jointly 
transmit to the Commission and Congress recommendations for the refonn of the military 
selective service process and military, national, and public service in connection with that 
process. 

The Commission has 30 months from its establishment date of May 5, 2017, or until 
November 5, 2019, to conduct a review of the Selective Service System and report its 
recommendations to Congress and the President. Pub. L. No. 114-328 § 555(e)(1). 
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[Multi-District Litigation ! 


28 USC 1407(a) requires (1) common facts and (2) convenience of the parties. 

[Consolidation! 

The NCFM case was raised by the DOJ in its first motion to dismiss (D.E. 19) at 29 and its 
second motion to dismiss (D.E. 33) at 31, 10/2/2015. 

Cases should [not! be consolidated 

To transfer actions to a different district court under 28 USC 1404(a) requires that 

Venue must be proper based on an examination of facts and circumstances existing at the 
time of the lawsuit—not at the time of the transfer. Moore’s Federal Practice § 42.11(b). 

Under 28 USC 1391(e)(1), residency for SSS was Arlington, Va.; the events 
giving rise to the Cal case took place in Cal via NCFM members and Texas for 
the individual males; the events in this case took place in NJ; plaintiffs in the Cal 
case reside in Cal and Tx; Ms. Kyle-LaBell resides in NJ. So venue for both 
cases was not proper in either district court when the cases were commenced. 

Also, when the Cal case was brought, Ms. Kyle-LaBell was 15 years old, which may 
have caused some problems for the Cal CD. 

Additionally, consolidation requires the party requesting such show common questions of fact or 
law. 


The factual questions in the two cases are different. 

The question in the Texas case is whether the equal protection rights of young men are 
violated by requiring them to register for the draft. Here the issue is whether by barring 
the class of young women from registering for the draft, their equal protection rights are 
violated. 

Further, I do not believe that Ms. Kyle-LaBell, the putative class representative, will consent to 
the inconvenience of personal jurisdiction of the Tex SD and dealing with the attorney for that 
case who 

(1) in his complaint against the SSS actually brought a 14 th Amendment cause of action. 
We all learned in our first year in law school that the 14 th Amendment applies only to 
state and municipal governments—not federal agencies. This brings into question the 
attorney’s legal ability by committing such an obvious Constitutional error; 

(2) sends a letter to a federal judge based on a “cursory reading” (p. 1 U 2) of the papers 
in this case that resulted in the false assumption that the Cal case had not been 
brought to Your Honor’s attention; and 
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(3) is a member of an apparently misogynist organization.] 


Events on women in combat 


The combat restrictions on women in 1981 included: 

1. 10 U.S.C. § 8549 prevented women from being assigned to duty in aircraft engaged in 
combat (repealed 1991); 

2. 10 U.S.C. § 6015 prevented women in the Navy from being assigned to duty on vessels 
engaged in combat missions (repealed 1993); 

3. The Army kept women out of combat and away from the theater of fighting as a matter of 
established policy, Goldberg v. Rostker, 509 F. Supp. 586, 598 (E.D. Pa. 1980)(citing 
Requiring Reinstitution of Registration for Certain Persons Under the Military Selective 
Sendee Act, and for Other Purposes, Report No. 96-226 to accompany S.109 at 8-9 (9th 
Cong. 1st Sess.)); 

4. Congress recognized and endorsed the exclusion of women in combat and combat 
support roles, id.; 

5. 42 percent of all positions filled by enlisted personnel in the Army were in specialties, 
skills or units not available to women, id .; 

6. The military had administrative problems concerning housing for women, id.', 

7. The performance of sexually mixed units was still in the experimental stage, id.; 

8. The societal belief was that the assignment of women to combat would weaken the 
national resolve once images of the atrocities of war visited on women became public, 
id.; 

9. Mobilizing women through the draft would cause strains on training facilities and 
administrative services, id.; and 

10. The nature of the battlefront was more limited, more confined and relatively well defined, 
Report to Congress on the Review of Laws, Policies and Regulations Restricting the 
Sendee of Woman Members in the U.S. Armed Forces at 3, February 2012. 

1993 , Sec. Defense Aspin imposed a new rule (1994 Direct Ground Combat Definition and 
Assignment Rule) where all service members were eligible to be assigned to all positions for 
which they were qualified, except that women would be excluded from assignment to units 
below the brigade level whose primary mission was to engage in direct combat on the ground. 

May 1994 , President Clinton asked the Secretary of Defense for a report on women and draft 
registration. The Secretary’s report recognized the vastly increased role being played by women 
in each of the Anned Services, and concluded that “[bjecause of this change in the makeup of the 
Armed Forces, much of the congressional debate which, in the [Supreme] court’s [1981] opinion, 
provided adequate congressional scrutiny of the issue . . . would be inappropriate today.” 
Backgrounder: Women and the Draft in America, www.sss.gov. 

February 2012 , the Department of Defense “announced a series of modifications to [the 1994 
Direct Ground Combat Definition and Assignment Rule] which opened up more than 14,000 
new positions to women, including positions that were collocated with ground combat units and 
certain positions in ground combat units below the brigade level whose primary missions were to 
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engage in direct combat on the ground,” former Secretary of Defense Panetta Press Conference, 
January 24, 2013. 

1/24/2013 . Pentagon’s announcement officially rescinded the remainder of the 1994 Direct 
Ground Combat Definition and Assignment Rule. 

Sec. Defense Panetta directed that the “[integration of women into newly opened 
positions and units will occur as expeditiously as possible . . . but must be completed no 
later than January 1, 2016 .” (SSS Br. Ex. A at 1, Panetta Memo, D.E. No. 33-2, emphasis 
added). Sec. Defense Carter fulfilled that order on December 3, 2015. 

2/2/2016 , U.S. military generals want women to register for draft, Jennifer Rizzo, CNN. 

Marine Corps Commandant Gen. Robert Neller and Army Chief of Staff Gen. Mark Milley 
agreed that the current policy, which requires only males register for the Selective Service 
System, should be changed after restrictions that barred women from trying out for combat jobs 
were lifted last year. [In 1980, military generals wanted the same but Congress did not go 
along.] 

2/4/2016 , It ’.s' Time To Register For The Military Draft, Ladies, Amber Smith—combat veteran 
Iraq, Afghanistan, The Federalist. 

You don’t get to pick and chose when equality applies to you. Not quotas, not double standards, 
not separate physical standards or lowered selection criteria. The responsibility of the military 
draft lies equally with both men and women. Equal opportunities mean equal responsibilities, 
and when it comes to defending this nation, no one is exempt merely based on his or her sex. 

2/5/2016 , There’s a rift opening on how the U.S. should handle women and military drafts, 

Dan Lamothe. 

One proposal to alter the law has been proposed this week. Rep. Duncan D. Hunter (R.-Califi), a 
Marine Corps veteran, and Rep. Ryan Zinke (R.-Mont.), a former Navy SEAL, introduced the 
Draft America’s Daughters Act of 2016. They signaled that they were likely to vote against their 
own bill. Hunter’s chief of staff, Joe Kasper made clear the political purpose: “Every member 
of Congress should have to go on the record on whether or not he or she supports sending 
America’s ‘daughters and sisters’ into harm’s way.” 

2/16/2016 , Women in combat and the draft: answers to your biggest questions 
By Lolita C. Baldor, Associated Press. 

Four U.S. House members introduced legislation to abolish the Selective Service, saying that the 
all-volunteer force is working—it went nowhere. 

Two members of Congress introduced legislation requiring women to register but said they 
actually opposed their own bill—deep sixth in House Rules Comm. 
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The Pentagon had made no recommendation on women registering with the SSS, but the 
department said it will consult with the Justice Department when needed. 

3/3/2016 , Lolita C. Baldor, Associated Press 

The military services are already beginning to recruit women for combat jobs, including as Navy 
SEALs, and could see them serving in previously male-only Army and Marine Corps infantry 
units by this fall. 

All of the services say they have made required changes to base bathrooms and other facilities to 
accommodate women. 

The top Army and Marine Corps generals told senators last month that it will take up to three 
years to fully integrate women into all combat jobs. 

The military services have put together plans outlining exactly how they will incorporate women 
into the male-only units. 

The first Anny officers will start training in June, and could graduate in October. The first 
woman enlisted soldiers will begin moving into ground combat units in May 2017. 

The bulk of the male-only units are in the Army and Marine Corps. Only a few of the Navy and 
Air Force units excluded women. 

03/11/2016 , Defense Secretary Ashton Carter OKs final strategy for women in combat, Kellan 
Howell, The Washington Times, 3/11/2016 

Defense Secretary Ashton Carter approved Thursday final plans from military service branches 
and the U.S. Special Operations Command to begin integrating woman combat soldiers “right 
away.” All of the services submitted their plan to integrate women into combat roles by Jan. 1. 

03/11/2016 , Sec. Carter’s Statement. 

“Sec. Carter approved all the services and special operation forces plans on integrating women 
into all military positions. 

Integration does not guarantee women will be promoted at any specific number or at any set rate, 
as adherence to a merit-based system must continue to be paramount. 

We have to remember that it takes decades to grow a general or flag officer, so it will take time 
to see these results. It won’t all happen overnight.” 

3/18/2016 , U.S. general Lori Robinson to become first woman to lead combatant command, 
Reuters (Senate approved 4/26/2016) 
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The first woman to head a U.S. combatant command named. The Northern Command is 
responsible for preventing attacks against the United States. 

4/7/2016 , 44 Women Have Volunteered to Become Army Infantry Officers, Matthew Cox, 
Military.com 

April 2017 will see woman infantry and annor officers, non-commissioned officers and junior 
soldiers in those Anny combat units. 

4/15/2016 , Army Approves 22 Women to Become Infantry and Armor Officers, Matthew Cox, 
Military.com 

4/30/2016 , House defense policy bill would require women to register for draft, Wall Street 
Journal 

The House Armed Services Committee approved an annual defense policy bill that includes a 
provision that would require women to register with the Selective Service System. 

5/13/2016 , Coming soon: A military draft for women? Richard Lardner, AP. 

The Senate Armed Services Comm, stated that any justification for barring women from draft 
registration was erased last year, when the Pentagon announced that all military jobs would be 
open to women. It’s annual defense policy bill includes a provision to require women to register 
for the draft. 

The White House has declined to say whether President Barack Obama would sign into law 
legislation that expands the draft to include women. 

5/17/2016 , Women’s draft bid gains in Senate, stalls in House, Austin Wright 

Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell supports requiring women to register for the military 
draft — a surprise announcement that breaks with House GOP leaders who’ve made clear they 
want to avoid an election-year vote on the politically sensitive issue. 

House leaders blocked Hunter’s draft registration amendment to a defense spending provision, 
which they called a “reckless policy.” 

This means the ultimate decision could come in House-Senate conference negotiations later this 
year to craft a final version of the National Defense Authorization Act, an annual measure that 
sets defense policy. 

If lawmakers delay action on the issue, they could end up being preempted by the judicial branch 
— a fact that a House Armed Services aide acknowledged. “The courts could act at any moment 
and send this in a direction that Congress doesn’t like.” 
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The Selective Service’s annual budget of $23 million would have to be increased by $8.6 million 
in the first year, but those costs would drop as the number of women registering each year 
leveled off. An additional 39 employees would be needed to process the increase in draft 
registrations, he added. 

5/20/2016 . The Unseemly Death of an Amendment to Draft Women, Nicholas Clairmont, The 
Atlantic. 

Hunter, a vocal opponent of women serving in combat, offered the amendment as a dare, 
confident that progressives on gender equality in the service were all talk. That, in theory, 
should have sent it and the larger bill on for a vote on the House floor. Meanwhile the same 
measure made it through the committee’s counterpart in the Senate, chaired by John McCain, 
where it found surprisingly strong support, including from Majority Leader Mitch McConnell. 

Hunter and Thornberry had agreed that Hunter would propose the amendment to make a point 
and then offer to withdraw it before a vote—a sort of parliamentary ritual designed to let him 
register his opinion. But Hunter didn’t withdraw, and it sent Thornberry scrambling for 
legislatively murkier options for killing the measure before it could hit House floor, where it was 
predicted to pass. 

The Rules Comm, chainnan, wanting to protect “young women from being mandated to submit 
their personal information to the federal govermnent to sign up for the selective service,” used 
the authority of his office to exploit a quirk of parliamentary procedure. So even though 
Thornberry’s amendment to delete Hunter’s draft provision was voted down by the Rules 
Committee, Sessions wrote its language into the original language of the bill, which makes it 
“considered as adopted” by the Committee. 

The Senate’s version of the defense-funding bill still contains the draft expansion. Somehow, 
both houses of Congress have to agree on an identical bill. And once they do, then there’s a 
good chance President Obama will veto it over a separate funding fight anyway: The House bill 
appropriates the funds marked for foreign wars to keep bases that the Pentagon wants to shutter 
open, and the White House has already threatened to send it back unsigned. 

6/11/2016 . Women and the draft: Sign of equality, or potential consequence of it? By Katie 
Leslie, Dallas Morning News 

Congress has been at odds over the issue for months after Sen. John McCain, the Arizona 
Republican and chairman of the Senate Armed Services committee, added language to the annual 
defense spending bill that would require women ages 18 to 26 to register for the Selective 
Service. 

The new requirement would affect as many as 11 to 15 million women, according to a 
nonpartisan Congressional Research Service report in April. Women who turn 18 on or after 
Jan. 1, 2018, would be required to sign up. 
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Cruz backed an unsuccessful move by fellow conservative Sen. Mike Lee, R-Utah, to strip the 
requirement from the National Defense Authorization Act while it was still in committee. 

House Rules Chrmn Sessions said in May, “We don’t need every little girl giving their 
information to the federal government at a time when the federal government does not actively 
use the information ... because we don’t have a draft.” 

If it is approved with the Selective Service measure intact, Senate and House leaders will 
convene to reach a compromise. 

6/14/2016 , U.S. Senate passes $602 billion defense authorization bill, Reuters. 

The U.S. Senate voted overwhelmingly on Tuesday to pass a $602 billion defense authorization 
bill [National Defense Authorization Act 85-13], despite President Barack Obama’s threat to 
veto the annual policy measure over issues including a ban on closing the Guantanamo military 
prison. 

The bill included the Anned Services Comm, provision to draft women and now must be 
reconciled with one the House of Representatives passed last month before it can be sent to 
Obama. 

The House bill also faces a veto threat. 

6/14/2016 , Senate Votes to Require Women to Register for the Draft, Jennifer Steinhauer, NYTs. 

The Senate approved an expansive military policy bill that would for the first time require young 
women to register for the draft. 

Under the Senate bill passed on Tuesday, women turning 18 on or after Jan. 1, 2018, would be 
forced to register for Selective Service, as men must do now. 

The debate will now pit the Senate against the House, where the policy change has support but 
was not included in that chamber’s version of the bill. The two bills will now be reconciled in a 
conference committee between the House and the Senate, where a contentious debate is 
expected. 

6/14/2016 , Senate Approves Defense Policy Bill, Baiting Veto, Joe Gould, Defense News 

President Obama has threatened to veto the House and Senate versions of the bills — the House 
bill over its unorthodox treatment of overseas contingency operations (OCO) funds, and the 
Senate bill over its acquisition reform provisions and limits it would place on the closure of the 
Guantanamo military detainment facility in Cuba. 

The House and Senate bills face significant differences for lawmakers to debate in conference, 
chiefly their approaches to defense acquisitions reform, where the Senate takes a more 
aggressive tack, and defense funding. 
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With few days on Congress’ election-year calendar, lawmakers will have to act quickly to send 
the final version of the bill to Obama’s desk before the end of the fiscal year on Sept. 30. 

Obama has threatened to veto seven annual authorization bills, and did so last year. 

06/14/16 , Senate passes defense bill including women in draft, Jeremy Herb, Connor O’Brien, 
Politico 

Tuesday’s final vote on the Senate bill was enough to override a veto threat from the White 
House, which has blasted the measure for attempting to “micromanage” the administration’s 
conduct of national security policy through reductions in the White House National Security 
Council staff, organizational changes to the Pentagon and limits on the closure of the U.S. 
military prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

06/14/2016 , Senate Passes Defense Bill, Defying White House Veto Threat, WSJ 

There is agreement in both chambers on key policy provisions—such as keeping Guantanamo 
open—that puts Congress on a collision course with President Barack Obama. The House and 
Senate also have agreed not to allow military bases to be closed. 

July 7, 2016 , the House amended a different spending bill to prevent the SSS from using any 
money to open registration to women. 

November 29, 2016 , the Senate and House Conference agreed on a 2017 NDAA that eliminated 
the Senate’s provision for young women to register with the SSS and adopted the House’s 
provision to require the Secretary of Defense to submit a study by July 1, 2017, on whether the 
SSS was still realistic and cost-effective. 


December 1, 2016 , President Obama announced his support for women registering for the draft. 
December 2, 2016 , the House agreed to the Conference Report. 

December 8, 2016 , Senate agreed to the Conference Report and the 2017 NDAA went to 
President Obama to sign or veto. 

1/8/2017 , Three woman Marines just became the first women in a ground combat unit, Sarah 
Lee, The Blaze 

[Tjhree women stationed at Camp Lejeune in Jacksonville, N.C., are set to make history serving 
as the first woman Marines in a combat unit. One of the woman infantry will serve as a 
riflewoman, one as a machine gunner and one as a mortar Marine. All three women graduated 
from the School of Infantry and were part of the Marines’ gender integration research: 

Secretary of Defense, Retired Marine Gen. James Mattis, told Military Times in September that 
“shortsighted social programs” could make the U.S. military less effective. 
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1/18/2017 , This woman will be the first to join the Army’s elite 75th Ranger Regiment, Meghann 
Myers 

A woman officer has completed the Army’s rigorous selection process for its storied 75th Ranger 
Regiment and is on her way to joining a unit in the next few months, according to a spokesman 
for Army Special Operations Command. 

The first woman Ranger passed the three-week long selection course designed for staff sergeants 
and above, as well as officers. She will wear the legendary Ranger scroll and the distinctive tan 
beret and when she reports to the regiment. 

1/19/2017 , NO LOWERED STANDARDS FOR WOMEN IN COMBAT, Association of the U.S. 
Army 

5/19/2017 , 18 women graduate from the Army’s first gender-integrated infantry basic 
training, Meghann Myers, 

Eighteen of the 32 women who reported to infantry one station unit training in February have 
earned their blue cords and will soon be joining the rest of the force as the Anny’s first junior 
enlisted woman infantrymen. 

5/26/2017 , For Army Infantry, Fist Women, David Philipps, NYTs 

The first group of women graduated from United States Army infantry training last 
week 

8/9/2017 , Almost 300 Woman Marines in Previously Closed Combat Jobs, Hope Hodge Seek, 
Military.com 

There are 278 woman Marines now filling jobs formerly reserved for men, with 40 woman 
recruits additionally under contract for these jobs, the assistant commandant of the Marine 
Corps told reporters at the Pentagon on Tuesday. 

A year and a half after all previously closed ground combat and special operations jobs across 
the Defense Department opened to women in keeping with a Pentagon mandate 

These include two woman lieutenants who graduated with honors from Army Field Artillery 
School at Fort Sill, Oklahoma, in May 2016, and the Marines’ first woman tank officer, 2nd Ft. 
Fillian Polatchek, who graduated at the top of the Army’s Armor Basic Officer headers Course 
at Fort Benning, Georgia, in April. 

There are at least three women currently serving in actual enlisted infantry jobs. The Marine 
Corps revealed in January that a woman rifleman, mortarman, and machine gunner were being 
assigned to 1st Battalion, 8th Marines, out of Camp Fejeune, North Carolina. 

8/25/2017 , Woman Soldiers making more strides in combat career fields, Joe Facdan, Army 
News Service 
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This summer, women made history at Fort Benning, Georgia, graduating as the first woman 
cavalry scouts and Ml ta nk crew members. 

The integration of women into armor and infantry began last year with officers leading the way 
so that woman leaders would be in place at units when the first woman enlisted arrived. 

The Armor Basic Officer Leader Course at Fort Benning, Georgia, has graduated 32 woman 
Soldiers and one woman Marine from its three-phase program. Also at Fort Benning, 21 woman 
infantry officers graduated this year. 

Eight enlisted women have graduated so far as 19D cavalry scouts at Fort Benning while 10 
women completed Ml armor crewman training. 

At the Anny’s prestigious Ranger School, seven woman graduates made the cut since April 
2016. 

In all, the Army opened 138,000 combat positions to women in 2016. 

To date, 567 woman Soldiers have graduated from Fort Sill in artillery occupational specialties 
since the field was opened to women. A total of 601 women have become combat engineers after 
graduating from training at Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri since 2015. 

9/26/2017 . US Marines get first woman infantry officer, 

A woman US Marine has made history by becoming the first woman to complete the Corps’ 
famously gruelling infantry officer training. 

10/15/2017, Commission for modern military to consider skills-based draft, women’s roles, 
millennial recruitment. Rowan Scarborough - The Washington Times 

A survey finds that 40 percent of American women approve of the idea of being included in the 
U.S. military draft. 

Commission has an initial $15 million budget 

10/24/2017 . Pentagon advocates requiring women to sign up for military draft, Rowan 
Scarborough - The Washington Times 

The Pentagon says the country should stick with mandatory registration for a military draft, and 
it advocates a requirement for women to sign up for the first time in the nation’s history. 

“It appears that, for the most part, expanding registration for the draft to include women would 
enhance further the benefits presently associated with the Selective Service System,” the 
Pentagon report states. 

The report says registration should stay because of a number of benefits. 
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For one, it sends a strong message to world adversaries that, if necessary, the U.S. can conduct a 
mass mobilization. 

“Eliminating military selective service could be interpreted by adversaries of the United States as 
a potential weakness, thus emboldening existing or potential enemies,” the Pentagon says. 

The report quotes Ronald Reagan, who referred to registration as an “insurance policy.” 
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Jihada Genesis 


Friday, February 2, 2001, Candlemas Eve, I was having dinner with my stockbroker, who 
was also a friend. At present, I no longer have a stockbroker because I have no stock thanks to 
my crooked stockbroker who, of course, is now an enemy. 

But back then, I valued her advice and was trying to decide whether to try to get the Ho, 
my alien criminal wife, deported or just forget about her—chalk it all up to another revolting 
experience involving a girl. 

Previously, a friend of mine and graduate of Harvard Law School, had convinced me not 
to perjure myself on an affidavit to the Immigration and Naturalization Service that the Ho and I 
were still happily married. That would have resulted in Immigration granting her a green card 
and she could then become a citizen in three years. As my friend said, “If you do, she and her 
immigration lawyer will always have something over you.” 

So at dinner, I was trying to decide whether to push Immigration to deport her—which I 
thought at the time was likely, but now know was stupidity thanks to the Feminazis perversion of 
the law—or just forget it. At the time I was auditing math and physics courses at Columbia 
University in an effort to work my way to a PhD. I decided to forget it and concentrate on my 
studies. 

After going home that night, there came a loud tapping, a rapping at my apartment door. 

It was two overly stuffed female cops who served me with a Temporary Order of Protection. 

The Order, issued by the Queens Family Court without my being present or even notified of the 
proceeding, said that if I contacted the Ho or came within a certain distance of her, intentionally 
or accidentally, I would go to jail—no ifs, ands, or buts. 



The Ho’s immigration lawyer had told her to obtain the Order so as to pressure me into 
signing the false affidavit for Immigration. The Ho told the Feminazi sycophant judge that I had 
threatened her with a gun and a knife—both false, and that I had bruised her arm—true. The 
bruise resulted in my using a martial arts move t disann her when she came at me with a steak 
knife. Temporary orders of protection based on female lies—are females capable of anything 
but—are a favorite Feminazi tactic to invoke state violence against an innocent male. Being 
locked up without due process is clearly violent to one’s liberty and may possibility result in 
worse. 

During the remainder of the evening while I pondered dark and weary, I resolved to have 
my vengenance. Not just against the Ho and her immigration lawyer but more importantly the 
Feminazis who made such an abuse of government power possible. I would fight them until my 
last dollar, my last breath, and if there is anything after death, for eternity. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


Docket No. 03 CV2717 


Roy Den Hollander 


x 


Plaintiff, 

-against- COMPLAINT AND 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Domestic 

Flash Dancers Topless Club 
Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. 

Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network 
Lynn Lepofsky-CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. 

Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
Nicholas J. Mundy 
Peter Petrovich 

Alina A. Shipilina a.k.a. Chipilina a.k.a Angelina 

Doctor Marc L. Paulsen 

Anastasia Vasilyeva 

Dima-Husband Anastasia Vasilyeva 

John Madison or John Pierre 

Bob Henning-New York City Police Detective 

American Organized Crime Gang 1 

Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5 

Flash Dancers Gangster 1 

California Pimp 

Other American Lap-Dancing Clubs 
Russia 

Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan-Russian Organized Crime Boss 
Asypyan Criminal Association 

Volchok a.k.a. Woolfy-Russian Organized Crime Member 
Raketa a.k.a. Rocket-Russian Organized Crime Member 
The Albatross Club-Russian Organized Crime Social Club 
Alexey Smolin-Russian Organized Crime Member 
Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan 

P. I. Ostapenko-Chief of the Investigation Office in the Department of Internal Affairs for 
Krasnodar, Russia 

Anna Pavlovna Kurilko-Chief of the Inquest Office in the Department of Internal Affairs 
for Krasnodar, Russia 

Olga Viktorovna Borisova-Investigator in the Inquest Office in the Department of 
Internal Affairs for Krasnodar, Russia 
Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House 
Tatyanna Vasilyeva 




Dmitri Morosov 
Rey-Krasnodar, Russia, Pimp 
Inessa A. Shipilina 

Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko-Vice Rector Krasnodar State Academy 
Phodes Studio Co. 

Leonid Perlin, President Phodes Studio Co. 

Tanya, Phodes Studio Prostitute 
Vladimir of St. Petersburg 
Albatross Club Gangster 1 
Krasnodar Briber 1 
Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 
Krasnodar State Academy Thugs 1 and 2 
Russian Criminal Gangs 1 to 5 
Chechen Criminal Gangs 1 to 2 

Cyprus 

Bank of Cyprus 
Stephanos-Bank Employee 
Melios Athanasiou Agencies 
IRINIS 182C Entertainment Company 

Melios Athanasiou-Owner and CEO Melios Athanasiou Agencies and IRINIS 182C 
Irina Athanasiou-Owner and Executive of Melios Athanasiou Agencies and IRINIS 182C 
Marios Athanasiou-Manager Zygos and Tramps Cabarets 
A. Charalambous-Cyprus Immigration Chief 

Mexico 

Julia Heart Agency 

Maria-Prostitute Recruiter for Julia Heart Agency 

The Men’s Club, Mexico City 

Roberto & Rosa Elina Quilan-Managers Men’s Club 

Max Gracia Appedole 

Juginta Raszyukevichina a.k.a. Azul 

Salvador-Partner Phodes Studio 

Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo 

Mexican Organized Criminal Gang 1 

Defendants. 

-X 


I. Introduction and Summary 


1. The Russian International Crime Organization (the “Enterprise”) generates profits 
worldwide from numerous criminal activities that include without limitation drug 
trafficking, money laundering, tax evasion, immigration fraud, prostitution, pornography, 
white slavery, bribery, mail and wire fraud, murder, extortion, coercion and terror. 
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2. The current focus of the Enterprise (the “Scheme”) is to infiltrate and expand its illegal 
and ancillary legal activities into hard currency markets, especially the United States 
(“U.S.”), for the personal enrichment of the members of the Enterprise (the “Members”). 

3. The Enterprise has damaged the plaintiffs law and consulting business as well as 
drugged, defrauded, coerced and threatened the plaintiff with severe bodily harm. 

4. The plaintiffs business activities, physical well-being and life are currently at risk. 

5. The plaintiff asks this court for immediate injunctive relief to protect him from physical 
hann and protect his efforts to reestablish his business free of interference from the 
Enterprise. 

II. Subject Matter Jurisdiction 

6. This Honorable Court has subject matter jurisdiction because this action centers on a 
federal question under the civil enforcement provisions of the Racketeer Influenced and 
Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO”), 18 U.S.C. 1961-68. 

7. With respect to the foreign defendants, this Honorable Court has subject matter 
jurisdiction because their conduct abroad caused foreseeable and substantial effects 
within the U.S. 


III. Personal Jurisdiction 

8. This Honorable Court has personal jurisdiction over each defendant as a result of a 
defendant having minimum contacts with New York, a defendant operating through an 
agent or a defendant’s conspiratorial contacts with other defendants in New York. 

IV. Venue 

9. Venue is proper in this Honorable Court for each defendant because of a defendant 
operating through an agent in this forum, a defendant’s conspiratorial contacts with other 
defendants, a substantial part of the events that give rise to the claims against a defendant 
occurred and are occurring in this forum or in order to serve the ends of justice. 

V. The Enterprise 

10. The Enterprise rose out of the ashes of the Soviet Union when the collapse of 
communism unleashed that empire’s restraints on organized crime, corrupt government 
officials, travel, trade, communication and emigration. 
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11. The Enterprise consists of domestic and foreign corporations, partnerships, individuals, 
government officials, law firms, organized crime gangs (including American, Russian 
and Chechen) and an Islamic terrorist and crime clan. 

12. The Enterprise is an on going operation in which its members associate together for the 
purpose of engaging in illegal and legal activities in order to earn substantial profits. 

13. A key aim of the Enterprise is to infiltrate and expand its activities in hard currency 
markets where profits are not threatened by inconvertibility of the local currency or 
drastic depreciations. 

14. The relationships among the Enterprise’s members are both formal, including agreements 
and chain of command authority, and informal in which the common objectives of the 
Enterprise, to infiltrate and grow in hard currency markets, controls decision-making. 

15. This complaint concerns a portion of the Enterprise’s activities in America, Russia, 
Cyprus and Mexico and some of its Members, the defendants, who are alleged to engage 
in money laundering, prostitution, pornography, white slavery, drug trafficking, bribery, 
tampering with witnesses and informants, obstructing justice, tax evasion, failure to 
report the transfer of funds overseas, mail and wire fraud, immigration violations, 
conspiracy to commit murder for hire and the use of the international facilities to assist in 
carrying out Enterprise activities. 


VI. Members of the Enterprise 


A. Domestic Members 

16. Flash Dancers Topless Club is a lap-dancing nightclub located on Broadway in 
Manhattan. 

17. Jay-Jay Cabaret owns Flash Dancers and at least two other topless lap-dancing clubs in 
Manhattan: Private Eyes and NY Dolls. 

18. Jay-Jay Cabaret is a front for American Organized Crime Gang 1, the real owner and 
operator of the three topless clubs. 

19. American Organized Crime Gang 1 operates a criminal conglomerate of prostitution, 
pornography, intimidation, immigration fraud, drug trafficking and money laundering 
through its topless clubs and the Internet site www.flashdancersnyc.com . 

20. Lynn Lepofsky is the chairman or chief executive officer for Jay-Jay Cabaret. 

21. Lepofsky carries out the orders of American Organized Crime Gang 1 and acts as its 
front in order to obtain liquor licenses from the New York State Liquor Authority. 
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22. Flash Dancers is used by American Organized Crime Gang 1 for funding its criminal 
operations, laundering money, recruiting prostitutes, promoting prostitution, recruiting 
pornography starlets, dispensing narcotics and immigration fraud. 

23. Barry is the night manager of Flash Dancers from Monday to Friday and hires illegal 
aliens, promotes prostitution, arranges the use of physical force for intimidation, recruits 
lap-dancers for pornography distributed on www.flashdancersnyc.com and oversees 
money laundering, immigration fraud and the distribution and surreptitious administering 
of narcotics to customers. 

24. Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network (“Cybertech”) operates a call girl and 
pornographic web sight that can be accessed through various addresses, including 
www.flashdancersnyc.com . 

25. Cybertech is the Internet outlet used to sell sexual services for a number of topless lap¬ 
dancing clubs in New York. 

26. Cybertech is a front for American Organized Crime Gang 1. 

27. Kuba, Mundy & Associates acts as consiliari and manager of U.S. immigration issues in 
New York for the Enterprise. 

28. The law firm of Kuba, Mundy & Associates operates a green card and visa mill that 
fraudulently obtains U.S. visas, residency status and naturalization for, among other 
aliens, Russians. 

29. Kuba, Mundy & Associates advises its clients to commit perjury before the U.S. 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, Internal Revenue Service, Customs Service and 
the New York State courts. 

30. Kuba, Mundy & Associates uses coercion and intimidation against parties, witnesses and 
informants injudicial and administrative proceedings. 

31. Kuba, Mundy & Associates participates in money laundering and the use of international 
facilities to aid a racketeering enterprise. 

32. Nicholas J. Mundy is a partner in Kuba, Mundy & Associates who masterminds and 
directs that law firm’s illegal activities in order to acquire for the members, potential 
members and the human assets of the Enterprise U.S. visas, residency status and 
naturalization. 

33. Peter Petrovich assists Mundy in executing the illegal activities necessary to import and 
keep in America Enterprise members, potential members and human assets. 
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34. Petrovich was bom in Russia and admitted to practice law there but not in America 
although he acts as an attorney here anyway under the supervision of Mundy. 

35. Alina A. Shipilina (which is her given name and the one used hereafter), also known as 
Alina Chipilina and also known as Angelina (stage name) was born in Russia, grew up in 
Chechnya and entered the profession of prostitution and stripping when a teenager. 

36. Over the past decade, Alina Shipilina has become a lucrative member of the Enterprise 
by running prostitution, aiding pornography rings, laundering money, smuggling drugs 
and building relationships among Russian, Chechen and American organized crime 
groups. 

37. Doctor Marc L. Paulsen, a licensed physician in California, produces pornography in 
Russia and imports it to southern California for distribution and sale. 

38. Paulsen also imports Russian prostitutes to work in southern California lap-dancing 
clubs, brothels and the pornography film industry. 

39. Paulsen operates under the pseudonym Wayne Williams. 

40. Anastasia Vasilyeva co-manages a model agency in Krasnodar, Russia, that was founded 
and is co-managed by her mother, Tatyanna Vasilyeva, a famous personage in Southern 
Russia. 

41. The model agency provides call girls to powerful Russian politicians and gangsters and 
sends prostitutes to brothels and lap-dancing clubs in Cyprus and other overseas 
locations, including America and Europe. 

42. Anastasia’s husband Dima, assists Anastasia in operating the agency’s prostitution 
business that the two have recently expanded to Wisconsin as part of the Enterprise’s 
continuing strategy to infiltrate western markets. 

43. Dima is a Krasnodar organized crime figure. 

44. The names John Madison and John Pierre are fictitious but used by the same currently 
unknown individual. 

45. John Madison, or John Pierre, is a member of American Organized Crime Gang 1. 

46. Madison or Pierre engages in intimidation, tampering with witnesses and government 
informants and the use of physical force. 

47. Detective Bob Henning of the 114 th Precinct in Queens, New York uses his police 
powers, in return for bribes or rewards, to assist other members of the Enterprise by 
tampering with government infonnants. 
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48. Flash Dancers Managers 1 and 2 organize and assist in secretly slipping narcotics to 
unsuspecting customers at that club. 

49. Flash Dancers Managers 3 to 5 supervise John Madison or Pierre’s intimidation, 
tampering with government informants and use of physical force. 

50. Flash Dancers Gangster 1 restrained the plaintiffs process server under risk of physical 
injury. 

51. California Pimp operated a lap-dancing club in southern California for which he imported 
Russian prostitutes from the Russian modeling agency Phodes Studio. 

52. “Other American Lap-Dancing Clubs” conduct illegal and legal Enterprise activities in 
the U.S. 

B. Russian Members 

53. Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan is a Krasnodar, Russia, crime boss with close 
connections to Ded Khasan, who is one of the king pins of organized crime in Russia. 

54. Asypyan controls and manages one of the most powerful crime organizations 
headquartered in Southern Russia, herein referred to as the “Asypyan Criminal 
Association”. 

55. The Asypyan Criminal Association’s operations in Russia and overseas earn profits from, 
among other activities and government and military corruption and theft, illicit arms 
dealing, narcotics trafficking, prostitution, white slavery, pornography, extortion, bribery, 
immigration and investment fraud, counterfeiting, money laundering, tax evasion, 
protection services and contract killings. 

56. Volchok a.k.a. Woolfy is a Krasnodar crime leader who, among other activities and deals 
in protection, coercion, white slavery, pornography, immigration fraud, counterfeiting 
and the use of physical force. 

57. Raketa a.k.a. Rocket is a Krasnodar crime leader who, among other activities and deals in 
protection, coercion, white slavery, pornography, immigration fraud, counterfeiting and 
the use of physical force. 

58. The Albatross Club is an exclusive, secretive organization of powerful government 
officials and wealthy criminals that includes members of the Enterprise in Krasnodar. 

59. The members of the Albatross Club control Krasnodar in a manner similar with the way 
A1 Capone’s gang once controlled Chicago. 
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60. The Albatross Club provides a mechanism for cooperation among organized criminals, 
division of the criminal markets, strategic planning and resolving inter-gang disputes in 
the Krasnodar region. 

61. Alexey Smolin belongs to the Albatross Club, laundered money for members of the 
Enterprise through the Trioka Restaurant in Krasnodar and recruits and manages Russian 
females for prostitution in Russia, Europe and America. 

62. Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan was previously headed by the General of 
Chechnya’s Special Islamic Regiment Arbi Baraev who specialized in kidnapping, 
extortion, narcotics and slavery and reportedly, in return for $20 million from Osama Bin 
Laden, beheaded four Western telecommunication workers in 1998. 

63. After Russian forces killed Arbi Baraev in the summer of 2001, his nephew Movsar 
Baraev took over as the Chechen fundamentalist mafia don. 

64. Movsar Baraev led the taking of 700 hostages at a Moscow theater in October 2002 in 
which he and over a hundred Muscovites died. 

65. P. I. Ostapenko is head of the Investigation Office in the Department of Internal Affairs 
for the Central District of Krasnodar who assisted in closing a criminal case against 
defendant Inessa Shipilina in return for money and regularly closes criminal cases against 
other members of the Enterprise in return for substantial bribes. 

66. Anna Pavlovna Kurilko is chief of the Inquest Office in the Department of Internal 
Affairs for the Central District of Krasnodar who assisted in closing a criminal case 
against defendant Inessa Shipilina in return for money and regularly closes criminal cases 
against other members of the Enterprise in return for substantial bribes. 

67. Olga Viktorovna Borisova is an investigator for the Inquest Office in the Department of 
Internal Affairs for the Central District of Krasnodar who assisted in closing a criminal 
case against defendant Inessa Shipilina in return for money and regularly closes criminal 
cases against other members of the Enterprise in return for substantial bribes. 

68. Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House (hereafter “the Vasilyeva Fashion House) is one of 
Krasnodar’s premier model agencies that also provides call girl services to members of 
the Albatross Club. 

69. The Vasilyeva Fashion House exports prostitutes to brothel and lap-dancing clubs in 
Cyprus and Europe and America. 

70. Tatyanna Vasilyeva is a famous Krasnodar model that founded the Vasilyeva Fashion 
House. 
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71. Tatyanna Vasilyeva established the Vasilyeva Fashion House’s call girl and prostitution 
exporting operations that are presently managed by her daughter Anastasia and 
Anastasia’s husband Dima. 

72. Dmitri Morosov is Kransnodar’s most famous photographer of models for both legitimate 
and pornographic purposes. 

73. Morosov produces pornographic photographs and videos that are exported to America 
and other overseas markets. 

74. Rey is an agent that arranges for the selling of sexual services by many Krasnodar models 
to the city’s gangsters and influential government officials. 

75. Inessa Shipilina is the mother of Alina Shipilina and works as an instructor at the 
Krasnodar State Academy of Physical Culture where she recruits coeds for prostitution 
and male athletes for enforcers with the Enterprise. 

76. Inessa Shipilina is affiliated with the Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan. 

77. Inessa Shiplina arranges for the use of physical force and coercion against persons in 
Krasnodar who interfere with Alina Shipilina’s Enterprise activities. 

78. Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko is Vice Rector of the Krasnodar State Academy of 
Physical Culture where he uses his position at the Academy and influence with 
govermnent officials to assist Inessa Shipilina’s recruitment of prostitutes and enforcers. 

79. Phodes Studio Company is a Moscow model agency. 

80. Phodes Studio sends prostitutes, hands-on lap-dancers and pornography starlets to 
Venezuela, Greece, Mexico and the United States; produces pornography for the Russian 
and overseas markets; runs a call girl operation in Moscow; occasionally shoots 
legitimate modeling gigs; operates an introduction agency to defraud Western men into 
relations and marriage with Russian prostitutes; and advertises some of its services and 
products on the Internet at www.phodes.net . 

81. Phodes Studio is protected by one of Moscow's powerful crime organizations, Russian 
Criminal Gang 1. 

82. Leonid Perlin is the chief executive officer of Phodes Studio and manages its illegal and 
legal operations. 

83. Tanya is a Phodes Studio prostitute who helped expand the Enterprise’s operations in 
Mexico in 1999. 

84. Vladimir of St. Petersburg provides physical protection for some members of the 
Enterprise in Russia and bribes Russian government officials to facilitate the transporting 
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of hard currency into Russia and narcotics out of the country to such places as New York 
City. 

85. Vladimir of St. Petersburg travels extensively throughout Russia to recruit females for 
prostitution and provide assistance in transporting them to America. 

86. Albatross Club Gangster 1 conducts some of the Enterprise’s criminal activities in 
Krasnodar. 

87. Albatross Club Gangster 1 counterfeits U.S. visas and alien registration cards, 
fraudulently obtains U.S. visas, exports Russian prostitutes and pornography to America. 

88. Krasnodar Briber 1 delivers money to Krasnodar public officials so that the officials will 
violate their duties by providing government benefits to members of the Enterprise. 

89. Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 formerly worked as prostitutes for the Vasilyeva Fashion 
House and now recruit Russian women for prostitution in America. 

90. Krasnodar State Academy Thugs 1 and 2 (hereafter “Krasnodar Thugs 1 and 2”) are 
employed by Member Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchencko. 

91. Krasnodar Thugs 1 and 2 use physical force and coercion to carry out Member 
Minchenko’s directives. 

92. Russian Criminal Gang 1 protects Phodes Studio from other organized crime gangs and 
legal problems with government officials, including the police, by the use physical force, 
coercion and bribes. 

93. Russian Criminal Gang 1 also provides Phodes Studio call girls with protection when 
working. 

94. Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 control the Zygos and Tramps brothel/lap-dancing clubs 
in Limassol, Cyprus. 

95. Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 obtain U.S. visas through fraud and bribery and 
counterfeit U.S. visas and alien registration cards in order to export prostitutes to 
America. 

96. Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 use prostitutes from their Zygos and Tramps brothels to 
produce pornography that is transported to America. 

97. Russian Criminal Gang 4 sells narcotics in Krasnodar to Member Alina Shipilina who 
then arranges for its importation into America. 
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98. Russian Criminal Gang 5 uses coercion and physical force to prevent witnesses from 
testifying or cause witnesses to change their testimony in Krasnodar criminal 
proceedings. 

99. Chechen Criminal Gang 1 uses coercion and physical force to prevent witnesses from 
testifying or cause witnesses to change their testimony in Krasnodar criminal 
proceedings. 

100. Chechen Criminal Gang 2, sells narcotics in Krasnodar to Member Alina 
Shipilina who then arranges for its importation into America. 

C. Cypriot Members 

101. The Rank of Cyprus participates in transferring overseas revenues from illegal 
Enterprise activities. 

102. The Rank of Cyrus provides to members of the Enterprise financial accounts in 
Cyprus for the investment of money from criminal activities. 

103. The Rank of Cyprus provides Enterprise members the service of transferring 
funds from criminal activities to other financial institutions in Cyprus and internationally. 

104. Stephanos is an employee of the Rank of Cyprus or other financial institution in 
Cyprus where he assists members of the Enterprise in transferring and secreting their 
funds from criminal activities. 

105. Melios Athanasiou and his Russian born wife, Irina, own and operate the Melios 
Athanasiou Agency (the “Athanasiou Agency”) and IRINIS 182C Entertainment 
Company (“IRINIS”) in Limassol, Cyprus. 

106. The Athanasiou Agency and IRINIS recruit prostitutes from the Vasilyeva 
Fashion House to sell sexual favors in Cypriot brothel/lap-dancing clubs and the recruited 
prostitutes also perform sexual acts for pornographic materials. 

107. The Athanasiou Agency and IRINIS also recruit prostitutes from Moldavia, 
Ukraine, Kazakhstan, Romania, Rulgaria, Poland and the Philippines to work as 
prostitutes and as starlets in pornography materials. 

108. Athanasiou Agency and IRINIS obtain visas for foreign prostitutes to work in 
Cyprus by bribing Cypriot immigration officials. 

109. A. Charalambous is a chief of immigration for Cyprus who accepts bribes from 
the Athanasiou Agency and IRINIS in return for providing Cypriot work visas to foreign 
prostitutes. 
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110. Marios Athanasiou, the brother of Melios, manages two brothel/lap-dancing clubs 
in Limassol, Cyprus—Zygos and Tramps—that are controlled by Russian Criminal 
Gangs 2 and 3. 

111. Melios, Irina and Marios Athanasiou are members of Cypriot organized crime. 

112. Melios, Irina and Marios Athanasiou export prostitutes and pornography to 
America. 

113. Melios, Irina and Marios Athanasiou use bribery and counterfeiting to obtain U.S. 
visas and alien registration cards for prostitutes bound for America. 

D. Mexican Members 

114. The Julia Heart Agency finds work for foreign prostitutes in Mexican brothel/lap¬ 
dancing clubs. 

115. The Julia Heart Agency bribes Mexican immigration officials for work visas for 
foreign prostitutes. 

116. Maria is a Mexican headhunter for the Julia Heart Agency. 

117. Maria places foreign prostitutes with brothel/lap-dance clubs in Mexico. 

118. Maria bribes Mexican immigration officials for work visas for foreign prostitutes 

119. Maria is a business partner of Phodes Studio in Moscow, which provides her with 
Russian prostitutes. 

120. The Men’s Club in Mexico City is an upscale brothel/lap-dance club that caters to 
wealthy Mexican and international clients and is a franchise of the United States Men’s 
Club that has operations in Dallas and Houston, Texas and Charlotte, North Carolina. 

121. Mexican Organized Criminal Gang 1 controls The Men’s Club in Mexico City. 

122. The Men’s Club is managed by Roberto & Rosa Elina Quilan and employs illegal 
aliens as prostitutes and lap-dancers and bribes Mexican government officials in order to 
stay in operation, launders money and evades Mexican taxes. 

123. Max Garcia Appedole obtains Mexican visas for foreign prostitutes who work at 
the Men’s Club in Mexico City by bribing government officials. 

124. Juginta Raszyukevichina, a.k.a. Azul (hereafter “Azul”), from Lithuania, operated 
in partnership with Member Alina Shipilina a call girl service for wealthy businessmen in 
Mexico that specialized in providing prostitutes for weekend trips to Mexican resort 
areas. 
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125. Azul presently operates her own prostitution business out of a bed and breakfast 
in the Netherlands. 

126. Salvador is a business partner of Phodes Studio with which he imports Russian 
pornography and prostitutes into Mexico. 

127. Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo runs a dried fruit export business in Mexico City called 
Grupo Ibarra Aisa that operates as a cover for narcotic trafficking. 


VII. Enterprise’s Operations Against the Plaintiff 
A. Enterprise Targets the Plaintiff 

128. On July 4, 1999, the plaintiff arrived in Moscow, Russia, on a six-month 
consultancy contract for the American security firm Kroll Associates. 

129. Kroll Associates hired the plaintiff to manage and upgrade its Russian operations. 

130. On a Friday night a few weeks after the plaintiffs arrival, the plaintiff 
unexpectedly came across a few partygoers on the grounds of the apartment building in 
which he was living. 

131. Enterprise member Phodes Studio, which had its offices in the apartment 
building, sponsored the party. 

132. At the time, the plaintiff did not know the nature of Phodes Studio’s business or 
that it was an Enterprise member. 

133. Member Leonid Perlin, President of Phodes Studio, invited the plaintiff into the 
main party area after determining that the plaintiff was an American. 

134. Inside, Member Alina Shipilina introduced herself to the plaintiff at Member 
Perlin’s behest. 

135. Members Perlin and Alina Shipilina subsequently decided to target the plaintiff as 
part of the Enterprise’s ongoing Scheme to infiltrate and expand its operations in the U.S. 

136. Members Perlin and Alina Shipilina agreed to use the plaintiff as an unwitting 
means for Member Alina Shipilina to fraudulently enter America where she would 
participate in expanding the Enterprise’s activities. 

137. Member Alina Shipilina set out to win the devotion and cloud the mind of the 
plaintiff by secretly feeding him narcotics. 
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138. In addition, Member Alina Shipilina artfully elicited the plaintiffs compassion 
for her with false tales of hardship and struggle in trying to succeed as a legitimate model 
and dancer in post communist Russia. 

139. In August 1999, Member Alina Shipilina returned to her hometown of Krasnodar, 
Russia to continue her long established prostitution business in that city about which the 
plaintiff was unaware of at the time. 

140. While in Krasnodar, Member Alina Shipilina continued to cozenly ply the 
plaintiff through letters and telephone calls in furtherance of the Enterprise’s Scheme. 

B. Enterprise Expands Prostitution Operations in Mexico While Pursuing Scheme Against 
the Plaintiff 

141. By the end of August 1999, the Enterprise had finalized arrangements to establish 
a branch in Mexico for prostitution and pornography. 

142. Members Perlin and Alina Shipilina had made the logistical arrangements for the 
Enterprise’s expansion. 

143. Member Perlin communicated between Moscow and Mexico City via telephone 
and fax in arranging the logistics. 

144. Member Alina Shipilina communicated with Member Perlin by telephone, fax 
and mail from Cyprus and Krasnodar, Russia in arranging her end of the logistics. 

145. Members Perlin, Alina Shipilina and another Russian prostitute called Tanya 
provided bribes to Mexican embassy officials in Moscow to obtain visas for Mexico. 

146. Mexican Member Maria of the Julia Heart Agency provided fake sponsors in 
Mexico to obtain working visas as translators for the two Russian prostitutes: Members 
Alina Shipilina and Tanya. 

147. Member Alina Shipilina, before leaving for Mexico, implored the plaintiff to wait 
for her so as not to jeopardize the Enterprise’s Scheme against the plaintiff. 

148. Member Alina Shipilina told the plaintiff she had to go to Mexico to work as a 
legitimate model and dancer in order to earn enough money to buy her and her divorced 
mother, Member Inessa Shipilina, an apartment in the central part of Krasnodar, Russia. 

149. In Mexico Members Perlin, Alina Shipilina and Tanya established business 
relations with Mexican organized crime, brothel/strip clubs and a private clientele of 
wealthy businessmen and politicians. 

150. In September 1999, Member Maria arranged for Members Alina Shipilina and 
Tanya to work at the brothel/strip club called the “The Men’s Club”. 
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151. The Men’s Club, through Alina Shipilina and Tanya, provided the Enterprise 
access to public officials and businessmen from Mexico, North America and other parts 
of the globe. 

152. In Mexico Member Alina Shipilina expanded the Enterprise’s operations by 
establishing a weekend service in which call girls, including herself and Azul, traveled to 
famous resorts with businessmen and politicians. 

153. During the fall of 1999 while in Mexico, Member Alina Shipilina continued to 
advance the Enterprise’s Scheme with respect to the U.S. by furthering her and Member 
Perlin’s artifice against the plaintiff. 

154. Member Alina Shipilina professed to the plaintiff falsehoods about her loneliness 
and false endearments in telephone calls and faxes. 

155. On November 26, 1999, Members Alina Shipilina and Tanya were arrested by 
Mexican authorities for working without a visa and for promoting prostitution and 
engaging in prostitution. 

156. Members Alina Shipilina and Tanya were jailed until November 29, 1999 when 
Mexican Immigration officials escorted them onto a flight back to Russia. 

157. On November 30, 1999, Member Alina Shipilina smuggled approximately $9,000 
in the form of cash and traveler's checks into Russia from the Enterprise’s Mexican 
operations. 

158. Before Members Alina Shipilina and Tanya’s deportation, the two regularly wired 
money from their part of the Enterprise’s activities in Mexico to Member Perlin’s off 
shore bank account. 

159. In mid December 1999, in accordance with a previous arrangement made by 
Member Alina Shipilina, Member Ibarra smuggled into Russia the remaining $18,000 of 
the Enterprise’s revenues earned by Member Alina Shipilina’s operations in Mexico. 

160. Member Ibarra smuggled the money by using ATM cards and traveler’s checks. 

161. Member Ibarra also smuggled in a shipment of narcotics for the Enterprise that he 
turned over to member Alina Shipilina. 

162. Members Perlin, Alina Shipilina and Tanya established an underground airway 
for transiting Enterprise Russian prostitutes to Mexico. 

163. Members Perlin, Alina Shipilina and Tanya developed an influential and wealthy 
international clientele useful in furthering other Enterprise activities. 
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C. Enterprise’s Scheme Fraudulently Gains Member Alina Shipilina Entry into America 


164. Members Alina Shipilina and Perlin pushed ahead full throttle with the 
Enterprise’s Scheme against the plaintiff by focusing on acquiring Member Alina 
Shipilina U.S. residency status and subsequently naturalization through a fraudulent 
marriage to the plaintiff. 

165. During December 1999 while the plaintiff worked in Moscow and Member Alina 
Shipilina was back in Krasnodar, Member Alina Shipilina used telephone calls, cards, 
and a visit to Moscow to tell imaginary tales about the honest and hard life she had lived 
and to make romantic pretenses in order to wheedle the plaintiff into marriage. 

166. In her December visit, Member Alina Shipilina arrived in Moscow a few days 
earlier than the date she told the plaintiff in order to pick up the money and the narcotics 
smuggled into the country by Member Ibarra. 

167. After repaying Member Ibarra for his assistance with a weekend of prostitution 
services at the Rossiya Hotel, Member Alina Shipilina promptly put on her mask of 
pretenses for the plaintiff and went to his office where she claimed to have arrived in 
town earlier that morning. 

168. During Member Alina Shipilina’s visit to Moscow, she surreptitiously put 
narcotics in the plaintiffs food so that the plaintiff would assume the euphoric feeling 
produced by the narcotics was the result of being with her. 

169. Member Alina Shipilina subsequently invited the plaintiff to visit her home in 
Krasnodar to celebrate the new millennium with her and her mother, Member Inessa 
Shipilina. 

170. Member Inessa Shipilina advised Member Alina Shipilina on strategy and tactics 
for furthering the Enterprise Scheme to trick the plaintiff into taking Member Alina 
Shipilina to America to conduct Enterprise activities. 

171. During the Millennium visit, Member Inessa Shipilina hid the truth about Member 
Alina Shipilina and assisted Member Alina Shipilina in surreptitiously putting narcotics 
in the plaintiffs food in order to create a false feeling of comradeship in the plaintiff. 

172. In Moscow, Krasnodar and on a short visit to America, Member Alina Shipilina 
played the devoted, loving partner and repeatedly and secretively fed the plaintiff 
narcotics. 

173. In February 2000, the Enterprise’s Scheme against the plaintiff took a major step 
closer to fruition when the plaintiff and Member Alina Shipilina set a marriage date for 
March, which would follow the end of the plaintiffs consultancy contract with Kroll 
Associates. 


16 



174. In March 2000 in Krasnodar, about five days before the wedding ceremony, the 
plaintiff began to sense that his future wife was not being fully candid with him and told 
Member Alina Shipilina he was considering canceling the wedding. 

175. The next day Member Alina Shipilina began surreptitiously putting "salt and 
sugars" into the plaintiffs food, which she had obtained from a Krasnodar source. 

176. The plaintiff suffered symptoms of narcotic poisoning. 

177. The "salt and sugars" Member Alina Shipilina secretly put in the plaintiffs food 
were narcotics. 

178. Member Alina Shipilina put narcotics in the plaintiffs food in order to muddle his 
thinking and weaken his will so that he would not call off the wedding on which the 
Enterprise’s Scheme against the plaintiff depended. 

179. Member Alina Shipilina used the narcotics on the plaintiff to assure that she 
would be able to obtain U.S. residency status and subsequently naturalization as the 
plaintiffs wife, which would enable her to set up and conduct Enterprise activities in 
America. 

180. Member Alina Shipilina often secretly slipped the plaintiff narcotics in an effort 
to befuddle the plaintiffs thinking and use their addictive characteristic to make the 
plaintiff feel addicted to her. 

181. Member Alina Shipilina put the plaintiff in danger of grave harm and death by 
giving him narcotics without Member Alina Shipilina knowing whether they would cause 
allergic reactions or exceed the plaintiffs tolerance level. 

182. On March 11, 2000, after days of secretly feeding the plaintiff “salts and sugars” 
the plaintiff married Member Alina Shipilina in Krasnodar. 

183. In Member Alina Shipilina’s own words: 

“And on Saturday, March 11, 2000, we registered our marriage. It was merry! I 
[Alina Shipilina] did not accept it very seriously; for me it was only business.” 

184. Weeks after the wedding the plaintiff could not even remember what his wife had 
worn at the ceremony because of the narcotics secretly fed him. (Only later in wedding 
photographs did the plaintiff see that his wife had worn black.) 

185. After the marriage Member Alina Shipilina continued to secretly feed the plaintiff 
narcotics on various occasions to make sure he remained in the dark as to the Enterprise’s 
Scheme. 
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186. The next step in the Enterprise’s Scheme was for Member Alina Shipilina to 
obtain an immigrant visa to America based on her fraudulent marriage to the plaintiff. 

187. Obtaining the visa took about two and a half months, from March to May 2000, 
required gathering documents, filing a number of fonns with the U.S. Immigration and 
Department of State offices at the Embassy in Moscow and an interview conducted by 
U.S. Immigration at the Embassy. 

188. During this period, the plaintiff put his law and consulting business on hold while 
waiting in Moscow for Member Alina Shipilina’s visa. 

189. Unknown to the plaintiff, the Enterprise had a contingency plan if its fraudulent 
scheme in obtaining Member Alina Shipilina a visa to the U.S. was not successful. In 
Member Alina Shipilina’s own words: 

“What will happen if I [Alina Shipilina] will not receive a visa to America? I will go 

—with Leonid’s [Leonid Perlin] help—to Greece or Venezuela.” 

190. In order to obtain a visa, admission to the U.S. as a conditional pennanent 
resident and eventually permanent residency and naturalization, Member Alina Shipilina 
lied on her visa petition filed with the U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service 
(hereafter “the INS”) at the Embassy in Moscow. 

191. On INS Biographic Information Form G-325A, Member Alina Shipilina 
intentionally omitted reporting as her occupations: promoting prostitution, prostitution, 
money laundering and narcotics trafficking. 

192. In May 2000, also in order to obtain a visa, admission to the U.S. as a conditional 
permanent resident and eventually permanent residency and naturalization, Member 
Alina Shipilina falsely swore to the truth of the information on her immigrant visa 
application: U.S. Form 230, Parts I & II: Questionnaire For an Immigrant Visa and 
Registration Number, which was filed with the U.S. State Department office at the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow. 

193. Member Alina Shipilina perjured herself in her answers to the following questions 
on Form 230: 

a. Part I, Question 11, she intentionally omitted her occupations in promoting 
prostitution, prostitution, money laundering and narcotics trafficking. 

b. Part I, Question 21, she intentionally lied by stating her occupation in Cyprus was 
that of an “artist” when in actuality she engaged in prostitution, promoting 
prostitution, money laundering and narcotics trafficking. 

c. Part II, Question 33 (b) 

i. She intentionally lied by denying that she intended to enter the U.S. to 
engage in prostitution. 
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ii. She intentionally lied by denying that she worked as a prostitute within the 
past 10 year. 

iii. She intentionally lied by denying that she attempts to and procures 
prostitutes. 

iv. She intentionally lied by denying that she attempted to and procured 
prostitutes within the past 10 years. 

v. She intentionally lied by denying that she receives money from 
prostitution. 

vi. She intentionally lied by denying that she engaged in drug trafficking, 
d. Part II, Question 34, she intentionally failed to report that she was arrested and 

imprisoned in Mexico in November 1999. 

194. In April 2000, the month before Member Alina Shipilina obtained her U.S. visa, 
the Enterprise expanded its procurement of prostitutes through an arrangement between 
Members Perlin and Alina Shipilina in which Member Alina Shipilina began recruiting 
prostitutes from Krasnodar for the Enterprise’s operations in Mexico. 

195. From May 19 to 23, 2000, Member Alina Shipilina traveled to Milan, Florence 
and Venice, Italy to engage in prostitution with Member Ibarra. 

196. While in Italy, Member Alina Shipilina picked up from Member Ibarra a 
shipment of narcotics for enhancing sexual pleasure, which she tested on herself, and 
brought back to Russia for the Enterprise to distribute. 

197. On May 31, 2000, Member Alina Shipilina received an immigrant visa to travel to 
the United States. 

198. In June 2000, the plaintiff learned of adulterous affairs by Member Alina 
Shipilina but still did not know about her true profession or the Enterprise’s Scheme 
against the plaintiff in which Member Alina Shipilina would assist in expanding 
Enterprise activities in America. 

199. The plaintiff returned to New York City without Member Alina Shipilina. 

200. Member Alina Shipilina called the plaintiffs Moscow home number, former 
work number and New York number repeatedly in an effort to salvage the Enterprise’s 
Scheme against the plaintiff. 

201. In at least two telephone calls between Krasnodar and New York, Member Alina 
Shipilina falsely promised to be faithful, “Roy please give me one last chance. I will 
correct mistake,” pretended remorse, “I very big sorry,” and, true to form, elicited 
sympathy, “Before you I had nothing.” 

202. In June and July 2000, Member Alina Shipilina also sent a letter and post card 
from Russia to the plaintiff in America with false words of love, understanding and 
harmony. 
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203. Member Alina Shipilina’s misrepresentations were intended to lull the plaintiff so 
that the Enterprise’s Scheme could move forward. 

204. The plaintiff accepted Member Alina Shipilina’s statements as true and forgave 
her for what he believed were only adulterous affairs and brought her to America. 

205. On July 10, 2000, the Enterprise’s Scheme against the plaintiff succeeded in 
gaining Member Alina Shipilina entry into America. 

206. On the same day that Member Alina Shipilina entered the U.S., she brought with 
her an amount of narcotics from Krasnodar. 

207. Member Alina Shipilina entered America as a “conditional permanent resident”, a 
status that lasted for two years after which she applied for “permanent residency” in 2002 
with the assistance of Member Nicholas J. Mundy. 

208. Member Alina Shipilina is currently on a one-year extension of her conditional 
permanent residency and has not yet received permanent residency status from the INS. 

209. After Member Alina Shipilina receives permanent residency status, she may apply 
for citizenship in five years. 

210. As of July 2000, the Enterprise’s Scheme had so far been successful but was still 
not home free. 

211. Member Alina Shipilina was now a conditional permanent resident but not as safe 
from deportation as a pennanent resident or naturalized citizen. 

212. The Enterprise Scheme’s aim of Member Alina Shipilina working diligently to 
expand the Enterprise’s activities in America would not be fully secure until she obtained 
permanent residency and citizenship. 

D. Aim of Enterprise’s Scheme Is Threatened 

213. In July 2000, Member Alina Shipilina began working as a lap-dancer at Flash 
Dancers Topless Club in Manhattan over the plaintiffs objections. 

214. On or about August 2000, the plaintiff became suspicious of Member Alina 
Shipilina’s involvement in prostitution when she began secretly contacting Flash Dancer 
customers over the plaintiffs telephone. 

215. The plaintiff confronted Member Alina Shipilina who denied engaging in 
prostitution. 
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216. Member Alina Shipilina continued slipping narcotics into the plaintiffs meals in 
order to divert him from learning more about her activities as part of the Enterprise. 

217. In August 2000, the plaintiff launched an investigation that continues to the 
present day and ended up diverting him from his law and consulting business for two 
years. 

218. In September 2000, Member Alina Shipilina visited Krasnodar and Cyprus from 
where she sent post cards to the plaintiff in New York expressing false sentiments in an 
effort to protect the Enterprise’s Scheme by lulling the plaintiff. 

219. Also while in Krasnodar and Cyprus and to protect the Enterprise’s Scheme, 
Member Alina Shipilina used telephone conversations with the plaintiff in New York to 
lull him. 

220. In October 2000, the plaintiff, as a result of his initial investigation, realized his 
wife’s true occupation and reason for marrying him but was still under aware of the 
Enterprise’s Scheme. 

221. The plaintiff told Member Alina Shipilina that he wanted a separation and 
divorce. 

222. Member Alina Shipilina enlisted the assistance of the New York and New Jersey 
law firm Kuba, Mundy & Associates, also a Member of the Enterprise, to prevent any 
separation or divorce from interfering with her becoming a permanent resident and 
eventually a naturalized citizen. 

223. At the end of October 2000, the plaintiff and Member Alina Shipilina met with 
Member Peter Petrovich at Kuba, Mundy & Associates concerning the impact of a 
separation and divorce on Member Alina Shipilina’s immigrant status. 

224. Member Petrovich, after consulting with Member Mundy, advised Member Alina 
Shipilina and the plaintiff that the plaintiff would have to sign a fraudulent affidavit for 
the INS in order to avoid problems with Member Alina Shipilina becoming a permanent 
resident. 

225. Member Petrovich also advised both to lie to the INS by stating the separation 
occurred in 2001 instead of 2000 in order to avoid the INS questioning the bona tides of a 
marriage that dissolved in the same year it was entered. 

226. In November 2000, after consulting with an attorney, the plaintiff told Member 
Alina Shipilina he would not lie to the INS in order to assure her receiving permanent 
residency and eventually naturalization. 

227. From July to November 2000, Member Alina Shipilina used the U.S. post and 
international telephone system to consult with Member Inessa Shipilina on ways to lull 
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the plaintiff into assisting Member Alina Shipilina in acquiring permanent residency and 
eventually naturalization. 

E. Enterprise’s Illegal Activities to Protect its Scheme 

228. In November Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina agreed to use 
illegal and legal means to force the plaintiff to lie to the INS in order to protect the 
Enterprise’s Scheme and prevent the plaintiff from eventually exposing the Enterprise’s 
activities through his investigation. 

229. On December 13, 2000, Member Alina Shipilina intentionally filed a false report 
with the 114 th Police Precinct in Queens, New York at the direction of Members Mundy 
and Petrovich. 

230. In the report, Member Alina Shipilina falsely accused the plaintiff of extortion 
and making threats. 

231. Member Alina Shipilina, however, refused to press charges at that time. 

232. Members Mundy and Petrovich directed Member Alina Shipilina to hold off on 
pressing the false charges so that at the appropriate time the existence of the report 
combined with the threat to press charges could be used by the Enterprise to intimidate 
the plaintiff into lying to the INS. 

233. On or about December 2000, Member Alina Shipilina told the plaintiff during a 
telephone conversation that she would reward him for helping her stay in the U.S. 

234. In December 2000 or January 2001, Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina 
Shipilina agreed to obtain a temporary order of protection—also based on falsehoods— 
against the plaintiff in order to pressure the plaintiff into lying to the INS. 

235. On January 28, 2001, the plaintiff met with Member Alina Shipilina in order to 
separate their joint HMO policy. 

236. Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina agreed before that January 28 th 
meeting to have Member Alina Shipilina threaten the plaintiff with physical hann and 
even death from her Russian criminal associates in order to scare the plaintiff into lying 
to the INS. 

237. At the January 28 th meeting, Member Alina Shipilina threatened the plaintiff with 
physical harm and possibly death from her Russian criminal associates unless he agreed 
to lie to the INS for her. 

238. The plaintiff refused to comply with Member Alina Shipilina’s threats. 
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239. On January 31, 2001, one year to the day that the plaintiff proposed marriage to 
Member Alina Shipilina, Member Alina Shipilina obtained a temporary order of 
protection based on false testimony in an ex parte court proceeding. 

240. Just six days after issuance of the temporary order of protection. Member Mundy 
sent the plaintiff a letter threatening commencement of “difficult” divorce proceedings 
unless the plaintiff met to resolve the issues. 

241. When viewed in the context of the temporary order of protection obtained through 
perjured testimony and the previous threat of harm made by Member Alina Shipilina, the 
Mundy letter was meant to intimidate the plaintiff into lying before the INS. 

242. On February 20, 2001, the plaintiff responded by serving an action for 
divorce/annulment. 

243. In February or March 2001, Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina 
agreed to modify their tactics for accomplishing the Enterprise’s Scheme by focusing on 
intimidating the plaintiff to agree to a divorce settlement in order to avoid a trial that 
threatened to expose the Enterprise’s Scheme and its activities. 

244. A trial would produce evidence of Member Alina Shipilina’s fraud on the INS, 
U.S. tax evasion, money laundering, violation of foreign transactions reporting, 
prostitution, promoting prostitution, narcotics trafficking and perjury that would threaten 
the Enterprise’s Scheme and risk exposure of Enterprise activities in which Member 
Alina Shipilina was involved. 

245. In March 2001, Member Mundy attempted to intimidate the plaintiff out of going 
to trial by lying to the plaintiffs divorce attorney that Mundy possessed medical records 
showing the plaintiff had beaten Member Alina Shipilina. 

246. The plaintiff pressed on for a trail. 

247. On March 14, 2001, the plaintiff had a complaint and summons, issued by a 
Queens, New York court, served on Member Alina Shipilina while giving lap-dances at 
Flash Dancers. 

248. The complaint concerned previous threats of physical harm made by Member 
Alina Shipilina against the plaintiff. 

249. Member Alina Shipilina, standing at six feet five inches in her heels, physically 
grabbed hold of the five foot eight inch tall process server and slammed her hand holding 
the complaint and summons into the process server’s chest. 

250. Member Alina Shipilina, joined by Flash Dancers Gangster 1, both physically 
barred the process server from leaving the club. 


23 



251. Members Alina Shipilina and Flash Dancers Gangster 1 tried to intimidate the 
process server into taking back the papers. 

252. The process server refused and he was finally allowed to leave. 

253. In March 2001, the plaintiff notified the INS of Member Alina Shipilina’s 
intentional misrepresentations and omissions to the INS and the Department of State in 
order for her to obtain entry into America. 

254. Sometime after March, Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina agreed to 
bribe an INS agent or agents in New York City to prevent deportation of Member Alina 
Shipilina. 

255. Sometime after March, Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina bribed an 
INS agent or agents in New York City to prevent deportation of Member Alina Shipilina. 

256. In April and June 2001, the plaintiff traveled to Member Alina Shipilina’s home 
city, Krasnodar, Russia, in order to authenticate documents and discover information and 
potential witnesses in preparation for a divorce/annulment trial. 

257. While searching for potential witnesses at the college where Member Alina 
Shipilina previously attended and taught, Member Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko, 

Vice Rector of the Krasnodar Academy of Physical Culture, and Academy Thugs 1 and 2 
forced the plaintiff and his female translator under the threat of physical injury to 
Member Minchenko’s office. 

258. Member Minchenko roughly grabbed the translator’s upper arm and pulled her up 
the stairs to his office while Academy Thugs 1 and 2 menacingly directed the plaintiff to 
follow with the two of them walking closely behind the plaintiff. 

259. In Member Minchenko’s office, the plaintiff and his translator were held against 
their will for nearly an hour of interrogation. 

260. While in Member Minchenko’s office, Member Minchenko tried to reach 
Member Inessa Shipilina by telephone. 

261. During the interrogation, the plaintiff explained, among other matters, the 
evidentiary need to authenticate the handwriting of Member Alina Shipilina’s diary for a 
divorce trial and requested a sample of her writing from the academy’s files. 

262. Member Minche nk o initially agreed but subsequently did not produce the samples 
in order to prevent the authentication of the handwriting in Member Alina Shipilina’s 
diary. 

263. Member Minchenko informed Member Inessa Shipilina about the plaintiffs 
discovery efforts in Krasnodar. 
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264. Member Inessa Shipilina informed Member Alina Shipilina about the plaintiffs 
discovery efforts in Krasnodar. 

265. Members Mundy, Petrovich, Alina Shipilina, and Inessa Shipilina agreed that 
Inessa Shipilina, who was outside the personal jurisdiction of the New York State 
Supreme Court, would, with the assistance of Enterprise gangsters in Krasnodar, conduct 
a campaign of threats and intimidation to prevent witnesses from providing testimony to 
any U.S. authorities, including the New York divorce court. 

266. Member Inessa Shipilina’s campaign instilled fear in witnesses by threatening to 
falsely accuse them of a crime and having corrupt police officials file criminal charges 
against them. 

267. Member Inessa Shipilina instilled fear in witnesses by threatening them with 
physical injury from the Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal 
Gang 5 or Chechen Criminal Gang 1. 

268. Member Inessa Shipilina arranged for the Enterprise’s Baraev Islamic Terror and 
Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 5 or Chechen Criminal Gang 1 to threaten 
witnesses with physical injury. 

269. Member Alexey Smolin assisted in preventing the discovery of evidence useful to 
the INS or a New York State court by orchestrating a cover up among various people 
knowledgeable about Member Alina Shipilina and Enterprise activities. 

270. In an effort to stop the obstruction of the plaintiffs discovery by Enterprise 
members, the plaintiff hired a Krasnodar attorney to request assistance from the local 
prosecutor. 

271. The Krasnodar prosecutor pursued a case of criminal defamation against Member 
Inessa Shipilina for slandering the plaintiff in carrying out the campaign to prevent 
witnesses from testifying. 

272. The Krasnodar prosecutor indicted Member Inessa Shipilina on January 25, 2002, 
for criminal defamation, but long before then, the plaintiffs witnesses had been 
intimidated into silence. 

273. In July 2001, the Enterprise made another attempt to intimidate the plaintiff into 
foregoing a trial in the divorce/annulment action when Member Mundy lied to the 
plaintiffs lawyer that Mundy had access to an audiotape of the plaintiff trying to extort 
money from Member Alina Shipilina. 

274. The plaintiff continued his preparations for a trial. 
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275. On or about July 2001, Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina agreed to 
submit a false net worth statement for Member Alina Shipilina to the New York State 
Supreme Court in the divorce/annulment proceeding. 

276. The net worth statement required by the court was falsified in order to hide most 
of Member Alina Shipilina’s income from Enterprise activities on which she intentionally 
paid no taxes and smuggled out of the country. 

277. The falsified net worth statement was submitted in the divorce/annulment 
proceedings on or about August 2001. 

278. In October 2001, the plaintiff learned that his attorney at a preliminary conference 
on July 26, 2001 in the divorce/annulment proceeding had disregarded the plaintiffs 
instructions and agreed to settle the divorce/annulment action. 

279. At a compliance conference on October 4, 2001, the divorce court judge told the 
parties that if the plaintiff wanted to try to set aside his prior attorney’s agreement to 
settle, then the plaintiff would have to make a motion for a trial. 

280. Following the October 4 th conference, Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina 
Shipilina agreed to have an organized crime member threaten the plaintiff in order to 
dissuade him from filing a motion for a trial. 

281. Member Alina Shipilina and Member Barry, Flash Dancers’ Night Manager, or 
Flash Dancers Manager 3 arranged for Member Madison to make a threatening telephone 
call to the plaintiff. 

282. On October 19 th in the evening, a man using the name John Madison called the 
plaintiffs mobile telephone and in a threatening tone of voice left a message that warned 
the plaintiff against pursuing the legal proceedings against Member Alina Shipilina. 

283. Under the circumstances, the plaintiff interpreted the threat as referring to the 
motion for a trial and that if he went ahead with the motion, Member Madison would 
cause the plaintiff physical harm. 

284. The threatening telephone call made the plaintiff fearful for his physical safety, so 
he decided against making a motion for a trial and settled the case in November 2001. 

285. The Enterprise learned in late January or early February 2002 of the criminal 
indictment in Krasnodar of Member Inessa Shipilina for defaming the plaintiff. 

286. The Enterprise learned in the first part of February or earlier that the INS office at 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow had initiated an investigation into Member Alina Shipilina 
for possible deportation. 
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287. Enterprise Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina once again agreed to 
use a member of organized crime to intimidate the plaintiff into withdrawing his 
cooperation with the Krasnodar prosecutor and the INS at the Embassy in Moscow. 

288. Member Alina Shipilina and Member Barry, Flash Dancers’ Night Manager, or 
Flash Dancers Manager 4 arranged for Member John Pierre, to make a threatening 
telephone call to the plaintiff. 

289. On February 6, 2002, in the evening, a man using the name John Pierre called the 
plaintiffs mobile and left a threatening message warning the plaintiff: “...cease and 
desist with your actions against Alina Shipilina,” “I know everything about you,” “.. .you 
disgust me,” “.. .I’m very much available,” “You better get your act together..“... you 
at this point in time have crossed several boundaries that cause for a lot of red flags to 
wave in the air...,” and, “That’s it—leave her alone! Have a nice day.” 

290. Under the circumstances, the exceedingly menacing tone of voice and text of the 
call made clear to the plaintiff that if he did not cease and desist cooperating with the INS 
in Moscow and the Krasnodar prosecutor, then serious physical hann would befall him. 

291. Member Madison and Member Pierre are the same person whose real name is 
unknown to the plaintiff. 

292. Although shaken and fearful, the plaintiff continued to cooperate with the INS 
and the Krasnodar prosecutor. 

293. On or about March 2002, Members Mundy, Petrovich, Alina Shipilina, Inessa 
Shipilina and the Enterprise’s Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal 
Gang 5 or Chechen Criminal Gang 1 agreed to have members of one of these 
organizations threaten witnesses into recanting their testimony against Member Inessa 
Shipilina in the Krasnodar criminal defamation case. 

294. Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina used the international telephone 
and transportation systems to arrange for threatening witnesses into recanting their 
testimonies against Member Inessa Shipilina. 

295. Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina used the international system for 
transferring money to move funds from America to Russia in order to pay for the 
threatening of witnesses. 

296. The funds used to pay for the threatening of witnesses came from illegal 
Enterprise activities in the U.S. 

297. Witnesses in the criminal case received threats from the Enterprise’s Baraev 
Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 5 or Chechen Criminal Gang 1, 
which caused many of the witnesses to recant their testimonies against Member Inessa 
Shipilina. 
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298. On or about March 2002, Enterprise Members Mundy, Petrovich, Alina Shipilina 
and Inessa Shipilina agreed to bribe Krasnodar officials to close the criminal case against 
Member Inessa Shipilina. 

299. The money for the bribe came from illegal Enterprise activities in the U.S. 

300. Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina used the international telephone 
and transportation systems to arrange for the payment of the bribe. 

301. Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina used the international system for 
transferring money to move funds from America to Russia in order to pay the bribe. 

302. Member Alina Shipilina or Inessa Shipilina or Krasnodar Briber 1 paid around 
$10,000 to Members Ostapenko, Kurilko and Borisova of the Department of Internal 
Affairs in Krasnodar to close the criminal case. 

303. On or about March 2002, the criminal case against Member Inessa Shipilina was 
closed. 

304. Members Ostapenko, Kurilko and Borisova’s closing of the criminal case kept 
hidden from the public evidence of the Enterprise’s Scheme and its operations. 

305. Members Ostapenko, Kurilko and Borisova continue to prevent the prosecution of 
cases in Krasnodar that would expose the Enterprise’s operations. 

306. On or about March 2001, Members Mundy, Petrovich, and Alina Shipilina agreed 
to influence or reward Queens Detective Bob Henning for threatening the plaintiff with 
arrest in order to intimidate the plaintiff into ceasing his cooperation with the INS in 
Moscow and preventing him from trying to reopen the Krasnodar criminal case against 
Member Inessa Shipilina. 

307. Members Mundy, Petrovich or Alina Shipilina provided Member Henning with 
bribes or rewards in the fonn of money or sexual services from Member Alina Shipilina 
for agreeing to contact the plaintiff to threaten him with arrest in order to stop the 
plaintiff from cooperating with the INS in Moscow or reopening the Member Inessa 
Shipilina case. 

308. On March 27, 2002, in the Kafkaesque hours before 9 a.m.. Member Henning 
telephoned the plaintiff at his unlisted home number, which was known by Member Alina 
Shipilina. 

309. Member Henning told the plaintiff that because of a complaint recently made by 
Member Alina Shipilina about an alleged violation of a temporary order of protection, the 
plaintiff would have to surrender for arrest at a time worked out with the plaintiff’s 
attorney. 
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310. The temporary order of protection referred to by Member Henning was the one 
that Member Alina Shipilina obtained by testifying falsely in an ex parte hearing in 
January 2001. 

311. That temporary order of protection had been dismissed nine months earlier in July 
2001 . 

312. Member Henning could not explain why the plaintiff was to be arrested nine 
months after the temporary order of protection had been dismissed. 

313. The plaintiffs attorneys, at a cost of $3500, contacted Member Henning who 
could not specify the charge under which the plaintiff was to be arrested. 

314. Member Henning decided not to arrest the plaintiff on the previously agreed to 
date and told the plaintiffs attorney that he referred the matter to the Queens District 
Attorney’s Computer Crime Division. 

315. Member Henning communicated with Member Alina Shipilina, Mundy or 
Petrovich concerning the intimidation tactic through means that included interstate or 
international telephone calls. 

316. Members Mundy, Pertovich and Alina Shipilina also agreed in March to keep the 
intimidation pressure on the plaintiff by having Member Madison or Pierre, make another 
threatening telephone call to the plaintiff. 

317. Member Alina Shipilina and Member Barry, Flash Dancers’ Night Manager or 
Flash Dancers Manager 5 arranged for Member Madison or Pierre to make another 
threatening telephone call to the plaintiff. 

318. On March 27, 2002, in the evening, a man calling himself John Pierre telephoned 
the plaintiff and threatened him not to testify before the INS or try to reopen the 
Krasnodar criminal case. 

319. In late July or early August 2002 while in Krasnodar, Member Alina Shipilina 
contracted with the Enterprise’s Asypyan Criminal Association in Krasnodar to use any 
means necessary, including murder, to keep the plaintiff from testifying before any INS 
proceeding that might occur concerning member Alina Shipilina. 


VIII. Other Criminal Operations by the Enterprise that Impact the U.S. 

A. Krasnodar, Russia Nexus 

320. Enterprise Members Alexey Smolin, Khachaturyan A. Asypyan, Volchok, 

Raketa, Alina Shipilina, Albatross Club and Albatross Club Gangster 1 agreed in March 
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2000 that once Member Alina Shipilina obtained U.S. residency they would begin 
building an operation for transporting prostitutes, pornography and narcotics to America. 

321. Enterprise Members Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, 
Albatross Club and Albatross Club Gangster 1 agreed in March 2000 that Member Alina 
Shipilina would smuggle or arrange for smuggling profits out of America from the 
prostitution, pornography and narcotics operations. 

322. Members Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, Albatross Club and 
Albatross Club Gangster 1 currently transport prostitutes, pornography and narcotics 
from Krasnodar to America. 

323. Members Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, Albatross Club and 
Albatross Club Gangster 1 bribe U.S. government employees to acquire U.S. visas for 
Enterprise prostitutes. 

324. Members Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, Albatross Club and 
Albatross Club Gangster 1 arrange for counterfeiting U.S. visas and alien registration 
cards for Russian prostitutes to enter and work in America. 

325. Members Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, Albatross Club and 
Club Gangster 1 counsel and assist Russian prostitutes to make false statements on their 
visa petitions or applications. 

326. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network, and American 
Organized Crime Gang 1 entered into an agreement in 2000 with Members Smolin, 
Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, Albatross Club and Club Gangster 1 for the 
importation of prostitutes, pornography and narcotics into the U.S.; providing sponsors, 
petitioners and employers on visa applications for Russian prostitutes; and recruiting and 
hiring Russians unlawfully admitted to the U.S. 

327. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Fepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gangl and other 
American lap-dancing clubs sign on as sponsors, petitioners and employers in order to 
obtain visas for Russian prostitutes. 

328. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Fepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gang 1 and other 
American lap-dancing clubs certify, swear or declare as true information concerning 
Russian prostitutes that is intentionally false or omits facts in order to obtain the visas. 

329. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Fepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gangl and other 
American lap-dancing clubs employ the imported prostitutes to sell sexual services to 
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club customers and Internet subscribers to www.flashdancersnyc.com and other Internet 
sites. 

330. Enterprise photographer Dmitri Morosov supplies much of the Krasnodar 
pornography that Members Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, 

Albatross Club and Albatross Club Gangster 1 transport to America. 

331. The Krasnodar pornography is sold and distributed on the Cybertech Internet site 
www.flashdancernvc.com and other Internet sites by Members Flash Dancers Topless 
Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech, 
American Organized Crime Gangl and other American lap-dancing clubs. 

332. Member Alina Shipilina regularly smuggles into America narcotics that she 
obtains from the Enterprise’s Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Chechen Criminal 
Gang 2 or Russian Criminal Gang 4 in the Krasnodar region, which includes part of the 
Russian Caucasus. 

333. In 2000, Members Barry, Flash Dancers’ Night Manager, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 and 2 and Alina Shipilina agreed to surreptitiously feed imported narcotics to 
the prostitution and lap-dancing customers at Flash Dancers in order to keep them 
returning. 

334. Members Barry, Flash Dancers’ Night Manager, Flash Dancers Managers 1 and 2 
and Alina Shipilina secretly slip narcotics to the prostitution and lap-dancing customers at 
Flash Dancers. 

335. Member Alina Shipilina personally smuggles or arranges for the smuggling out of 
America some of the profits from the Krasnodar supply of prostitutes, pornography and 
narcotics. 

336. Member Alina Shipilina does not file the required reports for transporting over 
$10,000 out of the U.S. 

337. Member Alina Shipilina makes telephone calls from New York to Krasnodar 
concerning the Enterprise’s Krasnodar operations of supplying prostitutes, pornography 
and narcotics to America. 

338. Member Alina Shipilina periodically travels to Krasnodar for meetings with 
Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa and Albatross Club Gangster 1 concerning the 
Enterprise’s Krasnodar operations of supplying prostitutes, pornography and narcotics to 
America. 

339. Member Alina Shipilina began her career with the Enterprise in the early 1990s 
when, after moving from Grozny, Chechnya, she enrolled her name on what Krasnodar 
models call the “dirty girls list” at the Vasilyeva Fashion House. 
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340. The “dirty girls list” offered up a selection of prostitutes to powerful politicians 
and wealthy organized crime figures. 

341. Member Alina Shipilina in the mid 1990s expanded the Enterprise’s prostitution 
and pornography activities in Krasnodar. 

342. Member Alina Shipilina procured additional prostitutes, among them Krasnodar 
Prostitutes 1 to 3, for the Enterprise and employed a marketer or pimp named Rey to 
increase business in Krasnodar. 

343. The Enterprise’s Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 presently help Member Alina 
Shipilina recruit prostitutes for export to the U.S. 

344. Member Rey continues to pimp many Krasnodar models for the Enterprise by 
selling their sexual services to local gangsters and influential government officials. 

345. Member Rey provides models for transportation to America to work as prostitutes 
for the Enterprise. 

346. Member Rey provides models to perform in pornography produced in Krasnodar 
by the Enterprise for the U.S. market. 

347. Member Alina Shipilina still provides personalized prostitution services to some 
Members of the Enterprise’s Albatross Club when she returns to Krasnodar from New 
York City every two or three months. 

348. The Enterprise’s Vasilyeva Fashion House still provides call girl services in 
Krasnodar through its “dirty girls list.” 

349. The Enterprise’s Vasilyeva Fashion House obtains most of its revenue from 
recruiting Russian females to work as prostitutes in Russia and overseas. 

350. In 2001 Members Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima expanded the 
Vasilyeva Fashion House’s prostitution supply services to America when they obtained 
U.S. residency status and set up shop in Greenfield, Wisconsin. 

351. Members Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima provided the INS and 
Department of State with materially false information in order to obtain their visas and 
entry into the U.S. 

352. Members Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima import Russian prostitutes 
into America, in part, by smuggling them across the Canadian border. 

353. Members Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima intentionally provide the 
INS with false infonnation or omit facts in order to obtain visas for some of their 
imported prostitutes. 
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354. Members Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima promote prostitution in 
Wisconsin and other states. 

355. Members Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima travel within the U.S. and 
overseas in order to promote, manage and carry on the Vasilyeva Fashion House’s 
prostitution business. 

B. Moscow, Russia Nexus 

356. Member Alina Shipilina expanded her Enterprise prostitution services outside of 
Krasnodar in the late 1990s by advertising on the Internet and commuting periodically to 
Moscow for prostitution, hands-on lap dancing and pornography arranged for by Member 
Phodes Studio. 

357. Member Phodes Studio, at Member Alina Shipilina’s direction, advertised her 
sexual services on the Phodes web site and elsewhere by using naked pictures of her 
taken by the company’s president, Member Perlin. 

358. Member Phodes Studio periodically held and continues to hold Friday night 
parties that are attended by American executives working in Moscow; Russian gangsters, 
politicians and businessmen; and Phodes Studio models and prostitutes. 

359. Member Alina Shipilina attended many of these parties. 

360. In the late 1990s, Member Alina Shipilina also traveled to Moscow in order to 
find an American man to take her to America where she could assist in expanding the 
Enterprise’s activities. 

361. Members Alina Shipilina and Perlin agreed to further the Enterprise’s activities in 
America by finding Member Alina Shipilina an American to fraudulently marry. 

362. Member Perlin personally introduced Alina Shipilina to Americans in Moscow 
and included her on the Phodes Studio “Introduction” web site at the time. 

363. The Phodes Studio “Introduction” web site used and uses, currently at 
www.phodes.net. the Internet to duplicitously advertise Russian prostitutes as honest and 
decent women wanting to marry an American and raise a family in the U.S. 

364. Member Perlin generally charges the unsuspecting American thousands of dollars 
to meet a number of his clandestine prostitutes from whom to choose a wife or a girl 
friend. 

365. Member Phodes Studio has defrauded American men out of tens of thousands of 
dollars. 
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366. The “Introduction” web site is also a means by which the Enterprise maintains its 
fifth column in America for carrying out its criminal activities. 

367. In the late 1990s, Member Perlin agreed with an American official at the United 
States Embassy in Moscow to pay the official bribes in return for U.S. work and travel 
visas for some of Member Perlin’s Russian prostitutes. 

368. Member Perlin bribed the Embassy official with around $3,000 to $4,000 per 
visa. 

369. Member Perlin instructed his prostitutes to make false statements or omit facts in 
order to obtain U.S. visas. 

370. Member Perlin arranged with his business allies in the U.S. to provide or act as 
sponsors, petitioners and employers in which false or omitted infonnation was 
intentionally used to obtain visas and entry into the U.S. for some of Member Perlin’s 
prostitutes 

C, California, U.S.A. Nexus 

371. Member Perlin entered an agreement with Enterprise Member California Pimp in 
which California Pimp would assist in obtaining visas for Phodes Studio prostitutes and 
import them to California to work as prostitutes, lap-dancers and pornography starlets. 

372. Member California Pimp ran a brothel/lap-dancing club in southern California. 

373. Member Perlin obtained visas for a number of his prostitutes through the 
assistance of Member California Pimp. 

374. Member California Pimp intentionally made materially false statements or 
omitted information as the sponsor, petitioner or employer when obtaining visas for some 
of Member Perlin’s prostitutes. 

375. These prostitutes traveled to California where they worked for Member California 
Pimp who controlled and harbored them while they engaged in prostitution, lap dancing 
and pornography. 

376. Also centered in California Member Paulsen imports, distributes and sells 
pornography videos made with Russian prostitutes under contract to member Perlin and 
the Red Star model agency. 

377. Members Perlin, Marc L. Paulsen and Alina Shipilina, in the fall of 1998, 
produced a masturbation video at Phodes Studio in Moscow in which member Alina 
Shipilina starred. 

378. Member Paulsen imported the video to California. 


34 



379. Member Paulsen distributed the video in California and other states while 
Member Perlin sold it in Russia and over the Internet. 

380. On one occasion, U.S. Customs interdicted Member Paulsen importing 
pornography videos into America when he returned from one of his trips to Moscow. 

D. Cyprus Nexus 

381. The Enterprise’s Russian Criminal Gang 2 and 3 operated and continue to operate 
at least two brothel/strip clubs in Limassol, Cyprus: Zygos and Tramps. 

382. Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou use the Enterprise’s Athanasiou Agency and 
IRINIS as fronts for importing prostitutes and hands-on lap dancers from the Vasilyeva 
Fashion House and from other model agencies in Krasnodar. 

383. The Enterprise’s Athanasiou Agency and IRINIS also recruit prostitutes and 
hands-on lap dancers from other regions of Russia and the countries of Moldavia, 
Ukraine, Kazakhstan, Rumania, Bulgaria, Poland and the Philippines. 

384. Member Marios Athanasiou periodically flies from Cyprus to Krasnodar to 
distribute the cash profits from the clubs to the Enterprise’s Russian Criminal Gangs 2 
and 3. 

385. The Enterprise’s Athanasiou Agency and IRINIS acquire visas for foreign 
prostitutes and hands-on lap dancers by bribing Cypriot immigration officials, in 
particular, Member A.Charalambous, a chief immigration officer. 

386. Because prostitution is against the law in Cyprus, the visas falsely categorize the 
prostitutes as "artist(s)". 

387. Member Alina Shipilina traveled to Cyprus in December 1998 to work as part of 
the Enterprise’s network of Russian prostitutes earning hard currency overseas. 

388. Members Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima of the Vasilyeva Fashion 
House made arrangements with Members Melios, Irina and Marios Athanasiou in Cyprus 
for Member Alina Shipilina and another Vasilyeva model to work as prostitutes and 
hands-on lap dancers at Zygos or Tramps. 

389. Before beginning work, Member Alina Shipilina required a Cypriot doctor’s 
certificate stating she was free of venereal disease and AIDS. 

390. Zygos, where Member Alina Shipilina worked, offers a menu of sexual services 
for which an employee usually receives a third of the price for a sex act plus a daily 
salary. The menu includes “vaginal intercourse” 60 Cypriot pounds, “oral intercourse” 

20 pounds and masturbation 10. 
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391. In addition to selling sex at Zygos, Member Alina Shipilina cut her own private 
deals with club customers for sex outside of the brothel. 

392. Zygos’ manager, Member Marios Athanasiou, complained at the time about 
Member Alina Shipilina cheating the club out of money through her private deals. 

393. A prostitute at Zygos can net around $7,000 a month. 

394. During Member Alina Shipilina’s prostitution in Cyprus, she arranged for 
Enterprise members traveling back to Russia to smuggle her profits to Member Inessa 
Shipilina in Krasnodar. 

395. Member Alina Shipilina returned to Krasnodar in June 1999 with thousands of 
dollars in cash and gifts that she failed to declare to Cypriot and Russian customs. 

396. Member Alina Shipilina, who stands at over sex feet tall and around a 145 
pounds, hid the cash inside her body, the heels of her shoes and the lining in her 
suitcases. 

397. During Member Alina Shipilina’s sojourn in Cyprus, she maintained contact with 
Member Perlin of Phodes Studio in Moscow about business opportunities for her sexual 
services or Americans interested in marrying a Russian. 

398. In July 1999, Member Perlin notified Member Alina Shipilina of additional 
business opportunities for her sexual services in Moscow. 

399. Member Alina Shipilina traveled to Moscow where she appeared in another 
pornography video for Phodes Studio and performed at a couple of private business 
affairs as a prostitute. 

400. Member Alina Shipilina also met the plaintiff on her July 1999 trip to Moscow. 

401. In September 2000 members Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou, Alina 
Shipilina, Inessa Shipilina and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 agreed to export 
prostitutes from Zygos and Tramps to America. 

402. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 entered 
into an agreement in the Fall of 2000 with Members Marios, Melios and Irina 
Athanasiou, Alina Shipilina, Inessa Shipilina and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 for the 
importation of prostitutes and pornography into the U.S.; providing sponsors, petitioners 
and employers on visa applications for Russian prostitutes; and recruiting and hiring 
Russians unlawfully admitted to the U.S. 
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403. Members Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou, Alina Shipilina, Inessa Shipilina 
and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 presently transport prostitutes from Zygos and 
Tramps to America. 

404. A key juncture in the underground airway of prostitutes from Russia to Cyprus to 
the U.S. is Member Charalambous, a chief in Cypriot Immigration. 

405. Member Charalambous permits the Enterprise to import Russian prostitutes into 
Cyprus, arranges for the prostitutes to receive Cypriot papers that hide their true 
occupation and uses his contacts with American immigration to subsequently expedite 
travel visas to America for the Enterprise’s prostitutes. 

406. Members Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou, and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 
and 3 bribe U.S. employees to acquire visas for the prostitutes to travel to America. 

407. Members Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou, and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 
and 3 arrange for the counterfeiting of U.S. visas and alien registration cards so that their 
prostitutes can enter and work in America. 

408. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gang 1 and other 
American lap-dancing clubs act as sponsors, petitioners and employers for obtaining 
visas for the Cypriot prostitutes. 

409. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gang 1 and other 
American lap-dancing clubs certify, swear or declare as true information concerning 
Russian prostitutes that is false or omits facts in order to obtain the visas. 

410. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gang 1 and other 
American lap-dancing clubs hire the imported prostitutes to sell sexual services to club 
customers and Internet subscribers through www.flashdancersnyc.com and other Internet 
sites. 

411. In the year 2001, Members Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou, Alina Shipilina, 
Inessa Shipilina and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 agreed to produce pornography for 
export to America by using prostitutes from Zygos and Tramps. 

412. Members Marios, Melios and Irina Athanasiou, Alina Shipilina, Inessa Shipilina 
and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 export pornography to the U.S. 

413. The pornography is sold and distribute on the Cybertech Internet site 
www.flashdancernvc.com and other sites by the Enterprise’s American Organized Crime 
Gang 1. 


37 




414. Member Alina Shipilina smuggles and arranges for smuggling out of America 
some of the profits from the Cypriot supplied prostitutes and pornography. 

415. Member Alina Shipilina does not file reports on transporting over $10,000 of this 
money out of the country at a time. 

416. Member Alina Shipilina makes telephone calls from New York to members in 
Krasnodar and Cyprus concerning the Enterprise’s importing of prostitutes and 
pornography from Cyprus. 

417. Member Alina Shipilina periodically travels from New York to Krasnodar and 
Cyprus for meetings with other members of the Enterprise concerning importing 
prostitutes and pornography from Cyprus. 

E. Mexico Nexus 

418. Member Perlin exports Russian prostitutes to Mexico with the assistance of his 
Mexican partners, Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency. 

419. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency import prostitutes from Russia, 
Eastern Europe, South America and other parts of the world to engage in prostitution for 
the Enterprise in Mexico. 

420. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency obtain working visas for the 
prostitutes under the disguise of translators or other legitimate occupations. 

421. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency bribe Mexican immigration officials 
to obtain working visas for alien prostitutes. 

422. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency find positions for the prostitutes in 
the Enterprise’s brothel/lap-dancing clubs in Mexico, such as “The Men’s Club”. 

423. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency recruit and transport some of the 
Russian and Eastern European prostitutes across the Mexican border with the U.S. to 
work for the Enterprise as prostitutes, lap-dancers and pornography starlets in America. 

424. Members Roberto & Rosa Elina Quilan manage an Enterprise brothel/lap-dancing 
club in Mexico City—The Men’s Club. 

425. Member Mexican Organized Crime Gang 1 controls The Men’s Club. 

426. Members Roberto & Rosa Elina Quinlan and Mexican Organized Crime Gang 1 
recruit and transport some of the prostitutes that work for The Men’s Club into America 
to work for the Enterprise as prostitutes, lap dancers and pornography starlets. 
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427. Member Max Gracia Appedole assists in the transportation of prostitutes from 
The Men’s Club into America by bribing Mexican anny officials to allow the 
transportation of the prostitutes across Mexico’s northern border. 

428. Member Azul recruits females from Europe to work as prostitutes for the 
Enterprise at The Men’s Club and in the U.S. 

429. In the fall of 1999, Member Alina Shipilina earned tens of thousands of dollars 
for the Enterprise and herself by providing sexual services in Mexico while working at 
The Men’s Club. 

430. Member Alina Shipilina’s prostitution services included renting herself. Member 
Azul and others to wealthy businessmen for weekend trips to resorts such as Acapulco, 
Cancun and Puerto Vallarta. 

431. Member Perlin exports pornography produced at Phodes Studio in Moscow to 
Mexcio with the assistance of a Mexican partner called Salvador. 

432. Member Salvador transports some of the Phodes pornography into the U.S. to be 
distributed and sold by the Enterprise. 

433. Member Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, a well-known client of The Men’s Club, and his 
company Grupo Ibarra Aisa transport narcotics from Mexico into the U.S., Europe and 
Russia for the Enterprise and participate in the distribution of the narcotics in those 
countries. 

F. United States Nexus 

434. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry and American Organized Crime Gang 1 hire illegal Russian 
immigrants and Russian prostitutes to work as lap dancers and prostitutes. 

435. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry and American Organized Crime Gang 1, in order to increase 
the club’s business, promote prostitution among its lap dancers and customers. 

436. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry and American Organized Crime Gang 1 do not report to the 
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization that the club hires aliens for the 
purpose of prostitution and other immoral acts. 

437. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky and American 
Organized Crime Gang 1 ’s communications with the New York State Liquor Authority 
fraudulently concealed the prostitution activities conducted through Flash Dancers 
Topless Club. 
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438. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky and American 
Organized Crime Gang 1 misrepresented on their 1996 “license changes application” to 
the New York State Liquor Authority that the only type of business carried on at Flash 
Dancers Topless Club was dancing. 

439. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky and American 
Organized Crime Gang 1 misrepresented on their 1996 “license changes application” to 
the New York State Liquor Authority that the only person holding an interest in the Flash 
Dancers Topless Club was Member Lepofsky. 

440. Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers Managers 
1 to 5 and Barry and American Organized Crime Gang 1 falsely represent to the U.S. and 
New York State tax authorities that the club's lap-dancers work as independent 
contractors when they are actually employees. 

441. Flash Dancers’ night shift has at least 75 lap-dancers working every night of the 
year with the average dancer netting $500 a night. 

442. Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers Managers 
1 to 5 and Barry and American Organized Crime Gang l’s false reporting that its lap- 
dancers are independent contractors results in nearly $13 million in cash revenue earned 
by the lap-dancers going unreported and untaxed each year. 

443. As an example, Member Alina Shipilina grossed around $275,000 from July 2000 
to July 2002, just from lap dancing. 

444. Member Alina Shipilina failed to report most of her cash revenue for the tax year 

2000 when she listed her gross income as only $18,861. 

445. Member Alina Shipilina also failed to report most of her revenue for the year 

2001 and 2002. 

446. Member Alina Shipilina temporarily stores the cash proceeds of illegal and legal 
Enterprise activities in safe deposit box number 14699 at the Citibank branch located at 
411 Fifth Avenue, New York, New York. 

447. Member Alina Shipilina periodically smuggles revenues from illegal and legal 
Enterprise activities in amounts of over $10,000 out of the U.S. 

448. Member Alina Shipilina smuggles monetary instruments out of the U.S. on or 
inside her person or by arranging for other persons to transport the funds or by depositing 
amounts on her credit cards or ATM cards that allow her to withdraw the funds when 
overseas. 
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449. Alina Shipilina has taken the following known trips overseas and transferred 
funds from illegal and legal Enterprise activities in the amount of over $10,000 on each 
trip: 

a. September 2 to September 29, 2000, traveled via Aeroflot from New York City to 
Moscow then to Krasnodar, Russia, and then Limassol, Cyprus. 

b. December 18, 2000 to January 18, 2001, traveled from New York City to 
Moscow then to Krasnodar, Russia, and to St. Petersburg, Russia, and Cyprus. 

c. Mid-April to mid-May 2001, traveled to Moscow and Krasnodar, Russia, and 
Limassol, Cyprus. 

d. August 6 to September 12, 2001, traveled to Moscow and Krasnodar, Russia, and 
to St. Petersburg, Russia, and Cyprus. 

e. Late December 2001 to January 28, 2002, traveled to Moscow, St. Petersburg and 
Krasnodar, Russia, and to Cyprus. 

f. In July and August 2002 traveled to Moscow, St. Petersburg and Krasnodar, 
Russia, and Cyprus. 

450. Member Alina Shipilina deposits some of the money she smuggles overseas into 
her Global Equity Lund, account number 54660, at the Rank of Cyprus branch located at 
282 Aigos Lylaeeos, Aiga Lyaa 3083, Limassol, Cyprus. 

451. Member Alina Shipilina failed to report her Bank of Cyprus account on her 
Lederal income tax return for the year 2000. 

452. Member Alina Shipilina failed to report her Bank of Cyprus account on her 
Lederal income tax returns for the years 2001 and 2002. 

453. Member Stephanos, a bank employee in Limassol, Cyprus, began in September 
2000 along with Member Alina Shipilina to disguise the source and ownership of 
proceeds from illegal Enterprise activities in the U.S., avoid U.S. taxes and reporting 
requirements, and promote illegal Enterprise activities. 

454. Member Stephanos uses his banking connections to transport funds from illegal 
Enterprise activities in the U.S. to places overseas such as Cyprus. 

455. Member Stephanos uses the international telephone and wire system to distribute 
the proceeds of illegal Enterprise activities in the U.S. into the overseas accounts of 
Member Alina Shipilina and other Enterprise Members. 

456. Member Bank of Cyprus conducts financial transactions with proceeds 
represented to be from illegal Enterprise activities in the U.S. in order to disguise the 
source and ownership of the proceeds and facilitate the avoidance of U.S. reporting 
requirements and the promotion of illegal Enterprise activities. 

457. Member Bank of Cyprus conducts some of the financial transactions out of its 
New York City office that involve proceeds represented to be from illegal Enterprise 
activities in the U.S. 
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458. Member Rank of Cyprus uses the international telephone and wiring system to 
distribute the proceeds from illegal Enterprise activities in the U.S. into overseas accounts 
of Enterprise Members. 

459. On February 22, 2001, Member Alina Shipilina falsely swore to be a U.S. citizen 
when she registered to vote in federal and state elections in order to obtain a voter 
registration card that along with other documents can be used to create the mask of 
citizenship. 

G. St. Petersburg, Russia Nexus 

460. On or about December 2000, Member Alina Shipilina and Member Vladimir 
entered an agreement by which Member Vladimir would assist Member Alina Shipilina 
in smuggling U.S. dollars into Russia, smuggling narcotics into America and recruiting 
Russian females to work as prostitutes in the U.S. 

461. In late December 2001 or early January 2002, Member Vladimir of St. Petersburg 
arranged for Member Alina Shipilina to be escorted through Russian customs without 
having to report the tens of thousands of U.S. dollars she carried from America to Russia. 

462. Member Vladimir continues to arrange for Member Alina Shipilina to smuggle 
tens of thousands of U.S. dollars into Russia without reporting to Russian customs. 

463. Member Vladimir of St. Petersburg arranged for two Enterprise members, one 
with Russia’s Airport Intelligence and the other with Russia’s Organized Crime 
Department, to escort Member Alina Shipilina through Russian customs so as to prevent 
customs from checking her bags for narcotics when she flew back to New York City on 
January 28, 2002. 

464. Member Vladimir continues to arrange for Member Alina Shipilina to smuggle 
narcotics from Russia to America. 

465. Member Vladimir frequently travels from St. Petersburg to the Black Sea area 
under the cover of selling jewelry in order to disguise his operations of recruiting Russian 
females to work as prostitutes for the Enterprise in America. 


IX. Defendants Predicate Acts 


America 

Defendants Flash Dancers Topless Club. Jay-Jay Cabaret. Lepofsky, Flash Dancers Night 
Manager Barry, Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5, Madison or Pierre. Flash Dancers Gangster 1. 
Cvbertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1: 
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466. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 operations 
include white slavery in violation of 18 U.S.C. 2421 and importing aliens for immoral 
purposes in violation of 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

467. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 engage in 
fraud and the misuse of visas in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1546 by intentionally making 
material misrepresentations in order to maintain their supply of Russian prostitutes and 
lap-dancers. 

468. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 aid and 
abet fraud and the misuse of visas in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1546 by assisting Russian 
females in intentionally making material misrepresentations. 

469. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 failure to 
report to the INS on alien prostitutes working at Flash Dancers and through the Internet 
violates 18 U.S.C. 2424. 

470. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s 
importation by mail or otherwise for sale and distribution of pornography violates 18 
U.S.C. 1461, 1462 & 1465. 

471. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 engage in 
the predicate acts in fs 466 to 470 to raise revenues for the operation of the Flash Dancers 
Club, the Cybertech Network and other Enterprise activities and to receive money to 
establish Enterprise activities, 18 U.S.C. 1962(a); to maintain control over part of the 
Enterprise’s activities or acquire additional activities, 18 U.S.C. 1962(b); and to manage 
the affairs of part of the Enterprise, 18 U.S.C.1962(c). 

472. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 agreed to 
commit the predicate acts in ]fs 466 to 470 in furtherance of a conspiracy to make money 
for the Enterprise, maintain control over part of the Enterprise’s activities or acquire other 
activities and manage the affairs of part of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 

1962(d). 

473. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky and American 
Organized Crime Gang 1 ’s fraudulent concealment from the N.Y. State Liquor Authority 
of prostitution activities and the true owners of Flash Dancers Topless Club constituted 
mail fraud under 18 U.S.C. 1341. 
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474. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky and American 
Organized Crime Gang 1 engaged in the predicate acts in 473 to raise revenues for the 
operation of the Flash Dancers Club, the Cybertech Network and other Enterprise 
activities and to maintain control of and conduct the affairs of part of the Enterprise in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 

475. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky and American 
Organized Crime Gang 1 agreed to commit the predicate acts in 473 in furtherance of a 
conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 

476. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club; American Organized Crime Gang 1; and 
Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 1 and 2 acquire and dispense narcotics in violation of 21 
U.S.C. 841 and 952. 

477. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club; American Organized Crime Gang 1; and 
Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 1 and 2 engage in the predicate acts in 476 to maintain 
control of and conduct the affairs of part of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
1962(b) & (c). 

478. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club; American Organized Crime Gang 1; and 
Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 1 and 2 agreed to commit the predicate acts in 476 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & (c). 

479. Members Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 3, 4 or 5’s efforts to silence the plaintiff 
constituted tampering with a witness and informant in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

480. Members Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 3, 4 or 5 engaged in the predicate acts 
in f 479 to maintain control of and manage part of the Enterprise’s affairs in violation of 
18 U.S.C. 1962(b) &(c). 

481. Members Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 3, 4 or 5 agreed to commit the predicate 
acts in 479 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(b) & (c). 

482. Member John Madison or Pierre’s three threatening telephone calls to the plaintiff 
constituted tampering with a witness and informant in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

483. Member John Madison or Pierre engaged in the predicate acts in 482 in order to 
assist the Enterprise in maintaining control of and conducting a segment of its operations 
in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & (c). 

484. Member John Madison or Pierre agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]f 482 in 
furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(b) &(c). 
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Kuba Mundv & Associates, Mundv and Petrovich 


485. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ alien registration and visa mill operations 
play a key role in the white slave trade in violation of 18 U.S.C. 2421 and importing 
aliens for immoral purposes in violation of 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

486. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ alien registration and visa mill operations 
participate in fraud and misuse of visas in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1546 and the 
procurement of nationality unlawfully in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1425. 

487. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates use of coercion, intimidation and knowing 
participation in the threats of physical force against witnesses and infonnants constitutes 
tampering in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

488. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates engages in the predicate acts in ]|s 485 to 
487 to obtained revenues for its operation as an interstate law firm, to maintain its interest 
in the Enterprise and conduct its role in the affairs of the Enterprise in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 

489. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates agreed to engage in the predicate acts in ]|s 
485 to 487 in furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 
18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 


Mundv 


490. Member Mundy’s direction over the alien registration and visa mill operations of 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates plays a key role in the white slave trade in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 2421 and importing aliens for immoral purposes in violation of 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

491. Member Mundy’s complicity in fraud and the misuse of visas violates 18 
U.S.C. 1546, and his complicity in the procurement of nationality unlawfully violates 18 
U.S.C. 1425. 

492. Member Mundy’s direction of the use of coercion, intimidation and threats of 
physical force against witnesses and informants violates the tampering statute, 18 U.S.C. 
1512. 

493. Member Mundy’s use of the U.S. mail and interstate and international telephone 
systems in order to further clients’ frauds on the INS violates the mail and wire fraud 
statutes, 18 U.S.C. 1341 & 1343. 

494. Member Mundy, on three occasions, directed the tampering of the plaintiff as a 
witness and infonnant in violation 18 U.S.C. 1512. 
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495. Member Mundy’s knowing participation in the use of or the actual use by himself 
of interstate or international facilities to arrange for the bribing of Russian public officials 
was conduct in aid of a racketeering enterprise that violated 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

496. Member Mundy’s transfer or knowing participation in the transfer overseas of 
Enterprise funds from illegal U.S. activities in order to bribe Russian public officials 
violated the money laundering statute 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A). 

497. Member Mundy’s use of or knowing participation in using interstate or 
international facilities to arrange for the Enterprise’s coercion of witnesses in a Russian 
criminal case violated 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

498. Member Mundy’s transfer or knowing participation in the transfer of Enterprise 
money from illegal U.S. activities to Russia in order to pay the Enterprise’s gang 
members to coerce witnesses in a Russian criminal case violated the money laundering 
statute 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A). 

499. Member Mundy's knowing participation in the bribing of an unknown INS agent 
or agents in New York City violated the bribery statute 18 U.S.C. 201. 

500. Member Mundy committed the predicate acts in ]|s 490 to 499 to generate 
revenues for the operation of the law firm Kuba, Mundy & Associates, maintain control 
of the firm’s interest in the Enterprise and direct part of the affairs of the Enterprise in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 

501. Member Mundy agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 490 to 499 in 
furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(a), (b) & (c). 


Petrovich 


502. Member Petrovich’s complicity in the alien registration and visa mill operations 
of Kuba, Mundy & Associates violates the white slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421 and the 
importing aliens for immoral purposes statute 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

503. Member Petrovich’s complicity in fraud and the misuse of visas violates 18 
U.S.C. 1546, and his complicity in the procurement of nationality unlawfully violates 18 
U.S.C. 1425. 

504. Member Petrovich’s assistance in the use of coercion, intimidation and threats of 
physical force against witnesses and infonnants violates 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

505. Member Petrovich’s use of the U.S. mail and interstate and international 
telephone systems in order to further clients’ frauds on the INS violates 18 U.S.C. 1341 
& 1343. 
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506. Member Petrovich, on three occasions, assisted with the tampering of the plaintiff 
as a witness and informant in violation 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

507. Member Petrovich’s use of or assistance in using interstate or international 
facilities to arrange for bribing Russian public officials violated 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

508. Member Petrovich’s transfer or assistance in transferring Enterprise money from 
illegal U.S. activities to Russia in order to bribe Russian public officials violated the 
money laundering statute 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A). 

509. Member Petrovich’s use of or assistance in using interstate of international 
facilities to arrange for the Enterprise’s coercion of witnesses in a Russian criminal case 
violated 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

510. Member Petrovich’s transfer or assistance in the transfer of Enterprise money 
from illegal U.S. activities to Russia in order to pay the Enterprise’s gang members to 
coerce witnesses in a Russian criminal case violated the money laundering statute 18 
U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A). 

511. Member Petrovich’s assistance in the bribing of an unknown INS agent or agents 
in New York City violated the bribery statute 18 U.S.C. 201. 

512. Member Petrovich committed the predicate acts in ]|s 502 to 511 to generate 
revenues for the operation of the law firm Kuba, Mundy & Associates, assist in 
maintaining control of the firm’s interest in the Enterprise and conduct part of the affairs 
and implement some of the decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), 
(b) & (c). 

513. Member Petrovich agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]fs 502 to 511 in 
furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(a), (b) & (c). 


Alina Shipilina 

514. Member Alina Shipilina’s material misrepresentations and omissions on 
documents submitted to obtain her an immigrant visa in furtherance of the Enterprise’s 
Scheme violated 18 U.S.C. 1546. 

515. Member Alina Shipilina’s use of telephone calls between Russia and America to 
further the Enterprise’s Scheme violated the wire fraud statute 18 U.S.C. 1343. 

516. Member Alina Shipilina’s use of the U.S. mails to deliver lulling correspondence 
constituted mail fraud 18 U.S.C. 1341. 
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517. Member Alina Shipilina’s knowing participation in bribing an unknown INS 
agent or agents in New York City in order to protect the Enterprise’s Scheme violated the 
bribery statute 18 U.S.C. 201. 

518. Member Alina Shipilina’s agreement with the Enterprise’s Asypyan Criminal 
Association to use murder if necessary to prevent the plaintiff from testifying before any 
INS proceeding violated the murder-for-hire statute 18 U.S.C. 1958. 

519. Member Alina Shipilina’s entry into the U.S. in order to carry on and expand the 
unlawful activities of the Enterprise, including prostitution and drug smuggling, violated 
foreign travel in aid of a racketeering enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

520. Member Alina Shipilina’s knowing participation in white slavery violates 18 
U.S.C. 2421 & 2422. 

521. Member Alina Shipilina’s knowing participation in the importation of aliens for 
immoral purposes violates 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

522. Member Alina Shipilina violates 18 U.S.C. 1546, fraud and misuse of visas, by 
assisting Russian prostitutes to make false statements in order that they may obtain visas 
and entry into the U.S. 

523. Member Alina Shipilina’s knowing participation in obtaining U.S. visas through 
bribery violates 18 U.S.C. 201. 

524. Member Alina Shipilina’s knowing participation in the counterfeiting of U.S. 
visas and alien registration cards violates 18 U.S.C. 1546. 

525. Member Alina Shipilina’s importing or knowing participation in the importing of 
pornography for distribution and sale violates 18 U.S.C. 1462 & 1465. 

526. Member Alina Shipilina imports narcotics in violation of 21 U.S.C. 952. 

527. Member Alina Shipilina surreptitiously administered narcotics to plaintiff on 
multiple occasions in violation of 21 U.S.C. 841. 

528. Member Alina Shipilina surreptitiously dispenses narcotics to some of her 
prostitution and lap dancing clients in violation of 21 U.S.C. 841. 

529. Member Alina Shipilina violated 18 U.S.C. 1510 by attempting to obstruct the 
plaintiff from communicating with criminal investigators by offering the plaintiff a 
reward. 

530. Member Alina Shipilina, on three occasions, engaged in tampering with the 
plaintiff as a witness and informant in violation 18 U.S.C. 1512. 
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531. Member Alina Shipilina violated 18 U.S.C. 1512 by threatening the plaintiff with 
physical injury in order to keep him from providing information to U.S. authorities. 

532. Member Alina Shipilina’s use of interstate and international facilities in order to 
arrange for the bribing of Russian public officials violated 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

533. Member Alina Shipilina’s transfer or knowing participation in the transfer of 
Enterprise money from illegal U.S. activities to Russia to bribe Russian public officials 
violated the money laundering statute 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A). 

534. Member Alina Shipilina’s use of or knowing participation in using international 
facilities to arrange for the Enterprise’s coercion of witnesses in a Russian criminal case 
was conducted in aid of a racketeering enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

535. Member Alina Shipilina’s transfer or knowing participation in the transfer of 
Enterprise money from illegal U.S. activities to Russia to pay the Enterprise’s gang 
members to coerce witnesses in a Russian criminal case violated the money laundering 
statute 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A). 

536. Member Alina Shipilina’s hiding of money from some of the illegal activities of 
the Enterprise in her New York safe deposit box in order to evade U.S. taxes and to 
conceal the location and ownership of the proceeds violates the money laundering statute 
18 U.S.C. 1956(a)( 1 )(A)(ii) & (B)(i). 

537. Member Alina Shipilina’s failure to file reports on the transfers of monetary 
instruments out of the country in amounts of over $10,000 violates 31 U.S.C. 5316. 

538. Member Alina Shipilina’s transfers overseas of Enterprise funds from illegal U.S. 
activities in order to promote the illegal activities of the Enterprise, evade U.S. taxes, hide 
the origin and ownership of the funds and avoid U.S. reporting requirements violates 18 
U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A)(B)(i) & (ii). 

539. Member Alina Shipilina’s financial transactions involving Enterprise funds from 
illegal activities that promote illegal activities of the Enterprise, evade U.S. taxes, conceal 
the origin and ownership of the funds and avoid reporting requirements violates 18 
U.S.C. 1956(a)(1)(A) & (B). 

540. Member Alina Shipilina’s use of the international travel, mail and telephone 
systems to distribute some of the proceeds of the Enterprise’s unlawful activities into her 
accounts and the accounts of other Members overseas violates 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

541. Member Alina Shipilina’s use of the international travel, mail and telephone 
systems in order to manage, promote, conduct and facilitate some of the Enterprise’s 
unlawful activities violates 18 U.S.C. 1952. 
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542. Member Alina Shipilina committed the predicate acts in ]fs 514 to 541 to raise 
revenue for establishing and operating various activities of the Enterprise, to maintain her 
interests and the control of her interests in the Enterprise and to conduct and manage 
some of the affairs of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 

543. Member Alina Shipilina agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]fs 514 to 541 in 
furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(a), (b) & (c). 


Doctor Marc L. Paulsen 


544. Member Paulsen imports into America the pornography he produces in Russia in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1462. 

545. Member Paulsen transports pornography videos into the U.S. for the purpose of 
sale and distribution in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1465. 

546. Member Paulsen engages in the predicate acts in ]|s 544 & 545 in order to make 
money for operating or establishing Enterprise pornography activities in southern 
California in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to manage Enterprise pornography 
activities in southern California in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

547. Member Paulsen agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]fs 79 & 80 in furtherance 
of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima 

548. Members Anastasia and Dima’s enticement of Russian females to travel to the 
U.S. to work as prostitutes constitutes white slavery under 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

549. Members Anastasia and Dima’s importation of Russian females into America to 
work as prostitutes violates the white slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421 and the importing 
aliens for immoral purposes statute 18 U.S.C. 1328. 

550. Members Anastasia and Dima’s failure to file factual statements with the 
Commissioner of INS about the imported prostitutes they control and support violates of 
18 U.S.C. 2424. 

551. Members Anastasia and Dima’s providing of fraudulent information to the U.S. 
Government in order to obtain visas and entry for Russian prostitutes violates 18 U.S.C. 
1546. 
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552. Members Anastasia and Dima’s travels to the U.S. to establish their prostitution 
business in America violated travel in aid of a racketeering enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 
1952. 

553. Members Anastasia and Dima’s travels in interstate and foreign commerce in 
order to promote, manage and carry on the Vasilyeva Fashion House prostitution 
business violates 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

554. Members Anastasia and Dima committed the predicate acts in ]fs 548 to 553 in 
order to generate revenue to establish and operate a branch of the Vasilyeva Fashion 
House’s prostitution business as another tentacle of the Enterprise in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962(a) and conduct some of the activities of the Enterprise in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962(c). 

555. Members Anastasia and Dima agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 548 to 
553 in furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 
U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Police Detective Bob Henning 

556. Member Henning’s abuse of police authority to protect the Enterprise’s Scheme 
by intimidating the plaintiff into ceasing his cooperation with the INS constituted 
tampering with an informant under 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

557. Member Henning’s use of interstate and international telephone calls in 
furtherance of his role in intimidating the plaintiff violated the wire fraud statute 18 
U.S.C. 1343. 

558. Member Henning engaged in the predicate acts in ]fs 556 & 557 in order to 
implement the decisions of the Enterprise in conducting its affairs in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962 (c). 

559. Member Henning agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]fs 556 & 557 in 
furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(c). 


California Pimp 

560. Member California Pimp used fraudulent information in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
1546 in order to obtain visas and entry into the U.S. for Phodes Studio prostitutes. 

561. Member California Pimp imported Phodes Studio prostitutes to California for 
prostitution in violation of the white slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421, importing aliens for 
immoral purposes 8 U.S.C. 1328 and foreign travel in aid of racketeering 18 U.S.C. 1952. 
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562. Member California Pimp failed to file a statement with the Commissioner of 
Immigration about the imported Phodes Studio prostitutes he harbored and controlled in 
the U.S. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 2424. 

563. Member California Pimp engaged in the predicate acts in ]Js 560 to 562 in order to 
make money for operating or establishing various Enterprise activities in southern 
California in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to manage various affairs of the 
Enterprise in southern California in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

564. Member California Pimp agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 560 to 562 in 
furtherance of an Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(a) &(c). 


Russia 

Asypyan, Volchok a.k.a. Woolfy, Raketa a.k.a. Rocket. Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross 
Club Gangster 1 

565. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster 1 ’s recruitment and transportation of females to America for prostitution 
violates the prohibitions on white slavery, 18 U.S.C. 2421 & 2422, and importation of 
aliens into the U.S. for immoral purposes, 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

566. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster 1 ’s bribery of U.S. officials to acquire visas and entry for Russian prostitutes 
violates 18 U.S.C. 201. 

567. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster l’s counterfeiting of U.S. visas and alien registration cards violates 18 U.S.C. 
1546. 

568. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster l’s transportation by mail and otherwise of pornographic materials to America 
for sale and distribution violate 18 U.S.C. 1461, 1462 & 1465. 

569. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster l’s transportation to the U.S. of narcotics violates 21 U.S.C. 952. 

570. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster 1 ’s foreign travels to promote, manage, carry on and facilitate their prostitution, 
pornography and narcotic businesses violate 18 U.S.C. 1952. 
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571. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Club Albatross 
Gangster 1 ’s engaged in the predicate acts in ][s 565 to 570 in order to make money for 
establishing and operating an interest in the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), 
to maintain control of part of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) and to carry 
on the affairs of part of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C 1962(c). 

572. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster 1 agreed to commit the predicate acts in Ifs 565 to 570 in furtherance of an 
Enterprise conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 8 U.S.C. 1962(a)(b) & (c). 


Asypyan Criminal Association 

573. The Asypyan Criminal Association’s contingency murder-for-hire contract with 
Member Alina Shipilina for preventing the plaintiff from testifying at any INS 
proceeding violates 18 U.S.C. 1958 and constitutes a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) 
to maintain an interest in the Enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 1962(b). 


Ostapenko, Kurilko and Borisova from the Department of Internal Affairs for Krasnodar 

574. Members Ostapenko, Kurilko and Borisova’s closing of the Krasnodar criminal 
defamation case against Member Inessa Shipilina avoided public exposure of the 
Enterprise’s operations which in turn furthered the Enterprise’s illegal activities in 
violation of 8 U.S.C. 1328, 18 U.S.C. 201, 1341, 1343, 1461, 1462, 1465, 1546, 1952, 
1956, 2421, 2422, and 21 U.S.C. 952. 

575. Members Ostapenko, Kurilko and Borisova furthered the predicate acts in ]J 574 
in order to knowingly implement the decisions for conducting the affairs of the Enterprise 
in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

576. Members Kurilko and Borisova entered an agreement to further the predicate acts 
in 574 as part of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 


Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna Vasilyeva 

577. Members Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna’s recruitment and exporting of 
Russian models to work as prostitutes in America violates prohibitions against white 
slavery, 18 U.S.C. 2421 & 2422, and importing aliens for immoral purposes, 8 U.S.C. 
1328. 

578. Members Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna engage in the predicate acts in If 
577 in order to raise funds to operate the Vasilyeva Fashion House, which affects foreign 
and interstate commerce, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), and manage the affairs of the 
Fashion House’s part of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 
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579. Members Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna agreed to commit the predicate 
acts in f 577 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 
1962(a) & (c). 


Dmitri Morosov 


580. Member Morosov’s production of pornography for transportation by mail and 
otherwise to America for sale and distribution facilitates the violation of 18 U.S.C. 1461, 
1462 & 1465. 

581. Member Morosov engaged in the predicate acts in ]J 580 in order to raise money 
to continue the Enterprise’s production of pornography in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) 
and to knowingly implement the Enterprise’s decisions on producing pornography and 
manage that production in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

582. Member Morosov agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]f 580 in furtherance of a 
conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Rey-Krasnodar Pimp 

583. Member Rey’s enticement of Russian models and females to travel to the U.S. to 
engage in prostitution for the Enterprise violates 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

584. Member Rey engages in the predicate acts in f 583 to raise funds for operating his 
interest in the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and knowingly implement the 
decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

585. Member Rey agreed to commit the predicate acts in 583 in furtherance of a 
conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 8 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Inessa A. Shipilina 

586. Member Inessa Shipilina’s furtherance of the Enterprise’s Scheme through 
telephone calls between Russia and America and faxes sent to America violated the wire 
fraud statute 18 U.S.C. 1343. 

587. Member Inessa Shipilina’s furtherance of the Enterprise’s Scheme through letters 
sent through the U.S. postal service violated the mail fraud statute 18 U.S.C. 1341. 

588. Member Inessa Shipilina’s participation in white slavery export and recruitment 
violates 18 U.S.C. 2421 & 2422. 
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589. Member Inessa Shipilina’s participation in the export to America of aliens for 
immoral purposes violates 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

590. Member Inessa Shipilina’s participation in the counterfeiting of U.S. visas and 
alien registration cards violates 18 U.S.C. 1546. 

591. Member Inessa Shipilina’s participation in exporting pornography to America for 
distribution and sale violates 18 U.S.C. 1462 & 1465. 

592. Member Inessa Shipilina engages in the predicate acts in ]fs 586 to 591 to raise 
revenue for establishing and operating various activities of the Enterprise, to maintain her 
interests and the control of her interests in the Enterprise and to conduct and manage 
some of the affairs of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 

593. Member Inessa Shipilina agreed to commit the predicate acts in fs 586 to 591 in 
furtherance of an 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) conspiracy to violated 18 U.S.C. 1962(a)(b) & (c). 


Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko-Vice Rector Krasnodar State Academy 


594. Member Minchenko kidnapped the plaintiff in violation of New York State Penal 
Code 135.20. 

595. Member Minchenko’s complicity in the recruitment of prostitutes to travel to the 
U.S. for the Enterprise violates white slavery law 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

596. Member Minchenko engaged in the predicate acts in ]|s 594 & 595 to raise funds 
to operate his interest in the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), to maintain his 
interest in the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) and to knowingly implement 
the decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

597. Member Minchenko agreed to commit the predicate acts in 594 & 595 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & 
(c). 


Phodes Studio Co.. Leonid Perlin, President Phodes Studio Co., and Russian Criminal Gang 1 

598. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s operation of an 
“Introduction” web site for defrauding Americans constitutes wire fraud under 18 U.S.C. 
1343. 

599. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s operation of an 
“Introduction” web site enables the Enterprise to expand its sexual services operations in 
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America through white slavery, 18 U.S.C. 2421, and the importation of aliens for 
immoral purposes, 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

600. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s complicity in 
fraud to obtain U.S. visas for their prostitutes violates of 18 U.S.C. 1546. 

601. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s bribing of a U.S. 
official at the American Embassy in Moscow to obtain visas for Phodes Studio prostitutes 
violated 18 U.S.C. 201. 

602. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s recruitment and 
transportation of prostitutes to California violated the prohibitions on white slavery, 18 
U.S.C. 2421 & 2422, and transporting aliens for immoral purposes, 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

603. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s on going 
recruitment and transportation of prostitutes to America violates the prohibitions on white 
slavery, 18 U.S.C. 2421 & 2422, and transporting aliens for immoral purposes, 8 U.S.C. 
1328. 

604. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 aid and abet the 
import into America of Member Paulsen’s pornography videos in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
1462. 

605. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 aid and abet the 
sale and distribution of Member Paulsen’s pornography videos in America in violation of 
18 U.S.C. 1465. 

606. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 engaged in the 
predicate acts in ]fs 598 to 605 in order to generate money to operate Phodes Studio, 
which affects foreign commerce, and their branch of the Enterprise in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962(a), to maintain control of their interest in the Enterprise in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962(b) and direct the affairs of their branch of the Enterprise in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962(c). 

607. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 agreed to commit 
the predicate acts in fs 598 to 605 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) 
to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & (c). 


Vladimir of St. Petersburg 

608. Member Vladimir’s complicity in Member Alina Shipilina’s transfer from 

America to Russia in late 2001 or early 2002 of funds from illegal Enterprise activities in 
order to promote the Enterprise’s unlawful activities and assist Member Alina Shipilina 
in evading U.S. taxes constituted money laundering under 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) & 
(ii). 
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609. Member Vladimir’s complicity in Member Alina Shipilina’s transfer from 
America to Russia in late 2001 or early 2002 of funds from illegal Enterprise activities in 
order to conceal the origin of the money and avoid reporting requirements constituted 
money laundering under 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(l)(B)(i) & (ii). 

610. Member Vladimir’s ongoing complicity in smuggling proceeds from illegal 
Enterprise activities violates 18 U.S.C. 1956. 

611. Member Vladimir’s complicity in the importation of narcotics into America by 
Member Alina Shipilina in January 2002 violated the prohibition on importing narcotics 
into the U.S. under 21 U.S.C. 952. 

612. Member Vladimir’s ongoing complicity in the importation of narcotics into 
America by Member Alina Shipilina violates the prohibition on importing narcotics into 
the U.S. under 21 U.S.C. 952. 

613. Member Vladimir’s recruitment of Russian females to travel to the U.S. to work 
as prostitutes violates the white slavery statute on enticement 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

614. Member Vladimir engaged in the predicate acts in ]|s 608 to 613 in order to 
generate money to expand his jewelry business, which affects foreign commerce, in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to knowingly implement the decisions of the 
Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

615. Member Vladimir agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 608 to 613 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Krasnodar Briber 


616. Member Krasnodar Briber 1 ’s paying of money to Members Ostapenko, Kurilko 
and Borisova to close a criminal case that would have exposed some of the Enterprise’s 
illegal operations aided and abetted those activities in violation of 8 U.S.C. 1328, 18 
U.S.C. 201, 1341, 1343, 1461, 1462, 1465, 1546, 1952, 1956, 2421, 2422 and 21U.S.C. 
952. 

617. Member Krasnodar Briber 1 aided and abetted the predicate acts in 616 in order 
to maintain the Enterprise’s interests in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) and to knowingly 
implement the decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

618. Member Krasnodar Briber 1 agreed to aide and abet the predicate acts in ]f 616 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & (c). 
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Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 


619. Members Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3’s ongoing recruitment of Russian females 
to travel to America to engage in prostitution violates the white slavery enticement statute 
18U.S.C. 2422. 

620. Members Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 engage in the predicate acts in 619 in 
order to generate money for operating the Enterprise’s recruitment of exportable Russian 
prostitutes in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to knowingly implement the decisions of 
the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

621. Members Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 agreed to commit the predicate acts in 
619 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violatel8 U.S.C. 1962(a) 

& (c). 


Krasnodar State Academy Thugs 1 and 2 

622. Members Thug 1 and 2 aided and abetted in kidnapping the plaintiff in violation 
of New York State Penal Code 135.20. 

623. Members Thug 1 and 2 aid and abet Minchenko in recruiting college coeds for the 
Enterprise to send to the U.S. to work as prostitutes in violation of 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

624. Members Thug 1 and 2 engaged in the predicate acts in ][ 622 to knowingly 
implement the decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

625. Members Thug 1 and 2 engage in the predicate acts in ][ 623 to knowingly 
implement the decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

626. Members Thug 1 and 2 agreed to commit the predicate acts in ][s 622 & 623 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violatel8 U.S.C. 1962(c). 


Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan, Russian Criminal Gang 5 and Chechen Criminal Gang 1 

627. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Gang 5 or Chechen 
Gang 1 ’s use of coercion in preventing witnesses from testifying in the Krasnodar 
criminal defamation case avoided public exposure of illegal Enterprise activities that 
aided and abetted those activities in violation of 8 U.S.C. 1328, 18 U.S.C. 201, 1341, 
1343, 1461, 1462, 1465, 1546,1952,1956,2421,2422,and 21 U.S.C. 952 

628. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Gang 5 or Chechen 
Gang 1 engaged in the predicate acts in ]} 627 in order to maintain and control their 
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criminal interests and to knowingly implement the decisions of the Enterprise in violation 
of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) &(c). 


629. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Gang 5 or Chechen 
Gang 1 agreed to commit the predicate acts in 627 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 
18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & (c). 


Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan, Russian Criminal Gang 4 and Chechen Criminal Gang 2 

630. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Gang 4 or Chechen 
Gang 2’s sales of narcotics to Member Alina Shipilina and other Enterprise Members for 
importation into America violates of 21 U.S.C. 952. 

631. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Gang 4 or Chechen 
Gang 2 engage in the predicate acts in f 630 in order to raise funds for their criminal 
interests in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to conduct part of the affairs of the 
Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

632. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Gang 4 or Chechen 
Gang 2 agreed to commit the predicate acts in f 630 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 
18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Cyprus 

Bank of Cyprus 

633. Member Bank of Cyprus’ financial transactions involving money from illegal 
Enterprise activities in order to hide the origin and ownership of the funds and avoid U.S. 
reporting requirements violates 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(l)(B)(i) & (ii). 

634. Member Bank of Cyprus’ transfers of funds from illegal Enterprise activities in 
order to hide the origin and ownership of the money and avoid U.S. reporting 
requirements violates 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(B)(i) & (ii). 

635. Member Bank of Cyprus’ use of international facilities to distribute the proceeds 
from unlawful Enterprise activities constitutes actions in aid of a racketeering enterprise 
under 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

636. Member Bank of Cyprus engages in the predicate acts in ]fs 633 to 635 in order to 
generate revenues for its banking operations, which affect interstate and foreign 
commerce, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), to maintain its money laundering business 
with the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) and to knowingly implement the 
decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 
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637. Member Bank of Cyprus agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]Js 633 to 635 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & 
(c). 


Stephanos-Bank Employee 

638. Member Stephanos’ execution of financial transactions with Enterprise funds 
from unlawful activities in order to promote those activities and evade U.S. taxes violate 
the money laundering statute 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) & (ii). 

639. Member Stephanos’ execution of financial transactions with Enterprise funds 
from unlawful activities in order to conceal the origin and ownership of the funds and 
avoid reporting requirements violate 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(l)(B)(i) & (ii). 

640. Member Stephanos’ transfer of Enterprise funds outside the U.S. in order to 
promote the unlawful activities of the Enterprise violate 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(A). 

641. Member Stephanos’s transfer of Enterprise funds from unlawful activities outside 
the U.S. in order to hide the origin and ownership of the funds and avoid U.S. reporting 
requirements violate 18 U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(B)(i) & (ii). 

642. Member Stephanos’ use of international facilities to distribute proceeds from 
unlawful Enterprise activities into the accounts of Member Alina Shipilina and other 
Members constitutes aiding of a racketeering enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

643. Member Stephanos engages in the predicate acts in ]|s 638 to 642 in order to 
generate revenues for his banking operations, which affect foreign commerce, in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), maintain his money laundering business with the 
Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) and implement the decisions of the 
Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

644. Member Stephanos agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 638 to 642 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(c) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), (b) & 
(c). 


Marios. Melios and Irina Athanasiou; 1RINIS 182C Entertainment; and Melios Atbanasiou 
Agencies (collectively referred to as “Athanasious”) and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3. 

645. The recruitment of prostitutes by Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal 
Gangs 2 and 3 for transportation to America from Cyprus violates the white slavery 
enticement statute 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

646. The transportation of prostitutes to America by Members Athanasious and 
Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 violates the white slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421. 
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647. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3’s aiding and abetting 
the importation of aliens into the U.S. for immoral purposes violate 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

648. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3’s bribery or 
participation in the bribery of U.S. employees to obtain visas for their prostitutes violates 
18 U.S.C. 201. 

649. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3’s complicity in the 
use of fraud to obtain their prostitutes entry into the U.S. violates 18 U.S.C. 1546. 

650. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3’s counterfeiting or 
participation in the counterfeiting of U.S. visas and alien registration cards violates 18 
U.S.C. 1546. 

651. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3’s travels in foreign 
commerce to promote, manage and carry on their prostitution business violates 18 U.S.C. 
1952, travel in aid of a racketeering enterprise. 

652. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3’s export of 
pornography by mail or otherwise for the purpose of sale and distribution in the U.S. 
violates 18 U.S.C. 1461, 1462 & 1465. 

653. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 engage in the 
predicate acts in ]|s 645 to 652 in order to raise money for the establishment and operation 
of Enterprise activities in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and conduct various affairs of 
the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

654. Members Athanasious and Russian Criminal Gangs 2 and 3 agreed to commit the 
predicate acts in ][s 645 to 652 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to 
violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


A. Charalambous- A Cypriot Chief Immigration Officer 

655. Member Charalambous’ complicity in importing Russian prostitutes from Cyprus 
to the U.S. violates the white slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421. 

656. Member Charalambous’ complicity in the importing of Russian females into the 
U.S. from Cyprus for immoral purposes violates 8 U.S.C. 1328. 

657. Member Charalambous engages in the predicate acts in Ijs 655 & 656 in order to 
raise funds for the operation of the Enterprise’s underground prostitute railway in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to knowingly implement the decisions of the 
Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 
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658. Member Charalambous agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 655 & 656 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Mexico 

Maria-Prostitute Headhunter for Julia Heart Agency and the Julia Heart Agency 

659. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency’s enticement of Russian and East 
European prostitutes in Mexico to travel to the U.S. and work as prostitutes violates the 
white slavery statute against enticement 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

660. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency’s complicity in the transportation of 
Russian and East European females into the U.S. to work as prostitutes violates the white 
slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421. 

661. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency engage in the predicate acts in ]|s 659 
& 660 in order to raise revenues for the operation of the Julia Heart Agency in violation 
of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to manage part of the Enterprise’s underground prostitute 
railway from Mexico to the U.S. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

662. Members Maria and the Julia Heart Agency agreed to commit the predicate acts 
in TJs 659 & 660 in furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 
U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


The Men’s Club, Roberto & Rosa Elina Quinlan and Mexican Organized Crime Gang 1 

663. Members The Men’s Club, Roberto & Rosa Elina Quinlan and Mexican 
Organized Crime Gang 1 ’s enticement of prostitutes working at The Men’s Club to travel 
to the U.S. to engage in prostitution violates the white slavery statute against enticement 
18 U.S.C. 2422. 

664. Members The Men’s Club, Roberto & Rosa Elina Quinlan and Mexican 
Organized Crime Gang l’s transportation of prostitutes from The Men’s Club into the 
U.S. to engage in prostitution violates the white slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421. 

665. Members The Men’s Club, Roberto & Rosa Elina Quinlan and Mexican 
Organized Crime Gang 1 engage in the predicate acts in ]|s 663 & 664 in order to 
generate funds for the operation of The Men’s Club, which affects foreign commerce, in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to manage part of the Enterprise’s underground 
prostitute railway from Mexico to the U.S. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

666. Members The Men’s Club, Roberto & Rosa Elina Quinlan and Mexican 
Organized Crime Gang 1 agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]fs 663 & 664 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 
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Max Gracia Appedole 

667. Member Max Gracia Appedole’s bribing of Mexican army and government 
officials in order to permit the transportation of females from The Men’s Club into 
America to work as prostitutes violates the white slavery statute 18 U.S.C. 2421. 

668. Member Max Gracia Appedole engages in the predicate acts in ]f 667 to 
knowingly implement the decisions of the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

669. Member Max Gracia Appedole agreed to commit the predicate acts in ][ 667 in 
furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

Juginta Raszyukevichina a.k.a. Azul 

670. Member Azul’s enticement of East European females to travel to Mexico and then 
to the U.S. in order to work as prostitutes violates the white slavery statute against 
enticement 18 U.S.C. 2422. 

671. Member Azul’s complicity in transporting East European females to Mexico and 
then to the U.S. to work as prostitutes constitutes white slavery in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
2421. 

672. Member Azul engages in the predicate acts in ]|s 670 & 671 in order to make 
money to operate her prostitution business centered in Holland, which affects foreign 
commerce, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to manage part of the Enterprise’s 
prostitution activities in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

673. Member Azul agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 670 & 671 in furtherance 
of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Salvador-Partner Phodes Studio 


674. Member Salvador’s use of the U.S. mail to transport Phodes Studio pornography 
into the U.S. violates 18 U.S.C. 1461. 

675. Member Salvador’s transportation of Phodes Studio pornography into the U.S. by 
means other than the post violates 18 U.S.C. 1462. 

676. Member Salvador’s transportation of Phodes Studio pornography into the U.S. for 
sale and distribution violates 18 U.S.C. 1465. 

677. Member Salvador engages in the predicate acts in ]|s 674 to 676 in order to raise 
funds for the operation of his pornography trafficking business, which affects foreign 
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commerce, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to conduct the affairs of part of the 
Enterprise’s pornography activities in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 

678. Member Salvador agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]|s 674 to 676 in 

furtherance of a conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) & (c). 


Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo and Grupo Ibarra Aisa 

679. Members Grupo Ibarra Aisa and Alfredo Ibarra’s transportation into the U.S. of 
narcotics violates 21 U.S.C. 952. 

680. Members Grupo Ibarra Aisa and Alfredo Ibarra’s aiding and abetting the 
distribution of narcotics in the U.S. violates 21 U.S.C. 841. 

681. Members Grupo Ibarra Aisa and Alfredo Ibarra engage in the predicate acts in ]|s 
679 & 680 in order to raise funds for the operation of their narcotics trafficking business 
in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) and to conduct the affairs of part of the Enterprise’s 
activities in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(c). 


All Member Defendants 


682. The above Members of the Enterprise engaged in the cited predicate acts with the 
requisite mens rea. 

683. Each predicate act was committed on behalf of every Member of the Enterprise, 
since each act was committed with the knowledge of, or was reasonably foreseeable to, 
each of the Members. 


X. Other Criminal Acts by Defendants 


America 

Defendants Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret. Lepofsky, Flash Dancers Night 

Manager Barry, Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5. Madison or Pierre. Flash Dancers Gangster 1. 

Cvbertech and American Organized Crime Gang 1 

684. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s material 
false statements and omissions in obtaining Russian females visas violate the perjury 
statute 18 U.S.C. 1621, the unsworn declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false 
statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 
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685. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s hiring of 
Russian aliens not lawfully admitted to work in the U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

686. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s failure 
to abide by the U.S. employment verification system for aliens violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

687. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s 
promotion of prostitution violates New York State Penal Code 230.25. 

688. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s false 
reporting of lap-dancers as independent contractors violates the Internal Revenue Code, 

18 U.S.C. 72, and New York State Income Earnings and Corporate Taxes 1801. 

689. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s 
conspiracies to commit the Federal offenses cited in]fs 684 to 686 & 688 and 
conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]fs 466 to 470 
violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

690. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 and Barry, Cybertech and American Organized Crime Gang l’s 
conspiracies to commit the New York offenses cited in ]fs 686 & 688 violate Penal Code 
105. 

691. Member Flash Dancers Manager 3,4,5 or Barry’s aiding and abetting the making 
of three threatening telephone calls to the plaintiff constituted coercion in the first degree 
under New York State Penal Code 135.65 and intimidation in the third degree under 
Penal Code 215.15. 

692. Member John Madison or Pierre’s three threatening telephone calls to the plaintiff 
constituted coercion in the first degree under New York State Penal Code 135.65 and 
intimidation in the third degree under Penal Code 215.15. 

693. Member Flash Dancers Manager 3 or Barry’s aiding and abetting the threatening 
telephone call in October 2001 to prevent the plaintiff from making a motion for a trial in 
the divorce/annulment case constituted tampering with a witness in the fourth degree 
under New York State Penal Code 215.10. 

694. Member John Madison or Pierre’s threatening telephone call in October 2001 to 
prevent the plaintiff from making a motion for a trial constituted tampering with a 
witness in the fourth degree under New York State Penal Code 215.10. 
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695. Member Flash Dancers Manager 4, 5 or Barry’s aiding and abetting the two 
threatening telephone calls in 2002 to prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with the INS 
constituted obstruction of an ongoing INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

696. Member John Madison or Pierre’s two threatening telephone calls in 2002 to 
prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with the INS constituted obstruction of an ongoing 
INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

697. Members Flash Dancers Manager 3,4,5 or Barry and John Madison or Pierre’s 
conspiracies to commit the Federal offenses cited in ]js 695 & 696 and conspiracies to 
commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]|s 476, 479, 482 violate 18 
U.S.C. 371. 

698. Members Flash Dancers Managers 3,4,5 or Barry and John Madison or Pierre’s 
conspiracies to commit New York offenses cited in ]|s 693 to 696 violated Penal Code 
105. 

699. Member Flash Dancers Gangster 1 ’s participation in preventing the plaintiffs 
process server from exiting the Flash Dancers club after serving process constituted 
unlawful imprisonment in violation of New York State Penal Code 135.10. 

700. Member Flash Dancers Gangster 1 ’s efforts to intimidate the plaintiffs process 
server into taking back the papers handed to Member Alina Shipilina constituted 
menacing in the third degree under New York State Penal Code 120.15 and obstructing 
governmental administration in the second degree under Penal Code 195.05. 


Kuba, Mundv & Associates 

701. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ subornation of perjury before the U.S. 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, Internal Revenue Service and Customs Service 
violated 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

702. Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ obstruction of INS proceedings violates 18 U.S.C. 
1505. 

703. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ subornation of perjury before the New York 
State courts and the New York City Police Department violated New York State Penal 
Code 210.10. 

704. Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ use of coercion, intimidation and tampering with 
witnesses or victims violates New York Penal Codes 135.60, 135.65,215.15 and 215.10. 

705. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ conspiracies to commit Federal offenses 
cited in ]|s 701 & 702 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law 
as cited in^js 485 to 487 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 
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706. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates’ conspiracies to commit New York offenses 
cited in Ijs 703 & 704 violate Penal Code 105. 


Mundv 

707. Member Mundy’s subornation of perjury by Member Alina Shipilina to the INS 
violated 18 U.S.C. 1621. 

708. Member Mundy’s subornation of perjury by Member Alina Shipilina before the 
New York State Supreme Court, the New York City Family Court and the New York 
City Police Department violated New York State Penal Code 210.10. 

709. Member Mundy’s efforts to have the plaintiff lie to the INS in order to obtain 
permanent residency for Member Alina Shipilina constituted obstructing an INS 
proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

710. Member Mundy’s efforts to prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with the INS 
constituted obstructing an INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

711. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the silencing of the plaintiffs Russian 
witnesses in the New York divorce/annulment action constituted coercion in the first and 
second degree under New York Penal Code 135.60 & 135.65 and tampering with a 
witness in the fourth degree under Penal Code 215.10. 

712. Member Mundy’s two false statements to the plaintiffs attorneys constituted 
coercion in the second degree under New York Penal Code 135.60 and tampering with a 
witness under Penal Code 215.10. 

713. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting in the making of the three threatening 
telephone calls to the plaintiff constituted coercion in the first degree under New York 
State Penal Code 135.65 and intimidation in the third degree under Penal Code 215.15. 

714. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the threatening telephone call in October 
2001 to prevent the plaintiff from making a motion for a trial in the divorce/annulment 
case constituted tampering with a witness in the fourth degree under New York State 
Penal Code 215.10. 

715. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the two threatening telephone calls in 2002 
to prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with the INS constituted obstruction of an 
ongoing INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

716. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the threatening of witnesses in the Russian 
criminal defamation case with physical injury constituted coercion in the first degree 
under New York Penal Code 135.65. 
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717. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the bribing of Russian officials in 
Krasnodar violated the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. 78dd-2. 

718. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the transfer of funds from unlawful 
Enterprise activities to Russia to pay for the threatening of witnesses and bribing of 
Russian officials constituted money laundering under New York Penal Code 470. 

719. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the bribing of Member Henning of the New 
York City Police Department constituted bribery in the third degree under New York 
Penal Code 200. 

a. In the alternative, Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting the rewarding of Member 
Henning of the New York City Police Department constituted rewarding official 
misconduct in the second degree under Penal Code 200.20. 

720. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting of Member Henning’s actions that alarmed 
the plaintiff constituted aggravated harassment in the second degree in violation of New 
York Penal Code 240.30. 

721. Member Mundy’s aiding and abetting of Member Henning’s actions to scare the 
plaintiff out of cooperating with the INS constituted obstructing an INS proceeding in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505, coercion in the second degree in violation of New York 
Penal Code 135.60 and intimidation in the third degree in violation of Penal Code 215.15. 

722. Member Mundy’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited 
inljs 707, 709, 710, 715, 717, 721 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate 
Federal law as cited in]js 490 to 499 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

723. Member Mundy’s participation in conspiracies to commit New York offenses 
cited in Ijs 708, 711-714, 716, 718-721 violates Penal Code 105. 


Petrovich 


724. Member Petrovich’s subornation of perjury by Member Alina Shipilina to the INS 
violated 18 U.S.C. 1621. 

725. Member Petrovich’s subornation of perjury by Member Alina Shipilina before the 
New York State Supreme Court, the New York City Family Court and the New York 
City Police Department violated New York State Penal Code 210.10. 

726. Member Petrovich’s efforts to have the plaintiff lie to the INS in order to obtain 
permanent residency for Member Alina Shipilina constituted obstructing an INS 
proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 
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727. Member Petrovich’s efforts to prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with the INS 
constituted obstructing an INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

728. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the silencing of the plaintiffs Russian 
witnesses in the New York divorce/annulment action constituted coercion in the first and 
second degree under New York Penal Code 135.60 & 135.65 and tampering with a 
witness in the fourth degree under Penal Code 215.10. 

729. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting in the making of the three threatening 
telephone calls to the plaintiff constituted coercion in the first degree under New York 
State Penal Code 135.65 and intimidation in the third degree under Penal Code 215.15. 

730. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the threatening telephone call in October 

2001 to prevent the plaintiff from making a motion for a trial in the divorce/annulment 
case constituted tampering with a witness in the fourth degree under New York State 
Penal Code 215.10. 

731. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the two threatening telephone calls in 

2002 to prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with the INS constituted obstruction of an 
ongoing INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

732. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the threatening of witnesses in the 
Russian criminal defamation case with physical injury constituted coercion in the first 
degree under New York Penal Code 135.65. 

733. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the bribing of a Russian official in 
Krasnodar violated the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. 78dd-2. 

734. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the transfer of funds from unlawful 
Enterprise activities to Russia to pay for the threatening of witnesses and bribing of 
officials constituted money laundering under New York Penal Code 470. 

735. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the bribing of Member Henning of the 
New York City Police Department constituted bribery in the third degree under New 
York Penal Code 200. 

a. In the alternative, Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting the rewarding of 
Member Henning of the New York City Police Department constituted rewarding 
official misconduct in the second degree under Penal Code 200.20. 

736. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting of Member Henning’s actions that 
alarmed the plaintiff constituted aggravated harassment in the second degree in violation 
of New York Penal Code 240.30. 

737. Member Petrovich’s aiding and abetting of Member Henning’s actions to scare 
the plaintiff out of cooperating with the INS constituted obstructing an INS proceeding in 
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violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505, coercion in the second degree in violation of New York 
Penal Code 135.60 and intimidation in the third degree in violation of Penal Code 215.15. 

738. Member Petrovich’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses 
cited in Ijs 724, 726, 727, 731, 733, 737 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that 
violate Federal law as cited in ]fs 502 to 511 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

739. Member Petrovich’s participation in conspiracies to commit New York offenses 
cited in Ijs 725, 728-730, 732, 734-737 violates Penal Code 105. 


Alina Shipilina 

740. Member Alina Shipilina’s marriage to the plaintiff for the purpose of evading 
U.S. immigration law violated 8 U.S.C. 1325(c). 

741. Member Alina Shipilina’s material false statements and omissions to the INS and 
Department of State violated 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

742. Member Alina Shipilina’s use of her second Russian international passport, 51 
No. 0207805, to cover up the true extent and nature of her travels outside the U.S. 
violates 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

743. Member Alina Shipilina’s falsely swearing to being a U.S. citizen when she 
registered to vote violated 18 U.S.C. 1015(f) and New York State Election Law 5-201(6). 

744. Member Alina Shipilina’s false statements in registering to vote constituted 
perjury in the second degree under New York Penal Code 210.10. 

745. Member Alina Shipilina’s surreptitious feeding of narcotics to the plaintiff 
constituted reckless endangerment in the first degree under New York Penal Code 120.25 
or, in the alternative, reckless endangerment in the second degree under Code 120.20. 

746. Member Alina Shipilina’s repeated prostitution in New York violates New York 
Penal Code 230. 

747. Member Alina Shipilina’s promotion of prostitution violates Penal Code 230.25. 

748. Member Alina Shipilina’s battery on the plaintiffs process server, restraining the 
process server from leaving and attempting to intimidate the process server constituted 
unlawful imprisonment in violation of New York State Penal Code 135.10, menacing in 
the third degree under Penal Code 120.15 and obstructing governmental administration in 
the second degree under Penal Code 195.05. 

749. Member Alina Shipilina’s ongoing perjury to the INS violates 18 U.S.C. 1621. 
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750. Member Alina Shipilina’s perjury before the New York State Supreme Court, the 
New York City Family Court and the New York City Police Department violated New 
York State Penal Code 210.10. 

751. Member Alina Shipilina’s efforts to have the plaintiff lie to the INS in order to 
obtain permanent residency constituted obstructing an INS proceeding in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1505. 

752. Member Alina Shipilina’s threats of physical injury to the plaintiff in January 
2001 in order to make the plaintiff lie to the INS violated coercion in the first degree 
under New York Penal Code 135.65. 

753. Member Alina Shipilina’s efforts to prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with 
the INS constituted obstructing an INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

754. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the silencing of the plaintiffs 
Russian witnesses in the New York divorce/annulment action constituted coercion in the 
first and second degree under New York Penal Code 135.60 & 135.65 and tampering 
with a witness in the fourth degree under Penal Code 215.10. 

755. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting in the making of the three 
threatening telephone calls to the plaintiff constituted coercion in the first degree under 
New York State Penal Code 135.65 and intimidation in the third degree under Penal 
Code 215.15. 

756. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the threatening telephone call in 
October 2001 to prevent the plaintiff from making a motion for a trial in the 
divorce/annulment case constituted tampering with a witness in the fourth degree under 
New York State Penal Code 215.10. 

757. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the two threatening telephone calls 
in 2002 to prevent the plaintiff from cooperating with the INS constituted obstruction of 
an ongoing INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505. 

758. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the threatening of witnesses in the 
Russian criminal defamation case with physical injury constituted coercion in the first 
degree under New York Penal Code 135.65. 

759. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the bribing of Russian officials in 
Krasnodar violated the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. 78dd-2. 

760. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the transfer of funds from unlawful 
Enterprise activities to Russia to pay for the threatening of witnesses and bribing of 
officials constituted money laundering under New York Penal Code 470. 
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761. Member Alina Shipilina’s bribing of Member Henning of the New York City 
Police Department constituted bribery in the third degree under New York Penal Code 
200 . 

a. In the alternative, Member Alina Shipilina’s rewarding of Member Henning of the 
New York City Police Department constituted rewarding official misconduct in 
the second degree under Penal Code 200.20. 

762. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting of Member Henning’s actions that 
alarmed the plaintiff constituted aggravated harassment in the second degree in violation 
of New York Penal Code 240.30. 

763. Member Alina Shipilina’s aiding and abetting of Member Henning’s actions to 
scare the plaintiff out of cooperating with the INS constituted obstructing an INS 
proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505, coercion in the second degree in violation of 
New York Penal Code 135.60 and intimidation in the third degree in violation of Penal 
Code 215.15. 

764. For the years 2000, 2001 and 2002, Member Alina Shipilina’s substantial under 
reporting of her total income constituted evasion of U.S., New York State and City 
income taxes in violation of 26 U.S.C. 7201 and New York Income Taxes 1804. 

765. Member Alina Shipilina’s concealment of cash revenues in her safe deposit box in 
order to evade taxes violated 26 U.S.C. 7201. 

766. Member Alina Shipilina’s subscribing of her 2000, 2001 and 2002 tax returns that 
she knew were not correct violated 26 U.S.C. 7206 and New York Income Taxes 1804. 

767. Member Alina Shipilina’s failure to report her Bank of Cyprus account on her 
Federal income tax returns for 2000, 2001 and 2002 violated 26 U.S.C. 7206 and 31 
C.F.R. 103.24, which is punishable under 31 U.S.C. 5322. 

768. Member Alina Shipilina’s conspiracy with the Asypyan Criminal Association to 
kill the plaintiff if he may be called to testify in any INS proceeding constitutes a 
conspiracy in the second degree under New York Penal Code 105.15. 

769. Member Alina Shipilina’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal 
offenses cited in ][s 740-743, 749, 751-753, 757, 759, 763-767 and conspiracies to 
commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]|s 514 to 541 violate 18 U.S.C. 
371. 

770. Member Alina Shipilina’s participation in conspiracies to commit New York 
offenses cited in ][s 743-748, 750, 754-756, 758, 760-764, 766, 768 violate Penal Code 
105. 
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Doctor Marc L. Paulsen 


771. Member Paulsen’s business of selling and distributing pornographic videos in 
California violates 18 U.S.C. 1466 and California Penal Code 311.5. 

772. Member Paulsen’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited 
in f 771 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in fs 
544 & 545 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

773. Member Paulsen’s participation in conspiracies to commit the criminal acts in f 
771 violates California Penal Code 182. 


Anastasia Vasilyeva and her husband Dima 


774. Members Anastasia and Dima’s false statements and omissions in obtaining 
Russian females visas violate the perjury statute 18 U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations 
statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

775. Members Anastasia and Dima’s pandering in Wisconsin violates the Wisconsin 
prostitution statute 944.33. 

776. Members Anastasia and Dima’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal 
offenses cited inf 774 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law 
as cited infs 548 to 553 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

777. Member Anastasia and Dima’s participation in conspiracies to pander violate 
Wisconsin Inchoate Crimes 939.31. 


Police Detective Bob Henning 

778. Member Henning’s misuse of his police powers to gain a benefit or deprive the 
plaintiff of one constituted official misconduct under New York Penal Code 195. 

779. Member Henning’s agreement to accept or acceptance of a benefit to influence his 
official action concerning the plaintiff constituted bribe receiving in the third degree 
under New York Penal Code 200.10. 

a. In the alternative. Member Henning’s agreement to receive or receipt of a benefit 
constituted receiving reward for official misconduct in the second degree under 
Penal Code 200.25. 

780. Member Henning’s actions that alarmed the plaintiff constituted aggravated 
harassment in the second degree in violation of New York Penal Code 240.30. 
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781. Member Henning’s actions to scare the plaintiff out of cooperating with the INS 
constituted obstructing an INS proceeding in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1505, coercion in the 
second degree in violation of New York Penal Code 135.60 and intimidation in the third 
degree in violation of Penal Code 215.15. 

782. Member Henning’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited 
in f 781 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ^s 
556 & 557 violated 18 U.S.C. 371. 

783. Member Henning’s participation in conspiracies to commit New York offenses 
cited in Ijs 778 to 781 violated Penal Code 105. 


California Pimp 

784. Member California Pimp’s false statements and omissions in obtaining Russian 
females visas violated the perjury statute 18 U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations statute 
28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

785. Member California Pimp’s promoting of prostitution violated California Penal 
Code 653.23. 

786. Member California Pimp’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal 
offenses cited in 784 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violated Federal 
law as cited in ]|s 560 to 562 violated 18 U.S.C. 371. 

787. Member California Pimp’s participation in conspiracies to commit the criminal 
acts in 785 violated California Penal Code 182. 


Russia 

Asypyan, Volchok a.k.a. Woolfy, Raketa a.k.a. Rocket. Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross 
Club Gangster 1 

788. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster 1 ’s recruitment of unauthorized Russian aliens to work in the U.S. violates 8 
U.S.C. 1324a. 

789. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster l’s counterfeiting or aiding and abetting the counterfeiting of documents for 
Russian prostitutes to obtain benefits under the U.S. immigration laws violates 8 U.S.C. 
1324c. 
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790. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster 1 ’s aiding and abetting the making of false statements and omissions in order to 
obtain Russian prostitutes visas violates the perjury statute 18 U.S.C.1621, the unsworn 
declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

791. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster l’s business of selling and distributing pornographic materials into the U.S. 
violates 18 U.S.C. 1466. 

792. Members Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club and Albatross Club 
Gangster 1 ’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited in ]js 788 to 
791 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]|s 565 
to 570 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Asypyan Criminal Association 

793. Member Asypyan Criminal Association’s agreement with Member Alina 
Shipilina to kill the plaintiff if he may be called to testify at an INS proceeding 
constitutes conspiracy in the second degree under New York Penal Code 105.15 and 
conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. 371 to violate 18 U.S.C. 1505 by obstructing proceedings 
before the U.S. Government. 


Ostapenko. Kurilko and Borisova-Officials in the Department of Internal Affairs for Krasnodar 

794. Members Ostapenko, Kurilko and Borisova’s, participation in conspiracies to aid 
and abet predicate acts that violated Federal law as cited in f 574 violated 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna Vasilyeva 


795. Members Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna Vasilyeva’s recruitment of 
unauthorized Russian aliens to work in the U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

796. Members Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna Vasilyeva’s aiding and abetting 
the making of false statements and omissions in order to obtain Russian prostitutes visas 
violates the perjury statute 18 U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 
1746 and the false statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

797. Members Vasilyeva Fashion House and Tatyanna Vasilyeva’s participation in 
conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited in ]fs 795 & 796 and conspiracies to 
commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]|s 577 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Dmitri Morosov 
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798. Member Morosov’s business of aiding and abetting the sale and distribution of 
pornographic materials in the U.S. violates 18 U.S.C. 1466. 

799. Member Morosov’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited 
in ]j 798 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]f 
580 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Rey-Krasnodar Pimp 

800. Member Rey’s recruitment of unauthorized Russian aliens to work in the U.S. 
violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

801. Member Rey’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited in ]J 
800 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in 583 
violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Inessa A. Shipilina 

802. Member Inessa Shipilina’s aiding and abetting Member Alina Shipilina’s 
fraudulent marriage for the purpose of evading U.S. immigration law violated 8 U.S.C. 
1325(c). 

803. Member Inessa Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the silencing of the plaintiffs 
Russian witnesses in the New York divorce/annulment action constituted coercion in the 
first and second degree under New York Penal Code 135.60 & 135.65 and tampering 
with a witness in the fourth degree under Penal Code 215.10. 

804. Member Inessa Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the sale and distribution of 
pornography in the U.S. violatesl8 U.S.C. 1466. 

805. Member Inessa Shipilina’s aiding and abetting the counterfeiting of documents 
for Russian prostitutes to obtain benefits under the U.S. immigration laws violates 8 
U.S.C. 1324c. 

806. Member Inessa Shipilina’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal 
offenses cited in ]|s 802, 804, 805 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate 
Federal law as cited in^Js 586 to 591 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

807. Member Inessa Shipilina’s participation in conspiracies to commit New York 
offenses cited in U 803 violates Penal Code 105. 
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Vladimir Gav r ilovich Minchenko-Vice Rector Krasnodar State Academy 


808. Member Minchenko’s participation in conspiracies to commit predicate acts that 
violate Federal law as cited in Ijs 594 & 595 violates 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Phodes Studio Co.. Leonid Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 

809. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s recruitment of 
unauthorized Russian aliens to work in the U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

810. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang l’s aiding and 
abetting the making of false statements and omissions in order to obtain Russian 
prostitutes visas violates the perjury statute 18 U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations 
statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

811. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s business of 
selling and distributing pornography in the U.S. violates 18 U.S.C. 1466. 

812. Members Phodes Studio, Perlin and Russian Criminal Gang 1 ’s participation in 
conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited in ]|s 809 to 811 and conspiracies to 
commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ][s 598 to 605 violate 18 U.S.C. 
371. 


Vladimir of St. Petersburg 

813. Member Vladimir’s recruitment of unauthorized Russian aliens to work in the 
U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

814. Member Vladimir’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited 
in T| 813 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]|s 
608 to 613 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Krasnodar Briber 


815. Member Krasnodar Briber’s conspiracies to aid and abet predicate acts that 
violate Federal law as cited in 616 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 


816. Members Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3’s recruitment of unauthorized Russian 
aliens to work in the U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 
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817. Members Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3’s participation in conspiracies to commit 
Federal offenses cited in ]f 816 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate 
Federal law as cited in]f 619 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Russian Criminal Gangs 2 & 3 

818. Members Russian Criminal Gangs 2 & 3’s recruitment of unauthorized Russian 
aliens to work in the U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

819. Members Russian Criminal Gangs 2 & 3’s counterfeiting or aiding and abetting 
the counterfeiting of documents for Russian prostitutes to obtain benefits under the U.S. 
immigration laws violates 8 U.S.C. 1324c. 

820. Members Russian Criminal Gangs 2 & 3’s aiding and abetting the making of false 
statements and omissions in order to obtain Russian prostitutes visas violates the perjury 
statute 18 U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false 
statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

821. Members Russian Criminal Gangs 2 & 3’s business of selling and distributing 
pornographic materials in the U.S. violate 18 U.S.C. 1466. 

822. Members Russian Criminal Gangs 2 & 3’s participation in conspiracies to commit 
Federal offenses cited in ]|s 818 to 821 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that 
violate Federal law as cited in ]fs 645 to 652 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 4 or Chechen Criminal Gang 2 

823. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 4 or 
Chechen Criminal Gang 2’s conspiracies to aid and abet the transportation of narcotics to 
America violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 5 or Chechen Criminal Gang 1 

824. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 5 or 
Chechen Criminal Gang 1 ’s threatening of the plaintiffs Russian witnesses in the New 
York divorce/annulment action constituted coercion in the first and second degree under 
New York Penal Code 135.60 & 135.65 and tampering with a witness in the fourth 
degree under Penal Code 215.10. 

825. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 5 or 
Chechen Criminal Gang 1 ’s participation in conspiracies to commit New York offenses 
cited in f 824 violates Penal Code 105. 
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826. Member Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan or Russian Criminal Gang 5 or 
Chechen Criminal Gang 1 ’s conspiracies to aid and abet predicate acts that violate 
Federal law as cited inf 627 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Cyprus 

Bank of Cyprus 

827. Member Bank of Cyprus’ laundering of money from unlawful Enterprise 
activities through its New York City office violates New York State Penal Code 470. 

828. Member Bank of Cyprus’ laundering of money from unlawful Enterprise 
activities through its New York City office aids and abets tax evasion by Enterprise 
members in violation of 26 U.S.C. 7201 and New York State Income, Earnings and 
Corporate Taxes 1801 & 1804. 

829. Member Bank of Cyprus’ participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses 
cited in fs 827 & 828 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law 
as cited infs 633 to 635 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

830. Member Bank of Cyprus’ participation in conspiracies to commit New York 
offenses cited infs 827 & 828 violates Penal Code 105. 


Stephanos-Bank Clerk 

831. Member Stephanos’ laundering of money from unlawful Enterprise activities aids 
and abets tax evasion by Enterprise members in violation of 26 U.S.C. 7201 and New 
York State Income, Earnings and Corporate Taxes 1801 & 1804. 

832. Member Stephanos’ participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited 
in f 831 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in fs 
638 to 642 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 

833. Member Stephanos’ participation in conspiracies to commit New York offenses 
cited in f 831 violates Penal Code 105. 


Marios. Melios. Irina Athanasiou. IRINIS 182C Entertainment and Melios Athanasiou Agencies 
(collectively referred to as “Members Athanasious”) 


834. Members Athanasious’ recruitment of unauthorized Russian aliens to work in the 
U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 
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835. Members Athanasious’ counterfeiting or aiding and abetting the counterfeiting of 
documents for Russian prostitutes to obtain benefits under the U.S. immigration laws 
violates 8 U.S.C. 1324c. 

836. Members Athanasious’ aiding and abetting the making of false statements and 
omissions in order to obtain Russian prostitutes visas violates the perjury statute 18 
U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false statement 
statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

837. Members Athanasious’ business of selling and distributing pornographic materials 
in the U.S. violates 18 U.S.C. 1466. 

838. Members Athanasious’ participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses 
cited in ]|s 834 to 837 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law 
as cited in^js 645 to 652 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


A. Charalambous-Cyprus Chief Immigration Officer 

839. Member Charalambous’ participation in conspiracies to commit predicate acts 
that violate Federal law as cited in Ijs 655 & 656 violates 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Mexico 

Maria-Prostitute Headhunter and Julia Heart Agency 

840. Members Maria and Julia Heart Agency’s recruitment of unauthorized Russian 
and East European aliens to work in the U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

841. Members Maria and Julia Heart Agency’s aiding and abetting the making of false 
statements and omissions in order to obtain Russian and East European prostitutes visas 
violates the perjury statute 18 U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 
1746 and the false statement statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

842. Members Maria and Julia Heart Agency’s participation in conspiracies to commit 
Federal offenses cited in ]|s 840 & 841 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that 
violate Federal law as cited in ][s 659 & 660 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Men’s Club. Roberto & Rosa Elina Quinlan and Mexican Organized Crime Gang 1 
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843. Members The Men’s Club, Quinlans and Mexican Organized Crime Gang 1 ’s 
recruitment of unauthorized Russian and East European aliens to work in the U.S. 
violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

844. Members The Men’s Club, Quinlans and Mexican Organized Crime Gang 1 ’s 
aiding and abetting the making of false statements and omissions in order to obtain 
Russian and East European prostitutes visas violates the perjury statute 18 U.S.C.1621, 
the unsworn declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false statement statute 18 U.S.C. 
1001 . 

845. Members The Men’s Club, Quinlans and Mexican Organized Crime Gang 1 ’s 
participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited in ]|s 843 & 844 and 
conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]fs 663 & 664 
violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Max Gracia Appedole 

846. Member Max Gracia Appedole’s participation in conspiracies to commit 
predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]{202 violates 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Juginta Raszyukevichina a.k.a. Azul 

847. Member Azul’s recruitment of unauthorized East European aliens to work in the 
U.S. violates 8 U.S.C. 1324a. 

848. Member Azul’s aiding and abetting the making of false statements and omissions 
in order to obtain East European prostitutes visas violates the perjury statute 18 
U.S.C.1621, the unsworn declarations statute 28 U.S.C. 1746 and the false statement 
statute 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

849. Member Azul’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited in 
l|s 847 & 848 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited 
in Us 670 & 671 violate 18 U.S.C. 371. 


Salvador-Partner Phodes Studio 


850. Member Salvador’s business of selling and distributing pornographic materials in 
the U.S. violates 18 U.S.C. 1466. 

851. Member Salvador’s participation in conspiracies to commit Federal offenses cited 
in f 850 and conspiracies to commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]fs 
674 to 676 violates 18 U.S.C. 371. 
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Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo and Grupo Ibarra Aisa 

852. Members Grupo Ibarra Aisa and Alfredo Ibarra’s participation in conspiracies to 
commit predicate acts that violate Federal law as cited in ]fs 679 & 680 violate 18 U.S.C. 
371. 

All Member Defendants 

853. The above Members engaged in the cited criminal acts with the requisite mens 
rea. 


XI. Plaintiff’s Efforts to Obtain Assistance from Enforcement Agencies and State Courts 

854. In February 2001, the plaintiff applied for a temporary order of protection in a 
Queens County court following the January threat of physical harm from Russian 
criminals that Member Alina Shipilina made to the plaintiff. 

855. The Queens judge laughed at the plaintiff and denied the request. 

856. In October 2001 after the first threatening telephone call by Member Madison or 
Pierre, the plaintiff went to his local police precinct in order to report the threat and file a 
complaint. 

857. The two police officers on the desk at the 13 th Precinct laughed at the plaintiff, 
said there was nothing they could do and refused to even listen to the plaintiffs audiotape 
of the threatening call. 

858. In February 2002, plaintiff filed a complaint with the 13 th Precinct about the 
second threatening telephone call from Member Madison or Pierre. 

859. The police decided not to investigate and dismissed the complaint without even 
bothering to inform the plaintiff. 

860. The plaintiff learned the complaint had been dismissed only after calling the 
precinct. 

861. A detective told the plaintiff that the police didn’t want to do the work necessary 
to tract down and investigate Member Madison or Pierre. 

862. In February 2002, the plaintiff reported both the October 2001 and February 2002 
threatening telephone calls to two agents at the Federal Bureau of Investigation (“F.B.I.”) 
and provided the agents with tape recordings of each call. 
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863. At the end of February, one of the F.B.I. agents that the plaintiff had met with told 
the plaintiff that the F.B.I. had located Member Madison or Pierre, knew his real identity 
and the agents would have a talk with him. 

864. The F.B.I. agent would not give the plaintiff Member Madison or Pierre’s address 
or true identity. 

865. The F.B.I. was able to locate Member Madison or Pierre and determine his true 
identity by tracing a voicemail telephone number. 

866. In March 2002, the same F.B.I. agent, after contacting Member Alina Shipilina, 
told the plaintiff that the F.B.I. would not interview Member Madison or Pierre for fear 
that he might become angry and cause the plaintiff harm. 

867. The F.B.I. agent also told the plaintiff that the F.B.I. “was not an investigative 
organization,” so it could not help the plaintiff any further, and the agent warned the 
plaintiff not to open his apartment door to anyone he did not know and to watch out for 
himself in public. 

868. The plaintiff obtained a temporary protection order against further threatening 
calls pending a trial in a New York County court. 

869. The New York County court, however, refused to grant the plaintiffs motion for 
a subpoena to obtain the telephone records for the voicemail number of Member Madison 
or Pierre, so the plaintiff was still unable to discover the true identify of Member 
Madison or Pierre. 

870. The New York County court denied the plaintiff a pennanent protection order 
because the plaintiff could not detennine the true identity of the Member Madison or 
Pierre and thereby show a connection with Member Alina Shipilina. 

871. The plaintiff continues to fear for his business, personal safety and life. 

872. The plaintiff has provided and continues to provide a description of the continuing 
acts by the Enterprise against the plaintiff to his attorney so that his attorney might take 
appropriate action in case the plaintiff is incapacitated, disappears or killed. 

873. As a last resort, the plaintiff has brought this civil R.I.C.O. action in the hope that 
it will prevent the Enterprise from making good on its threats and provide the plaintiff 
just compensation for the harm caused by the Enterprise’s Scheme as conducted by the 
member defendants. 


XII. Effect of Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
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874. In its effect on interstate and foreign commerce, at the very least, the activities of 
the Enterprise: 

a. Span the globe and are expanding into states through out America; 

b. Move significant sums of money across interstate and foreign borders; 

c. Move prostitutes, hands-on lap-dancers, pornography and narcotics across 
interstate and foreign borders; 

d. Use interstate and foreign banking institutions; 

e. Involve customers that cross American state lines either physically or through the 
Internet to purchase sexual services and pornography; 

f. Increase the risk of sexually transmitted diseases among interstate and foreign 
customers; 

g. Increase health insurance premiums nationwide by increasing the incidents of 
diseases among some of the insured; 

h. Increase federal, state and local health expenses by increasing the incidents of 
diseases among some of the uninsured; 

i. Include operations overseas that have a foreseeable connection with U.S. 
interstate commerce, such as the recruitment of prostitutes, production of 
pornography, sales of narcotics, bribery and intimidation; 

j. Place law-abiding interstate and international entertainment companies at a 
competitive disadvantage through tax evasion and unfair business practices; 

k. Increase the tax burden on federal, state or local taxpayers, since members of the 
Enterprise consume govermnent provided services without paying their fair share 
in taxes; and 

l. Increase the operating costs for many legitimate businesses that are cheated by 
various scams conducted by Enterprise members which in turn increase the price 
of goods and services throughout the economy. 

Additionally, 

m. Members Flash Dancers, its owners and managers advertise and import goods 
across American state lines; 

n. Member Cybertech provides services across state lines and around the world via 
the Internet; 

o. Member Kuba, Mundy & Associates maintains New York and New Jersey 
offices; 

p. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gang 1, Alina Shipilina, the 
Vasilyevas, Vasilyeva House of Fashion, California Pimp, Asypyan, Volchok, 
Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club, Albatross Club Gangster 1, Asypyan Criminal 
Association, Rey, Inessa Shipilina, Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3, Phodes Studio, 
Perlin, Vladimir, Russian Criminal Gangs 1, 2 and 3, Minchenko, the 
Athanasious, Maria, Julia Heart Agency, The Men’s Club, the Quilans, Azul, 
Gracia and Mexican Organized Criminal Gang 1 transport or recruit prostitutes 
and hands-on lap dancers or facilitate recruiting or transporting of such across 
interstate or foreign borders; 
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q. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Lepofsky, Flash Dancers 
Managers, Cybertech, American Organized Crime Gang 1, Alina Shipilina, 
Paulsen, Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Smolin, Albatross Club, Albatross Club 
Gangster 1, Asypyan Criminal Association, Morosov, Phodes Studio, Perlin, 
Athanasious and Salvador transport or facilitate the transportation of pornography 
across state or foreign borders; and 

r. Members Flash Dancers Topless Club; American Organized Crime Gang 1; Flash 
Dancers Managers Barry, 1 and 2; Alina Shipilina; Asypyan; Volchok; Raketa; 
Smolin; Albatross Club; Albatross Club Gangster 1; Asypyan Criminal 
Association; Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan; Russian Criminal Gang 4; 
Chechen Criminal Gang 2; and Ibarra transport or facilitate the transportation of 
narcotics across state or foreign borders. 

XIII. Pattern of Racketeering Activity 

875. The Enterprise member defendants generate funds, acquire and maintain interests 
and conduct the affairs of the Enterprise through the numerous predicate acts cited in 
Section IX above. 

876. Member defendants’ predicate acts will repeat and multiply into the future in 
order to continue and increase the Enterprise’s businesses and income streams. 

877. Member defendants’ predicate acts will repeat and multiple into the future in 
order to further the Enterprise’s continuing Scheme to infiltrate and expand its activities 
into hard currency markets, especially the U.S. 

878. Member defendants’ predicate acts have occurred within temporal proximity of 
each other. 

879. Member defendants use predicate acts in order to assure the effectiveness of 
concurrent or successive predicate and non-predicate criminal acts, since often a number 
of different crimes are necessary for contributing to the successful operation of the 
Enterprise and its Scheme. 

880. For example, the flow of Enterprise human capital from the former Soviet Union 
often requires a combination of visa fraud, bribery, perjury, mail and wire fraud, and 
travel in aid of a racketeering enterprise in order to bring Russian managers, pimps and 
prostitutes to the U.S. 

881. In addition, the drive to maximize profits and minimize expenses of the Enterprise 
results in repeated tax evasion that requires money laundering and exporting revenues out 
of the U.S. without reporting so as to disguise the ownership and source of the revenues. 

882. Also, in order to protect valuable members threatened with exposure, the 
Enterprise members engage in criminal acts such as tampering with witnesses, unlawful 
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imprisonment, reckless endangerment, coercion, intimidation, official misconduct and 
menacing. 

883. The Enterprise’s Scheme of continuing expansion into hard currency markets 
targets American men looking for Russian wives and companions in order to defraud the 
men into bringing an Enterprise manager or prostitute to America in circumvention of 
U.S. immigration laws. 

884. Member defendants’ predicate acts in expanding and conducting the Enterprise’s 
U.S. operations enable the Enterprise to target thousands of additional consumers for 
sexual services with the result of dramatically increasing the health risks, such as 
exposure to AIDS, to those consumers and their partners. 

885. Member defendants’ predicate acts in expanding and conducting the Enterprise’s 
operations bodes ill for many legitimate entertainment companies by unfairly competing 
for entertainment dollars that would otherwise flow to the investors and employees of 
legitimate businesses in the leisure industry. 


XIV. Causes of Action 


First Cause of Action: 

RICO: Use of Income from Racketeering Activities 

886. Plaintiff incorporates all of the prior allegations of this complaint. 

887. Defendants’ conduct violates 18 U.S.C. 1962(a), and defendants are liable to the 
plaintiff for the damages set out below. 


Second Cause of Action: 

RICO: Racketeering Activities to Maintain Interests or Control 

888. Plaintiff incorporates all of the prior allegations of this complaint. 

889. Defendants’ conduct violates 18 U.S.C. 1962(b), and defendants are liable to the 
plaintiff for the damages set out below. 


Third Cause of Action: 

RICO: Participation in the Conduct of the Enterprise’s Affairs 

890. Plaintiff incorporates all of the prior allegations of this complaint. 

891. Defendants’ conduct violates 18 U.S.C. 1962(c), and defendants are liable to the 
plaintiff for the damages set out below. 
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Fourth Cause of Action: 
RICO: Conspiracy 


892. Plaintiff incorporates all of the prior allegations of this complaint. 

893. Defendants’ conduct violates 18 U.S.C. 1962(d), and defendants are liable to the 
plaintiff for the damages set out below. 


Fifth Cause of Action: 
Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 


894. Plaintiff incorporates all of the prior allegations of this complaint. 

895. Defendants Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret; Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates; Mundy; Petrovich; Alina Shipilina; Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 3, 4 or 5 
Madison or Pierre; and Henning are liable to the plaintiff for intentional infliction of 
emotional distress as pendent state law claims in this action. 


Sixth Cause of Action: 

Abuse of Process or, in the alternative, Prima Facie Tort 

896. Plaintiff incorporates all of the prior allegations of this complaint. 

897. Defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Alina Shipilina and Henning are liable to the 
plaintiff for abuse of process or, in the alternative, prima facie tort as pendent state law 
claims in this action. 


Seventh Cause of Action: 

Malicious Prosecution or, in the alternative, Prima Facie Tort 

898. Plaintiff incorporates all of the prior allegations of this complaint. 

899. Defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Alina Shipilina and Henning are liable to the 
plaintiff for malicious prosecution or, in the alternative, prima facie tort as pendent state 
law claims in this action. 


X. Damages 



900. The plaintiff has suffered damages to his business and financial interests by the 
use of funds from racketeering activities to finance the Enterprise’s Scheme. 

901. Funds from racketeering activities have been used to build a litigation war chest 
to fund fraudulent proceedings against the plaintiff and fraudulently defend against 
legitimate proceedings in order to whipsaw the plaintiff into submission and deplete his 
financial resources. 

902. Funds from racketeering activities have been used to bribe public employees into 
subverting the proper administration of the law in America and Russia so as to thwart the 
plaintiffs efforts to rectify the Enterprise’s hann done to his business reputation and 
goodwill. 

903. Funds from racketeering activities have been used to purchase the intimidation of 
witnesses in order to thwart the plaintiffs efforts to rectify the Enterprise’s hann done to 
his business reputation and goodwill. 

904. The plaintiff has suffered damages to his business and financial interests from 
racketeering activities used to acquire or preserve influence over some of the Enterprise’s 
activities. 

905. The predicate acts committed in furtherance of the Enterprise’s Scheme against 
the plaintiff have caused damages to his business and financial assets as well as imperiled 
his safety, life, liberty and right not to live in fear. 

906. The plaintiffs business and financial assets have been damaged from overt 
criminal and tortious acts done in furtherance of conspiracies. 

907. The plaintiffs business and financial damages from the Enterprise’s Scheme are 
in excess of one million dollars ($1,000,000) and include: 

a. Loss of profits from the plaintiffs law and consulting business over a two-year 
period of $200,000 from cessation of nonnal work as a result of the initial success 
of the Enterprise’s Scheme in defrauding the plaintiff into arranging for Member 
Alina Shipilina to enter the U.S. and, subsequently, the plaintiffs ongoing 
investigation of the Enterprise’s Scheme in order to prevent and rectify injury to 
the plaintiff; 

b. Business interruption expenses of $50,000, which includes the additional costs of 
bringing the plaintiffs business back up to the operating level it had achieved 
before the Enterprise directed its Scheme against the plaintiff; 

c. Loss of business opportunities of $150,000; 

d. Expenses in excess of $ 100,000 for the plaintiffs investigation and efforts to 
avoid and rectify injury from the Enterprise’s Scheme, including without 
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limitation the investigation of the tampering with and intimidation of witnesses 
and subornation of perjury and bribery. 

e. Damages in the amount of $500,000 to the plaintiffs reputation and good will as 
a result of the false allegations made against the plaintiff in carrying out the 
Enterprise’s Scheme. 

f. Such other damages to be proved at trial. 

908. The plaintiff seeks treble the damages proved, plus costs and attorney fees, 
pursuant to 18U.S.C. 1964(c). 

909. The plaintiff seeks attorney fees and costs as provided for in the New York 
Debtor and Creditor Law 276(a) 

910. The plaintiff seeks joint and several liability among the defendants. 

911. The plaintiff seeks relief pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 1964(a) in the form of orders 
prohibiting the defendants from hiding assets and prohibiting the defendants from 
continuing to violate R.I.C.O. 

912. Pending trial, the plaintiff seeks an order that defendants restrain from destroying 
evidence in their possession or control. 

913. Pending trial, the plaintiff seeks an order prohibiting the defendants from carrying 
out their threats or engaging in further intimidation, menacing, coercion or other illegal 
conduct against the plaintiff. 

914. Plaintiff seeks such other relief as is just and proper. 


XI. Demand for Jury Trial 

915. Plaintiff demands a trial by jury. 


Dated: New York, NY 
April 18,2003 


Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney for the plaintiff 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995 5201 
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dfltmtn 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhh@erols.com 


December 24, 2003 


J. Michael McMahon, Clerk 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 tMBMl 


Dear Mr. Mahon: 

In accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(a), the plaintiff requests certificates of default of defendants Anastasia A. 
Vasilyeva, Nicolay N. Vasilyev, listed in the complaint as Dima-Husband Anastasia Vasilyeva, and Cybertech Internet 
Solutions, Inc., listed in the complaint as Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network, for failure to plead or otherwise 
defend in a timely manner. 

Enclosed please find the Application for Certificates of Default and Declaration with exhibits in support of the 
application. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC: Hon. Michael B. Mukasey, Chief Judge 

US District Court 
500 Pearl St., Rm 2240 
New York, NY 10007-1312 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

-x 

Roy Den Hollander 


Plaintiff, 


Docket No. 03 CV 2717 (MBM) 
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Plaintiff’s Application to Clerk for Certificates of Default 
Against Defendants Vasilyevas and 
Cvbertech 


Defendants. 

-x 


-against- 

Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al., 


To the Clerk of the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York: 


The plaintiff, Roy Den Hollander, requests from the Clerk certificates of default of defendants Anastasia A. 
Vasilyeva, Nicolay N. Vasilyev, listed in the complaint t Exhibit H ) as Dima-Husband Anastasia Vasilyeva, (collectively 
“Vasilyevas”) and Cybertech Internet Solutions, Inc., listed in the complaint as Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network 
(“Cybertech”) for failure to plead or otherwise defend in a timely manner as provided by Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, Rule 55(a). 

This request is based on the attached declaration of Roy Den Hollander, attorney and pro se plaintiff, which 
shows the following: 

1. On June 14, 2003 defendant Anastasia Vasilyeva and on June 16, 2003 defendant Nicolay N. Vasilyev were 
served with the summons, complaint, notice of right to magistrate and consent fonn for magistrate pursuant to 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(c), as evidenced by the proof of service on file with this court (a copy of which is attached to 
the Declaration as Exhibit At . 

2. Defendants Vasilyevas have not served or filed an answer or motion or otherwise defended although they 
subsequently sent a letter in Russian, Exhibit B of the Declaration, to the Court and the plaintiff within twenty- 
days after service on them of the complaint, Exhibit H . 

3. Defendant Cybertech was served with the summons, complaint, notice of right to magistrate and consent form 
for magistrate pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(c) on June 16, 2003, as evidenced by the proof of service on file 
with this court (a copy of which is attached to the Declaration as Exhibit O . 

4. Defendant Cybertech has failed to file or serve an answer within twenty days of service of the complaint or 
defend in a timely manner. 

5. Defendant Cybertech is not an infant, in the military, or an incompetent person. 


Dated: New York, NY 

December 24, 2003 


/S/ 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 
Plaintiff pro se 

545 East 14 th St. 

New York, NY 10009 
212 995 5201 


A Couple Exhibits of the Default Motion 
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DAVID L. FE1NBERG 
Attorney At Law 
283 Maple Street 
West Heapstend, NY 11552 
(516) 539-2186 


January 8, 2004 


HON. MICHAEL D. MUKASEY, U.S.D.J. 

Chief Judge, Southern District of New York 
United Statos District Court 
500 Pearl Street, Room 2240 
New York, Now York 10007 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER V. FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, ot al. 

CV-03-271 7 (MBM) 

Dear Chief Judge Mukasey: 

I an writing this letter to oppose Plaintiff's rcquost for 
a certificate of default against Cybertech Internet Solutions, 
Inc., in the above-entitlod action. (Enclosed please find copies 
of Plaintiff's letter to the Clerk of this Court, his 
accoapanying application for certificates of default and 
Declaration in support of said application, and Exhibits C, 

D and E annexed thoreto.) Plaintiff's letter to the Clerk is 
dated December 24, 2003, and his application to this Court during 
the holiday season is indicative of the underhanded (though 
clumsy) manner in which Plaintiff has attempted to gain a 
judgment over Cybertech without providing that company with 
a fair opportunity to respond to the allegations against it. 

Plaintiff states that Cybertech was served with a summons 
and complaint for the above-entitled action on June 16, 2003. 

This is a false assertion, notwithstanding the fact that 
Plaintiff has shamelessly stated it at least three times. (See 
paragraph 3 of Plaintiff's Application for Certificates of 
Default, paragraph 7 of his Declaration and the Affidavit of 
Service annexed thereto as Exhibit C.) The Affidavit asserts 
that Cybertech was served at 50 West 33rd Street, oven though 
Cybertech has no offices or employees located at that addross. 

The Affidavit states that an individual named "Tara Kolin" was 
authorized to accept service on behalf of Cybertoch, though 
no such person works for Cybertech or is even known to the 
principal officer of said corporation. At the time Plaintiff 
allegedly served the Court's July 23, 2003 Order (Plaintiff's 
Exhibit D) upon Cybertech (once again, at the aforementioned 
incorrect address - please see Plaintiff's Exhibit E), Cybertech 
did not even have actual notice of Plaintiff's Complaint and 
would not have such knowledge for several months thereafter. 

In fact. Plaintiff has never served his Complaint in the above- 
entitled action upon Cybertech. Since Plaintiff failed to comply 
with his obligations concerning said service, the deadline 
specified by the Court in paragraph 1 of its July 23rd Order tor 
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"Defendants who havo boon served" la Inapplicable to Cybortoch, 
and any later deadline subsequently set by the Court for serving 
responsive papers would be similarly inapplicable to Cybertech. 

Furthermore, Plaintiff attempts to 9I0SS over tho fact that 
Cybertech was not properly named In the Complaint, as though this 
were somehow Insignificant. Before Mr. Hollander brought his 
ill-conceived pro so action against Cybertech and other parties, 
he obviously had to know that Cybertech was not incorporated 
under the name “Cybortcch Internet Strip Club Network." 
Plaintiff's failure to exercise due diligence with rospect to 
tho matter of properly designating Cybortoch in his Complaint 
is unprofessional and inexcusable. I believe that Hr. Hollander 
designated Cybertech the way that he did because he wanted to 
create an unfair impression that there is a linkage, at least 
conceptually, between Cybertech and some of the other Defendants. 
In any event. Plaintiff's attempt to obtain a certificate of 
default against a Defendant which ho has not even named correctly 
in his Conplaint should be rejectod. 

Plaintiff's Complaint was unknown to Cybertech until a 
motion to dismiss said Complaint that was made by a number of 
tho co-Defendants brought the matter to Cybertech's attention 
several months after it was allegedly served. I have already 
agreed to rospond to the Complaint on behalf of Cybertech, and 
tho roason why I hove yet to submit a direct rosponso to the 
Court is that I am not currently admitted to practice In the 
Southern District of New York. Since l am admitted to practice 
In the Eastern District of New York, I hove boon assured that 
there should be no major obstacles to my admission in the 
Southern District and I would oxpect to be admitted herein 
before the end of this month. 

When I am able to formally respond to the Complaint against 
Cybertcch following my admission, I expect that I will join in 
the motion made by several of the co-Defendants to dismiss tho 
Complaint in the above-entitled action. Until that time, for 
all of the foregoing reasons, I respectfully request that this 
Court issue an order instructing the Clerk of the Court to reject 
Plaintiff's application for a certificate of default against 
Cybertech Internet Solutions, Inc., with respect to the abovo- 
entltled action. In tho ovont that the Clerk of the Court has 
already granted Plaintiff's aforementioned application by the 
time this letter is received, 1 respectfully request that this 
Court issue an order vacating any such certificate of default. 

I thank the Court for its attention and consideration 
regarding this matter. 
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cc: Hon. J. Michael McMahon, Clerk 
Southern District of New York 
United States District Court 
500 Poarl Street 
Now York, New York 10007 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14th Street 
New York, New York 10009 


Zane and Rudofsky 

601 West 26th Street, Suite 1111 

New York, New York 10001 


McManus, Collura 4 Richter, P.C. 
48 Nall Street, 25th Ploor 
New York, New York 10005 


Jack Sachs 

111 John Street, Suite 1504 
New York, New York 10038 


Nelson Stern 

964 Third Avenue, 5th Ploor 
New York, New York 10155 


Vikrant Pawar 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
Special federal Litigation Division 
100 Church Street 
New York, New York 10007 


Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nlcolay N, Vasilyev 
2876 A South 46th Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53219 


Cybertech Internet Solutions, Inc. 
45 Church Street, 2nd Floor 
Freeport, Now York 11520 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York. NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhh@erols.com 


January 13. 2004 


Hon. Michael B. Mukasey. Chief Judge 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 

Darnel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street, Room 2240 
New York. N.Y. 10007-1312 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Toplns Club, rt al. 
Southern District C'nurt of Ness York, CV.Q3-27I7 (MBM) 


Dear Chief Judge Mukasey: 

This is in response to defendant Cybcrteeh Internet Solution's letter to the Court dated 
January *, 2004 concerning the plaintiffs application to the clerk for a certificate of default 
against Cybertech. 

As this Court knots s. an "application for a certificate of default" is not a motion for a 
default judgment: it is the first necessary step before filing a motion for default judgment, 
(S.D.N.Y.. L.R. 55.2(b)). Counsel for Cybcrteeh. David L. Fcinbcrg. apparently is unaware of 
this when he accuses me of a "clumsy" attempt to obtain a default judgment during the holiday 
season. (Fcinbcrg letter ' I) In addition, there is no requirement that an application for a 
certificate of default be serv ed on the defaulting party Dow Cliem. Pac. Ltd, v. Rascals* 
Maritime S A . 7*2 F.2d 329.336 (2d Cir. 19*6). Apparently Mr. Fcinbcrg does not know this 
either. But in the spirit of fairness and openness, the application for a certificate of default was 
nonetheless served on Mr. Feinberg. 

In any event, since service of the application for a certificate of default on Cybencch has 
had the effect of prodding Mr. Feinberg to finally appear on behalf of his client. I request the 
Court cither set a schedule for Mr. Fcinbcrg to file an answer or make a motion under Fed. R. 
Civ. P. 12. Mr. Feinberg's reason for delaying his response to the complaint because he was not 
admitted to the Southern District appears disingenuous, since he could have applied to the Court 
to appear pro hac vice—it’s only S25. 
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The remaining issuer raised in Mr. Feinberg's letter would be more appropriately dealt 
with in a Rule 12 motion in which Mr. Feinberg provides affidavits and legal citations on which 
he is apparently relying. The issues include: 


I. Whether Cybertech con overcome the presumption of service at its Manhattan address 
(also the location of the lap-dancing Paradise Club) os evidenced by the affidavit of 
service. Exhibit A : 


2. Whether Cybettech had notice of the claims against it as a result of live April 20.200} 
first class mailing of the request for waiver of summons and the complaint to the address 
listed by the New York Secretary of State for Cvbertcch in Port Washington. See Exhibit 
U, affidavit and certificate of mailing: (When there was no response from Cvbertcch as to 
the request for waiver of process, papers were served on its Manhattan office in an effort 
to reduce the cost of service that will be billed to Cybcrtcch under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d)): 


3. Whether ev en a pro st plaimifThas the right to amend a complaint to include the 
registered name of an inactive New York State corporation: Cybertech Interact 
Solutions—a name Mr. Feinberg refused to provide the plaintiff, and which corporation 
created and operates, among other web sites, the Internet '^Global Pom" and "Strip Club 
Escoru." See Exhibit C : and 


4. Wr'hcther Mr. Feinberg's request to join the current motion to dismiss by certain 
defendants after the plaimifT has filed his response and perhaps even after the Court's 
decision will be allowed even though Mr. Feinberg was informed of that motion on 
December 2.2003? 

Rather than circumventing the established due process procedures for resolving such 
issues, which is apparently Mr. Feinberg's strategy, I once again request the Court to set a 
schedule for Cyberlech to answer or file a Rule 12 motion so that the plaintiff has a meaningful 
opportunity to respond to Mr. Feinberg’s objections concerning the complaint. 

Thank you for your lime. 


Very truly y ours. 




Rov TJen Hollander 


CC: 

David L. Feinberg (Cvbcrlcch) 
Attorney at Law 
2*3 Maple Street 
West Hempstead. NY 11552 
TeL 516 530 2186 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT CF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


P.aintlff. 

•against- . 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUE, 
et al., 

i 

Defendants- i 

....-.X 


03 Cl/. 2717 (MBM, 
ORDER 


MICHAEL B. MUKASEY, U.S.D.J. 

Plaintiff has applied for entry of a default against the 
«asilyeva defendants ana defendant Cybertech Internet Strip club 
Network. All defendants who have appeared have filed and joined in 
motions to dismiss the er.tiro conplaint for. among other reaeons, 
failure to stace an actionable claim. That notion is not yet enn 

Accordingly, plaintiffs application for entry of a 
default against the Vasilyeva defendants and Cybertech Internet 
Strip Club Network is denied without prejudice to renewal, if 
appropriate, after the Court decides defendants' outstanding 
dismissal motions. Plaintiff is not to seek entries of default 
against any other defendant pending further order of the Court. 


Dated: New York. New York 
January 12, 2004 

-t- I 2 1 

r^/J TU U 



KichW^ S7 Mukase^. 
U.S. District Judge 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Defendants, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy (collectrvely referred herein 
as "Mundy') and Peter Petrovich ("Petrovich"), by their attorneys, McManus. Collura & Richter, 
P C., respectfully submit this Memorandum of Law together with the Declaration of 8radtey 
E Dubin. Esq dated September 19.2003 and the exhibits annexed thereto in support of the 
instant motion for an Order (1) dismissing the first, second, third and fourth causes of action 
contained in plaintiffs complaint with prejudice as against Mundy and Petrovich alleging 
violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act ("RICO"), 18 U.S.C 
§19f52(a)-(d). for failure to state a ctaim upon which relief can be granted pursuant to Fed. R. 
Civ. P. 12(b)(6) and for failure to plead predicate acts with sufficient particularity pursuant to 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b); (2) dismissing the fifth, sixth and seventh causes of action contained in 
plaaitrfTs complaint with prejudice as against Mundy and Petrovich alleging pendant state law 
claims for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted pursuant to Fed. R. Civ 
P. 12(bX6): (3) dismissing plaintiffs complaint and each cause of action therein with prejudice 
as aganst Mundy and Petrovich on the grounds that the complaint does not contain a short 
and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief pursuant to Fed 
R. Civ. P. 8<aX2); (4) for an injunction prohibiting plaintiff from filing any further related daims 
against Mundy and Petrovich; and (5) for such other and further relief as this Court deems jist 
and proper. 

The plaintiff 1 has commenced the instant action against sixty-three separate domestic 
and foreign defendants, located in the United States. Russia. Cyprus and Mexico, and has 
asserted nine hundred and fifteen separate numbered allegations against them. In a ninety- 


'Although appearing pro so, plaintiff, Ray Don Hollander, is an attorney 'icanaed to practice law in Ih* 
Stale of Mew York 
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one page complaint, spannng the globe, (Ex. A f. At best, the plaintiffs complaint is a 
frivolous, meandering, disorganized, prolix narrative seeking to humiliate his former wife, Alina 
K Shipikna ("Ms. Shipilina*), and seemingly anyone who has ever come In contact with her 
or assisted her in preventing him from harassing her The plaintiff s complaint is nothing more 
than a delusional, imaginary tale of fantasy, that reads more like a Tom Clancy novel than a 
legal pleading 

^ To the extent the plaintiffs complaint can be grasped to some degree, it appears that 
the complaint attempts to alege an enterpnse of purported ilegal activity among the named 
defendants, many of whom he is unable to name*, which violates the RICO statute, (Ex. A, 
UH866-893 4 ) However, the plaintiffs RICO claims make dear that the identifiable defendants 
seom to have absolutely no connection to each other whatsoever, let alone form the basis of 
a RICO conspiracy, except for the fact that they have all purportedly come into contact in 
some way with plaintiffs former wife, Ms. Shipilina As will be demonstrated, infra, the 
plaintiffs complaint utterty fails to set forth or establish a legally cognizable daim for RICO 
violations, and. as such, these claims must be dismissed. 

In addition, the plaintiff alleges pendent state law dalms against Mundy and Petrovich 
for intentional infliction of emobonal distress, abuse of process, malicious prosecution and 
prima facie tort (Ex. A, 11(894-899). However, the plaintiffs state law claims fail to state 
causes of action and are time barred by the applicable statute of limitations 

’The please "Ex._* followed by a letter, all in paronthe**, refers to the corresponding exhibit 

appended to the Oectar.-iton ol Bradley E. DuBin. Esq, dated September 19.2003. submitted in support of 
this melon. 

*For example, defendants. ‘Custom,a Pimp,' "Other American Lap Dancers." "Albatross Club 
Gangster#)."etc (Ex A) 

*The phrase "Ex. A. L' followed by a number, ell in parenlhesa, refers lo the paragraph of the 
plaintiff's complaint appended to trie Declaration ol Bradley E. Oubm, Esq. dated September 19.2003. as 
Exhibit A and submitted in supooit of this motion 

2 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS 

_ A. Facts Underlying Plaintiffs Complaint 

/Mundy is a small "general practice" law firm, with an emphasis on Immigration law 4 
Mundy represented the plaintiffs former wife, Ms. Shipillna, as a defendant In the 
divorce/annulment proceedings commenced by the plaintiff on or about February 12, 2001 
as well as the relentless course of harassment that followed by the plaintiff once the divorce 
proceedings were resolved. Mundy also continues to represent Ms. Shipilina in relation to 
immigration matters pending before the Bureau of Citizenship and Immigration Services. 

In his divorce complaint, the plaintiff leveled allegations of prostitution, drug use and 
» fraud against Ms. Sh^ilma and sought to annul their marriage on the basis of fraud. (Ex B). 

The plaintiff claimed that Ms. Shipibna threatened to injure him if ho did not "lie to the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service [("INS")) to get her a green card." (Ex B) 
interestingly, the divorce complaint did not allege that Mundy or Petrovich asked him to lie or 
threatened him If he did not lie, as he now conveniently claims In this action. (Ex B). 

/ in contradiction to the plaintiffs divorce complaint. Ms. Shipilina's answer contained 
a counterclaim alleging that, among other things, plaintiff threatened to have her deported "if 
she did not do everything ho told her to." including the payment of a large sum of money. (Ex 
C). The counterclaim also recognized that the plaintiff created a public website in Ms. 
Shipilina's name* where, pending the divorce proceedings, he posted a copy of her personal 
diary and nude photographs without her knowledge or consent (Ex. C). 


‘Nicholas J Muncy is an attorney licensed lo practice lawn the Stale of New York and a memoer 
oT mo defendant law firm. Kutxa, Mundy 4 Associates Petrovch is an Independent cooltactor. translator, who 
performs worts for Kuba. Mundy 4 Associates 

\jpon information and belief, the website address was wwwalinoshipllina.com. which i* no longer 

atffve 

3 
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T' 

v«*' A 

/in response to the creation of this inappropriate and offensive public website, Ms 
Shipilina filed a report with the New York City Police Department. Upon information and belief, 
the criminal matters were being handled by Detective Hennings, who has been named as a 
defendant in this action. Tellingly, the police report demonstrates that the plaintiffs attempt 
to extort money from Ms. Shipilina predates his divorce complaint by six months (Ex. D). 

i/fhe divorce action settled pursuant to Stipulation of Settlement dated November 2. 
2001. (Ex E). The Stipulation of Settlement along with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
ot Law and Divorce Judgment were all drafted by plaintiffs retained attorney. (Ex. E). Plaintiff 
untahly consented to the divorce settlement. (Ex E). Nonetheless, in May of 2002, the 


plaintiff, pro so, moved to vacate and set aside the Stipulation, which was denied by Hon. 
Justice Joan B. Lobis on August 1, 2002. (Ex. F) T . 

/ Concurrently, the plaintiff, pro so, instituted a Family Court proceeding against Ms. 
Shipilina. seeking an order of protection in March, 2002. The plaintiff ironically claimed that 
he was the victim of harassment (Ex H)* However, the plaintiffs petition was dismissed after 
trial on August 12. 2002 *. 


iiy j 


Jjf 

I A? 

k 


u 




i/ r Tn« planters abuse or lha court system and use or legation as a moans to harass and nlimidale 
ara cindeni upon an ovan cursory rrvxiw or tio pimntvrs motion papers. (Ex. F) Without regard for ethics or 
even common decency, amono the twenty-two exhorts attached to p’ainbff* frivolous motion, which was 
domed, was a CD Rom labeled 'Masturbation v<teo Promo Featuring Aina Sh pi na * (Ex. G) 

/ ’Evan a perfunctory reading ot the ptantiffs own legal papers support the conclusion that the ptaintitl 
improporty uses this legal system as a vehicle to harass and incense. Ptanliffs voluminous discovery 
demands, which were almost enbrety stricken by the Court, are Objectively offensive and repugnant _(E*. If 

. r lr 

I NotoWy. U*« ptentifr* complaint acknoatedge* that mis Fam»y Court proccoOoQ in Marcfi. 2002 was 
not Ihe first tme that the ptahlitf oppted (Or an order ot protection In tad. the plaintiffs complaint Octets lus 
pattern ot filing complaints in connection wrth Ms. Shipilina. which all have been tfisnussed and found to be 
unsupported Speoficacy. tie plant tf applied for a temporary order o»protection in a Queens Ccxnty Court 
In Februaiy ol 2001 and the Judge laughed at lha piaintirt and denied Ns roquosf (Ex. A. Tt8S4.T8S5) The 
pant iff filed another report of a threat against him with his local police precinct and the Two ponce 
officers laughed at Ihe planed (Ex A W56,t857) After filng another complanl with the police station. Die 
panldfs complaint was again dismissed (Ex A W58-861). The pahliff then sought the assstanco of Die 
FBI in connection with purported threats (Ex A W862-867) Subsequently, the plaintiff append for anothe- 
protection order in a New York County Court, which was doniod (Ex A HB68-870) 

’ 1 s' | ‘ 
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The plaintiff also harassed those associated with Ms. Shipilina by filing a fabricated and 
baseless disciplinary complaint with the Departmental Disciplinary Committee. First Judicial 
Department, against Nicholas J. Mundy in December of 2001, and which he improperly made 
public by annexing it as an exhibit to his motion to set aside the divorce stipulation. (Ex. J). 

bs* 4** liilUjfi rv_-e 

The incredible and far-fetched allegations contained in the plaintiff s disciplinary complaint are 
surpassed only by the outlandish allegations that he has now conjured up in the context o< 


.v-~ 

Tot- 

r 

LUfkjJ 


this action. (Ex. J). The disciplinary complaint was dismissed by the Departmental Disciplinary 
Committee on October 16, 2002. (Ex. K) 1 *. 




C ! 


l/On March 25. 2003. the plaintiff commenced an action in the Supreme Court of the 
State of New York, County of New York, bearing Index No. 03J105646, agamsl nine of the 
defendants named in the instant action, including Mundy and Petrovich alleging intentional 
infliction of emotional distress (Ex. L). The summons with notice was never served upon 
either Mundy or Petrovich". A complaint has also never been served In the State Court 


i,u<<v CAi -tvoW -46- j ' 1 ^ J 0 


action. 

B. Plaintiffs Allegations ^ l. ■ ** U JwinJ- > (1 

The plaintiff commenced the instant Federal action by serving his complaint, dated 
ApN 18.2003. upon Mundy on or about June 10.2003. (Ex. A). Significantly. Petrovich has 
never been served with a copy of the plaintiffs complaint The plaintiffs allegations, against 
the back-drop delineated above, indisputably reveal that this action is yet another frivolous 

V* 

- \, \ 

/ • , i,V 

y "¥*cod with the ptehWPe assault ot frivolous legation, Nicholss J Mundy reluctantly Ned a 
disdp*n»ry complaint aganst planed on April 23.2003. Given the confidential nature of such proceedings, 
a copy ol the complaint has not been attached to the insists melon and wB only be provided. «n camera, to 
the Court upon the Court's rogues! and upon approval from the Gnevance Comnuttoe Interestingly, the 
msUint action foiowvd two months after tie fling o i the grievance 


s "The plant ds stare law claims arejunsdictionaiy defective since the complem was not served upon 
Mjndy or Pefrovich wid-.n one hundred and twenty days of the fing ot the complaint on March 26.2003 (Ex 
G) See NY Civ Prise. L&R 5306(b) 
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act on the part of the plaintiff seeking reprisal against Ms Shipilina and anyone who has ever 
come in contact with her, and dearly does not state a legally cognizable claim against Murvdy 
and Petrovich. The instant action is the plaintiffs latest and most serious step In his quest 
to harass, intimidate and persecute Mundy and Petrovich for their role In defending Ms 
Shipiina in her divorce/annulment proceedings. 

i. The Purported Enterprise 

The plaintiffs complaint alleges the existence of a criminal RICO enterprise 
characterized as the 'Russian International Crime Organization (which) generates profits 
worldwide from numerous cnmlnal activities that include without limitation drug trafficking, 
money laundering, tax evasion, immigration fraud, prostitution, pornography, white slavery, 
bribery, mall and wire fraud, murder, extortion, coercion and terror.' (Ex. A. HI). 

/ The enterprise allegedly "rose out of Ihe ashes of the Soviet Union when the collapse 
of communism unleased that empire's restraints on organized crime, corrupt government 
officials, travel, trade, communication and emigration.' (Ex. A, T)10) The enterprise 
purportedly consists of 'domestic and foreign corporations, partnerships, individuals, 
government officials, law firms. [American. Russian and Chechen) organized crime gangs... 
and an Islamic terrorist and crime dan.* (Ex. A, 1) 11). Allegedly, ‘the relationships among the 
Enterprise's members are formal, including agreements and chain of command authority, and 
informal m which the common objectives of the Enterprise... controls decision-making.' (Ex. 
A. 114). The current focus of Ihe enterprise is alleged To infiltrate and expand its illegal and 
ancillary legal activities into hard currency markets, especially in the United States, for the 
personal enrichment of the members of the Enterprise...* (Ex A. 12). 
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/ Plamtitf somehow concludes that the purported (e]nterprise has damaged his law and 
consulting business as well as drugged, defrauded, coerced and threatened the plaintiff with 
severe bodily harm.' (Ex. A, 13 )”. 

^ A reading of the plaintiffs complaint makes evident that the entire foundation and 
configuration of the alleged enterprise centers around Ms Shipilma and the people she 
purportedly encountered and places to which she purportedly traveled The complaint first 
tracks Ms Shipilinia's enoounter with the plaintiff in Russia, then details her subsequent 
purported trips, jobs and dealings in Mexico, the United States. Russia and Cyprus. (Ex. A). 
Based upon the tracking of Ms. Shipilina's purported dealings and travels, the plaintiff 
imagines an enterprise allegedly operating throughout the world and he names every entity 
and person Ms Shipillna ever supposedly came In contact within those countries as 
members of the enterprise. 

/'Although the plaintiff alleges the existence of an enterprise, there is absolutely no 
connection offered by plaintiff among any of the defendants comprising this purported 
enterprise, or at least between Mundy, Petrovich and the other defendants, other than that 
they have had some form of contact with Ms. Shipilina Notably. Mundy's and Petrovich's onty 


V- 




u 


?* 


k 


association with any of the defendants named in this action arise out of Mundy's 1 
representation of Ms. Shipilina In the divorce/annulment proceedings commenced by the 


plaintiff, and present immigration matters involving Ms. Shipilina. In fact. Mundy only has 
connection with three of the sixty-three named defendants, namely Ms. Shipilina. Petrovich 
and Oetedive Hennings Petrovich only has a connection with Ms. Shipilina and Mundy. 


I 


n 

- 7 - -r' \ 

V ”Allhoujy> me ptalntfl has fared to slate how ine alleged enterprise affected Ns legal and consulting 
business,' planlrt seeks damages m excess ct one mi: on dollars for ‘business and financial damage." 
ineiudng loss of bvsness. loss ol profits, damage to reputation, business Inlonupikm. ralmbursemimt for /, 

expenses incixrod In "ptainMfs investigation," and treble damages. (Ex. A. |907. f 908 ) 
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Plaintiffs Allegations Against Mundy and Petrovich” 




/ In identifying the members ol the enterprise, Mundy and Petrovich are alleged to be 
three of nineteen domestic members, In addition to the countless foreign members. In 
particular, Mundy is alleged, in conclusoty fashion, to (1) act as conslliari and manager of 
United Stales mmigrabon issues In New York for the enterprise; (2) operate a green card and 
visa mil that fraudulently obtains United States visas, residency status and naturalization for 
aliens: (3) advise its clients to commit perjury before the [INS], Internal Revenue Service 
[IRS], Customs Service and the New York State Courts; (4) use coercion and intimidation 
against parties, witnesses and informants in proceedings; (5) participate in money laundering 
and the use of international facilities to aid a racketeering enterprise; and (6) mastermind and 


direct Illegal activities to acquire United States visas, residency status and naturalization for 
the members ol the enterprise, (Ex. A, "T127-32) 

t Petrovich is alleged to (1) assist Mundy in executing illegal activities necessary to 
import and keep in members of the enterprise in the United States and (2) act as an attorney 
In the Untied States, although not admitted, under the supervision of Mundy. (Ex, A, $33, 
134). 

r'The complaint avers that Mundy and Petrovich, as members of the enterprise, 
engaged in illegal activities against the plaintiff by: (1) using fraudulent and/or rflogal means 
to assist Ms. Shlpitina in obtaining immigration benefits (Ex. A, $207, $$222-225, $229. $230. 
$232. $234. «236. $240.1241); (2) using illegal means to protect the enterprise and prevent 
plaintiff from exposing the activities of the enterprise (Ex. A. $228, $243. H275-277); (3) 
intimidating plaintiff to settle divorce proceedings that he instituted against Ms. Shipilina (Ex. 

/ ’’Allhough the pOmttfTs chaotic, nnoty-ane page, ccmpiant has asserted nine hundred and fifteen 
separate numbered Megatons. counsel tar Mundy and Petrovich has attempted to summarize the pleinwr* 
a eg aeons, denary those Megatons asserted eganst Mundy and Petrovich end categorize the ptwntrrs 
causes of action against Mundy and Petrovich 
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A, 1)243,1)245,1273); (4) intimidating witnesses from providing testimony to United States 
authorities/Couds in connection with the plaintiffs divorce proceedings (Ex. A. 11265-2^); 
(5) intimidating plaintiff to dissuade him from trying to set aside the agreed upon divorce 
settlement (Ex. A, 11280-284); (6) participating In tampering and bnbery to prevent the 
deportation of Ms. Shipima (Ex. A, 1H254-255. H286-290.1306.1307); and (7) using illegal 
means of bnbery, money laundering and intimidation of the plaintiff and witnesses to obstruct 
the criminal indictment against Iness Shipilma in Russia tor defaming plaintiff (Ex. A, H286- 
290.11293-295.1298,1300.1301.13(36.1307) 

Through the use of those outlandish, extremely broad and fantastic allegations, the 
plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich engaged in predicate criminal acts in furtherance 
of an alleged RICO conspiracy as follows' (1) white slave trade and Importing aliens for 
Immoral purposes (Ex. A, 1485. 1490. !5p2>; (2) fraud and misuse of visas and the 
procurement of nationality unlawfully (Ex. A. I486.1491.1503 ); (3) obstruction of justice by 
witness and informant tampenng (Ex. A, 14Q7,1492,1494.1)497.1504.1506.1509); (4) use 
of Uruled States mail and interstate and international telephone systems to further mail and 
wire frauds (Ex. A-. 14JI8.11 495-496.1505.1150^-5/0); (5) bribery (Ex A . 1495.1499, 
1507.15; 1). and (6) money laundering (Ex. A. 1496.1498.1508. ISl'O). 

In addition, it is alleged that Mundy and Petrovich commuted other criminal acts 
(merely repetitive of the alleged predicate ads above) Indudlng (1) suborning perjury before 
the INS. IRS. Customs Service. New York State Courts and New York City Police Department 

(Ex. A. 1701.1703.1707.1708.1)724.1728); (2) obstructing INS proceedings and aiding and 

, 

abetting such proceedings to obtain permanent residency lor Ms. Shipillna (Ex. A. 1)702,1)709. 
1)710.1715.1721, 1726.1727.1761.1737); (3) tampering with witnesses or victims and 
aiding and abetting such tampering m connection with the plaintiffs divorcc/annulmcnt 
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proceedings and the criminal defamation case in Russia (Ex. A. 1(704. 1(1(71 1-7.14.U716, 
1(1(728-7^0,(4) aidmg and abetting bribery (Ex. A. 1(717, f719,1|7J3.1(735); (5) aiding 
and abetting money laundering (Ex. A. 1(7.18. 1(734); and (6) aiding and abetting the 
harassment of plaintiff (Ex. A. 1(720, H736). 

Accordingly, the plaintiff has alleged seven causes of action against Mundy and 
Petrovich The first, second, third and fourth causes of action allege violations of sections 18 
US C 1962(a). (b). (c) and (d) all respectively (Ex. A., UH886-893). The fifth cause of action 
alleges intentional infliction of emotional distress (Ex. A, 1(894. H895) The sixth cause of 
action alleges abuse of process (Ex. A, 1(898,1(899) and the seventh cause of action alleges 
malicious prosecution (Ex, A, HU896-899). Plaintiffs sixth and seventh causes of action 
alternatively allege prima facie tort (Ex. A, UK 896-899). 

C. Plaintiffs Further Requests for Orders of Protection 

Subsequent to the service of his complaint and numerous requests for protection 
orders prior to serving his complaint, the plaintiff again wrote to this Court on June 19, 2003 
seelting yet another order of protection (Ex M), The plaintiff s correspondence confirms that 
ho has been involved In a series of investigations and complaints to slate and federal 
aulhonties in connection with Ms Shipilinia, which apparently have been dismissed or 
ignored (Ex. M) 

y On June 26. 2003, counsel for Mundy and Petrovich responded to the plaintiffs 
correspondence. (Ex. N). On July 7,2003, the plaintiff forwarded another letter to this Court 
(urther requesting an order of protection and acknowledging that the New York City Police 
Department has now closed his case. (Ex. O) 


10 
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ARGUMENT 
POINT I 

PLAINTIFF HAS FAILED TO SATISFY THE STANDARD OF REVIEW ON A 
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO FED. R. CIV. P. 12(b)(6) AS PLAINTIFF 
CAN PROVE NO SET OF FACTS WHICH WOULD ENTITLE HIM TO RELIEF 

This Court Is empowered to dismiss plaintiff s complaint for failure lo state a daim 

pursuant to Fed. R. Civ P. 12(bX6) where it appears beyond doubt that plaintiff can prove no 

set of facts In support of his complaint which would entitle him to relief against Mundy and 

Petrovich King v. Simpson, 189 F.3d 284,287 (2d Cir. 1999); Hams v. City of Now Yort c. 186 

F 3d 243.247 (2d Cir. 1999); Bemheim v. Lift. 79 F.3d 318.321 (2d Cir. 1996). In reviewing 

a motion to dismiss under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6). this Court is required to deem aB factual 

allegations in the complaint as true and draw al reasonable inferences in favor of the plaintiff 

Koppel v 4987 Corp. 167 F 3d 125.127 (2d Cir 1999): Jaghory v New York Stole Dept of 

Educ., 131 F.3d 326, 329 (2d Cir. 1997). However, the Court must only accept as true well 

pleaded factual allegations contained In the complaint, not bald condusory statements. 

Goldfme v. Stchenva, 118 F. Supp.2d 392. 396-97 (S D N Y. 2000). "A complaint which 

consists of condusory allegations unsupported by factual assertions fails even the liberal 

standard of Rule 12(bX6).' Lakonia Mgmt Ltd. v Meriwether, 106 F. Supp 2d 540. 543 

(S.D.N.Y, 2000); De Jesus v. Sears. Roebuck & Co.. 87 F.3d 65. 70 (2d Cir. 1996). In 

addition, legal conclusions, deductions, or opinions couched as factual allegations [in the 

complaintl are not given a presumption of trulhfulness * LEureopoonno do Banque v. La 

Republics de Venezuela. 700 F Supp 114. 122(S.D.N Y. 1988) 

Review of a motion to dismiss pursuant Fed R, Civ. P. 12(b)(6) must be limited to the 

complaint and documents attached or incorporated by reference thoroto. International Broth 

of Teamsters v. Carey, 163 F Supp 2d 271.279 (S O N Y. 2001). Kramer v. Time Warner Inc 
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937 F.2d 767,773 (2d Cir. 1991). In this context, the Second Circuit has held that a complaint 
is deemed to 'include, documents that the plaintiff either possessed or knew about and upon 
which they relied in bringing the suit.' Rothman v Gregor, 220 F.3d 81,88 (2d Cir. 2000). 

/ The defendants assert that the plaintiff had possession and full knowledge of each and 
every exhibit attached to the instant motion, lhat the exhibits go to the heart of the complaint 
and the veracity of the statements made by the ptainliff therein, and it is therefore appropriate 
for this Court to consider the same in deciding the instant motion In light of the standards 
set forth in reviewing this motion to dismiss and the contents of this motion with annexed 
exhibits, rt is respectfully submitted that the ptamtiff has failed to make out a claim against 
Mundy and Petrovich as a matter of law. 

POINT II 

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST. SECOND, THIRD AND FOURTH CAUSES OF 
ACTION FOR RICO VIOLATIONS SHOULD BE DISMISSED AS A MATTER OF LAW 

A. The Threshold Requirements to Sustain RICO Claims 

In considering RICO claims. Courts must attempt to achieve results 'consistent with 
Congress's goal of protecting legitimate businesses from infiltration by organized crime.’ 
Schmidt v Fleet Bank. 16 F.Supp 2d 340, 346 (S D N Y. 1998) (citing United States v. 
Porcelti. 865 F.2d 1352, 1362 (2d Cir 1989)). However, "because the 'mere assertion of a 
RICO daim,..has an almost inevitable stigmatizing effect on those named as defendants ... 
courts should strive to flush out frivolous RICO allegations at an eariy stage of the litigation'. 
Id. (quoting Figueroa Ruiz v AJegria. 896 F.2d 645.650 (1st Cir. 1990)). 

Plaintiff s complaint alleges ctvii RICO violations under 18 U.S.C. § 1962(a), (b), (c) and 
(d) (Ex. A. TH1886-893). 
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18 U S C §l962(a) specifically provides, in pertinent pari, that: 

It shall be unlawful for any person who has received any income derived, 
directly or indirectly, from a pattern of racketeering activity or through collection 
of an unlawful debt in which such person has participated as a principal within 
the meaning of Section 2, title 18. United States Code, to use or invest, directly 
or indirectly, any part of such income, or the proceeds of such Inoome. in 
acquisition of any interest in. or the establishment or operation of, any 
enterprise which is engaged in, or the activities of which affect, Interstate or 
foreign commerce... 

18 U S C. §1962{b) specifically provides that: 

It shall be unlawful for any person Ihrough a pattern of racketeering activity or 
through collection of an unlawful debt to acquire or maintain, directly or 
indirectly, any interest In or control of any enterprise which is engaged In. or the 
activities or which affect, interstate or foreign commerce. 

18 U.S.C. § 1962(c) specifically provides that 

It shall be unlawful for any person employed by or associated with any 
enterpnsc engaged in. or the activities of which affect, interstate or foreign 
commerce, to conduct or participate, directly or indirectly. In the conduct of such 
enterprises's affairs through a pattern of racketeering activity or collection of 
unlawful debt. 

18 U.S.C. §1962(d) specifically provides that: 

It shall be unlawful lor any person to conspire to violate any of the provisions of 
subsection (a), (b) or (c) of this section. 

( To prevail on a claim for damages under RICO. New York Federal Courts have 
consistently employed the standard set forth by the United States Supreme Court and 
specified that the plaintiff must first aflege that the defendants violated the substantive RICO 
slatute, 18 U.S.C. §1962, commonly known as ‘criminal RICO." In so doing, plaintiff must 
allege the existence of seven constituent elements: (1) that the defendants (2) through the 
commission of two or more acts (3) constituting a 'pattern' (4) of "racketeenng activity' (5) 
directly or indirectly invests in. or maintains an Interest in. or participates m (6) an ‘enterpnse* 
(7) the activities of which affect interstate or foreign commerce. Burell v Sfafe Farm and Cas. 
Co.. 226 F. Supp 2d 427,443 (SONY 2002) See also Citadel Mgmt . Inc v. Telesis Trust 
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Inc,, 123 F. Supp 2d 133.154 (S.D.N.Y. 2000); Feetey v. The Whitman Corp., 65 F. Supp.2d 
164.174 (S.D.N.Y 1999) 

/Further, "the plaintiff ooly has standing if. and can only recover to the extent that, he 
has been injured In his business or property by the conduct constituting the violation' of 
section 1962. Sedima S.P.R.L v tmrex Co., Inc.. 473 U.S. 479,496, 105 S.Ct. 3275. 3285 
(1985) 

/The plaintiff has dearly failed to sufficiently allege the elements of his RICO claims. 

namely (1) the existence of two or more predicate acts against Mundy and Petrovich. (2) a 

pattern, (3) that Mundy and Petrovich invests, maintains or participates in an enterprise. (4) 

or that an enterprise even exists The plaintiff has further failed to demonst rate t hat he has 

standing to maintain this action. Lastly, the plaintiffs daim of conspiracy to commit RICO and 

aiding and abetting RICO violations similarly fail. 

B. Plaintiffs Complaint Fails To Adequately Allego 

Predicate Acts and Is Dismissable Pursuant Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) 

I. Plaintiffs RICO Claims Must Be Plead 

With Particularity undor Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) 

✓ When fraud is pleaded, the general rules for dismissal under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) 
are applied in light of Fed R. Civ. P. 9(b)s particularity requirements IUE AFL-CIO Pension 
Fund v Hermann. 9 F.3d 1049. 1052,1053 (2d Cir 1993) [citing Ross v. Bolton. 904 F.2d 
819. 823 (2d Clr, 1990) Fed. R. Civ. P 9(b) provides that "in all averments of fraud. .. the 
circumstancos constituting fraud . shall be stated with particularity.. *. Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) is 
designed to further three goals: (i) provide defendants with fair notice of claims to enable the 
preparation of a defense; (ii) protect defendants from harm to their reputation or good will by 
unfounded allegations of fraud; and (iii) reduce the number of strike suits. DtVittono v. 
Equidyne Extractive Indus.. Inc., 822 F.2d 1242,1247 (2d Clr. 1987). 
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y In light of these purposes, allegations of fraud that are pled as predicate acts in a RICO 
dawn must satisfy Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) See Mills v Polar Molecular Corp. 12 F. 3d 1170. 
1176 (2d Cir. 1993); Economic Opportunity Comm'n of Nassau County v County ot Nassau. 
Inc . 47 F. Supp 2d 353. 361 (E D N Y. 1999). In fad. all of the concerns that dictate that 
fraud be pfcd with particularity exist with even greater urgency in civil RICO actions" Zero 
Licensing. Inc. v. Cinmar. Inc.. 779 F. Supp 276, 281 (S.D.N.Y. 1991) (quoting Ptount v 
America Home Assurance Co . 668 F Supp. 204. 206 (S.D.N.Y. 1987). The Court should 
insist upon strict compliance with technical pleading requirements for a civil RICO d8im 
because of the stigmatizing effect of those named as defendants. See Kalrman v. Victoria 's 
Secret Catalogue. 167 F.R.D. 649, 655 (SONY. 1996), atTd. 113 F.3d 1229 (2d Clr. 1997) 
Thus, the Second Circuit has made clear that ‘fi]n the RICO context, Rule 9(b) calls 
for the complaint to specify the statements it claims were false or misleading. give particulars 
as to the resped in which plaintiffs' contend the statements were fraudulent, state when and 
where the statements were made, and identify those responsible for the statements" Moore 
v PameWebber. Inc.. 189 F.3d 165. 173 (2d Cir 1999) (citations omitted) (quoting 
McLaughlin v Anderson. 962 F.2d 187. 191 (1992); Economic Opportunity Comm'n of 
Nassau County v. County of Nassau, Inc 47 F Supp.2d at 361-362. See also Spoto v. 
Herkimer County Trusf, 2000 Wl 533293 '6 (N.D.N.Y April 27, 2000) (dismissing RICO mail 
fraud dalm because plaintiff fa*ed to delineate "the who. what. why. where and when" of the 
alleged misrepresentation); Official Publications. Inc. v. Kable News Co. Inc.. 692 F. Supp. 
239. 245 (S.D.N.Y 1988). rov'd on other grounds. 884 F.2d 664 (2d Cir. 1989) (complaint 
alleging mai and wire fraud must set forth the contents of the items mailed, specify how each 
of these items were false and misleading, specify who made the allegedly fraudulent 
statements and the time and place such statements were made) Allegations that do not 
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specify the lime, place, speaker or content of the allegedly fraudulent statements do not 
satisfy the particularity requirement of Fed. R. Civ P. 9(b) Denny v Barber. 576 F.2d 465. 
469. (2d Cir. 1978) Where multiple defendants are involved, the complaint is required to 
describe specifically each defendant's alleged participation in the fraud. OrVifforio v. 
Equidyne Extractive Indus. Inc., 822 F.2d at 1247. 

Lastly. 'Rule 9(b) pleadings cannot be based upon Information and belief." DiV'ttlorio 
v. Equidyne Etractive Indus. Inc.. 822 F.2d at 1247; Segal v. Gordon. 467 F.2d 602.608 (2d 

II. Plaintiff Has Failed to Demonstrate the Particularity That Is 
Required for Pleading RICO under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) 

1 ' * v ' •1’V 

,/ In order to sustain a RICO claim, plaintiff must allege that each defendant committed 
at least two or more predicate acts, especially where there are multiple RICO defendants. 
Lakonia Mgmt . Ltd. v Meriwether. 106 F. Supp 2d at 550. As detailed above, in the RICO 
context. Fed R Crv. P. 9(b) dictates that the predicate acts alleged in the complaint must be 
pled with particularity. The plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich violated the RICO statute 
by committing predicate criminal acts such as: (1) white slave trade and importing aliens for 
Immoral purposes; (2) fraud and misuse of visas and procurement of nationality unlawfully. 
(3) obstruction of justice by wtlness and Informant tampering; (4) mail and wire fraud; 5) 
bribery, and (6) money laundering. (Ex. A UV485-513) U However, as discussed more 
thoroughly below, plaintiffs claims of predicate acts committed by Mundy and Petrovich are 
clearly lacking in the required factual specificity under Fed. R. Civ, P. 9(b) to support his RICO 


''Addnonaly, it is alleged lhal Mundy and Petrovich committed other cnrrnia! acts such as suborning 
perjury and obstruction, bt*ery. mcney launderng and harassment at ptantrlt (Ex A H701-737) these 
other criminal acts alleged by the ptainMt aganst Mundy and Pelrovxh are merely repetitive ot the cXhar 
altoged predicate acts purportedly committed by Mundy and Petrovich, which are detailed above. 
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claims Accordingly, it Is respectfully submitted that the first, second, third and fourth causes 
of action of the ptaintiffs complaint be dismissed. 

aa. Plaintiff Has Failed to Sufficiently Plead White Slave 
Trado, Fraud and Misuse of Visas as Predicate Acts 

In respect lo the plaintiffs allegations that Mundy and Petrovich participated in the 

predicate criminal acts of white slave trade and importing aliens for immoral purposes as wo* 

as fraud and misuso of visas and procurement of nationality unlawfully, the plaintiff morcly 

alleges in condusory fashion that they perform such activities by running an ahen registration 

and visa mill operation. This deduction certainly does not satisfy the particulanty requirement 

pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). (Ex. A, 1)485. I486. 1490. 1491.1)502. 1503) 

Even scrutinizing tho remaining portions of the plaintiffs complaint as to tho alleged 

illegal conduct of Mundy and Petrovich, which could conceivably form a basis tor an allegation 

lhal Mundy and Petrovich participated in white slave trade. Importing of aliens and/or fraud 

as well as misuse of visas and procurement of nationality unlawfully, it is dear that there Is 

absolutely no support, or particUarity, for the ptaintiffs condusrons that Mundy and Petrovich 

participated in such flegal activity (Ex A. 1207. H222-225.1229,1230,1232.1234,1236. 

1240.1241,1254.1255) 

/With the exception of his ex-wife. Ms. Shipilina. the plaintiff fails lo name a single 
person for whom or with whom these purported illegal adivities were performed The plaintiff 
has provided absolutely no specifics whatsoever No specific dales, times, names or places 
have been furnished. Plaintiff fails lo identify a single document, statement or fad that 
purports to show such conduct on the part of Mundy and Petrovich. In essence, the plaintiffs 
complaint does not demonstrate by any stretch of the imagination lhat Mundy and Petrovich 
participated in white stave trade, importing of aliens and/or fraud, misuse of visas, or 
procurement of nationality unlawfully Rather, the only thing that is dear upon a review of 
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these paragraphs of the plaintiffs complaint is that Muncfy and Petrovich assisted Ms. 


Shipilina with immigration matters and advocated on her behalf in connection vwlh her divorce 
proceedings' 1 . Accordingly, the plaintiffs unsubstantiated and absurd allegations of white 
slave trade, importing of aliens, misuse of visas and procurement of nationality unlawfully on 
the part of Mundy and Petrovich cannot provide a basis to support his RICO claims. 

bb. Plaintiff Has Palled to Sufficiently Plead 
Obstruction of Justice as a Predicate Act 


1/ The plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich tampered with witnesses and informants 
In connection with the Russian criminal defamation case, the plaintiffs divorce proceeding 


and the INS’ investigation into the deportation of Ms Shipilina. (Ex. A. *243. *245. *265. 
*273, **280-284.**286-290. **293-295.11306.11307. *315. *316, *487, *492, *494. *497. 


*504, *506. *509). The section relied upon by the plaintiff to advance the argument that such 
conduct constitutes the predicate act of obstruction of justice is 18 U S C. 1512. which relates 
to tampering wilh a witness, victim or informant (Ex. A, *487, *492, *494. *497. *504, *506, 
*509) 

/18U.S.C . §1512 reads, in pertinent part 

(a) Whoever knowingly uses intimidation or physical force, or threatens another 
person or attempts to do so. or engages in misleading conduct towards 
anolhor person, with Intent to- 


(1) Influence the testimony of any person in an official proceeding. 

shall be fined not more that $250,000 or imprisoned not more than ten years, 
or both 




l/ ' i Anhough paragraphs 701-739 of the plantitl's com plant aloge mol Mundy and Peaowch command 
'amar cnmnal acts.' mesa general condusory alegatons. merely repetitive of me already asserted 'predeale 
acts.' do noaung to change Ihc (act that the ptamtrt has faded to sultrcrently plead the raqursflo spooToty 
necessary to sustan his assertion that die defendants committed white slave trade, mportng of aliens as wel 
as fraud'misusc of visas and procurement of natonaSfy unlawfully n support of his RICO claims 
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The plaintiff s allegations that Mundy and Petrovich allegedly obstructed justice cannot 
withstand scrutiny Section 1512 requires that the alleged tampering take place within the 
context of an 'official proceeding.' which is defined in 18 U.S.C. §1515(a) as follows 

(A) a proceeding before a judge or court of the United States, a United States 
Magistrate, a bankruptcy judge or a Federal grand jury: 

(8) a proceeding before Congress: 

(C) a proceeding before a Federal government agency which is authorized by 
law. 

" The tampering which purportedly occurred In connection with the foreign. Russian, 
cnmnal case did not occur within the definition of an ’official proceeding.' and. thus does not 
satisfy the requirements of 18 U.S.C. §1512 The tampering which purportedly occurred in 
connection the divorce acton in New York State Court also does not satisfy the requirements 
of 18 U.S.C. §1512. because the federal obstruction of |ustice statute only applies to 
proceedings in a federal court of the United States Kashelkar v. Rubin & Rothman, 97 F 
Supp 2d 383, 392 (S.D.N Y. 2000) See also O'Malley v. New York City Transit Auth., 896 
F.2d 704, 707 (2d Cir. 1990) (congressional intent was to limit RICO'S obstruction of justice 
to federal court proceedings in the United States); Park South Assocs. v. Fischbein. 626 F 
Supp. 1108, 1113 (S.D.N Y 1986) (defendants' purported bribe did not violate 18 U.S.C. 
§1512 because the terms of that statute are defmod in 18 U.S.C. §1515 and do no! apply to 
state court proceedings)’ 1 Thus, the plaintiff cannot slate a daim for obstruction of justice 
within the meaning of the statute, and. thereforo, cannot plead such predicate acts In support 
of his RICO claims 


'The only other allegaeon o< obstruction on the pert of Mimdy and Petrovich relates to mar purported 
nlnrtcrcnco vdi an investigation by the **S and me Krasnodar prosecutor lor the possOle depoitaboi of Ms 
Smuna Plain irr alleges mat Mindy and Potrtwch agreed lo use an enterprise member to intmdatc ptantifl 
n withdrawing his cooperation with Use IMS (Ex A. TT286 292) Howover, as detaled below, plaintiffs 
allegations are condueory at best and no! slated win me rcguraitc spocdicity Further, not only are no 
specifics ot tampering ortered. but the pfenttf acknowledges that he was no! damaged as he admit* mart he 
was not obstructed from cooperating The piamMfVs complaint states lhat he 'oonllrued lo cooperate vwm 
me INS and Krasnodar prosecutor' (Ex A. 11292) 


/ 
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Insofar as this Court finds that the plaintiff property pled a claim lor obstruction of 
justice within the meaning of 18 U S.C. §1512. it is dear that the plaintiff's conclusion that 
Mundy and Petrovich committed the predicate act of obstruction of justice by engaging in 
witness and informant tampenng does not satisfy the particularity requirement under Fed R. 
Civ P. 9(b). (Ex. A. 1)487.1)492,1)494, §497. §504, §506 §509). 

(/Even analyzing these remaining portions of the plaintiff's complaint directed to Mundy 
and Petrovich, which could conceivably form a basis for an allegation that Mundy and 
Petrovich obstructed justice by participating in tampenng. it is dear that there is absolutely no 
foundation, or particularity, for the plaintiffs conclusions that Mundy and Petrovich obstruded 
justice (Ex. A. §243. §245, §§265-268. §273, §§280-284, §§287-290, §§293-295. §306. 
§307, §315. §316). 

Specifically, although j>aragraph 243 concludes, upon information and belief, that 
Mundy and Petrovich intimidated the plaintiff to agree to a divorce settlement in order to avoid 
a tnal that would expose the purported enterprise, plaintiff fails to particularize how he was 
Intimidated or specifically when or where ho was intimidatod. nor has the plaintiff offered any 
proof of such intimidation on the part of Mundy and Petrovich. (Ex. A. §243). The only thing 
that is clear upon a reading of this paragraph, in connection with the rest of the complaint, is 
that the plaintiff is providing excuses for a divorce settlement with which he is now unhappy, 
and one that his attorneys prepared, that he voluntarily entered into, and which the underiytng 
Court refused vacate, (Ex. E). Further, the plaintiff's allegation of intimidation is based upon 
nothing more than information and belief 

V Paragraph 245 concludes that Mundy attempted to intimidate the plaintiff from 
proceeding to trial by lying to the plaintiffs attorneys that he possessed medical records 
demonstrating that plaintiff physically assaulted Ms Shipilina. (Ex. A. §245). However. 
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plaintiff fails to offer any proof of such acts on the part of Mundy, speafy where this purported 
nlnradation occurred or how Mundy earned out such purported intimidation Plaintiff further 
fails to identify any witnesses to th«s purported intimidation. Even assuming that Mundy told 
plaintiff that he possessed such records, plaintiff fails to particularize how this act amounts 
to obstruction of justice or tampering, especially where the records reflect plaintiff s behavior 
and were used m negotiating the litigation. 

/Although paragraphs 265 through 268 conclude, upon information and belief, that 
Mundy and Petrovich agreed that Inessa Shipdina. with the help of enterprise gangsters, 
would threaten and intimidate 'witnesses' from providing testimony to United Stales 
authorities and the divorce Court by falsely accusing them of crimes and threatening physical 
iniury. plaintiff again fails to detail when such witnesses were Intimidated, where they were 
intimidated and exactly which enterpnse gangsters carried out such threats. In fact, plaintiff 
has offered no proof of any such Intimidation Plaintiff also fails to sot forth any proof or 
detals as to when, whom or how Mundy and Petrovich 'agreed' to carry out such acts. The 
plaintiff cannot even state which witnesses were purportedly threatened (Ex. A, 15265-268). 
Additionally, plaintiffs assertions are based only upon information and belief, 

• Paragraph 273 concludes that Mundy attempted to intimidate the plaintiff into foregoing 
a tnal of the divorce action by tying to the plaintiffs attorneys that he possessed an audiotape 
revealing that plaintiff tried to extort money from Ms. Shipllma (Ex. A. H273). However, 
plaintiff fails to offer any proof of such acts on the part of Mundy, specify where this purported 
intimidation was performed or how Mundy carried out such purported Intimidation. Even 
assuming that Mundy told plaintiff that he possessed such a tape, there is absolutely no 
Indication that this constitutes obstruction of justice or tampenng, especially whore the tape 
showed plaintiffs behavior and was used in negotiating litigation. 

21 
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Paragraph 280 through 284 alleges, upon information and belief, that Mundy and 
Petrovich agreed to have an "organized crime member" threaten plaintiff against filing a 
motion for trial to set aside the divorce settlement, and that the threat was in the form of a 
telephone message on the plaintiffs cell phone. (Ex. A. 1HI280-284) However, the plaintiff has 
proffered no evidence of such a telephone message or the reporting of such a threat, nor has 
the plaintiff offered any proof that Mundy or Petrovich agreed to engage m this conduct, if it 
over occurred In fact, plaintiff acknowledges that Mund/s and Petrovich's purported 
agreement to engage in such conduct is based only upon information and belief, which hardly 
satisfies the particularity requirement of alleging such acts. Furthermore, the plaintiff was not 
damaged at all by this purported Intimidation has he. indeed, did file a motion to set aside the 
divorce settlement. (Ex. F). 

/ Paragraph 286 through 290 alleges, upon information and belief, that Mundy and 
Petrovich agreed to use members of the enterprise to intimidate the plaintiff to cease 
cooperating with the Krasnodar prosecutor and INS. In this regard, plaintiff was allegedly 
threatened with a message on his cel phone. (Ex. A, fH287-290). The plaintiff, however, has 
proffered no evidence of such a message, nor has the plaintiff offered any proof that Mundy 
or Petrovich agreed to engage in this conduct, if In fact it occurred. The plaintiff even 
acknowledges that Mundy's and Petrovich's purported agreement to engage m such conduct 
is based only upon information and belief, which hardly satisfies the particularity requirement 

/ Further, there is no proof that the telephone message referenced in paragraph 289. 
even assuming that it was left, objectively constitutes tampering and was not merely an 
attempt to subvert the plaintiff's continued harassment. In fact, the plaintiffs acknowledges 
that the message stated that the plaintiffs "crossed several boundaries' and merely requested 
that he "cease and desist your actions against Alinia Shtpilina" and "leave her alone." Further. 
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oven assuming that this message was left and affording the purported message a liberal 
analysis, there is no indication that this message constituted a threat or warned the plaintiff 
against cooperating with certain authorities. Lastly and most significantly, there can be no 
claim of obstruction in respect to these paragraphs as the plaintiff admits that he continued 
to cooperate with the INS and Krasnodar prosecutor despite the message. (Ex. A, 1)292). 

/ Paragraphs 293 through 295 conclude, upon information and belief, that Mundy and 
Petrovich agreed to have members of the enterprise threaten witnesses to recant testimony 
m the Russian defamation case and that Mundy and Petrovich used the mail and wire 
systems to accomplish such threats. (Ex. A, 11)293-295). However, plaintiff cannot even state 
who was allegedly threatened, whore they were threatened or specifically how they were 
threatened, nor has the plaintiff offered any proof of such threats or that Mundy and Petrovich 
agreed to engage in such acts if any even occurred. The conclusion that some unknown 
witnesses were threatened at some unknown time by one of many potential unknown persons 
via the ma< and wire systems surely is not sufficient Additionally, plantiffs assertion is based 
only upon information and belief. 

■ Paragraphs 306, 307 and 315 allege that Mundy and Petrovich agreed to bribe 
Detective Hennings to threaten the plaintiff with arrest In order to Intimidate him into ceasing 
cooperation with the INS and prevent him from trying to reopen the Russian defamation case. 
(Ex. A1306,1307,13t5). First, there Is no proof of any bribes offered other than plaintiffs 
conclusion, based only upon information and belief, nor are there any details whatsoever of 
specifically when, where or how such bribes were purportedly carried out. Further, plaintiff 
fails to show how a warning ol arrest by Detective Hennings, a police officer, m connection 
with plaintiffs violation of a protective order constitutes obstruction of justice. (Ex. A, 1)1306- 
310). Moreover, there are no details provided to support the conclusion that Mundy or 
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Petrovich communicated with Detective Hennings other than general allegations that such 
communication occurred through the mall and wire systems. (Ex. A. H315) 

/Lastly, paragraph 316 concludes that Mundy and Petrovich agreed to have enterprise 
members. Madison or Pierre, threaten the plaintiff by telephone. (Ex. A11316), This is the only 

.. i < 

information provided Once again, there Is no mention as to when this purported telephone 

• * .... ■ • 

call was made, where it was made or what was stated. Likewise, there are no details offered, 
that Mundy and Petrovich agreed to have this telephone call made. The plaintiff has also 
failed to identify a witness to tins telephone call or the purported agreement, As such, there 
is no proof whatsoever of such a cal or agreement, except for the plaintiff s conclusion based 
solely upon information and belief. 

' Thus, it is dear that with the exception of Ms. Shipifina and her mother, the plaintiff fails 
to name a single person for whom these purported illegal activities were performed The 
plaintiff has provided absolutely no specifics whatsoever. Only vague dates and condusory 
suggestions of tampering have been provided No specific times, names, places or particulars 
have been furnished as to who was tampered with or how they were tampered with In fact, 
plaintiff cannot identify or particularize a single witness tampered with other than himself His 
statements that he has been tampered with are not only self-serving but are against the 
weight of the evidence and condusory. Plaintiff fails to identify a single document, statement 
or fact that purports to show such tampering on the part of Mundy and Petrovich 1 '. 


I ' 'Although paragraphs 701-739 ct llvo plnmtXTs compian! aSegc that Mundy and Retrench committed 
'other enmnat acts" tolalmg to tamperng, those general condusory legations, merely repolrtive oI the 
already asserted 'predicate acts." do not alter die fad that the ptantilf has (ailed lo suiticienlly plead tho 
reqmeto specificity necessary lo nistan obstruction ol JuMce claims n support o(his RICO causes at action 
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cc. Plaintiff Has Failed to Sufficiently Plead 
Mail and Wire Fraud as Predicate Acts 


•*1 


'Yhe plaintiff also alleges that Mundy and Petrovich participated In mail and wire fraud 
in support ol his RICO claims. (Ex. A. 1)240.1)241. (1294. 1295, 1300, 1301. 1315.1)316. 
1493,1)1)495-498. 1505. H507-510). A oomplainl alleging mail and wire fraud must show "(1) 
the existence of a scheme to defraud. (2) defendant's knowing or Intentional participation in 
the scheme, and (3) the use of Interstate mails or transmission facilities in furtherance of the 
scheme," S.Q.K.F.C., Inc. v. Bell Atlantic Tricon Leasing Corp., 84 F.3d 629, 633 (2d Cir. 
1996); Contpania Sud-Amoricana do Vapoms v. IBJ Schrodor Bank A Tnjst Co., 785 F.Supp 


\ 1 \ 

A 


411,424 (S.D.N.Y. 1992) 

The term "scheme to defraud" connotes some degree of planning by the defendants, 
making It essential that evidence show the defendants entertained an intent to defraud 
Drexel Burnham Lambert v. Saxony Heights Realty Assoc.. 777 F. Supp 228.238 (S.D.N.Y. 

1991). A showing of intentional fraud or reckless indifference to the truth is necessary to 
establish mail or wire fraud. Id. 

The plaintiff s’s pleading of the acts of mad and wire fraud must be dismissed as the 
complaint fails to provide any facts to support the allegations that (here was a scheme to 
defraud the plaintiff by interstate mails or wires or that the defendants knowingly participated 
in a scheme. (Ex. A 1)240.1)241.1)294,1)295. D300.1301,1)315,1316,1)493.11)495-198. 

1)505, H)507-510). Plaintiffs mere conclusions that Mundy and Petrovich acted with the intent 
to defraud is not sufficient. 

/Moreover, the crux of Ihe plaintiffs allegations is that Mundy and Petrovich used only 

•,/ • 

Intrastate and international mail and wire systems, not interstate systems. (Ex. A 1)240,1)241. 

1294.1295.1300.1301,1315.1316.1493,11495-498.1505. 11507-510). To property plead 
mail and wire fraud violations, the plaintiff must demonstrate Interstate use. which the plaintiff 
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has not established See Difiorc v. DiLorenzo, 1997 WL 722697 *4 (E.D.N.Y, September 19. 

1997) (the wire fraud statute by its terms does not cover purely intrastate telephone calls); 
Browning Avenue Realty Corp v Rosenheim, 774 F.Supp. 129. 137 (S.D.N.Y. 1991) (to 
plead mail and wire fraud, plaintiff must allege use of interstate mails or interstate wires); 

s> V 

S.Q.K.F.C., Inc. v Bell Atlantic Tricon Leasing Corp., 84 F.3d at 633; Connors v. Lexington 
Insur Co.. 666 F.Supp 434,450 (E.D.N.Y. 1987). Moreover, where the parties are New York 
residents, all telephone calls are presumed to be intrastate. DiFiore v DiLorenzo. 1997 WL 
722697*4 See also McCoy v Goldberg. 748F.Supp. 146. 154 (SONY. 1990) 

Here, paragraphs 240 and 241 involve solely an intrastate letter sent from Mundy to 
the plaintiff, both New York residents. (Ex. A f240. f241) Paragraphs 294. 295, 300 and 301 
involve the purported use of international mail and wire systems, not interstate 
communication (Ex. A, 1294, f295. U300, 1)301). 

v Although paragraph 315 alleges "interstate or International* telephone calls between 
Detective Hennings and either Ms. Shipillna. Mundy or Petrovich, there is no proof of any 
interstate communications. In fact, plaintiff cannot even allege for certain that interstate 
communication occurrod as he states 'interstate or international. * In addition, plaintiff cannot 
state who exactly the communication was between and his conclusion of 'interstate or 
oiternationar communications is based only upon information and belief, (-Nonetheless, It is 

apparent that Detective Hennings (from the New York Police Department), Ms Shipiinia 

/ 

Mundy and Petrovich all reside in New York. (Ex. A. DD27-34. 1)47.1)874(0)), It is therefore 
presumed that such purported communications was intrastate, especially without specific 
allegations to the contrary. Plaintiffs conclusion that 'Interstate or international' 
communication occurred cannot overcome this presumption. 
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Paragraph 316 alleges that Mundy and Petrovich agreed to have “Madison' or Pierre’ 
make a threatening telephone call to plaintiff (Ex. A, D316). There is no assertion that 
“Madison or Pierre' reside outside the state of New York. In fact, the plaintiffs's complaint 
suggests that they reside in New York as they are referred to as being 'domestic members’ 
o( the purported enterprise connected to other New York domestic members and a 'member 
of Amencan Organized Crime Gang 1* situated In New York. (Ex. A, Iffl 18-22, 1)28. 1)45.1)46). 
Therefore, insofar as these purported telephone calls were made, and Mundy and Petrovich 
'agreed' for them to made, it is presumed they were intrastate. In fact, the plaintiff has not 
even alleged that these purported telephone calls were interstate. 

Lastly, although plaintiff fails to plead interstate use of mail and wire systems as 
detailed above, plaintiff concludes in paragraphs 493,495, 497. 505, 507 and 509 that Mundy 
and Petrovich used 'interstate and/or international' systems and fadities. (Ex. A. 1)493. 1)495, 
1)499,1)505.1)507 and 1)509). However, as demonstrated, plaintiff has utterly faded to properly 
plead the use ol interstate systems. Merely mentioning that word 'interstate" and concluding 
that Mundy and Petrovich engaged in interstate mail and wire communications is not 
sufficient. The remaining paragraphs of the plaintiffs complaint directed at Mundy and 
Petrovich, suggesting mail and wire fraud on their part, namely paragraphs 496,498.508 and 
510, merely allege the use of international systems, not interstate communications (Ex. A. 
1)496.1)498, D508and 1)510) 

/ Given that the plaintiff has failed to demonstrate a scheme to defraud or that Mundy 
and Petrovich knowingly participated m the scheme, and has further failed to show that they 
used Interstate mall or wire communications in furtherance of the scheme, the plaintiff cannot 
state a claim for mail or wire fraud. Since the plaintiff has nol sufficiently established a claim 
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for mail and wire fraud against Mundy and Petrovich, he cannot allege such fraud as 
predicate acts in support of his RICO claims. 

t In addition, because the plaintiff alleges mail and wire fraud as predicate acts, the 
complaint must comport with the particularity requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). The 
complaint. In alleging predicate acts ol mail and wire fraud, merely baldly asserts that they 
performed such fraud, which is dearly Insufficient. (Ex. A-. 1493.1)505). 

Even granting the rest of the plaintiff s complaint a liberal reading and applying the 
conclusion that Mundy and Petrovich engaged In mail and wire frauds to each of the factual 
incidents In the complaint where mall or wire communication is alleged to have taken place, 
it is dear that the plaintiffs allegations do not meet the heightened pleading requirements of 
Fed. R. Civ. P 9(b) for alleging mail or wire fraud. (Ex. A 1)240,1241.1)294,1)295,1)300,1301. 
PI 5.1316). 

J In respect to the plaintiffs allegations of mail fraud, no specific evidence, dates, times, 
or places have been provided (Ex. A P40.1241,1294.1300). The plaintiff alleges in 
paragraph 240 and 241 that Mundy sent the plaintiff a letter on February 5,2001 ‘threatening 
the commencement of 'difficult' divorce proceedings unless the plaintiff met to resolve the 
Issues.’ which was meant to ‘intimidate the plaintiff Into lying before the INS." (Ex. A. 1240. 
1)241). This letter merely represents communication between the parties in connection with 
litigation. (Ex. P). The plaintiffs allegations In paragraphs 240 and 241 measured against 
the attached letter itself is perhaps one of the most glaring examples of how the plaintiff has 
taken a letter prepared in the context of a divorce litigation and "twisted" it to suggest that it 
represents mail fraud or other forms ol wrongdoing on tho part of Mundy. (Ex P). There is 
absolutely no identification of the specific statements which were purportedly false or 
misleading or the manner in which this letter was purportedly fraudulent. 
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Paragraph 294 generally alleges (hat Mundy and Polrovich used the international 
transportation system to threaten witnesses into recanting their testimony. Paragraph 300 
generally alleges that Mundy and Petrovich used the international transportation system to 

( 

arrange for the payment of bnbes. (Ex. A1294.1300). Insofar as the plaintiff suggests that 
these acts evidence mail fraud, the plaintiff has failed to provide any documentafioaletters 
to support his claims. The plaintiff has also completely failed to provide dates, times, places 
or particulars of such mailings. In fact, the plaintiff has not only faded to Identify the parties 
to whom these letters were allegedly mailed, the manner in which the documents were 
purportedly fraudulent or the specific statements which were false, but has faled to Identify 
which part of the 'transportation system' was even used. 

V Likewise, the plaintiffs general allegations of wire fraud must similarly fail (Ex. A1294. 
1295.1300.1301,1315.1316) Paragraphs 294 and 295 alleges that Mundy and Petrovich 
used the international telephone system to threaten witnesses and transfer money to threaten 
witnesses (Ex, A1294,1295). Paragraphs 300 and 301 merely alleges that Mundy and 
Polrovich used the international telephone system to arrange for bribes. (Ex. A1300,1301}. 
Paragraphs 315 and 316 generally allege that Mundy and Petrovich used the telephone 
system to intimidate the plaintiff. (Ex. A. 1315,1316). 

Insofar as the plaintiff suggests that these acts evidence wire fraud, the plaintiff has 
fated to provide any evidence or specifics to support his claims. No dates, times, places or 
particulars of such wire fraud have been detailed. The plaintiff has not identified which 
witnesses were purportedly threatened, when or where they were threatened or specifically 
how they were threatened, nor has the plaintiff set forth any details as to how the wire system 
was used to threaten witnesses or transfer money (Ex. A 1294.1295) The plaintiff has 
similarly not Identified when, where or how the telephone system was used to arrange 
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purported bribes or who was contacted to arrange such bnbes. (Ex. A 1300,1)301). The 
plaintiff has also failed to provide specifics as to other purported threatening telephone calls 
made to him, (Ex. A, 1315, 1316). It is evident that the plaintiff cannot Identify a single 
document or fact that purports to show such wire fraud on the part of Mundy and Petrovich, 
nor has plaintiff ever attempted to show statements which were purportedly false or the 
manner In which certain wire communications were fraudulent. 

Further, insofar as the plaintiff does allege some vague details as to purported mail and 
wire fraud on the part of Mundy and Petrovich, they are based only upon information and 
belief. Without being able to specify the statements it claims were false or misleading, give 
particulars as to the respect in which the statements were fraudulent, slate when and where 
the statements were made, and identify those responsible for the statements, it is dear that 
the plaintiff's claims of mail and wire fraud must fail as a matter o( law’* The plaintiff s claims 
of man and wire fraud against Mundy and Petrovich are sadly deficient on all fronts 

dd. Plaintiff Has Failed to Sufficiently 
Plead Bribery as a Predicate Act 

The plaintiffs conclusions that Mundy and Petrovich participated In the predicate act 
of bribery are also Insufficient under Fed R. Civ. P 9(b). (Ex. A., 1)495. D499.1507,1511). 

^ Even affording the rest of the plaintiffs complaint a liberal reading and applying the 
conclusion that Mundy and Petrovich bribed officials to each of the factual Incidents in the 
complaint where bribery is mentioned, it is again dear that the plaintiffs allegations do not 
meet the heightened pleading requirements of Fed R. Civ. P. 9(b). (Ex. A. 1254.1255. 
11298-302.1306.1307). 


/•AWough paragraphs 701-739 ot Ihe planar* com plan!, which rcoeo -other crmjnat acts' 
purportedly comnuUed by Mundy and Petrovich reiellng lo mad and wire (reud, Ihese general condusory 
allegations are merely ropelitivo ot tho atroady aliened -predicate acts" and docs not oiler Ihe rinding Dial 
the piantdf tun I a. led lo *UNiuen*y plead Ihe reqwsde specAoty necessary lo sustam mad and wire fraud as 
predicate ads in support ol his RICO claims 
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V Paragraphs 254 and 255 generally allege, upon Information and belief, that Mundy and 
Petrovich agreed to bribe and then did bnbe "an INS agent" in New York City to prevont the 
deportation of Ms. Shipdina. (Ex. A, 1(254, fl255) The plaintiff has agam provided absofutely 
no specifics whatsoever. There is no proof offered to support the conclusion that there was 
an agreement to bribe or even a bnbe. nor has the plaxitiff particularized where the bnbe was 
purportedly made, which "INS agent" received the alleged bnbe or how the bribe was 
conducted It not even clear where the money for the purported bribe came from. In addition, 
plaintiff fails to Identify a single document, statement or tact that purports to show such a bnbe 
by Mundy and Petrovich. Without setting forth any specific times, names, places or 
particulars as to the purported bribes, these claims must fail. 

v Paragraphs 298 through 302 allege that, upon information and belief. Mundy and 
Petrovich agreed to bnbe 'Krasnodar officials' to close a Russian criminal case, that the 
money came from the 'Illegal Enterpnse." lhat Mundy and Petrovich arranged the bribes 
through the international mail and wire systems and that $10,000 was paid to close the 
Russian criminal case. (Ex. A HH298-302), Plaintiff fails to offer any proof, however, of an 
agreement to bribe or the bribe itself to support his conclusions. Additionally, there is no 
mention ot specifically when the bribe was purportedly made, where it was made, which 
'Krasnodar official' received the purported bribe or who exactly paid the purported bribe. 
Ptaintilf has also failed to sufficiently allege how the bribes was carried out. The plaintiffs 
statement that the bnbe was arranged through the international mail and wire system does 
not satisfy the particularity requirement 

Paragraphs 306 and 307 allege that, upon information and belief, Mundy and Petrovich 
agreed to bribe and then did bribe Detective Hennings to intimidate the plaintiff into ceasing 
hrs cooperation with the INS and to prevent him from trying to reopen the Russian criminal 
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case (Ex. A $306, $307). The plaintiff's allegations again fail to provide the requisite 
specificity as there is no specific indication of when, where or how the bribes were purportedly 
made, nor has plaintiff identified any witnesses to these alleged acts. In fart, plaintiff fails to 
identify a single document or statement of fart that purports to show such bribery on the.part 
of Mundy and Petrovich In essence, plaintiff cannot offer any proof 6f an agreement to bribe 
or the bribe itself except for his conclusions that it occurred. 

Lastly, insofar as the plaintiff does allege some vague details as lo Mundy's and 
Petrovich's purported participation in bribery, they are based only upon information and belief, 
and insufficient to support his RICO causes of action'’ 

oo. Plaintiff Has Failod to Sufficiently Plead 
Money Laundering as a Predicate Act 

The plaintiffs conclusions that Mundy and Petrovich participated in the predicate art 
of money laundering is also insufficient under Fed. R Civ P. 9(b). (Ex. A. $496, $498. $508, 
$510), Paragraphs 496, 498. 508 and 510 allege that Mundy and Petrovich transferred 
‘enterprise" funds overseas to bribe Russian officials and coerce witnesses In connection with 
the Russian criminal case. (Ex A. $496. $498. $508, $510). The plaintiffs conclusions, 
however, not only fail to detail the purported bribes and coercion, but fail to set forth any 
specifics as to the transfers which allegedly violated the money laundering statute The 
plaaibff has fated to provide the times, dates, places and particulars of the purported transfers 
as well as failed to identify the persons who allegedly sent and received such transfers In 
addition, plaintiff fails to identify a single document, statement or fart that purports to confirm 
that such transfers ever occurred or that Mundy and Petrovich participated in such transfers. 

’’Although paragraphs 717,719.733 and 735 ol the platoturs complaint generaiy allege Itial lAindy 
and Petrovich commuted 'other enmnat ads' relating to bribery, those conclusory allegations ora moroly 
repetitive of the already asserted 'predicate acts.* and do nolhtng lo altar tho fact that pMntff has Med 10 
suffoontly plead the requisUo speofioty necessary lo sustain an allegation ol bribery in support o I Ins RICO 
claims 
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Indeed, the plaintiff has set forth nothing more than legal conclusions, deductions and 

opinions couched as factual allegations in support of his allegations of not only money 

laundering by Mundy and Petrovich, but white slave trade, msuse of visas, obstruction of 

lustice. mail and wire fraud and bnbery The Court must not give such condusory statements 

a presumption of truthfulness in determining this motion lo dismiss. L'Eureopeenne de 

Banque v La Republics de Venezuela. 700 F Supp at 122. Thus, Mundy and Petrovich 

respectfully submd that since the plaintiff s complaint fails to adequately allege predicate acts 

in support of his RICO claims, the first, second, third and fourth causes of action must be 

dismissed as a matter of law. 

C. Plaintiffs Complaint Fails to Adequately 
Allege a Pattern of Racketeering Activity 

In addition to failing to properly plead predicate acts, the plaintiff similarly fails to 
adequately plead a pattern of racketeering activity. To sufficiently plead a pattern of 
racketeering activity, a plaintiff must allege "(1) at least two predicate acts of racketeering 
occurring within a ten-year period; (2) that the predicate acts are related to each othor; and 
(3) that the predicate acts amount to or pose a threat of continuing criminal activity.* Price 
v. Cast. 2000 WL 36981 *6 (S D.N.Y. Apr 11.2000); See also H.J. Inc. v. Northwestern BeH 
Telephone Co . 492 U S. 229,239.109 S.Ct 2893.2900 (1969); 18 U.S.C. §1961(5) (pattern 
of racketeenng activity 'requires at least two acts of racketeering activity, one of which 
occurred after the effective date of this chapter and the last of which occurred within ten 
years., after the commission of a prior act of racketeering activity*). 

. The statement that a pattern requires 'at least two predicate acts' implies that while 
two acts are necessary, they may not be sufficient to establish a pattern H.J. Inc . v. 
Northwestern BeH Telephone Co „ 492 U S. at 238-44.109 S.Ct. at 2900-2903. In addressing 
what constitutes a pattern of racketeenng activity, the Second Circuit noted that *[a]n 
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interrelationship between acts, suggesting the existence of a pattern, may be 
established...[by] proof of their temporal proximity, or common goals, or similarity of methods, 
or repetitions.- United States v. Indelicate). 865 F.2d 1370,1382 (2d Cir. 1989) (en banc), cert 
denied. 493 U S 811.110 S.Ct. 56 (1989) The Umtod States Supreme Court noted that 
-(tlhe term pattern requires the showing of a relationship between the predicates and ol the 
threat of continuing activity. Jt is this factor of continuity plus relationship which combines to 
constitute a pattern" H.J. Inc. v. Northwestern Bell Telephone Co.. 492 U.S at 238-39.109 
S.Ct. at 2900 (citations omitted), 

' To satisfy the 'continued criminal activity" prong in alleging a pattern of racketeering 
activity under a RICO cause of action, the plaintiff must make a showing of either'closed- 
end ed continuity" or "open-onded continuity." Id. 
t. Closed-ended Continuity 

"Closed-ended continuity is demonstrated by predicate acts that amount to continued 
cnminal activity' by a particular defendant." De Falco v. Bemas. 244 F.3d 286, 321 (2d Cir. 
2001). In order to measure whether dosed-ended continuity exists, the Second Circuit has 
stated that several factors may be considered including the length of time over which the 
alleged predicate acts took place, the number and variety of acts, the number of participants, 
the number of victims, and the presenoe of separate schemes GICC Capital Corp. v. Tech 
Finance Group. Inc.. 67 F 3d 463.467 (2d Cir 1995) 

The length of time over which predicate acts occurred is a substantial factor and 
appears to be dispositive if the period of time is not sufti»om!y long The plaintiff must prove 
a senes ol related predicates extending over a substantial period of time H.J. Inc. v. 
Northwestern Bell Telephone Co., 492 U.S. at 242, 109 S.Ct. at 2902. Predicate acts 
extending over a few weeks or months and threatening no future criminal conduct do not 
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satisfy this requirement. Id. "Since the Supreme Court decided HJ. Inc., this Court [Second 
Circuit) has never held a period of less than two years to constitute a substantial period of 
time," for the purposes of the closed-ended continuity test. Oe Fatoo v. Bemas. 244 F3d at 
321. See also Colacredil. S.A. v Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc.. 187 F.3d 229.242 (2d 
Cir. 1999) (predicate acts committed in less than a one year period Insufficient length to 
demonstrate dosed-ended continuity): Metromedia v. Fugazy, 983 F.2d 350 (2d Cir. 1992) 
(upholding RICO verdid, despite erroneous jury instruction that "a few weeks or months" 
might be a substantial period of time, because predicate acts occurred over two years); 
Jacobson v. Cooper. 882 F 2d 717, 720 (2d Cir 1989) (finding closed-ended continuity when 
predicate acts occurred over a "matter of years" from 1980 to 1989). 

In determining the duration of a pattern of racketeering activity. Courts focus solely on 
the predicate acts of racketeering each defendant is alleged to have committed De Falco v. 
Bemas. 244 F 3d at 321. See also HJ. Inc. v. Northwestern Bos Telephone Co.. 492 U S at 
242. 109 S.Ct. at 2902 (continuity test looks to period during which predicate acts were 
committed) Moreover, acts that do not constitute predicate racketeering activity are not 
included in the calculation for determining continuity. Colacredil. SA. v. Windsor Plumbing 
Supply Co. Inc.. 187 F.3d at 243. 

As demonstrated above, the plaintiffs complaint completely fails to plead predicate 
acts with sufficiency Nevertheless, to the extent this Court finds that the plaintiff has property 
pled such predicate acts and demonstrated that they constitute "racketeering activity," the 
plaintiff has sWI faded to sufficiently establish the requisite showing of a "pattern" as there has 
been no demonstration of dosed-ended continuity. 

The plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich first met with Ms. Shipillna at the 'end 
of October. 2000." (Ex A. 1223). In fact, plaintiff did not commence divorce/annulment 
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proceedings against Ms Shipilina until February 2001. and, therefore, it was not until this time 
that Muntfy and Petrovich appeared in the divorce action on behalf of Ms Shipilina. (Ex. B) 
However, taking the plaintiffs allegations as true to the effect that Mundy and Petrovich first 
met with Ms Shipilina in October. 2000, no required predicate act is even alleged to have 

ft 

been committed by Mundy or Petrovich prior to October. 2000, and could not have been 
committed prior to that time. A review of the complaint also reveals that there are no 
allegations that Mundy or Petrovich met with any other members of the purported enterprise 
prior to October. 2000 and participated with them in predicate acts. (Ex. A). Additionally, the 
last predicate act alleged to have been committed by Mundy or Petrovich was in March, 2002. 
(Ex. A, 1293,1J298, ffl|315-318. 1|715). There are no allegations that Mundy and Petrovich 
committed any other predicate or criminal acts after March. 2002 or had any connection with 
other members of the enterprise after that date. (Ex. A). 

Thus, the period of time between the predicate acts purportedly committed by Mundy 
and Petrovich amounts to. at most, merely one year and five months. It is well settled that 
elosed-ended continuity cannot exist over such an abbreviated period of time. See Do Falco 
v. Bemos. 244 F.3d at 321: Cofocredit. S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc., 187 F.3d 
at 242. 

ii. Open-ended Continuity 

Unlike elosed-ended continuity, to satisfy open-ended continuity, ‘the plaintiff need not 
show that the predicates extended over a substantial period of time but must show that there 
was a threat of continuing criminal activity beyond the period during which the predicate acts 
were performed ' Colocredit. S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc., 187 F 3d at 242 See 
also The Jordan (Bermuda) Inv. Co. v. Hunter Groen Inv. Ud.. 154 F Supp 2d 682. 694 
(SONY. 2001) (open-ended continuity does not require substantial temporal showing, but 
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plaintiffs allegations as true, they go no further than describing past criminal acts by Mundy 
and Petrovich with finite goals, which were compSeted. The plaintiffs allegations, taken at their 
face value, if proved, would establish, at most, that there was a ’discrete and relatively short¬ 
lived scheme’ to defraud Ihe plaintiff, which is insufficient to establish a claim of open- 
continuity. Colacrodit. S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc.. 187 F . 3d at 244. 

v In an apparent ploy, albeit unsuccessful, to plead his RICO claims, the plaintiff has 
chosen to make broad and sweeping conclusions such as "on information and belief, member 
defendants' predicate acts will repeal and multiply into Ihe future," instead of simply proving, 
or even alleging, continuing criminal activity beyond the period dunng which the predicate acts 
were performed by Mundy or Petrovich (Ex. A. 11876. ^877). There is not one jota of evidence 
to support plaintiffs conclusion that such acts even occurred, let alone wilt repeat into the 
future. In fact, the complaint is totally devoid of any specific allegation or factual basis to 
support plaintiffs opinion and such legal conclusions and opinions oouched as factual 
allegations arc insufficient to demonstrate the threat ol ongoing cnminal activity. 

Hence, this Court must dismiss the plaintiffs RICO ciaims since the plaintiff has failed 
to alege sufficient predicate acts on the part of Mundy and Petrovich for this Court to find that 
they amount to or pose a threat of continuing criminal activity. Without a showing of open- 
ended or dosed-ended continuity, Ihe plaintiff has failed to establish a ’pattern’ of 
racketeering activity, and. thus plaintiff's RICO claims must fail as a matter of law 

0. Plaintiff Falls to Establish That Mundy or Petrovich Invests 

In, or Maintains an Interest In, or Participates in the Enterprise 

i. No Utilization or Investment of Income within 18 U.S.C. §1962(a) 

) 

To state a claim under 18 U.S.C. §1962(a), plaintiff must allege trial (1) Ihe defendants 
used or invested racketeering Income to acquire or maintain an Interest in the alleged 
enterprise: and 2) the plaintiff suffered an injury as a result of the investment by the 
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defendants. O 4 G Carriers. Inc. v. Smith. 799 F. Supp 1528, 1542 (S.D.N.Y, 1992); 
Bingham v. Zott. 683 F Supp. 965. 971 (S.D.N.Y. 1988). Thus, the essence of a violation 
of §1962(a) is nof commission of predicate acts but investment of racketeering income' NRB 
Indus. Inc. v. R.A. Taylor 4 Assoc.. Inc.. 1998 WL 3638 "1 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) (quoting 0 uakmne 
v. MacFariane. 897 F,2d 75. 83 (2d Cir. 1990). 

The injury from the alleged RICO violation must be a "use" or 'investment' injury 
distinguished from the Injuries purportedly caused by the predicate acts themselves. See 
Update Traffic Systems. Inc. v Gould. 857 F Supp 274, 282 (E D.N Y. 1994). NRB Indus 
Inc. v R.A Taylor 4 Assoc.. Inc.. 1998 WL 3638 *1. "This investment-injury requirement is 
not satisfied merely because the defendant/enterprise has reinvested money from the 
racketeering acts back into its own operations, thus enabling the scheme to continue." Update 
Traffic Systems. Inc. v. Gould. 857 F. Supp. at 282-83. 

Plaintiffs complaint fails to even allege that Mundy or Petrovich received racketeenng 
income from the purported enterprise or used or invested income received from the purported 
racketeenng activity to acquire an interesl in the alleged enterprise. (Ex. A). Furthermore, 
plaintiff has not established that he sustained an injury as a result of the use or investment 
by Mundy or Petrovich Rather, plaintiff's complaint is limited to alleged damages resulting 
from purported predicate acts. (Ex. A). 

il No Acquisition or Maintenance of Interest within 18 U.S.C. §1962(b) 

To state a claim under 18 U.S.C. §1962(b). plaintiff must allege that (1) the defendants 
acquired or maintained an interest in the alleged enterprise through a pattern of racketeering 
activity; and (2) plaintiff suffered an Injury as a result of the acquisition of the enterprise. O 4 
G Carriers. Inc. v. Smith, 799 F. Supp at 1543. See also Medgar Evers Houses Tenants 
Asst) v t.tedgar Evers Houses Associates. L.P.. 25 F. Supp 2d 116.124 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) (18 
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U.S.C- 1962 (b) prohibits a person engaging in racketeering activity from using that activity to 
acquire or maintain an Interest in or control over an enterprise that affects interslate 
commence) 

Thus, plaintiff must allege that he sustained "a distinct injury caused by the defendants 
acquisition or maintenance of an interest in or control of an enterprise Id. In Modgar Evers. 
the alleged enterprise was the association of the defendants themselves and the Court found 
that the §1962(b) claim failed because the plaintiff did not allege that the defendants acquired 
or maintained an "interest" in their 'association' through the pattern of racketeering and failed 
to allege a distinct injury stemming from the defendants' acquisition or maintenance of that 
interest Id. 

Again, the plaintiff has dearly failod to sufficiently plead that Mundy and Petrovich used 
racketeering activities to acquire or maintain an interest in or control over the purported 
enterprise, (Ex. A) Plaintiffs throw-in' of the word 'maintain' in concluding that Kuba. Mundy 
& Associates engaged in predicate acts to generate revenues 'to maintain its Interest in the 
Enterprise,' that Mr Mundy committed predicate acts to 'maintain control of the firm's 
Enterprise" and that Petrovich committed predicate acts to 'assist in maintaining control of the 
firm s interest in the in the Enterprise' is In sufficient (Ex A, 1)488. D500. H512). The plaintiff 
has similarly failed to adequately plead that he sustained a distinct injury as a result of 
Mundy's or Petrovich's acquisition or maintenance of an intorest in or control of the purported 
enterprise. 

Hi. No Participation in the Enterprise within 18 U.S.C. §1962(c) 

/to state a d8im under 18 U.S.C. §1962(c), plaintiff must allege "that he was injured 
by the defendants' "(1) conduct (2) of an enterprise (3) through a pattern (4) of racketecnng 
activity." Cofacredit, S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co., Inc. 187 F.3d at 242 (citing Azrielti 
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v Cohen Law Offices. 21 F.3d 512,520(2dCir. 1994)); Dtetnch v. Bauer, 76 F. Supp 2d 312. 
347 (S.D.N.Y. 1999). 

I The defendants must also have 'participated' in “the operation or management of the 
enterprise itself.' Congregadon he law Mision Provinda ho Venezuela. 978 F. Supp at 446 
In other words, a party w* nof be liable under 18 U.S.C. §1962(c) unless it has some part in 
directing the [RICO] enterprise's affairs' Reves v Ernst 4 Young. 507 U S 170. 179.113 
S C1 1163.1170(1993). See also Congregaoon he law Mision Provmda he Venezuela, 978 
F. Supp at 450 ('it must be alleged that a defendant exerts control over the enterprise or is 
involved in some degree in its direction) This "operation or management' requirement is a 
test that 'is a very difficult test to satisfy ' La Satto Nall Bank v. Duff & Phelps Credit Rating 
Co.. 951 F. Supp 1071. 1090 (S.D.N.Y. 1996) The simple taking of directions and 
performance of tasks that are necessary or helpful to the enterprise, without more. Is 
insufficient to bring a defendant within the scope of §1962(c). U.S. v. Diaz. 176 F.3d 52.92 
(2d Cir. 1999); See also Congregacion he law Mision Provinda he Venezuela. 978 F. Supp 
at 450 ( Mere involvement or association with a RICO enterprise is not enough to establish 
RICO liability- the test is not involvement but control ") 

Indeed, Courts have dismissed cases where, like here, plaintiff has failed to show (hat 
defendants did anything more than purportedly "assist' in the alleged RICO enterphse. ruling 
that merely alleging "wrongful acts' which could have Importance to the enterpnse's scheme 
does not translate into 'direction' of the enterprise. See Schmidt v. Fleet Bank, 16 F. Supp 2d 
at 347. In fact where an attorney is deemed to have power to direct certain actions of 
individuals involved, and In some cases where that attorney allegedly participates in the fraud, 
that does not equate to the power to direct and operate the enterprise itself. See Morin v. 
Trupin, 835 F. Supp 126 (S.D.N.Y 1993) In Monn v. Twpin, the Court found that an 
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attorney's facilitation of the operation of the enterprise does not create a sufficient ground of 
"operation and management" to constitute liability under section 1962(c). Id. at 134. The Court 
elaborated that even "if this Court found that these defendants had substantial persuasive 
power to Induce management to take certain actions, this is still not equivalent lo having the 
power to conduct or participate directly or indirectly in the conduct in the affairs of those 
corporations." Id. at 135-36 (citations onvtted); Strong & Fischer. Lid. v Maxima Leather. Inc. 
1993 WL 277205 (S.O.N.Y. July 19. 1973). 

\ The plaintiffs complaint, even when read «n a light most favorable to him. is devoid of 
any allegations that Mundy or Petrovich had any part in the "operation or management" of the 
purported enterprise- Virtually every paragraph of the plaintiffs complaint directed at Mundy 
or Petrovich merely alleges that they were Involved In the purported enterprise or simply 
performed tasks necessary or helpful to the purported enterprise In fact, there are only two 
paragraphs m the plainlrffs's complaint directed at Mundy and Petrovich, which even suggest 
that Mundy and Petrovich directed the enterprise or exerted control over the enterprise. (Ex. 
A, 1)500. ¥512). However, the plaintiffs conclusions in these paragraphs that Mundy and 
Petrovich "maintain control of the firm's interest in the Enterpnse and direct part of the affairs 
of the Enterprise" as well as "Implement some of the decisions of the Enterprise" Is clearty 
insufficient to satisfy the stnngent standard of "operation and management." (Ex. A. ¥500. 
¥512). If anything, the plaintlffs s complaint is replete with allegations that Mundy and 
Petrovich were merely involved with the purported enterprise and assisted the enterprise, 
which is insufficient, See U. S. v. Diaz, 176 F.3d at 92; Congregacion do law Mision Provincm 
de Venezuela, 978 F. Supp at 450; Schmidt v. Fleet Bank. 16 F. Supp.2d at 347; Morin v. 
Trupin. 835 F. Supp. at 134-136. 
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E. Plaintiffs Complaint Fails to Adequately 
Allege The Existence of a RICO Enterprise 






In addition to (ailing to properly plead predicate acts and a pattern of racketeering 
activity, the plaintiff most glaringly fails to sufficiently plead the existence of an enterprise A 
RICO plaintiff must plead each defendant s participation in the 'operation or management' 
of an 'enterprise" as those terms are defined for the purposes of the statute. Dietrich v Bauer. 
76 F. Supp 2d 312. 347 (S.D.N Y 1999) A RICO enterprise Is statutorily definod as 'any 
indtvidual, partnership, corporation, association, or other legal entity, and any union or group 
of individuals associated in fact allhough not a legal entity.' 18 U.S.C. §1691(4) {emphasis 


added). 


In interpreting this statute, the Supreme Court has defined a RICO enterprise as a 
"group of persons associated together for a common purpose or engaging in a common 
course of conduct ..[It Is) proved by evidence of an ongoing organization, formal or informal, 
and by any evidence that the various associates function as a continuing unit' United Stales 
v. Turkette, 452 U S. 576. 583,101 S.Ct. 2524, 2528 (1981) Soe also Kashelkar v. Rubin A 
Rotfiman, 97 F. Supp.2d at 391; Flrsf Nationwide Bank v. Gelt Funding Corp. 820 F. Supp.. 
89 (S.D.N,Y 1993) (for an association of Individuals to constitute an enterprise, the 
individuals must share a common purpose to engage in a particular fraudulent course of 
conduct and work together to achieve such purposes). 

• 'In determining whether the members of a purported association-in-fact functioned 

as a unit, ‘|c|ourts in the Second Circuit must took to the 'hierarchy, organization, and 

activities' of the association' Schmidt v. Fleet Bank. 16 F. Supp 2d at 349 (quoting Firsf 

Nationwide Bank v. Gelt Funding Corp.. 820 F. Supp. at 98). 

Consistent with these standards, "a RICO enterprise must exhibit 
structural continuity over its alleged lifespan." Kovian v. Fulton 


'v 

’I 
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County Natl. Bank and Trust Co., No. 86- CV-154 1990 WL 
36809. al 16 (N.D.N.Y March 28.1990) As Ihe Eighth Circuit has 
explained, "continuity ol structure exists where there is an 
organizational pattern or system of authority that provides a 
mechanism for directing the group's affairs on a continuing, rather 
than an ad hoc. basis” Handeon v. LeMalre. 112 F.3d 1339. 
1351 (8th Cir 1997) (quoting United States v. Kragness, 830 F.2d 
842. 856 (8th C*. 1987)). 


Schmidt v. Fleet Bank. 16 F. Supp. 2d at 349. 

In addition. 1i]t is firmly established lhat, to state a claim under RICO, a Plaintiff must } L , 
allege and prove the existence ol an enterprise which is 'separate and distinct from Ihe 
alleged pattern of racketeering activity." Goldline v, Slchenzia, 118 F. Supp.2d at 400 
(quoting Black Radio Network. Inc. v. NYNBX Corp. 44 F. Supp 2d 565. 580 (S.D.N.Y, 

1999)) In other words, Ihe enterprise cannot be the pattern of racketeering but must be "an 

iV 

entity separate and apart from the pattern of activity in which it engages." United States v. 

Turkette. 452 U S al 583. 101 S CI at 2529 The members of the purported enterprise "as 


H.' - • 

a whole must have a common link other than the racketeering activity * McDonough v. 


National Home Ins. Co.. 108 F.3d 174.177 (8th Cir. 1997). Thus, if a plaintiff has not pled that 



Ihe alleged cnierpnse would exist despite the alleged pattern of racketeering activity, then the 
claims are subject to dismissal as a matter of law See Gotdfme v. Sichenoa. 118 F Supped 


at 400 


Plaintiff's RICO claims in the Instant matter fail as a matter of law, because he has not 
pled an enterprise within the meaning of the RICO statute. The enterprise allegedly consists 
of all defendants, which encompasses “domestic and foreign corporations, partnerships, 
individuals, government officials, law firms. (American, Russian and Chechen] organized 
cnmc gangs., and an Islamic terrorist and crime dan ” (Ex. A, H11). The complaint, however, 
is completely devoid of any sensible, logical, or coherent explanation as to how all these 
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defendants are joined together as a group to perpetrate the acts and frauds alleged in the 

complaint Indeed, there can be no such explanation, because no 'association' exists. 

The complaint clearly fails to allege any specific facts revealing a continuous structure 

-— “X {.!*■ 

of the enterprise, interrelationship of alleged actions or coordinated rotes played by the 

members of the purported enterprise Similarly, there is no showing of a sensible chain of 

\ ^ \ 

command" or functional Integration In fact, the only factor joining the sixty-three domestic 

\ • , , . . /• * " I 

and foreign defendants is Ms Shipilina and the people she purportedly encountered, places 
she purportedly traveled, and institutions she purported worked at or visited. There is 

( i 

absolutely no other connection among Mundy and Petrovich and the other defendants 
comprising this purported enterprise, other than they had some form of alleged contact with 
Ms. Shipihna. Conclusory allegations that disparate parties were associated in fact by virtue 
of their involvement with Ms. Shipilina are insufficient to sustain a RICO claim, absent specific 
allegations as to how the members wore associated together in an enterprise. First 
Nationwide Bank v. Ge« Funding Corp.. 820 F. Supp at 98." In addition, common sense 

does not support the notion that a small law firm, Mundy. could act as the taw firm holding , 

Jlv 

together the purported enterprise and conducting legal work for over sixty-three defendants , i 


across the world. 


A: lu 


Additionally, the plaintiff has not plod any details which would even remotely suggest . , 


that the purported enterprise would exist as a continuous structure, separate and distinct from 


the alleged pattern of racketeering activity First Nationwide Bank, 820 F. Supp. at 98. The 
plaintiff has failed to proffer any evidence that the alleged enterprise would stil exist if the 


vM 

* 4 I 


"Tho piamlifTs general allegation mal 'relationshps among me Enterprises members are loemal, 
ncTudng agreements and chan of command authority, and informal in winch me common objoclrvcs of Ihe 
Enlerpnse controls deciston-maiung' a clearly raUfficienL (Ex A.f14j 

"if jinyOwng Ihe ptmnoffs comment shows lhal some defendants may hove cotrmatod independent 
crimes A series ol dlscontnuous independent acts Is no moro ol an 'enterprise' man a Is a s mglo enme 
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'predicate acts {were] removed (rom the equation'. M In other words, it is dear that there 
is no common nexus between the members of the alleged enterprise, or at least between 
Mundy. Petrovich and the remaining members, other than their purported racketeering 
adivities directed towards Ms. Shipdina. As there is a complete paucity of evidence that the 
alleged enterpnse would exist, despite the alleged pattern of racketeering actrvky. the plaintiff 
has failed to establish the existence of an enterpnse. 

Thus, the plaintiffs preposterous allegations of a RICO enterprise and ongoing 
organization between the defendants may be the most damning evidence of the frivolous 
nature of this complaint. The plaintiffs allegations of the existence of a RICO enterprise, 
stretches the bounds and limits of evon the most delusional imagination. Since the plaintiffs 
complaint fails to establish the existence of an enterpnse, plaintiffs RICO claims are subject 



to dismissal as a matter of law. 

F. Plaintiff Lacks Standing to Assort a RICO Claim 

Plaintiff must satisfy the following three requirements to have standing to assert a 
RICO violation: (1) a violation of section 1962; (ii) Injury to business or property; and (iii) 
causation of the Injury by the violation. First Nationwide Bank v. Celt Funding Co/p., 27 F.3d 
763, 767 (2d Cir. 1994) cert denied 513 U S. 1079 (1995). See also Hecht v. Commerce 
Clearing House. Inc.. 897 F 2d 21.23 (2d Cir 1990); 18 U.S C. §1964(c) fAny person injured 
in his busmoss or property by reason of a violation of section 1962 of this chapter" has 
standing to sue for RICO violations) 

Standing to sue Is limited lo those persons whose injuries were both factually and 
proximatety caused by the alleged RICO violation Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection 


Corp., 503 U S 258,268.112 S.Ct. 1311.1316-1318 (1992). Wh4e the term proximate cause 
is utilized, the Second Circuit has made dear that lability under statutes such as RICO does 
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not "depend on whether there is proximate causation as that term is used at common law 
Abrahams v. Young & Rubicon) Inc.. 79 F.3d 234.237 (2d Cir. 1996) Instead, the question 
is whether the plaintiff was "in the category the statute meant to protect," and whether "the 
harm that occurred .. |was| the mischief the statute sought to avoid." Id. Thus, to have 
standing, plaintiff must show that ho was "the intended target" of the RICO violations, and that 
any alleged RICO injury must have been the "preconceived purpose" o( the RICO activities 
See In re Amencan Express Co Shareholder Litig. v. Robinson. 39 F.3d 395. 400 (2d Cir. 
1994). 

Further, a cause of action under RICO does not accrue until the amount of damages 
becomes dear and definite Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhodes, 859 F.2d 1096.1106 (2d Cir. 
1988), cert domed. 490 U.S 1007.109 S.Ct 1643 (1989) 

Even assuming that the plaintiff is able to demonstrate the requisite elements of a 
RICO dalm, the complaint must still be dismissed because the plaintiff tacks standing to 
maintain such an action. Plaintiff complaint fails to set forth a single factual allegation that 
would lead any reasonable person to believe that the sixty-three named defendants, located 
throughout the world, are engaged in a RICO enterprise with the preconceived purpose of 
intentionally targeting him for financial ruin. 

v 

Furthermore, plaintiffs damages allegedly consist of damages to his business, financial 

-- *' ~ -- *1* ' _ 

interests, safety, liberty and reputation. (Ex. A, ffl|900-914). The only damages actionable 
under RICO are to a persons' business or property. Plaintiff cannot demonstrate with any 
specificity In what manner he sustained injuries to his business or property. Hts conclusory 
allegations of loss profits from his law and consulting business, expenditure of funds to 
restore his businoss. loss of business opportunities and expenditure of funds to investigate 
the purported enterprise are not only unavailing but are not definite or ascertainable 
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damages. Moreover, any purported harm to the plaintiff s business is solely a result ol the 
plaintiffs own careless actions and dedication to an imaged RICO enterprise, which does not 
exist 

G. Plaintiff Has Failed to Plead Conspiracy 
to Violate RICO within 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) 

V A claim under 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) requires that the defendants conspire to commit a 

l 

substantive RICO violation. To state a claim under 18 U.S.C- §1962(d), plaintiff must 

- - 

adequately allege that the defendants agreed to form and associate themselves with a RICO 
enterpnse and agreed to commit two predicate acts in furtherance of a pattern of racketeering 
activity in connection with that enterprise. Cofacredil. S.A. v Windsor Plumbing Supply Co 
Inc.. 187 F.3d at 244 'However, a conspiracy daim under 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) will no! survive 
If 0>e complaint contains nothing more than conctusory allegations of a conspiracy. Case law 
is unequivocal that '(bjare allegations of "conspiracy ., are insufficient to support of a civil RICO 
claim'. Morin v. Twpin, 747 F Supp. t051. 1067 (S.D.N.Y. 1990) (quoting Crunwald v. 
Bomfreund. 668 F Supp. 128.133 (E.D.N.Y. 1987). 'Indeed, even a mere (allegation of an] 
agreement to commit the predicate acts Is not sufficient to support a charge of conspiracy under 
§t962(d)'.' Morin v Trupin. 747 F. Supp. at t067 (quoting Seville Indus Machinery Corp. v. 
Southmost Machinery Corp . 742 F 2d 786, 792 N. 8 (3d Cir. 1984). cert, denied. 469 U S 
1211.105 S.Ct. 1179(1985) Rather, plaintiff must show that the defendants understood the 
scope of the enterprise and knowingly agreed to further its affairs through the commission of 
various offenses. Morin v. Trupin. TAT F, Supp at 1067. 

I'^The plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich conspired to commit predicate and other 
acts of white slave trade. Importing aliens for immoral purposes, fraud and misuse of visas, 
the procurement of nationality unlawfully, obstruction of justice, mail and wire fraud, bribery 
and money laundering. (Ex. A, 1(489-1501.1513,1705,1706.1722.1723,1738,1739). 
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Although the plaintiffs complaint is replete with the phrase that Mundy and Petrovich ’agreed" 
to 'perform' certain acts, as demonstrated above, there continues to be a paucity of facts to 
support these bald assertions of a conspiracy (Ex. A, 51234, 51236. 51243. 5|254, 5J265. 51275. 
51280. 51287, 5J293.51298,5J306.51316), The plaintiff has failed to adequately plead when or 
where such purported agreements occurred, the nature of the agreements or what the terms 
of the agreements to conspire wore Thus, bare oondusory allegations of a conspiracy are 
insufficient to support plaintiffs RICO claims. 

Additionally, there can be no RICO conspiracy without a substantive RICO violation 
NRB Indus., Inc. v. RA Taylor & Assocs.. Inc.. 1998 WL 3638 *3 (S D.N.Y. Jan. 7.1998) In 
other words, if tho plaintiff fails to slate a claim for violation of §1962{a). (b) or (c). their RICO 
conspiracy claim must also fail. Id. See also Discon v. NYNBX Corp., 93 F.3d at 1064, rav'd 
on other grounds. 525 U S. 128 (1998) (if pnor claims do not state a claim for substantive 
RICO violations, then a RICO conspiracy claim necessarily does not set forth conspiracy to 
commit such violations); Kalrman v. Victoria's Secret Catalogue. 167 F.R.D. at 658 a(Td 113 
F 3d at 1229 (failure to plead facts that would satisfy 1962(a). 1962(b) or 1962(e) necessarily 
dooms any daim that the plaintiff might assert arising under 1962(d)) Since the plaintiff has 
dearty failed to assert a substantive RICO violation against Mundy and Petrovich, plaintiffs 
conspiracy claims against Mundy and Petrovich under 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) must fail as a 
matter of law 

Lastly, the Supreme Court has held that a party will not be liable under 18 U.S.C. 
§1962(d) unless it has some part in directing the RICO enterprise's affairs See Reves v. 
Ernst & Young. 507 U S. at 170,113 S.Ct at 1163 As set forth above, plaintiff has failed to 
plead direction of the purported enterprise on the part Mundy and Petrovich Plaintiffs 
conspiracy claims must fall on this basis as well 
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H. There Is No Valid Claim for Aiding and Abetting Rico Violations 

Insofar as the plaintiff has suggested that Murvdy and Petrovich aided and abetted 
RICO violations, there Is no pnvate nght ol action lor aiding and abetting a RICO violation. 
(Ex. A.H711.ffl713-721.1|728.U1728-737) See Gotdfme v. Sichenzta. 118F. Supp2dat 
392. Tn a recent exhaustive opinion. Judge Mukasey held that there Is no federal tort of 
aiding and abetting a RICO violation ” LaSalle Bank v. Duff & Phelps Credit Rating Co.. 951 
F Supp at 1088-1089 (goofing Economic Development v Arthur Andersen & Co.. 924 F 
Supp 449. 475-478 (S.D.N.Y. 1996) The Court in LaSalle Bank agreed with Judge 
Mukasey's analysis and recommended the dismissal of plaintiffs' claim of aiding and abetting 
a RICO violation on the ground that there is no such cause of action Id. 

In Hayden v. Paul. Weiss. RUktnd, Wharton & Garrison. 955 F.Supp 248 (S.D.N.Y. 
1997), the Southern District Court again followed the reasoning of the Supreme Court in 
Central Bank of Denver, N.A. v. First Interstate Bank of Denver. N A,. 511 US. 164,114 S.Ct 
1439 (1994) and declined to find a pnvate nght of action by stating "[njowhere in the text of 
Section 1962 is there any indication that Congress intended to impose aiding and abetting 
liability for a violation of the RICO statute." Hayden v. Paul Weiss. Rifkind. Wharton & 
Garrison. 955 F. Supp at 256 

Accordingly, insofar as the plaintiff daims that Mundy and Petrovich violated 18 U.S.C. 
1962(a). (b). (c)and (d) on the basis of their "aiding and abetting" status, these claims must 
be dismissed as a matter of law 
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POINT III 

PLAINTIFF'S PENDANT STATE LAW CLAIMS FAIL AS A MATTER OF LAW 
A This Court Lacks Jurisdiction Over Plaintiffs Pendant Slate Law Claims 

Assuming that this Court dismisses plaintiffs RICO claims, no federal question 
provides this Court with jurisdiction over the plaintiffs state law claims lor intentional infliction 
of emotional distress, abuse of power, prima facie tort and malicious prosecution (Ex. A. 
US894-899) Further, this Court would not have jurisdiction over his state law claims by virtue 
of amount in controversy and diversity of citizenship since diversity of citizenship is not 
complete, because the plaintiff and numerous defendants are residents of the Stale of New 
York Consequently, whether to retain jurisdiction over plaintiff s pendonl state law could only 
be entertained pursuant to the sound discretion of the trial court. 28 U.S.C. §1367(a)(7); See 
a/so Perez v Ortiz. 849 F.2d 793 798 (2d Cir 1988) 

The Supreme Court said m United Mine Workers v. Gibbs. 383 U S. 715. 725,86 S.Ct. 
1130. 1138(1986): 

Pendant jurisdiction. In the sense of judicial power, exists 
whenever there is a claim arising under . . .the Laws of the 
United Slates.,U,S. Const, Art III. (§|2. and the relationship 
between that claim and the state claim permits the conclusion 
that the entire action before the court comprises but one 
constitutional case’. The federal claim must have substance 
sufficient to confer subject matter jurisdiction on the court. 

As discussed above, plaintiff has not sufficiently pled RICO violations The exercise 
of federal junsdiction must first be tested against the allegations in the complaint. To 
withstand a motion to dismiss, a federal claim must be stated with substance sufficient to 
confer subject matter jurisdiction Id at 725. The required specificity of pleadings must be 
examined by the standard that 'complaints containing only ’condusory,' 'vague,' or‘general 
allegations' of a conspiracy to deprive a person of his constitutional rights will be 
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dismissed ~ Hughes v. Patrolmen's Benevolent Ass'n. of the City of New York. Inc,, 850 
F.2d 876. 880 (2d Cir. 1988) If, during the course of the proceedings. « becomes 
apparent that the foderal claims are discemibly meritless, both the federal and pendant 
state law claims must bo dismissed. Crane Co. v. American Standard. 603 F.2d 244, 254 
(2d Cir 1979). 

Although Courts often dismiss both Federal and pendant State law claims where the 
Federal claims are mentlcss, it is respectfully submitted that this Court exercise its 
discretion and address the instant state law claims in the interest of resolving this matter 
and in the Interest of |udicial and party economy. Given the plaintiffs abuse of the legal 
system and history of litigation, this Court should exercise supplemental jurisdiction over 
plaintiff s pendent state claims. 

B. Plaintiffs Pendant State Law Claims Do Not State a Cause 

of Action and Are Barred by the Statute of Limitations 

Insofar as this Court decides to extend jurisdiction over plaintiffs state law claims 
for intentional infection of emotional distress, abuse of power, prima facie tort and malicious 
prosecution, plaintiffs claims fail to state a cause of action and are entirely lacking m ment 
against Mundy and Petrovich (Ex. A. (|(]894-899). In addition, some of the plaintiffs state- 
law claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations. 

i. Plaintiffs Claim for Intentional Infliction 

of Emotional Distress Should be Dismissed 

The plaintiffs fifth cause of acton alleges intentional infliction of emotional distress 
(Ex. A. ([894. t[895) To state a claim for intentional Infliction of emotional distress, the 
plaintiff must demonstrate (1) extreme and outrageous conduct (2) intent to cause, or 
disregard of a substantial probability of causing, severe emotional distress. (3) a casual 
connection between the conduct and injury, and (4) severe emotional distress. Howe# v, 
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New York Post Company. Inc.. 81 N.Y.2d 115,121.612 N.E.2d 699. 702. 596 N.Y.S.2d 
350. 353 (1993). See also Bender v. City ot New York. 78 F 3d 787, 790 (2d Cir 1996) 
The requirements of Uiis standard are very strict, and liability has been found only where 
the conduct has been ‘so outrageous in character, and so extreme in degree, as to go 
beyond all possible bounds of decency, and to be regarded as atrocious, and utterly 
intolerable in a civilized community" DiHon v. City of New York. 261 A.D.2d 34, 41. 704 
N.Y.S.2d 1. 7 (1st Dep t 1999) [quoting Murphy v. American Home Products Corp.. 58 
N.Y.2d 293. 303.448 N.E.2d 86.96.461 N.Y.S.2d 232. 242 (1983). 

\ Plaintiff seeks to hold Mundy and Petrovich liable for representing his ex-wife In 
divorce and immigration proceedings. In doing so. plaintiff fails to sufficiently plead every 
element of a claim for intentional infliction of emotional distress. Plaintiff fails to 
demonstrate any conduct that is "atrocious, and utterly intolerable in a civilized community," 
on the part of Mundy and Petrovich, which would qualify as ‘extreme and outrageous 
conduct." Plaintiff also fails to demonstrate, let alone even allege, that Mundy and 
Petrovich intended to cause severe emotional distress, that there is a casual connection 
between the conduct of Mundy and Petrovich and plaintiffs purported injuries, and that he 
even sustained severe emotional distress Plaintiff s claim of emotional distress Is bare 
and condusory. with uncorroborated injuries. Insofar as the plaintiff even suggests that he 
has sustained some form of severe distress or depression, although he has not alleged it 
in this action, it surely was not caused, intentionally or otherwise, by any conduct on the 
part of Mundy or Petrovich. 

V Moreover, it is well established that a claim for intentional infliction of emotional 
distress in New York has a one year statute of limitations. N.Y. Civ. Prac. L &R. 215(3) 
(McKinney 2003). See also Sfortfeur v. Computer Assocs. Inti, Inc,, 995 F.Supp 94. 98 
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(E D N Y 1998); Brown v. Bronx Cross County Medical Group, 834 F. Supp 105, 110 
(S.D.N.Y. 1993); Campbell v. Chabot . 189 A.D.2d 746. 747. 592 NYS2d 423 (2nd Dept 
1993); Gallagher v. Directors Guild of America, Inc., 144 A.D.2d 261. 262, 263. 533 
N.Y.S.2d 863. 864 (Isl Dop't. 1988). "The time within which an action must be 
commenced, except as otherwise expressly proscribed, shall be computed from the time 
the cause o( action accrued to the time the claim is interposed." N.Y, Civ. Prac. L. & R 
§203(a) (McKinney 2003). The claim "accrues when the wrong is done, regardless of 
when it was discovered.. "Sfordeur v. Computer Associates Inti., Inc., 995 F.Supp at 98 
See also Bntt v. The Legal Aid Society. Inc.. 95 N.Y 2d 443. 741 N.E.2d 109.718N.Y,S.2d 
264 (2000). 

Although the plaintiff does not speedy which acts by Mundy or Petrovich comprise 
his claim for intentional infliction of emotional distress, the last purported wrongful act even 
alleged to have been committed by Mundy or Petrovich which could have caused plaintiffs 
distress, occurred in March. 2002. (Ex. A. 11293, 11298, 711315-318, 7715). There is 
absolutely no claim by the plaintiff that Mundy or Petrovich acted unlawfully or participated 
in the purported enterprise after that date (Ex. A). Therefore, the claim could not have 
aocrued any later than March. 2002 and could have accrued as earty as October of 2000 
when Mundy and Petrovich first allegedly met Ms Shipilina and first allegedly participated 
in the purported enterprise (Ex, A, 7223) The oomplaint was not filed until Apnl 18.2003, 
which is more than one year after Mundy or Petrovich's last alleged ad or participation in 
the purported enterprise (Ex. A) The plaintiff failure to commence his claim for mtenhonal 
Infliction of emotional distress within the applicable statute of limitations is yet another 
basis for dismissal as to his fifth cause of action. 
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II. Plaintiffs Claim for Abuse of Process Should bo Dismissed 

The plaintiffs sixth cause of action alleges abuse ol process. (Ex. A. 1(896.1(897). 
Abuse of process is defined as The misuse or perversion of regularly issued legal process 
for a purpose not justified by the nature of the process. - Board of Education of 
Fami&igdale Union Free School District v. Farmingdale Classroom Teachers Ass'n. Inc.. 
38 N.Y.2d 397,400.380 N.Y.S.2d 635. 639. 343 N E.2d 278 (1975). To slate a claim for 
abuse of process, the plaintiff must demonstrate (1) that defendant initiated regularly 
issued process, orlhcr cent or cnminal, compelling the performance of forbearance of some 
prescribed act. (2) that defendant Intended to do harm without excuse or social or 
economic justification and plaintiff did sustain injury to or an interference with his person 
or property; and (3) that defendant used the process in a perverted manner and sought 
some collateral advantage or corresponding detriment lying outside the legitimate ends of 
the process. Id. at 403. See also Cunarto v. Suozn. 63 N Y 2d 113. 116. 469 N.E 2d 
1324.1326, 480 N Y S.2d 466.468 (1984) 

t/ Where the defendants utilzc legal procedure In a manner consonant with the 
purpose for which the procedure was designed, the cause of action for abuse of process 
will not stand See Raved v Raved. 105 A D 2d 735, 481 N.Y.S.2d 170 (2d Dep t 1984) 
The plaintiff must allege facts sufficient to establish how this process was diverted from its 
lawful purpose to withstand a motion to dismiss Id. Further, a malicious motive alone 
does not give rise to a cause of action for abuse of process Cunano v. Suozn. 63 N Y 2d 
at 116. 469 N E.2d at 1326.480 N.Y.S.2d at 466 See also Matthews v New York City 
Dept of Social Services. 217 A.O 2d 413.415.629 N Y S 2d 241. 243 (1st Dep t 1995). 
A valid cause of action for abuse of process also requires that there be an unlawful 
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Interference with one’s person or property under color of process. See Curiano v. Suozti, 
63 N.Y.2d at 116.469 NE2d at 1326, 480 N Y.S 2d at 466. 

Plaintiff fails to sufficiently plead the elements of a claim for abuse of process. Most 
glaringly, the plaintiff fails to allege that 'any regularly issued process' was ever issued by 
Muncly and Petrovich (Ex. A)> In addition, the plaintiff has not alleged that Mundy or 
Petrovich intended to do harm without justification and used the process in a manner to 
obtain a collateral objective or advantage (Ex. A) ^Plaintiff also fails to allege "the gist of 
the action for abuse of process .... the Improper use of process after it is issued." Curiano 
v. Suoai. 63 N,Y.2d at 116.469 N E.2d at 1326,480 N.Y.S 2d at 466 (citations omitted) 
(quoting VMHwm v. WWams. 23 N.Y.2d 592,596,240 N.E 2d 333.335,298 N Y.S.2d 473. 
476 (1969). Lastly, where, as here, the allegations concerning abuse of process fail to 
allege actual or special damages, the cause of action must be dismissed Rosen v. 
Brondes. 105 Misc. 2d 506. 513.432 N Y S 2d 597.602 (Nassau County Cl. 1980); Kahn 
v. Freidlander. 90 A D 2d 868. 456 N Y.S 2d 482 (3d Dep t 1982)/The plaintiff cannot 
sustain a cause of action for abuse of process as he fails to allege special damages at all. 
much less with the requisite particularity 

/ Furthermore, a one year statute of limitations period has been provided under New 
York taw for "an action to recover damages for assault, battery, false imprisonment, 
malicious prosecution, libel slander, false words causing special damages, or a violation 
ol the nght to pnvacy under section fifty-one of the civil rights law." N.Y.Civ. Prac. L. & R 
§215(3) Although abuse of process is not specifically included In this section, every 
appellate court which has considered this statute recognized that a claim for damages for 
an intentional tort such as abuse of process is subject to the one year statute of limitations 
penod. See Bittner v. Cummings. 188 A.D.2d 504. 506, 591 N.Y.S.2d 429. 431 (2d Dep t 
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1992); Gallagher v. Directors Guild ol America, Inc,, 144 AD2d 261, 533 N Y.S2d 863 
(1st Dept1988); Hansen v. Petrone, 124 A D.2d 782, 508. N Y.S.2d 500 (2d Dep't1986) 
As demonstrated above, the plaintiff s one year statute of limitations period has 
expired since the abuse of process claim could not have accrued any later thBn March, 
2002 and this action was not commenced until April 18,2003, which is more than one year 
taler Accordingly, plaintiffs sixth cause of action for abuse of process must be dismissed 
as a matter of law. 

ill. Plaintiffs Claim for Malicious Prosecution Should be Dismissed 
s/ Plaintiffs seventh cause of action alleges malicious prosecution. (Ex. A, 1)898. 
1)899) The mere bringing ol a civil suit, even if groundless and iD-motivated, does not 
result in special damage or injury sufficient to sustain an action for malicious prosecution 
Homstem v WoH, 109 A D.2d 129,132,491 N.Y.S.2d 183, 186 (2d Dept 1985), atTd 67 
N Y 2d 721,499 N.Y.$.2d 938,490 N.E.2d 857. The elements necessary to maintain a 
cause of action for malicious prosecution are (1) the defendant either initiated or continued 
a prior judicial proceeding against the plaintiff; (2) the prior proceeding terminated in 
plaintiffs favor. (3) there was no probable cause for the prior judicial proceeding; (4) the 
prior judicial proceeding was instituted with malice; and (5) the plaintiff suffered a special 
in|ury of interference with his person or property as a result of this proceeding) Id. See 
also Engel v. CBS. Inc., 93 N Y.2d 195, 711 N.E.2d 626. 689 N Y.S 2d 411(1999). 
Conclusory allegations of malice are Insufficient to form the factual basis (or such an 
aBegalion See Homstem v. WoH. 109 A.D 2d at 132.491 N.Y.S.2d at 186. 

/ Additionally, an essential element of a claim for malicious prosecution is that the 
proceeding was terminated in favor ol the accused, and this requirement is satisfied only 
when the case has been tried on the merits and the outcome was a finding of innocence. 
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Martin v. Adler. 135 Mrsc 2d 383. 515 N.Y.S.2d 400 (Rockland County CL 1987).\Thus, 
where dismissal on the merits was never reached, the absence of an affirmative finding of 
innocence on the merits forecloses a cause of action sounding in malicious prosecution 
Sokol v Sofokles. 136 A.D.2d 535. 523 N Y S 2d 155 (2d Dep t 1988); Davis v. Stole of 
New York. 124 A D 2d 420. 507 N Y.S.2d 520 (3d Dep t 1986). 


Y'The plaintiffs malicious prosecution claim Is deficient in every respect 

< J -'* 1 

Notwithstanding plaintiffs nine hundred and fifteen paragraph complaint, there is no 
alegation of a judicial proceeding ever commenced or continued against him by Mundy 
and Petrovich, or that any such proceeding was ever terminated in his favor, (Ex. A) 

Malice on the pari of Mundy or Petrovich has also not been sufficiently alleged, nor has 
special injuries. Plaintiff completely fails to allege the requisite elements to sustain his 
seventh cause of action for malicious prosecution 

/Additionally, the plaintiffs claim for malicious prosecution is governed by a one year 
statute of limitations period. N Y. Civ, Prac L.8R § 215(3). See also Preston v. New 
York. 223 F Supp 2d 452,468 (S.D.N.Y. 2002); Hansen v Petrone. 124 A.D.2d at 782. 

508 N Y.S.2d at 500. The claim begins to run when the underlying action terminates >n 
plaintiffs favor See Dudick v. Goyas, 277 A.D.2d 686, 716 N.Y.S.2d 407 (3d Dept. 2000) 

Although there is no allegation that Mundy or Petrovich initiated a judicial proceeding 
against the plaintiff, let alone that a proceeding terminated in the plaintiffs favor, the last 
possible date that a claim for malicious prosecution could have accrued against Mundy and 
Petrovich is March. 2002. This is the last date that Mundy and Petrovich are alleged to 
have participated in the alleged enterpnso or its illegal activities. (Ex, A). This action was 
not commenced until more than one year later, therefore, plaintiffs seventh cause of action 
is timo barred 

il > 
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Iv. Plaintiffs Claim for Prima Facie Tort Should bo Dismissed 

Plaintiff sixth and seventh causes of action alternatively allego a claim for prima 
facie tort. (Ex. A. W896-899). Prima facie tort is designed lo provide a remedy for 
intentional and maKcaous actions that cause harm and for which no traditional lort provides 
a remedy Cvriano v. Suozzi. 63 N.Y.2d at 114.469 N.E.2d at 1325.480 N.Y.S.2d at 467 
However, Courts have made dear that "prima facie tort (is not) a 'catch-all alternative for 
every cause of action lhat cannot stand on its own legs ' Church of Scientology of Ca v. 
Siegelman. 94 F.R D 735. 738 (S O N Y. 1982) (quoting Belsky v. Lowenlhal. 62 A D 2d 
319, 323.405 N.Y.S.2d 62. 65 (1st Dept 1978). 

To state a claim for prima facie tort, plaintiff must demonstrate (1) intentional 
infliction of harm (2) resulting ri special damages. (3) without excuse or justification and 
(4) by an act or senes of acts that would otherwise be helpful. Bums Jackson Muter Summtt 
& Spitzer v. Lindner, 59 N.Y.2d 314.332.464 N Y S 2d 712. 720.451 N.E.2d 459 (1983). 

The most significant element of this cause of action, a heightened malice 

component, is summarized below 

. . .there Is no recovery in prima fade tort unless malevolence is 
the sole motive for defendant's otherwise lawful act or. In 
Justice Holmes' characteristically colorful language, unless 
defendant acts (rom "disinterested malevolence" (citations 
omitted) by which is meant "that the genesis which w#l mako 
a lawful act unlawful must be a malicious one unmixed with 
any other and exclusively directed to injury and damage of 
another* (citation omitted). 

Bums Jackson Miller Summit & Spitzer v Lindner. 59 N.Y.2d at 333. 464 N.Y.$.2d at 721, 
451 N E 2d at 468 

Whore a plaintiff fails to allege any facts to indicate that the so/e motivation for a 
defendant's action was lo injure and damage the plaintiff, a cause of action for prima facie 
tort must be dismissed. Bread Chalet, Inc. v. Royal Ins. Co., 224 A.D.2d 650, 651. 639 
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N Y S.2d 73.74 (2d Dep t 1996) See also Goetller v. Peters. 225 A.D.2d 660.664.639 
N Y.S 2d 843. 846 (2d Dep t 1996) 

Moreover, an "essential element ol the cause of action [of prima facie tort] is an 
aBegation of special damages." Howard v Block. 90 A.D.2d 455, 454 N.Y.S.2d 718 (1st 
Dept 1982). Special damages must be alleged "with sufficient particularity to identify 
actual losses and be related casually to the alleged tortious ads.' Luciano v. Handcock. 
78 A D.2d 943, 433 N Y S 2d 257, 258 (3d Dep t 1980). See also Ginsberg v Ginsberg. 
84 A D.2d 573. 443 N.Y,S.2d 439 (2d Dep't 1981) (counterclaim should be dismissed 
because it failed to state special damages): Lincoln First Bank v. Siegel, 60 A.D.2d 270. 
400 N.Y.S.2d 627 (4th Dept 1977) (complaint couched in broad and condusory terms that 
did not allege how the plaintiff was damaged should be dismissed). 

The plaintiffs claim for prima facie tort fails as a matter of law. First, plaintiff does 
not even allege that the sole motivation for the alleged wrongful ads was malice. Even 
If il can bo inferred that Mundy or Petrovich in some way engaged in intentional or 
malicious ads. there is no aBegation that they were motivated exdusivety by malice In fact, 
the plaintiffs complaint alleges that Mundy and Petrovich performed illegal acts for reasons 
other than to solely injure plaintiff, namely to assist Ms. Shlpillna in becoming a resident, 
to proted the purported "enterprise." and to prevent the deportation of Ms Shipitina. (Ex. 
A, 1HJ222-225.11228. H254. H255). Accordingly, the plaintiffs complaint acknowledges that 
there were other reasons for the defendants' alleged illegal ads 

Since the plaintiffs complaint does not aBoge sufficient fads from which this Court 
could reasonably infer that the defendants' alleged actions were motivated solely by a 
desire to harm the plaintiff, the plaintiff's prima lade tort claim is deficient. See Levy v. 
Coales. 286 A D 2d 424, 729 N.Y.S.2d 903 (2d Dep t 2001) f plaintiff failed to establish 
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that the sote motivation for the institution of the criminal charge was disinterested 
malevolence"): Bread Chalet, Inc. v. Royal Ins . Co.. 224 A.D.2d at 651,639 N.Y.S.2d. at 
74 ('plaintiff failed to alleged that the carrier's sole motivation for denying coverage was to 
injure the plaintiff"). Quite simply, the plaintiff has not tendered any evidence from which 
a reasonable conclusion could be made that Mundy and Petrovich, the attomeysAranstator 
for Ms. Shipatina in her divorce proceedings and immigration matters, had the sole desire 
to maliciously injure the plaintiff. 

The plaintiff has also failed to sufficiently plead special damages with the requisite 
specificity to support his prana facie tort claim. Plaintiff does not identify actual losses 
related to the purported tortuous acts. Accordingly, the plaintiff's sixth and seventh causes 
of action, which alternatively allege prima facie tort must be dismissed as a matter of law. 

POINT IV 

PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT FAILS TO CONTAIN A SHORT AND 
PLAIN STATEMENT OF THE CLAIMS SHOWING THAT THE 
PLEADER IS ENTITLED TO RELIEF AND THEREFORE 
SHOULD BE DISMISSED AS A MATTER OF LAW 

/ As an alternative to dismissal of the plaintiffs RICO and state law claims pursuant 

to Fed. R. Civ. P §9(b) and Fed. R Civ. P. §12(b)(6). it is respectfully requested that this 

Court dismiss the plaintiff s complaint pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. §8(a)(2) 

• Fed. R Civ. P. §8(a)(2) requires that a complaint contain a "short and plain 

statement showing that the pleader is entitled to relief * The purpose of this rule is to give 

fair notice of the daim being alleged so that the defendants will have the opportunity to file 

a responsive answer, prepare an adequate defense, and determine whether the doctrine 

ot res judicata applies. See Brown v. Colifano. 75 F.R.D. 497.498 (D.O.C. 1977); Conley 

v. Gibson, 355 U.S. 41.47. 78 S.Ct 99.102 (1957). 
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Courts have not hesitated to dismiss actions under Fed. R. Civ. P §8(a)(2) where 
a complaint sets forth "a meandering, disorganized, protix narrative' that defy 
comprehension or was "so verbose, confused and redundant" that its true substance, if 
any, is well disguised.' Brown v. Califano, 75 F.R D. at 499. See also Pram v. Scheffer, 
469 F.2d 691,692 (2d Clr. 1972). cert, denied, 411 U S. 935.93 S.Ct. 911 (1973) KarUnsky 
v. New York Racing Ass'n Inc , 310 F Supp 937, 939 (S.D.N.Y. 1970). Such dismissals 
may be made on motion or sua spontc by the Court. Resource N.E. of Long Island. Inc. 
v. Babylon. 28 F Supp.2d 786. 794 (E.D.N.Y. 1998) 

^ In Brown v. CaHlano, the plaintiff had filed ‘a virtual onslaught of litigation' against 
various public and pnvate individuals and organizations alleging 'widespread misconduct 
by defendants actionable variously under the Constitution, numerous federal statutes and 
rvearty all theories of recovery known to the common law." Brown v. Califano. 75 F R.D, 
at 498 The Court concluded that the complaint fell far short of the admittedly liberal 
standard set in F.R.C.P. 8(a).' because the complaint was a confused and rambling 
narrative of charges and conclusions, contained an untidy assortment of claims neither 
plainly nor concisely stated, was not meaningfully distinguished from bold conclusions and 
personal comments and the dates and places of the complained transactions were not 
alleged with even modest particularity. Id. at 499. Although the Court noted lhat the usual 
remedy for noncompliance with Fed. R. Civ. P. §8(a) is dismissal with leavo to amend, the 
Court dismissed the complaint with prejudice as the Court determined that the plaintiff is 
no stranger to the Courts and 'to permit plaintiff to institute this lawsuit another time will 
needlessly waste time and effort." Id. 

It is respectfully submitted that plaintiffs, ninety-one page, nine hundred and fifteen 
paragraph, complaint is a paradigmatic example of a pleading, which fais to comport with 
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Fed. R, Civ. P. §8(a)(2). It is meandering prolix narrative which defies comprehension 
Given that the plaintiff is an attorney, his poor pleading practice is even more egregious. 

It is further submitted that permitting the plaintiff to amend his pleading would be a 
needless waste of resources on the part of sixty-three defendants as well as a strain on 
judicial resources. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the instant complaint be 
dismissed with prejudice pursuant to Fed R. Civ. P. § 8(a)(2) 

POINT V 

DEFENDANTS ARE ENTITLED TO INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

'It is well established in this circuit that a defendant may seek to enjoin a party who 
has [a! history of litigation entailing vexation, harassment and needless expense to [other 
parties) and [who poses] an unnecessary burden on the courts and their supporting 
personnel." Becker v. Dunktn Donuts ol America. Inc., 665 F. Supp 211 (S.D.N.Y. 1987) 
(citations omitted) (quoting In re MarhnTngona v. Lavien, 737 F.2d 1254, 1262 (2d Cir, 
1984) In such cases. Ihe "traditional standards for injunctive relief, 1.9. irreparable injury 
and inadequate remedy at law. do not apply to the issuance of an injunction against a 
vexatious litigant" Id 

In Lipin v. National Union Fire Ins. Co. of Pittsburgh. P.A., 202 F. Supp.2d 126 
(S.D.N.Y. 2002). the Court ordered injunctive relief by barring the commencement of 
further relatod litigation by the plaintiff and held that a district court has the authority to 
enjoin a plaintiff who engages in a pattern of vexatious litigation from continuing to do so. 
Id. at 142 

The Court further concluded that it will consider various factors in determining 
whether to restrict a litigants future access to the Court Including: (1) the litigant's history 
of litigation and whether it entailed vexatious, harassing or duplicative lawsuits: (2) the 
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litigant's motive in pursuing the litigation, e g (Joes the litigant have an objective good faith 
expectation of prevailing?; (3) whether the litigant is represented by counsel; (4) whether 
the litigant has caused needless expense to other parlies or has posed an unnecessary 
burden on the court and their personnel; and (5) whether other sanctions would be 
adequate to protect the court and other parties. Id. 

Given the history and abusive nature of plaintiff s actions to date. Mundy and 
Petrovich submit that nothing short of injunctive relief will subvert the plaintiffs continuing 
course of harassment It is dear that the plaintiffs history of litigation entails vexatious, 
harassing and duplicative lawsuits. The plaintiff had commenced various prior Court 
actions m connection with his divorce proceeding as well as initiated various Investigations 
and disciplinary complaints, many of which have been dismissed by the Courts and 
agencies The plaintiff also instituted a duplicative state Court action PtaintifTs abuse of 
the legal system is also evidenced by the exhibits submitted in support of this motion. 
Moreover, the plaintiff does not have a good faith basis for prevailing in the instant action. 
A reading of the complaint makes dear that plaintiffs motive is nothing more than a 
personal vendetta directed against his former wife and anyone who assisted, employed or 
encountered her Lastly, the plaintiff is not represented by counsel and has caused 
needless expense to over sixty-three defendants across the world as well as to the Court 
by serving this ninety-one page, nearly one thousand paragraph, complaint. Consequently, 
defendant respectfully urge this Court to issue an injunction barring the plaintiff from filing 
any future related dalms. 
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POINT VI 

PLAINTIFF HAS NOT PROPERLY SERVED PETROVICH AND 
THEREFORE THIS COURT HAS NO JURISDICTION OVER PETROVICH 

/|n the even! this Court finds that the plaintiff has slated a cause of action against 
Mundy and Petrovich, the plaintiff's claims against Petrovich still cannot stand, because 
this Court does not have jurisdiction over him. The plaintiffs complaint has never been 
served upon Petrovich. 

/The plaintiff does not contend that he served Petrovich personally pursuant to N Y. 
Civ. Prac. L.SR. §308(1) or at his ’dwelling,' ’usual place of abode' or last known 
residence’ pursuant to N Y Civ. Prac. L. & R. §308(2) Rather, it Is undisputed that the 
plaintiff attempted to serve Petrovich at his 'actual place of business" and with a follow-up 
mailing at his ’actual place of business" pursuant to N.Y. Civ Prac L. & R. §308(2). The 
plaintiff served the complaint upon Petrovich at the office of Kuba. Mundy & Associates 
located at 321 Broadway, New York. Now York 10007 However, Petrovich does not 
maintain his place of business at the office of Kuba, Mundy & Associates located at 321 
Broadway. New York. New York 10007, nor has Petrovich ever maintained his place of 
business at such an address Petrovich is not an employee of Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
Accordingly, the plaintiffs complaint has never been served upon Petrovich properly 
Petrovich respectfully requests that this action be dismissed since this Court has no 
lurisdiction of the person of Petrovich 
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CONCLUSION 

For the loregoing reasons, il is respectfully submitted that this Court Issue an Order 

dismissing the plaintiffs complaint in its entirety with prejudice, granting an injunction 

prohibiting plaintiff from filing any further related claims, and for such other and further 

relief as this Court may deem just and proper. 

Dated: New York, New York 

September 19, 2003 


McManus. Cotlura & Richter, P.C. 



8rad!ey E. Dubin (BD0217) 


Attorneys for Defendants, 

Kuba. Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. 
Mundy and Peter Petrovich 
48 Wall Street. 25th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 
(212)425-3100 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


'(Iff 


-X 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER. 

Plaintiff. 


- against • 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, et al.. 

Defendants. 


Docket No. 
CV-03-2717 |MBM) 


; DECI ARATION 

X 


EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY hereby declares the following to be true 
under the penalty of perjury: 

1. I am a member of the firm of Zanc and Rudofsky. co-counsel 
(together with Charles F. Axelrod. Esq.) for the defendants named In the 
above referenced action as "Flash Dancers Topless Club.’ 1 "Jay-Jay 
Cabaret. Inc.." "Lynn Lepofsky. CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc.,’ "Barry-Night 
Manager Flash Dancers," and "Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5" 
(collectively referred to herein as "FlashDancers Defendants"): am fully 
familiar with the matters set forth herein: and submit this Declaration in 


' "Flash Dancer* Topless Club" Is not a legal entity and has no capacity to sue or be 
sued. "FlashDancers" Is the tradename under which defendant Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. 
conducts business at premises 1674 Broadway. New York. New York. It Is also a 
federally registered service mark owned by defendant Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. 
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regard to the motion on behalf of defendants Kuba. Mundy & Associates, 
Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich (collectively referred herein as 
"Mundy/Petrovich Defendants") dismissing this action pursuant to Rules 
8(a)(2). 9(b) and 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
(-F.R.CIV.P."). 

2. The FlashDancers Defendants hereby join in the motion of 
the Mundy/Petrovlch Defendants, except with regard to matters 
pertaining solely and exclusively to the Mundy/Petrovlch Defendants and 
not to all defendants generally. 2 

3. The Complaint mentions the FlashDancers Defendants in 1 

1 ("Listing of all defendants"): 'l 2 ("Listing of all defendants with known 
addresses'); 1 3 ("Listing of all defendants with unknown addresses'): 11 
•16-23 (purportedly identifying 'Domestic Members' of the "Enterprise'): 

v 'l 213 (alleging that the plaintiffs wife, defendant Alina Shlplllna FA. 
Shipillna'I. began working at the "FlashDancers" nightclub In July 2000): 
11 281.288. and 317 (alleging, generally, that defendant A. Shlplllna and 
'FlashDancers' club managers "arranged" for another "member" of the 
alleged "Enterprise" to 'make threatening phone call|s| to the 

2 The FlastaDanccr* Defendants have no independent knowledge of die factual matters 
asserted In the motion of the Mundy/Petrovlch Defendants. Accordingly- 11 would be 
Inappropriate under F.R-Clv.P, 11 for the FlashDancers Defendants to Join In those 
particular assert kina 


2 
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plaintiff); 3 11 326 - 329 (alleging, generally, "upon information and 
belief." that the FlashDanccrs Defendants, together with other named 
defendants, "entered Into an agreement In 2000 with Members Smolin. 
Asypyan, Volchok, Raketa, Alina Shipilina, Albatross Club and Club 
Gangster 1 for the importation of prostitutes, pornography and narcotics 
into the U.S.: providing sponsors, petitioners and employees on visa 
applications for Russian prostitutes; and recruiting and hiring Russians 
unlawfully admitted to the U.S."; “sign on as sponsors, petitioners and 
employers in order to obtain visas for Russian prostitutes"; “swear or 
declare as true Information concerning Russian prostitutes that is 
intentionally false or omits facts In order to obtain the visas"; and 
"employ the imported prosUtutcs to sell sexual services to club 
customers and Internet subscribers ..."); 1 331 (alleging, generally, "upon 
Information and belief." that the FlashDanccrs Defendants "sell and 
distribute" "Krasnodar pornography" on the Internet): 1 333 - 334 
(alleging, generally, "upon Information and belief." that the defendant A. 
Shipilina and certain of the FlashDancers Defendants "agreed to 
surrepllously feed imported narcotics to the prostitutes and lap-dancing 
customers at Rash Dancers In order to keep them returning" and 
"secretly slip narcotics to the prostitution and lap-dancing customers at 

> These are not alleged to have been interstate calls. 
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Flash Dancers"}; 11 402 and 408-410 (Identical, general allegations 
"upon information and belief." of fraud in immigration matters, but with 
respect to "Cypriot." rather than "Russian." "prostitutes"): H 434 - 442 
(general allegations, "upon information and belief." of "hlr|lng) illegal 
Russian immigrants and Russian prostitutes to work as lap dancers and 
prostitutes": "promotllngj prostitution"; not "reportllngl to the 
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization that the club hires 
aliens for the purpose of prostitution and other immoral acts": 
•fraudulcntlly} conceal|lng|* information from the New York State Liquor 
Authority"; "misrepresenting" information on a New York State Liquor 
Authority "license changes application"; "falsely represent(lng) to the U.S. 
and New York State tax authorities that the dubs lap-dancers work as 
independent contractors when they are actually employees"; and 
"falselly] reporting that Its lap-dancers are independent contractors ...'}: 
11 466 - 481 (general allegations "upon information and belief - of 
"importing aliens for immoral purposes" in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1328 
and “white slavery" In violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2421. "material 
misrepresentations" in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1546, *ald|ing) and 
abctlling] fraud and misuse of visas" in violation of 18 U.S.C. g 1546. 
"failure to report to the INS on alien prostitutes" in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
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§ 2424. "importation by mail or otherwise for sale and distribution of 
pornography" in violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1461, 1462 and 1465. "mail 
fraud" on the New York State Liquor Authority in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 
1341, "acqulr|ing| and dlspcns|ing| narcotics" in violation of 21 U.S.C. §§ 
841 and 952. and "tampering with a witness and Informant* in violation 
of 18 U.S.C. § 1512. all of which are further alleged to be predicate acts 
In violation of various sections of "RICO." 18 U.S.C. § 1962(a). (b). (c) and 
(d)); 11 684 - 699 (alleging "material and false statements" in violation of 
18 U.S.C. § 1001 and 1621. and 28 U.S.C. § 1746. "hiring of Russian 
aliens not lawfully admitted to work in the U.S.* and "failing to abide by 
the U.S. employment verification system for aliens' in violation of 8 
U.S.C. § 1324a. "promotion of prostitution" in violation of New York 
Penal Law § 230.25. "false reporting of lap-dancers as independent 
contractors" in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 72 and "New York Slate Income 
Earnings and Corporate Taxes 1801," "conspiracies' In violation of 18 
U.S.C. § 371 and New York Penal Law § 105. "coercion" and 
"Intimidation" in violation of New York Penal Law §§ 135.65 and 215.15. 
"tampering with a witness' in violation of New York Penal Law § 215.10. 
"obstruction of an ongoing INS proceeding" In violation of 18 U.S.C. § 
1505. and "unlawful imprisonment" of "the plaintiffs process server" in 
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violation of New York Penal Law § 135.10. all of which are alleged under 
the rhubrtc of 'Other Criminal Acts*: and 874m and p-r (activities of 
FlashDancers Defendants which affect Interstate commerce). 

4. Needless to say. the FlashDancers Defendants deny 
plalntifTs outrageous and scandalous allegations. For the Information of 
the Court, defendant Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. d/b/a "FlashDancers" has 
been doing business at a single location since In or about 1986; Is duly 
licensed and regulated by the New York State Liquor Authority and 
numerous New York City agencies with Jurisdiction (e.g.. Department of 
Consumer AfTalrs. Building Department. Police Department, Mayors 
Midtown Task Force): and has never been even accused of any (much 
less all) of the incredible litany of felonies alleged by plaintiff. 

5. Despite the dramatic nature of the allegations made. It Is 
patently obvious that the Complaint fails to state a claim against the 
FlashDancers defendants, particularly when measured by the special 
pleading obligations imposed under F.R.Clv.P. 9(bl and the 'Civil RICO' 
caselaw discussed In the memorandum of law submitted on behalf of the 
Mundy/Petrovich Defendants. General, conclusory allegations of wrong- 
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doing, utterly devoid of factual specificity, do not suffice to satisfy the 
plaintiff's pleading obligations. 4 

6. Out of the 915 numbered paragraphs of the Complaint, the 
only allegations made of alleged culpable conduct Involving any of Ore 
FlashDanccrs Defendants and the plaintiff are the allegations that 
certain ’managers" of the ’FlashDanccrs’ night club, together with 
defendant A. ShlpUlna. arranged for allegedly ’threatening’ telephone 
calls to be made to plaintiff. (Complaint. 11 281. 288 and 317.) For all 
of the reasons set forth by the Mundy/Peirovtch Defendants, these 
allegations are palpably Insufficient, as a matter of taw. to support a Civil 
RICO complaint against the FlashDanccrs Defendants.* 

7. For the reasons set forth in the Mundy/Pelrovlch 
Defendants' motion, the Complaint falls to state a claim against the 
FlashDancers Defendants for Intentional Infliction of emotional distress. 
(Complaint. Fifth Cause of Action. 11 894-8951. In any event, upon 



• Plaintiff is an allarncy. Moreover, he was accompanied to the July 23. 2003 hearing 
by Jeffrey Drummond. Esq., the attorney who issued the Stale Court Summons on 
plaintiffs behalf which Is referred to In the Mundy/Petrwtch Defendants' moUon 
papers. There is no reason not to insist that plaintiff comply with the rules of 
procedure and standards Imposed by caselaw. 

» By way of example, and not limitation, u Is axiomatic that plainUff would not have 
standing to assert claims under CtvU RICO for alleged false statements to INS. tax 
fraud, or fraud on the SYS liquor Authority, etc. alleged misconduct which Is 
denied but which, even If proven, was not directed to plainUff and caused him no 
harm. 
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dismissal of the First through Fourth Causes of Action alleged under 
Civil RICO (the basts of Federal Court Jurisdiction), the Fifth Cause of 
Action should be dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367(c)(3). 

8. The Sixth and Seventh Causes of Action (Complaint. 11 896 
899) are not alleged against the FlashDancers Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, declarant urges the Court to dismiss this action, 
with costs, for all of the reasons set forth In the motion to dismiss filed 
by the Mundy/Petrovich Defendants, together with the reasons set forth 
above. 

Executed under the penalty of 
peijury at New York. New York 
on the 19°‘ day of September. 2003. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

-againsl- 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, et al . 


Plaintiff. 


Defendant 


DEFENDANT HENNING'S MEMORANDUM OF 
LAW IN SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION TO DISMISS 


MICHAEL A. CARD07.0 
Corpora lion Counsel of the City of Now York 


Attorney for Detective Henning 
100 Church Street 
Note York. N Y 10007 


Of Counsel: I 'ikrant Panar 
Tel: 1212) 7SS-0773 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

- ---x 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER. 


Plaintiff, 


-against- 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, et aL 
Defendants. 


0JCV27I7 (MBM) 


DEFENDANT HENNING’S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION T O DISMISS- 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

PlaimifT Roy Den Hollander, proceeding pro se, brings ibis action against Detective 
Robert W. Henning and numerous other domestic and international defendants alleging violation 
of various provisions of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act ("RICO'). In 
this action, plaintiff alleges that various defendants conspired to violate the RICO statute. 

Defendant Henning now moves, pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, for an order dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Henning because (I) 
plaintiff has failed to state a claim upon which relief may be granted against defendant Homing' 
and (2) plaintiffs stale law claims cannot proceed as a matter of law because plaintiff has failed 
to meet the applicable statute of limitations and failed to comply with conditions precedent, 


As such, defendant Henning respectfully submits that the Court must grant his Motion to 


Dismiss. 


' Defendant Henning refers the Court to co-defendant Kuba and Associates' Memorandum of 
Law for discussion of claims relevant to all defendants 
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PLAINTIFF’S STATE LAW CLAIMS SHOULD BE 
DISMISSED AS TIME-BARRED AND FOR HIS FAILURE 
TO COMPLY WITH CONDITIONS PRECEDENT _ 

A: Plaintiff* claim* are banal by the statute of limitation* 

The statute of limitations applicable to pendent slate ton actions is determined by 
reference to tire state's law regarding statute of limitations. Guaranty Trust Co. v. York, 326 U.S. 
99 (1943). Under New York law. all personal injury claims brought against a city or any of its 
officers, agents or employees must be commenced within one year and ninety days alter the 
occurrence of the event upon which the claim is based. Gen. Mun. Law §SO-i; Norr v Sptegler, 
72 A.D.2d 20. 22-23, 423 N.Y.S.2d 177 (I” Dept 1980), afTd. S3 N Y.2d 661, 438 N.Y.S.2d 
1000 (1981); Singleton v. City of Newburgh. I F Supp 2d 306,316-317 (SONY. 1998). 

Defendant Henning's only interaction with defendant Alina Shiplina was on June 27, 
2001, when she came to the 114'” Precinct to complain that her ex-husband had created an 
internet website on which be printed portions of her diary and posted nude pictures of her. 
Defendant Henning then investigated the complaint but no action was taken against plaintiff. 
Roy Den Hollander. Plaintiff's complaint was filed on April 18. 2003, well over I year and 90 
days after any interaction between co-dcfcndunis Henning and Shiplina. Therefore, any 
conceivable state law claims against defendant Henning arc time-barred. 

B: Plaintiff failed to file a Notice of Claim : 

Furthermore, all of plaintiffs slate law claims must also be dismissed far plaintiffs 

I 

failure to file a timely notice of claim. Under New York law, a notice of claim is a condition 

precedent to bringing a ton action against a municipality or any of its officers, agents or 

I 

employees- N.Y. Gen. Mun Law §§S0 c and SO-L Moreover, Gen. Mun. Law §S0-c requires 
that a notice of claim be filed within ninety days of the accrual of the cause of action. These 
provisions have been strictly construed by both stale and federal courts. Baez v. New York City 
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Health and Hasp. Carp., 80 N.Y.2d 571,576; 592 N.Y.S.2d 640 (1992); Shakur v. McGrath, 517 
F.2d 983, 985 (2d. Cir. 1975). A plaintiff's failure to timely file a notice of claim requires 
dismissal of pendent state tort claims against the City or its employees in a federal civil rights 
action. Robinson v Matos, 97 CV 7144 (TPG), 1999 U S, DisL LEXIS 5447 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 16. 
1999) (citing Felder v. Casey, 487 U.S. 131, ISI (1988)), Specifically, failure to comply with 
these requirements requires a dismissal for failure to state a cause of action. Brown v. 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, 717 F. Supp. 257,259 (S.D.N.Y. 1989). 

Since plaintiff did not filed a timely notice of claim in this ease (sec Pawar Declaration, 5 
3). any conceivable slate law claims must be dismissed. 
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CONCLUSION 

For (he foregoing reasons and all the documents submitted herein and by co-defendants, 
defendant Henning's Motion to Dismiss must be granted. 


Dated: New York. New York 
October 6.2003 


MICHAEL A. CARDOZO 
Corporation Counsel of the 
City of New York 
Attorney for Defendant Henning 
100 Church Street, Room 3-208 


Bjr 

Vikrant Pawar(VP9101) 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
Special Federal Litigation Division 


Jack Sachs, Esq. 

Attorney for Angelina Shipilitu 
111 John Street. Suite 1504 
New York. New York 10038 


To: Roy Den Hollander, pro se 

545 East 14* Street 
New York. New York 10009 



Nelson Stem. Esq. 

Allocney for Dr. Marc L Paulson 
964 Third Avenue. 5* Floor 
New York. New York 10155 

Zanc and Rudofsky 

Attorneys for Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. d/b/a Flashdancers 

152 West 57* Street 

New York. New York 10019 


Bradley E. Dubin. Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter. P.C. 

48 Wall Street 

New York. New York 10005 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTKTRN DISTRICT Of MEW YORK 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER. 


W 

FLASII DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, « >1. 


AFFIDAVIT Of ROBERT » 
HENNING IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS 


0JCV27|7(MBMl 


DtMau 

1 . ROBERT W. HENNINGtecivi.ve**peniloofp«]L-y ind rwiwii: idIIUSC t IT44, 

Ow* tk* iiTIt- ^i‘Vi-r*~ an arua lo th* ^ af my 

I I w i dateetrre ari the New York Gr y P«c« Domrax ui:(t(d so the IU* 
fmiae> 

? O Juae n, 200 , Kj*-\ Swflma came »» the 114* pr«cmet •:* an coy i ia with 
respect to a Fax .1 / Court 0r5n of ProtectiM 

3. 1 da net nul are ■ speaking to Ainu Shiplma again. 


4 NU StxrpUna coe*?i*n«d about a »<ba:e ifcai bar ex-ht iWn i bad 
c/nuiixd a lay /f Kan md mtAr photos «! hav 

5 1 Kotutcd Roy Ceo Hollander and asked that he have hti arontay tooiart me -rjvdiat 
ths paodiog aJUpOco by M% Sb£ia* 

4 I mw Kaai! h on Mr Hollander or bit enorway 

? Owe « problem* n han&f tha kitman taraUtrd «r»J the Tajt«:Y of Srpfnvta 

I». 200;. I m »* t able to contact the Dutnet Agoraey‘» offi-x unbl Ami 2002 

I Or Afni II. yvry I contacted AoWrt Aiiuad**, AiuMaof OiMnet Altovne y .r> 0w 
(jwccni Cats'* >. < omeutcr Cnmet Di vwrj-i rcfinfceg the *cU.V 

0 I »u ui>ir\fuer* v informed by the Dtitna A^amey'i Of&ce that 4* wabsre did nee 
viuiaie ute OiJa tomm and Out C*y wocki ooe prosecute the ma«er 
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lit it N not' Tu 


NELSON M. STERN 

AT’OAAfY AT LAW 

WTMTAmw 
Sen A» 

101M 

TMJJ1J) 17*4110 

trnjri^ui 

August 9, 2003 

VIA FACSIMILE OKLY: 212 995 5201 


Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney at Law 
545 last 14 tt Street 
Sew York, HY 1C009 

Re: Hollander v. Flash Dancers, et al 
SONY. 03 CV 2717 <>«H) 

Dear Hr. Hollander: 

Recall that this fine represents Mr. Paulsen. Before we 
prepare a notion to dismiss we want to discuss whether you would 
prefer not to be distracted by Mr. Paulsen's action and rather 
focus on the other defendants. Mr Paulsen is radically sick and 
will undergo surgery soon. Also, he is not a pornographer. 

Me sense the hurt that prospted you to file the lawsuit. But 
Mr. Paulsen does not belong in the case. 

Please consider stipulating to the dismissal of Mr Paulsen 

Me crust hear from you by August 13. 

Sincerely, 

ScUoa .It Situ » 

Kelson M Stern 


AONS»l* 

AY,CA DC. ACT 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
New York, NY 10009 
Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 5, 2003 
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By fax, one page 
(212) 3712131 

Nelson M. Stem, Esq. 
964 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10155 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 1MBM3 


Dear Mr. Stem: 

I am terribly sorry to hear of Mr. Paulsen’s illness and hope all goes well in the upcoming operation. 

I respectfully decline your offer to stipulate Mr. Paulsen out of this lawsuit. What may be of assistance for you 
and your client is that at the pretrial conference Judge Mukasey indicated he would accept a joint motion to dismiss. I 
cannot speak for the defendants’ attorneys, but it may be worthwhile contacting them to determine whether they intend 
to save time and cost by going in on a joint motion. 

Thank you very much. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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To Clerk of the Court J. Michael McMahon 
United States District Court 
Southern District of New York 


July 2, 2003 


From (wife) Anastasia A. Vasilyeva 

Social Security number 395-21-8413 

Pennanent resident card (green card) number 047-469-650 

2876 A SOUTH 46™ STREET 

MILWAUKEE WISCONSIN 53219 


(Husband) Nicolay N. Vasilyev 

Social security number 395-21-8414 

Pennanent resident card (green card) number 047-469-651 

2876 A SOUTH 46™ STREET 

MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN 53219 

(414) 545-16-74 

This is a reply to summons 03 CV 2717 

We, Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev, received summons on 
6.14.03 and we want to respond to the following matter: 

Sorry for our English, we have been in the USA for only two years, our income is 
low, we have two children-3.5 and 7 months old, my husband doesn’t have a job, and he 
is learning English and babysitting our children. We can’t afford to hire an attorney and 
translator, please let us answer in Russian. 

On 6.14.03, a messenger from a court delivered two documents for me and for my 
husband NICOLAY N. VASILYEV that were from Roy Den Hollander. Since we have 
been in the USA for two years, our knowledge of English doesn’t allow us to read and 
understand the containment of the documents. 

However, we understood that the person Roy Den Hollander illegally accuses us of 
breaking the US laws in the following categories: 

1. Prostitution and spread of prostitution 

2. Drugs and distribution of drugs 

3. Connections with the organized crime world in Russia, Mexico, Cyprus, and 
USA; 

4. Asserting that my husband and my family are criminal figures in the South Russia 
and Krasnodar. 

5. While leaving in Russia we committed assorted crimes 

6. Violation by US rules of entering and living in the USA 

7. Committing fraud against Federal organization-immigration and Naturalization 
and illegal obtaining of the permanent residents (green cards) to live in the USA. 

8. Money laundering and various violations of law. 

We certainly deny all the accusations and allegations against us. 

All the assumptions and allegations don’t have documental basis, and are built on rumors 
and information, as Roy Den Hollander admits, which he made up, driven by anger and 
offense. 



In order for the honorable court to fairly determine our innocence on all the 
accusations from Roy Den Hollander, we have the evidence that could help You 
determine our innocence. 

A year or half a year before leaving for the pennanent living in the USA (we 
came to the USA On June 28, 2001) we lived on 7 Hakurate Street, apartment 11, 
Krasnodar, Russia. To our workplace, which is located in “Tatyana Vasilyeva’s Fashion 
House” 158 Krasnaya St., Krasnodar, Russia, came a man who did not speak Russian, 
who introduced himself as Roy Den Hollander and said that he was the husband of my 
former student Alina Shipilina, who was attending “ The School of Fashion and Beauty” 
of “Tatyana Vasilyeva’s Fashion House” five years ago. 

I knew English better than my husband, so I was the one who was talking to Roy 
Den Hollander. He immediately gave us a copy of a document, which he said was his 
wife’s personal diary. He said that his wife was a prostitute, and that she promised to end 
it when she married him. But she deceived him and once she came to the USA and got 
the status, she continued to be a prostitute. Then she divorced him, and he lost a lot of 
money. He told us to read the diary and said that he will be back to talk to us the next 
day. In the diary were private thoughts from Alina Shipilina. The next day Roy Den 
Hollander came back and started asking us what we knew bad about his wife and what 
information and proof we can provide for the court to get his money back. We were 
shocked by the questions. We said that we had no proof and that we know nothing bad 
about his wife. We gave him a copy of the application when his wife was a student of 
“School of Fashion and Beauty.” We showed and gave him several pictures of her from 
the beauty contest when she was participating and became “Vice Miss’ and “Miss FA” 

At the time when his wife was attending “School of Fashion and Beauty” and was 
participating in a beauty contest, I wasn’t married (we got married on June 4, 1999) to 
Nicolay N. Vasilyev. My husband didn’t know Alina Shipilina and saw her twice in his 
life. 

When Roy Den Hollander understood that we couldn’t help him with anything 
he got nervous. He asked if we could introduce him to people mentioned in his wife’s 
diary. He wanted to meet his wife’s ex-boyfriend. I said that I was going to call that 
person and ask if he wanted to speak to Roy Den Hollander. Ex-boyfriend of Alina 
Shipilina agreed to meet with Roy Den Hollander. Their meeting was scheduled on our 
premises. Roy Den Hollander and the ex-boyfriend decided to talk in undisclosed 
location. After that we never saw Roy Den Hollander. 

On June 28, 2001 we came to the USA. 

• My husband’s name is not Dima-it’s NICOLAY. Dima- is his name that was 
given to him at christening. Everyone knows about it -friends and employers. 
Only Roy Den Hollander doesn’t know about it. This proves about that he is using 
false facts, and also doesn’t have a serious attitude to the Court; 

• We won green cards while being in Russia in 1999. The court can verify the date 
by requesting information from the Federal Center of Immigration And 
Naturalization. 



Documents for obtaining the right to live with a status of permanent resident 
(green cards) we collected and sent to the embassy in Moscow; 

We went through an interview with consuls in the US embassy in Moscow. The 
date the Court can verify by requesting infonnation from the US embassy in 
Moscow. 

Along with other documents we have documents that prove lack of our criminal 
history and that we have no connections with the criminal organization. 

Before we were allowed to enter the US we were thoroughly checked by 
American special services; 

At that time I gave birth to my son on December 12, 1999. 

When we came to Milwaukee, we were living with our friends for a month. Their 
names are Arpik and Joseph Weitzer, clinical associate professor of University of 
Wisconsin Milwaukee/414 229-6887 their address: 2844 S 48 St. Milwaukee 
532199 (414) 329-92-93 

Then we rented an apartment at: 2876 A South 46 th Street Milwaukee . Wisconsin 
53219, (414) 545-16-74, where we are living at a present time. The owner of the 
house Jamie Jamison tel. (414) 321-93-99, can prove that we live there 
permanently (it goes against Roy Den Hollander’s accusations that we live in 
Greenfield). 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva work from 2001 till now Custom Tailoring doing 
tailoring and alterations for men & women at address: 18900 W.Bluemound road; 
Brookfield, Wisconsin 53045/ 1-262-796-0434. I work 40 Hours a day. If 
necessary I could provide my checks for the whole period of my employment. As 
a witness I could offer my boss Cindy Zahnow. This disproves the accusation and 
allegation of Roy Den Hollander that we are rich and have our business; 

Nicolay N. Vasilyev. For the first six month he was working at Me Donald’s 
restaurants, Milwaukee, WI. He is not working now, as he is looking after our two 
sons and studies English for entering the university. 

On December 1, 2002 we had a second son. On the next day of my son’s birth, he 
had to go through a serious surgery. He spent two months in a children hospital. 
He is handicapped. He is deaf on a right ear, he has a lot of health problems and 
before he is 5 or 6 he has to go through minimum of two surgeries .We spend all 
our time at the hospital. We attach a letter from the hospital and you could also 
contact the surgeon who is treating my son for the proof that we were always next 
to our child. The name of the doctor is Joel Shilyansky, MD assistant professor/ 
9000 w. Wisconsin Av. Milwaukee, WI 53200 (414) 266-6561; this disproves the 
accusations of Roy Den Hollander that we are traveling around the world and 
across America and have plenty of free time. 

The Court can request the customs service in the USA and ask about how many 
times we left the country and Milwaukee. During last two years we didn’t go 
anywhere. This disproves the accusations and allegation of Roy Den Hollander 
that we distribute prostitution and drugs; 

On December 25, 2002 our father came from Russia. Special agent services and 
FBI/Federal Bureau of Investigation inspected all of us. The name of the agent is 



Barry P. Babler, 330 e. Kilboum Ave. Milwaukee, WI 53202 tel. (414) 276-46- 
84. The services and FBI had no issues. 

• We can provide the documents, pictures, videos, articles from newspapers and 
magazines about our life in Russia at any request of the court. 

Our facts overturn the above accusations and allegations of Roy Den Hollander and prove 
that they are false. 

On the basis of the above mentioned facts we are asking: 

1. To refuse the plaintiffs request 

2. As we don’t speak English and can’t understand the meaning of the documents 
that we receive, and according to the US law we have equal rights as all other 
participants of Court proceeding, and we also have a right to receive true and 
understandable information on our native language, we are asking to keep all the 
information and trial proceeding in Russian, and in case of any contacts with court 
representatives or other officials, we kindly request translation of everything that 
is said or written into Russian. 

3. Asa family with low income we are asking for an attorney. 

4. In case we need to spend our time for the judicial and other purposes and that will 
be the time my wife will have to skip work and when my husband will not be able 
to look after the children, we are asking to compensate for babysitting and for 
each working day at my job rate. 

5. If it is required for us to be present in NY court, we are asking for the additional 
payment of air fare and housing; 

6. All the financial expenses listed above should be presented to Roy Den 

Hollander. 
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DAVID L. FBINBERG 
Attorney At Law 
263 Maple Street 
Heat Hempstead, NY 11552 
(516) 539-2186 

March 29, 2004 

HON. MICHAEL B. MUXASEY, U.S.D.J. 

Chief Judge, United States District Court 
Southern District of New York 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, New York 10007 

Re: ROY DEM HOLLANDER v. PLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, at al. 

03-CV-2717 <MBH) 

Dear Chief Judge Mukasey: 

I am the attorney representing Cybertech Internet Solutions, 
Inc. (sued herein, with no snail degree of absurdity, as 
"Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network"), one of many defendants 
in the above-referenced action. I wish to thank this Court for 
qraciously extending my time to submit a response to Plaintiff's 
Complaint as I awaited my admission to practice in the Southern 
District and dealt with other pressing matters. 

Defendant Cybertech Internet Solutions, Inc. now ]oins the 
motion made by Defendants Xuba, Mundy 4 Associates, Nicholas J. 
Kundy and Peter Petrovich, through their attorneys, to dismiss 
the Complaint filed by Roy Den Hollander when he commenced the 
above-referenced action in this Court on April 18, 2003. 

Defendant Cybertech agrees with the argument, advanced in the 
aforementioned motion and supported by numerous other defendants 
herein, that Plaintiff's Complaint is legally insufficient in 
failing to meet established standards for maintaining an action 
under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act 
("RICO"), pursuant to the applicable federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure as they have been interpreted by the courts in this 
and other Federal Circuits. Since Mr. Hollander has made no 
allegations against Defendant Cybertech that fall outside of 
RICO, there is therefore no reason tor this Court to allow 
Plaintiff to continue maintaining his action against Cybertech, 
even if ho is permitted to maintain his action under some other 
theory against any of the remaining Defendants. 

With respect to the specific allegations made against 
Defendant Cybertech in the Complaint, Plaintiff purports to 
be under the assumption that individuals who may be employed 
by some of the other Defendants are also employees of Cybertech. 
As counsel for Defendant Cybertech, I would like to stress to 
this Court that Cybertech has no employment relationship with 
any of the other Defendants herein or with any individuals who 
work for any of these Defendants, nor does Cybertech have any 
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knowledge of whether the individuals who work for the other 
Defendants are employees or independent contractors or what 
their immigration status may be. While Cybertech does not hire 
illegal immigrants and certainly does not condone this unlawful 
practice on the part of other employers, this corporation is 
unaware that any of the other Defendants engage in such a 
practice. Furthermore, Cybertech would never be a participant 
in any scheme or a party to any agreement involving the hiring 
of illegal immigrants or any other unlawful activity, notwith¬ 
standing the fanciful conspiracy theories suggested by Plaintiff 
in the Complaint. 

Defendant Cybertech would also like to Join other Defendants 
in requesting that Plaintiff be enjoined from filing any further 
claims related to this matter, together with whatever other and 
further relief this Court deems just and proper. Thank you for 
your attention and consideration. 


Respectfully submitted. 


DAVID L. PEINBSRG (DF T379) 
Attorney for Defendant 
Cybertech Internet Solutions, Inc. 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, New York 11552 
<516) 539-2186 


cc: Clerk of the Court 

United States District Court 
Southern District of Mew York 
500 Pearl street 
New York, New York 10007 

Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

54S East 14th Street 
New York, New York 10009 

McManus, Collura 4 Richter, P.C. 
48 wall Street, 25th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Zane and Rudofsky 
601 West 26th Street 
New York, New York 10001 

Nelson M. Stern, Esq. 

964 Third Avenue, 5th Floor 
New York, New York 10155 
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Jack Sachs, Esq. 

Ill John Street, Suite 1504 
New York, New York 10038 

vlkrant Pawar, Esq. 

Assistant Corporation Counsel 
Special Federal Litigation Division 
100 Church Street 
New York, Now York 10007 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicholay N. Vasllyov 
2876A South 46th Street 
Milwaukee, WI 53219 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

-x 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, ct at. 
Defendants. 


■x 


Index No. 03 Civ. 2717 (MBM) 


MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS 


Claugus & Mitchell 

$0 Broad Street 
New York. New York 10004 
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Bruce a Claucus <BC230S> 

Clauous & Mitchell. 

BO Broao Street 

no* Yore . No* You* 1000-4 

(2 12) 425-2200 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OK NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Plaintiff, 

•against* 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, cl nl„ 


Index No. 03 Civ. 2717 (MBM) 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS 


Defendants. 


--x 

This memorandum is submitted in support of the molion by Defendant Bank of 
Cyprus. Ltd. (die “Bank") to dismiss, with prejudice, PlaintifTs complaint (the “Complaint") 
pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) of Use Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (“FRCP") for failure to state a 
claim upon which relief may be granted and to grant such other relief as the court should deem 
fitting and proper. This memorandum is supported by the accompanying affidavits of Yiannis 
Kypn, dated June 17, 2004, Alhos Hodjimitsis. dated June 17, 2004, and Zoharo Sofianou, dated 
June 30.2004 

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

On March II, 2000, Plaintiff Roy Den Hollander, married Defendant Alina 
Shipilina. The match scents not to have been made in heaven and they were soon divorced. In the 
aftermath of this personal misfortune. Plaintiff has come to believe organized crime, comprised of 
more than sixty defendants, caused his loss. He believes that these disparate individuals and 

entitles caused the marriage to make him a pawn in their activities. 

1,-Ai 
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Plaintiffs beliefs arc unbelievable. He must toot: elsewhere for the cause of his 
misfortune, including to himself. Defendants did not many Ms. Shipilina Plaintiff did 
Defendants did not divorce her. Plaintiff did. Certainly the Bank of Cyprus played no role in this 
sorry affair. Correspondingly. Plaintiff has not and can not state any cause of action against the 
Bank. Furthermore, he has not and can nor show that the Bank caused his loss. His is a personal 
misfortune common to half the population and. like the others, he must seek a personal recovery. 
The Court should facilitate this recovery by dismissing the within Complaint with prejudice. It 
would, thereby, also bring a measure of justice to the Bank. 

11. STATEMENT OK FACTS 


On April 13. 2003. Plaintiff Roy Den Hollander filed the within Complaint 
Approximately a year later. Plaintiff served it on the Bank. 1 Nearly one hundred pages long, the 
Complaint alleges a colorful narrative of international crime involving money laundering, white 
slavery, drug trafficking, murder, terror, pornography, and prostitution. From Moscow to New 
York to Limassol to Mexico City live Complaint alleges acts of criminality against ova sixty 
individuals and corporate entities, all of which purportedly combined to cause the moorage of 
Plaintiff to Alina Shipilina and their subscquait divorce. 

The Bank's only purported involvement in this unfortunate affair is limited to 
nonspecific ads of (I) laundering overseas revenues from “enterprise” activities, (2) providing 
members of the "enterprise" with financial accounts and transaction services, and (3) disguising 
the source, ownership, and location of “enterprise” proceeds. This activity is alleged to have been 






U 


i*. 






• > * 

This icrvlec wan (kfoctisv. howm. Mae Bank vrkt a dcciunn on the menu to vindkacc its professional 
and commercial reputation Accordingly- die Bank doc» nor aock dismissal on isktc procedural pounds 
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conducted from Cyprus and from the representative office of the Bank in New York City. No 
factual detail is provided.* 

The only specific accusation against the bank is that Plaintiff's cx-wtfc, Alina 
Shipilina, allegedly “deposits some of the money she smuggles overseas into her Global Equity 
Fund, account number 54660, at the Bank of Cyprus branch located at 282 Aigos Flyaceos, Aiga 
Fyna 3083. Limassol." Regardless of whether the Bank would be at fault as to these purported 
acts by Ms. Shipilina, if they occurred, as it happens, they never occurred The Bank does not 
have any account holder by the name of Alma Shipilina or any of the other names attributed to her 
by PluntifT in the Complaint. See AJJideniu of Yia/mii Kypri. Alhos Hadjimitsis. and Xaharo 
Safianou. Nor docs the Bank have any account bearing the number 54660. Id. Nor has the Bank 
ever done business in New York with the PlaintifTor any defendant The allegations by PlaintifT 
arc entirely groundless. Nonetheless, Plaintiff alleges four, separate violations of the Racketeer 
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO”) by the Bank’. Not only arc his allegations 
factually groundless, his pleading is structurally flawed, fatally so. The Complaint fails to stale 
any claim against the Bank 
III. ARGUMENT 

A. PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT SHOULD BE DISMISSED AS TO THE BANK 

OF CYPRUS 

This dispute, if there is one, is between PlaintifT and his ex-wife. Organized Clime 

did not cause Plaintiffs misfortune. Certainly, the Bank played no role. Be that os it may. the 

Complaint still presents unsupported, stigmatizing, and conclusory allegations of racketeering 

activity as to which the Bank must seek vindication. To this end. the Bank asks that the Court 
- V 

I 

The Hank nuinUtm a fermentative office in New York City, however, no fmaneial Irantacltom are 
conducted from tilts office See Affidavit of ZaAnre Soflaaetu. 

‘ Plaintiff allege* tcvco eautca of action: however, only die lira foe* are alleged agaml the Ha* 
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dismiss Plaintiffs complaint with prejudice. Despite being lomc-likc in length, the Complaint 
fails to state any claim, whatever, against the Bank. 

1. Standard for Granting a Motion to Dismiss 

A court should grant a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6) if, alter construing 
the allegations liberally and in a light most favorable to the pleader, it appears beyond doubt that 
the pleader can prove no set of facts in support of Itis claim which would entitle him to relief. 
Harru v. City of Ntw York, cl at., 186 P 3d 243. 247 (2** Cir. 1999) (citations omitted). In 
evaluating the underlying allegations, the court is not required to accept as true "unwarranted 
deductions." First Nationwide Bank i Gelt Funding Corp , 27 F.3d 763, 771 (2d Cir. 1994) 
(citations omitted). 

2. Standard for Pleading a RICO Count 

In general, to state a civil RICO count pursuant to 18U.S.C. $1962, a plaintiff must 
allege: (1) conduct by a defendant (2) consisting of a pattern (3) of racketeering activity (4) to 
affect an enterprise (5) engaged in interstate or international commerce (6) that injures a plaintiffs 
business or property. Sedima. S P.R.L v tmrex. Co.. 473 U.S.479,496,105 S.Ct. 3275.3285,87 
L.Ed.2d 346 (U-S. 1985). None of Plaintiffs four causes of action against the Bank makes these 
allegations.' 

a. Plaintiffs First Cause of Action "RICO: Use of Income from 
Racketeering Activities*' Must Be Dismissed 

PlaintifTs first cause of action against live Bank alleges violation of 18 U.S.C. 
1962(a) Complaint ft 886-887. Within the six basic elements just enumerated, to slate a claim 
« 

PtaiKiir rise fails la plead adequately certain predxatc acts alleged in the Complaint as a basis foi his 
RICO claims These sett include violations of If U S C (371 (conspiracy). 26 LJ S C 6 7201 (lax evasion), Sections 
I SOI and IKMoflhcNcw Veuk Suae tacooae. Earnings and Coepceaic Taxes last (failure mi file tax returns and Tiling 
of false returns, respeetisdy). and Sccuoas 105 and a 70 of the New Yotfcl'enal Code (conspiracy and money laundering, 
respectively). 
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under Section 1962(a), "a plaintiff must allege injury 'by reason of defendants' investment of 
racketeering income in an enterprise " Ouaknme. el a / v, Afacl'artcnc. el al . 897 F.2d 75 (2~* Cir. 
1990) (internal citations omitted). Plaintiff makes no such allegation against the Bank. He offers, 
instead, the contradictory allegation that the Bank violated 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) because it 
transferred money from illegal enterprise activities (1) "to avoid U.S. reporting activities". (2) "to 
hide the ongin and ownership of the money". (3) "to distribute the proceeds from unlawful 
Enterprise activities", and (4) “to generate revenues for its banking operations". Complaint 633 
- 636. Instead of alleging Use requisite conduct of the investment of racketeering income in an 
enterprise. Plaintiff claims that the income from the alleged activities was invested in the Bank - 
not in the enterprise. Plaintiff has it backwards and fails to plead Use necessary conduct. 
Accordingly, the first cause of action must be dismissed. 

b. Plaintiffs Second Cause of Action “RICO: Racketeering 
Activities to Maintain Interest or Control" Must Be Dismissed 

Plaintiffs second cause of action against the Bank alleges violation of 18 U.S.C. 
1962(b), Complaint Yl *88 - 889. As a threshold proposition, a claim under Section 1962(b) 
must allege that the defestdan! acquired or maintained an interest in, or control of, on enterprise 
through a pattern of racketeering activity. Dubai Islamic Bant v. Citibank N.A., 126 F. Supp 2d 
659,670 (S.D.N.Y. 2000). The Complaint is devoid of any such allegation. Nowhere among the 
nine hundred fifteen paragraphs comprising Plaintiff s Complaint is there any mention, whatever, 
of conduct in which the Bank acquired, maintained, or controlled any interest in any enterprise, 
lust os in the ease of his fust cause of action, the second cause of action must be dismissed for 
failure lo plead the requisite conduct. Id. 
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c. Plaintiff's Third Cause of Action “RICO: Participation in the 
Conduct of the Enterprise Affairs" Must Be Dismissed 

PlaintifTs third cause of action against the Bonk alleges violation of 18 U.S.C. 

1962(c). Complaint ft 890-891. As the first order of business, lo state a claim under 18 U.S.C. 

$ 1962(c) aplaintifTmust allege that adefendant conducted or participated "in the conduct of .. 

(an] enterprise's affairs through a pattern of racketeering activity." US. v. Anthony I'iola. el at. 

33 F.3d 37. 40 (2d Cir. 1994) (quoting 18 U.S.C. $ 1962(c)). Such conduct or participation, at a 

minimum, "must 'have some part in directing [the enterprise’s] afiairs’". Id- (quoting /fever v. 

/,-c k . 

Ernst A Young, 122 L. Ed. 2d S2J, 536-537, 113 S. Ct. 1163, 1170 (1993)). Keeping cadence / 
with his previous failures, Plaintiff has not alleged any such conduct, participation, or direction by 
the Bank. Accordingly. PlaintifTs third cause of action fails to state a claim and must be 
dismissed. 

d. Plaintiffs Fourth Cause of Action “KICO: Coni piracy" Must 
Be Dismissed 

Plaintiffs fourth cause of action against the bank alleges violation of 18 U.S.C. $ 
1962(d). Complaint 892 - 893. At the outset, a claim under Section 1962(d), which involves 
conspiracy, must plead facts alleging that each defendant “knowingly agreed to participate in the 
conspiracy". Schmidt v. Fleet Hank, 16 F.Supp. 2d 340, 347 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) (quoting Industrial 
Hank of Latvia v. Baltic rm. Corp. . 1994 U.S. Dist. LEXIS. *8.93 Civ. 9032,1994 WL 286162. at 
*3 (S.D.N.Y. June 24, 1994). PloinltfT makes no such allegation against live Bank. He offers, 
instead, the vague, circular conclusions that the Bank provided an account for his ex-wife, 
transferred money, provided accounts and transaction services, and participated in conspiracies to 
violate Fcdctal law, fl 827-830- Into what agreement did the Bank enter? With whom did the 
Bank agree? What was the conspiracy? These condusory allegations arc insuflicicnt to allege 
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conspiracy under IS U.S.C. 1962(d). Schmidt. 16 F.Supp. a( 354. Moreover, because Plaintiff has 
failed to plead any substantive RICO violation in Counts I through III of the Complaint, there can 
be no RICO conspiracy. Id. at 3S3. Accordingly, like the other causes. Plaintiffs fourth cause 
must be dismissed 

e. Plaintiff Has Failed to Plead Proximate Cause 

Above all else, conduct by the Dank must ptoximalely cause Plaintiffs injury. 
Ilcchl v. Commerce Clearing House. Inc., 897 F.2d 21 (2d Cir. 1990); Shave v. Roles Watch 
U.S.A., Inc., 745 F. Supp. 982, 985 (S.D.N.Y. 1990). In this case, Plaintiff has pleaded no 
proximate came In fact. Plaintiff has pleaded no cause at all. In addition, even if all that Plaintiff 
alleges is true and the Bank was (I) transferring overseas revenues from “enterprise" activities; (2) 
providing members of the “enterprise” with financial accounts and transaction services. (3) 
disguising the source, ownership, and location of "enterprise" proceeds, and (4) accepting deposits 
from his ex-wife, Plaintiff has failed to allege any facts fending to show that any of this alleged 
conduct injured him. Plaintiff has no grievance against the Bank and the Court should not 
entenain Plaintiff s imaginings. The Court, the Bank, and Plaintiff all have more productive uses 
for their resources. 

f. The Complaint Must he Dismissed with Prejudice 
PlarntifTs failure to plead any fact sufficient to support his ctaims requires 

dismissal of the Complaint with prejudice. Cortee Industries, Inc v. Sum Holding I. /’, 949 F.2d 
42. 48 (2d Cit. 1991). This failure is predictable. There is no cause of action against the Bank 
Accordingly this failure is not and can not be corrected by PlaintrfTs assertion of conclusory 
allegations, lirvetn Prolter. Fast Food Franchise, Inc. v. Nathan s Famous Systems, Inc., 925 F. 
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Supp. 947, 954-95S (E.D.N.Y. 1996). Plaintiff should not be granted leave to amend his 
Complaint. His complaint should be dismissed with prejudice 
IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully requested that the motion of Defendant 

Bonk of Cyprus, Ltd., to dismiss the Complaint, with prejudice, and to grant such other relief os 

the Court should deem fitting and proper, be granted in its entirety. 

Dated: New York, New York 
June 30.2004 

Respectfully submitted, 

CLAUCUS & MITCHELL 
Attorneys for Dcfmdant Bank of Cyprus 

Bruce A Claugus (BC-ZWR>) 

A Member of the Firm 
80 Broad Street 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 425-2200 (telephone) 

(212) 425-2225 (facsimile) 



Michael Davis Vdasco (MD-4779) 


Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 425-2200 (telephone) 
(212) 425-2225 (facsimile) 
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/ I1RU0H A_ CLAUous (BC2306) 

UJUMlISft MTRWi.l. 

80 IIKOAI) XlRJiKr 

M.W YORK, NKW YORK IOOW 

(2 I 2) 423-2200 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOU1IIERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Plaintiff, 

against- 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, cl al, 

. Defendants, 


DISTRICT COURT OF NICOSIA, 

REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS 

Athos Hadjimitsis, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am the Compliance Officer of DefcndanL Bank of Cyprus, Ltd. (Ihe ■Bank"), 
and *nt authorized to submit this affidavit in support of the within motion by the Bank 

2. Of my own personal knowledge and from the books and records of the Bank. k> which 
I have access, 1 am fully familiar with the facts hereinafter set forth 


3. Among my duties, I regularly review accounts and account holders and maintain 
records of the same. In this capacity, on June 10, 2004,1 searched all relevant Bank records for any 
account held by Alina SMpihna, Alina Chipilina. or Alina Angelina (the 'Account Holder*) during the 



lodes No. 03 Chr. 2717 (MBM) 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
ATHOS HADJIMITSIS 
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4.1 also searched ill relevant Bank records for any account outing during the period of 
January I, 2000. through December 21, 2003 and bearing the number 34600, cited by Plaintiff as 
belonging to the Account Holder. No such account existed or exists in any branch of the Bank. ^ 

Pursuant to 2S U.S.C. { 1746, I declare, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
United Stales of America, that the foregoing is true and correct 


Dated: 17* June 2004, Cyprus 




T. MAKPIAOY 
nPOTOKOAAHIWI 
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Brlicc A. Clauous (BC-230QI 
ClaUOUS & MiTCHEU. 

60 Broad Strict 

New Yo«k. New York 10004 

(2 121 423-2200 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

-x 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


Plaintiff. 


-against- 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB. K ah, 
Defendantv 


Index No. 03 Civ. 2717 (MBM) 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
ZAIIARO SOITANOU 


-x 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) »*.: 

CITY OF NEW YORK ) 

ZAIIARO SOF1ANOU, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am lie Chief Representative of the Bank of Cyprus, Ltd. (the “Bank”) and am 
in charge of the Representative Office of the Bank located at 80 Broad Street, New York, New York 
KKKM (the "Representative Office”). I have been Chief Representative since the Office opened in 
1998 and am authorized to submit this affidavit in support of the within motion by the Bank. 

2. Of my own personal knowledge and from the books and records of the 
Representative Office, to which I have access, I am fully familiar with the facts hereinafter set forth. 

3. The Bank is headquartered in Nicosia. Cyprus and. by international standards, is 
quite small. The Representative Office is correspondingly small and typically lias two or Ihtcc 
employees, including me. It is the policy of the Bank to know its clients and this policy is carried 
out and enforced. 
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4. In my role os Chief Representative of the Bank in New York, I caused the reviews 
desen bed in the affidavits of Yiannis Kypn and Athos 11 adjnnitsis to be conducted. I refer die Court 
to the aforesaid affidavits for the results of these reviews. 

5. The Representative Office docs not perform any financial transactions for any 
client of the Bank or for any other third panics. I have never met. do not know, and the Representa¬ 
tive Office has never done business with Plaintiff his ex-wife, or any defendant named in the within 
Complaint In particular, because they arc very few in number, the Representative Office rarely 
comes into contact with Russians who have business with Ihc Bank. Hence, i f Plaintiff s ex-wife 
or any other defendant of Russian extraction had had any contact or done any business with the 
Office I head, I arn certain that I would have learned of and would remember it No one by the name 
of Alina Shipilina. Alina Chipilina. Angelina Shipilina. or Angelina Chipalma has ever come in 
contact witlt me or my Office, Nor has any other defendant 

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America, I declare 

that live foregoing is true and correct 

Dated: New York. New York 
June 30.2004 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this thirtieth day of June, 2004. 




MOUiL j. oars vaxseo 

Newer Put*e. Suw of mm rets 
NO. O 2 OM 0 e 3 S 74 
QeMM UiMi«s 
. — - 13. Ms* 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


Roy Den Hollander 


x 


Plaintiff, Docket No. 03 CV 2717 (MBM) 

-against- Plaintiff’s Memorandum of Law In 

Opposition to Certain Defendants’ 
Motions to Dismiss 

Domestic 

Flash Dancers Topless Club 
Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. 

Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network 
Lynn Lepofsky-CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. 

Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
Nicholas J. Mundy 
Peter Petrovich 

Alina A. Shipilina a.k.a. Chipilina a.k.a Angelina 

Doctor Marc L. Paulsen 

Anastasia Vasilyeva 

Dima-Husband Anastasia Vasilyeva 

John Madison or John Pierre 

Bob Henning-New York City Police Detective 

American Organized Crime Gang 1 

Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5 

Flash Dancers Gangster 1 

California Pimp 

Other American Lap-Dancing Clubs 
Russia 

Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan-Russian Organized Crime Boss 
Asypyan Criminal Association 

Volchok a.k.a. Woolfy-Russian Organized Crime Member 
Raketa a.k.a. Rocket-Russian Organized Crime Member 
The Albatross Club-Russian Organized Crime Social Club 
Alexey Smolin-Russian Organized Crime Member 
Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan 

P. I. Ostapenko-Chief of the Investigation Office in the Department of Internal Affairs for 
Krasnodar, Russia 

Anna Pavlovna Kurilko-Chief of the Inquest Office in the Department of Internal Affairs 
for Krasnodar, Russia 

Olga Viktorovna Borisova-Investigator in the Inquest Office in the Department of 
Internal Affairs for Krasnodar, Russia 




Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House 
Tatyanna Vasilyeva 
Dmitri Morosov 
Rey-Krasnodar, Russia, Pimp 
Inessa A. Shipilina 

Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko-Vice Rector Krasnodar State Academy 
Phodes Studio Co. 

Leonid Perlin, President Phodes Studio Co. 

Tanya, Phodes Studio Prostitute 
Vladimir of St. Petersburg 
Albatross Club Gangster 1 
Krasnodar Briber 1 
Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3 
Krasnodar State Academy Thugs 1 and 2 
Russian Criminal Gangs 1 to 5 
Chechen Criminal Gangs 1 to 2 

Cyprus 

Bank of Cyprus 
Stephanos-Bank Employee 
Melios Athanasiou Agencies 
IRINIS 182C Entertainment Company 

Melios Athanasiou-Owner and CEO Melios Athanasiou Agencies and IRINIS 182C 
Irina Athanasiou-Owner and Executive of Melios Athanasiou Agencies and IRINIS 182C 
Marios Athanasiou-Manager Zygos and Tramps Cabarets 
A. Charalambous-Cyprus Immigration Chief 

Mexico 

Julia Heart Agency 

Maria-Prostitute Recruiter for Julia Heart Agency 

The Men’s Club, Mexico City 

Roberto & Rosa Elina Quilan-Managers Men’s Club 

Max Gracia Appedole 

Juginta Raszyukevichina a.k.a. Azul 

Salvador-Partner Phodes Studio 

Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo 

Mexican Organized Criminal Gang 1 


Defendants. 


X 
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1. Plaintiff’s memorandum of law in opposition to the motion to dismiss by the Enterprise 
movants Kuba, Mundy & Associates; Mundy; and Petrovich that was joined by movants, 
FlashDancers, Shipilina, Paulsen and Henning. 

Preliminary Statement 

The question before this Court is not whether the plaintiff has proven at this early stage 
of the proceeding that the Enterprise (the “Russian mafia”) and some of its members, including 
the Enterprise movants, violated the RICO statute and state law, but whether the Complaint 
alleges they did. Allegations are the assertions in a complaint that set out what the plaintiff 
expects to prove. Black’s Law Dictionary . Allegations are not the “proof’, “evidence”, 
“establishment of’, “demonstration”, “explanation”, “showing” or “corroboration” that the 
Enterprise movants claim the Complaint should have provided. The plaintiff must not be put to 
the test to prove his allegations at the pleading stage. NOW. Inc v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 
127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994). 

This memorandum of law by the plaintiff contains five major sections in opposition to the 
five motions to dismiss brought by the domestic (residence within the US) Enterprise defendants 
who have appeared in this civil RICO action. These defendants are collectively referred to as “ 
the Enterprise movants” and consist of the Kuba, Mundy & Associates law firm; Mundy; 
Petrovich; Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc.; Lepofsky-CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, 
Inc.; Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers; Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5; Shipilina; Paulsen; 
and Henning. All the Enterprise movants joined the memorandum of law submitted by 
Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Mundy and Petrovich. This section, Section 1, 
addresses that memorandum while the remaining four sections address any new issues raised by 


1 



the motions, declarations, affidavits or memoranda separately submitted by the other Enterprise 
movants. 

When this memorandum refers to fewer than all the Enterprise movants, the tenn 
“Enterprise movant” is followed by the person’s name. Other defendants in this action who are 
not presently moving to dismiss are collectively referred to as “other mafia defendants” or 
individually as “mafia defendant” followed by the person’s name. When the Complaint states 
Kuba, it is referring to the firm Kuba, Mundy & Associates, 

Cites to the Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich memorandum are in parentheses stating 
“Memorandum” followed by the page number and a hyphen that indicates the paragraph on that 
page. For example, (Memorandum p 28-1) refers to page 28, the first paragraph, and not 
necessarily the first full paragraph, but the first group of lines on that page. Cites to the 
Complaint are in parentheses stating “Complaint” followed by only the paragraph number. For 
example, (Complaint 267) refers to the numbered allegation 267, which deals with a Chechen 
crime clan. 

The numbers and letters used for denoting sections in this memorandum are the same as 
those used in the Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich memorandum. This should make it easier for the 
Court to compare the two principal memoranda in this motion to dismiss. 

The plaintiff uses the term “Russian mafia” to mean the Russian International Crime 
Organization or the “Enterprise” as stated in paragraph one of the Complaint. The “Russian 
mafia” includes those identified as Russian Mafiosi in the media and by law enforcement 
agencies; the targets of the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (“FBI”) unit on Russian organized 
crime; various Russian, Chechen, American, Cypriot and Mexican gangsters along with those of 
other nationalities; assorted Chechen Islamic terrorists; and the more than thirty Russian gangs 
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now operating in the US, most notably New York, Miami, San Francisco, Los Angles and 
Denver, Robert I. Friedman, Red Mafiya: How the Russian Mob Has Invaded America , p. xix- 
xx, Little Brown & Company (2002). The defendants in this action comprise only a small 
number the members of the Russian mafia. (Complaint 15) 


The purpose of this memorandum by the plaintiff is to point out the errors and omissions 
made by the Enterprise movants in their motion papers concerning the law and the Complaint. 
This memorandum’s main purpose is not to argue facts as in a summary judgment motion, since 
discovery has not yet occurred. Part of the Enterprise movants’ obvious strategy is to have this 
Court treat their motion to dismiss as one for summary judgment. It would give this Court, 
which belongs to a circuit renown for its disfavorable disposition to civil RICO cases, Batista, 
Civil Rico Prac. Manual. 2003 Cum. Supp. . 3.31 A, an expedient means for disposing of a 
complex case against a criminal entity that spans the globe. However, even under the summary 
judgment standard, the courts should be reluctant to grant a dismissal because where motive and 
intent play leading roles, the proof is largely in the hands of the alleged conspirators and hostile 
witnesses thicken the plot. Cox v. Administrator US Steel & Carneige . 17 F.3d 1386, 1400 (11 th 
Cir. 1994). In the case of a motion to dismiss where discovery has not even begun, this is even 
more pertinent. 

In addition, this memorandum seeks to debunk the many misleading arguments and 
implications contained in the Enterprise movants’ memoranda of law and declarations. A 
pervasive and key feint of the Enterprise movants is repeatedly objecting to the Complaint for 


failing to '"prove”, “evidence”, “establish”, “demonstrate”, 


“show ”, or “ corroborate ” various 


elements of RICO and the predicate acts as a reason for dismissing the Complaint. In the law, 
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“prove” means to establish a fact as true by evidence; “evidence” means any species of proof; 
“establish” means prove; “demonstrate” means to prove indubitably; “show” means to make 
clear by evidence or to prove; and “corroborate” to add confirming facts or evidence. Black’s 
Law Dictionary . Complaints are not meant to provide these functions—they are the beginning of 
the fact-finding process not the end. The Enterprise movants apparently want to return to 
yesteryear when under federal practice, prior to the federal rules, the pretrial functions of notice¬ 
giving, issue formulation and fact revelation were performed primarily, and inadequately, by the 
pleadings. Hickman v. Taylor . 329 U.S. 495, 500, 91 L.Ed. 451, 67 S.Ct. 385 (1947). Back 
then, inquiry into the issues and the facts before trial was narrowly confined and was often 
cumbersome in method. Id- at 501. The federal rules, however, restrict pleadings to the task of 
general notice giving and invest the deposition-discovery process with a vital role in the 
preparation for trial. Id. “It is a familiar rule of pleading ... that evidence by which an allegation 
is sought to be established need not be pleaded. ... Such matters [of evidence], however, are for 
proof and we doubt the propriety, much less the necessity of their allegation.” Cater Constr. Co. 
v. Nischwitz . 111 F.2d 971, 973 (7 th Cir. 1940). 

RICO complaints are not held to a higher standard when it comes to pleading. “Congress 
resolved to address the problem of organized crime by strengthening the legal tools in the 
evidence gathering process ....” Beck v. Prupis . 529 U.S. 494, 496, 146 L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 
1608 (2000). That did not mean requiring evidence be provided in a complaint for each element 
of every alleged predicate act and RICO violation. In refusing to dismiss a RICO complaint this 
Court stated in Gitterman v. Vitoulis . 564 F.Supp. 46, 49 (SDNY 1982), “The purpose of a 
motion to dismiss is not to test the weight of the evidence which might be offered in support of it 
but to assess the legal feasibility of the complaint.” (Citing Geisler v. Petrocelli , 616 F.2d 636, 
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639 (2d Cir. 1980)). In addition, the “[dismissal of a complaint before discovery is a drastic 
step which should not be taken unless it appears to a certainty that the plaintiff is entitled to no 
relief under any set of facts which could be proved in support of the claim.” Gittennan at 49 
(citing Wade v. Johnson Controls, Inc. . 693 F.2d 16, 22 (2d Cir. 1982)). And recently, the 
Supreme Court, in reversing the Second Circuit, stated the federal “pleading standard relies on 
liberal discovery rules and summary judgment motions to define disputed facts and issues and to 
dispose of unmeritorious claims.” Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 512, 152 L.Ed.2d 
1, 122 S.Ct. 992 (2002). “The provisions for discovery are so flexible and the provisions for 
pretrial procedure and summary judgment so effective, that attempted surprise in federal practice 
is aborted very easily, synthetic issues detected, and the gravamen of the dispute brought frankly 
into the open for the inspection of the court.” Id., at 512, 513 (quoting 5 C. Wright & A. Miller, 
Federal Practice and Procedure . 1202, p. 76 (2ed. 1990)). 

Alternatively, the Enterprise movants use the tactic of painting the Complaint as not 
meeting the fair notice requirements by objecting to a paragraph or paragraphs in the Complaint 
for not containing enough infonnation. Of course, they fail to cite other paragraphs with 
additional infonnation that make their objections groundless. Or the Enterprise movants object 
to the Complaint’s allegations as “ general”, “insufficient”, “inadequate”, “bare”, or 
“conclusory”. In the law, a conclusion is an inference drawn from evidentiary facts, Black’s 
Law Dictionary ; allegations are not conclusions; they come at the end of the process and not the 
beginning. In addition, all that the federal rules require in a pleading is that a party should set 
forth the avennents in general tenns. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civil 2d 1281, p 519. 
“The modern philosophy concerning pleadings is that they do little more than indicate generally 
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the type of litigation that is involved. A generalized summary of the case that affords fair notice 
is all that is required.” SEC v. Timetrust, Inc. . 28 F.Supp. 34, 41 (ND Cal. 1939). 

In sum, part of the Enterprise movants’ strategy is to obtain dismissal based on their 
erroneous effort to have the Court apply a higher standard than that required for pleadings, and, 
on the other hand, to get a dismissal based on their inaccurate characterizations that the 
Complaint’s allegations fall below the actual standard required. 

Another tactic used by the Enterprise movants is to trivialize the dangers of the Russian 
mafia by calling the Complaint “frivolous” and “a delusional, imaginary tale of fantasy.” 
(Memorandum p 2-1) The plaintiff has received four telephone threats—three of which were 
recorded, copies of two of those recordings are in the possession of Enterprise movant Mundy. 
(Complaint 282, 289, 318 and June 19, 2003 letter to the Court) The New York FBI warned the 
plaintiff not to open his door to anyone he doesn’t know and to watch out for himself when out 
in public. (Complaint 866, 867) But this Court need not rely solely on the Complaint’s 
allegations for determining whether it is “delusional;” it can take judicial notice in considering a 
motion to dismiss, Hirsch v. Arthur Anderson & Co.. 72 F.3d 1085, 1088, 1092 (2d Cir. 1995), 
that the danger of the Russian mafia to US citizens, of which the plaintiff is one, is no 
“imaginary tale of fantasy.” 

Before Congress in 1996, then FBI Director Louis Freeh said that when freedom was 
established in Russia, it helped spread the existing criminal network to expand abroad. 
Emergency Net News Service. Friday, May 3, 1996, Vol 2 - 124. He added, “Evidence that 
organized crime activity from these areas is expanding and will continue to expand to the United 
States is well-documented.” Id- At the same Congressional hearings, then CIA Director John 
Deutsch said, “Russia’s criminal groups reach across international borders, including our own ... 
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[and] have the potential to support terrorism, and contribute to the proliferation of materials, 
technology and weapons of mass destruction.” Id- While the last part of this quote concerns the 
Tom Clancy novel The Sum of All Fears , this Complaint does not deal with nuclear weapons of 
mass destruction, just the more mundane, run of the mill Russian criminal operations in America, 
such as money laundering, illegal money transactions, prostitution, narcotics trafficking, 
extortion and fraud that are often carried out in cooperation with La Cosa Nostra. The Center for 
Strategic and International Studies, Report on Russian Organized Crime . 1997, Task Force 
headed by William H. Webster. 

The Russian mafia has been operating in the United States for years. Scott P. Boylan, 
Organized Crime and Corruption in Russia. Vol. 19, Fordham Int’l L.J., 1999, 2013 (1996). 

With the fall of the Soviet Union, the activities of Russian organized crime groups have spread to 
the United States and Europe. Id- “Not only does the Mafia kill and steal in Russia, it does so in 
the United States as well.” Id. at 2001. Mafia members are involved in "theft, extortion, 
money-laundering, gun-trafficking, drug running, prostitution, smuggling, loan sharking, 
contract killing and more." Id- “The U.S. Department of Justice has established task forces to 
deal with the Russian Mafia in New York, Los Angeles, and Miami.” Id. In 1994, the Russian 
mob had more than 300 members in the New York area alone, making it larger than the 
Bonanno, Colombo, or Lucchese crime families. Allan Friedman, The Organizatsiya: Brooklyn’s 
Booming Russian Mob is Slicker. Smarter, and Much Meaner than La Cosa Nostra . N.Y. Mag., 
Nov. 7, 1994, at 50. Russia’s international professional criminals have caused the most 
economic damage in the US. Scott O’Neal, Russian Organized Crime . FBI Law Enforcement 
Bulletin, May 2000. “Blending financial sophistication with bone-crunching violence, the 
Russian mob has become the FBFs most fonnidable criminal adversary, creating an international 
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criminal colossus that had surpassed the Columbian cartels, the Japanese Yakuzas, the Chinese 
triads and the Italian mafia in wealth and weaponry.” Robert I. Friedman, Red Mafiya: How the 
Russian Mob Has Invaded America , p. xix. Unlike the former Communist Party that was out to 
bury us, today’s Russian syndicate has set out to fleece us. 

The Enterprise movants, without the aid of discovery, state the motivation for the 
Complaint was to “humiliate” Enterprise movant Shipilina and the other defendants in this RICO 
action. (Memorandum p 2-1) As Charlie Chan once said, “truth cannot be an insult,” and if it 
injures a person’s self-respect than that is the fault of the person, not the reporter. Discovery is 
the more appropriate forum for exploring motivations rather than a motion to dismiss. 
Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. at 512. The Enterprise movants are simply engaging in 
character assassination—plaintiff seeks to humiliate, harass and is delusional—in order to shut 
down the argument and marginalize the plaintiff so that they do not have to argue the merits. 

The merits at this stage are whether the Complaint alleges a claim under the law. Just because 
the defendants may feel humiliated due to the exposure of their acts, is not a reason to dismiss a 
complaint that contains serious criminal allegations against a gang of Russian, Chechen and 
American criminals. 

The Enterprise movants also try to trivialize the Complaint by saying it “attempts to 
allege.” (Memorandum p 2-2) The Complaint does not “attempt”, it alleges—that is what 
complaints do. And this Complaint alleges an enterprise, the Russian mafia, bringing prostitutes 
to New York and other states in the US, passing drugs and huge sums of money back and forth 
between countries, creating and trafficking in pornography, and threatening physical violence to 
anyone who might get in its way. (Complaint 10-15) The Complaint makes clear that a central 
member and site of some of the Enterprise’s illegal actions is the establishment called “Flash 
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Dancers Topless Club,” located on Broadway and 52d Street in New York City, and that the 
defendants often act in other countries where there is a link of some kind, such as a connection to 
brothels in Cyprus that some defendants control, or to specific participants in the Enterprise 
traveling in other places. (Complaint 322, 326, 329, 331, 334, 335, 338, 376, 402, 403, 410, 412, 
413,414,417) 

The Enterprise movants speculate that the only connection among the defendants—who 
make up a small portion of the Russian mafia—is that they came “into contact in some way with 
the plaintiffs fonner wife,” Enterprise movant Shipilina. (Memorandum p 2-2) If coming into 
“contact” with movant Shipilina was the criteria for listing a person as a defendant, then it would 
be impossible to list them all for Shipilina has literally had thousands of customers who have 
“come into contact” with her. No, the Complaint lists only those persons that the plaintiff has 
been able to identify, or, at least, indicate by a pseudonym, that have caused the plaintiff harm 
and are connected by the common purpose of lucrative activities in hard currency markets which 
unites members of the Russian mafia. (Complaint 2, 16-127) 

All the RICO defendants do have some connection with Enterprise movant Shipilina 
because she’s the thread that weaves through this section of the Russian mafia. The defendants 
are fellow travelers who committed predicate acts in order to get Enterprise movant Shipilina 
into the US, keep her there and expand the activities of the Russian mafia to its and their benefit. 
In the Watergate scandal, reporters Woodward and Bernstein followed the money; here the 
plaintiff followed the trail of Shipilina until he and a graduate of Harvard Law realized the extent 
of the underworld workings that had caused the plaintiff so much harm. 

The Enterprise movants also advocate dismissal of the Complaint because “many of [the 
defendants] [the plaintiff] is unable to name.” (Memorandum p 2-2) Well, what do they expect? 
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The Russian mafia is a secretive organization whose crimes and threats aren’t usually made with 
legal names given. Besides, a complaint “may name an unknown defendant by using a “John 
Doe” appellation or other description if the plaintiff has been unable to ascertain the real identity 
of the defendant. Moore’s Fed. Prac. . 10.02(2)(d)(i), 3 rd Edition. 

This Complaint not only seeks compensation and protection for the plaintiff, but in its 
own small way, hopes to take a step along the road mapped by the RICO statute: “the eradication 
of organized crime in the United States.” Pub.L. 91-254, 84 Stat. 922 (1970). “Congress found 
that ‘organized crime in the United States [had become] a highly sophisticated, diversified and 
widespread activity that annually drain[ed] billions of dollars from America’s economy by 
unlawful conduct and illegal use of force, fraud and corruption.’” Beck v, Prupis , 529 U.S. 
494,496, 146 L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 1608 (2000)(quoting Pub.L. 91-254, 84 Stat. 922). “The 
result was to ‘weaken the stability of the Nation’s economy, harm innocent investors and 
competing organizations, interfere with free competition, ... threaten the domestic security, and 
undermine the general welfare of the nation and its citizens.” Id. More succinctly, mobsters, 
including Russian ones, resort to violence when they don’t get their way; they corrupt the 
system. 


Statement of Facts 

A. How did I get into this mess? 

There are really only two ways a middle-aged, American, male lawyer could get involved 
with such a bunch—money or a woman. I took the road less traveled or, perhaps, more traveled. 

An allegory should help. While sailing the waters of the former Soviet Union in my Sun 
Fish, doing my work for Kroll Associates, along comes this juggernaut of pimps, prostitutes, 
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pomographers, pushers and assorted criminals of Russian, Chechen, American and other 
nationalities, including a few lunatics from the Chechen Special Islamic Regiment. The 
juggernaut, ever scanning for the easy prey of softhearted American businessmen, spots me, and 
sends out one of its prostitutes as bait: a tall, blue-eyed, bleached blonde. Using duplicity and 
drugs, my Sun Fish is torpedoed, heads to the bottom. I’m sunk—married to a Russian prostitute 
who is a member of Russian organized crime although I don’t know it at the time. I bring my 
wife of a few months to America, and the juggernaut of the Russian mafia gets another one of its 
assets and mid-level managers into the premier hard currency market in the world. While this 
was happening to me, it was and continues to happen to others. When I finally came up for air 
and saw what was happening: I struggled, tried to get free, fought back to protect my rights as a 
human being by using the law and not stepping outside the law—but to no avail. So far, the 
Russian juggernaut of organized crime has been more powerful, more effective than the law 
because it uses lies, dissemblances, prevarication, smear tactics, threats, intimidation and bribery. 

Today, the Russian mafia consists of assorted criminals from the former Soviet Union 
who have joined with underworld characters in Western markets over the past decade to create a 
global web of smuggling, protection, extortion, counterfeiting, tampering with witnesses, 
revenge, evasion of taxes and other illegal activities. (Complaint 10, 11, 15) Russian organized 
crime groups, working in cooperation with each other and foreign gangsters, infiltrate lucrative, 
hard currency markets, such as the US, by taking advantage of ineffective and un-enforced 
immigration laws, as well as bribable officials, to illegally gain entry for the organization’s 
managers and human assets. (Complaint 13, 883) I am one of the victims of this new Red 
menace. 
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This case grew out of the discoveries I made, beginning in the year 2000, after working in 
Moscow as the acting manager for Kroll Associates. I found out that my spouse, whom I met 
and married in Russia in March 2000, was really a money launderer, tax evader, prostitute and 
procurer for a gang of Russian and Chechen organized crime figures. (Complaint 35, 36, 157- 
58, 339-42, 347) That she had secretly slipped narcotics into my meals and pretended to be 
something she wasn’t in order to marry me so that she could enter the USA to expand the 
activities of the criminal organization to which she belongs—the Russian mafia. (Complaint 174- 
185) 

The Russian mafia, as with all organizations, consists of and acts through people, and no 
one victim, or customer, comes into contact with all the decision makers and support personnel 
that go into making an enterprise successful. But they are there in the shadows supporting those 
on the front lines, giving aid and direction in order to reach the enterprise’s goals. For me, the 
Russian mafia’s retailer or, more appropriately, front, initially was Enterprise movant Shipilina, 
but soon other comrades in crime came out from standing in the shadows to help directly and 
indirectly with the Enterprise’s Scheme as it applied to me. (Complaint 16-127) What others are 
lurking behind the known defendants continue to be revealed as the Krasnodar, Russia police 
conduct their investigation, and I mine. 

Operating through some of its members, the Russian mafia tricked me into bringing one 
of its assets, Enterprise movant Shipilina, to the US (Complaint 2, 136); tried to get me to he to 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service (“INS”) (Complaint 224-25, 228,); secretly fed me 
drugs (Complaint 168, 171, 175-77, 180, 216,); tried to intimidate me (Complaint 245, 273, 306, 
308-14); threatened me with physical violence (Complaint 236-37, 257-58, 280-83, 287-90, 316- 
18); suborned and committed perjury (Complaint 229-30, 232, 239, 275-77); engaged in mail 
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and wire fraud (Complaint 200-04, 218, 219, 227, 294, 300, 315); bribed officials (Complaint 
254-55, 298, 307); attempted to and did tamper with witnesses and informants (Complaint 265- 
68, 284, 290, 293, 297); laundered money (Complaint 295-96, 301-03) and conspired to commit 
murder for hire (Complaint 319). As a result, to this day, I continue to follow the advice given 
me in March 2002 by a special agent for the FBI—don’t open your door to anyone you don’t 
know and watch out when you are in public. 

My continuing investigation in Russia has revealed the involvement of a Chechen terror 
and crime clan in threatening witnesses in Krasnodar (Complaint 293, 297) and the clan’s known 
connection with one defendant who arranged the intimidation of witnesses (Complaint 76, 77, 
265-268, 293, 297). The clan was run by Arbi Baraev, who beheaded four British 
telecommunication workers in 1998 in return for $20 million from Usama Bin Laden, and 
Movsar Baraev, who led the taking of 700 hostages at a Moscow theater in October 2002. 
Institute Study of Conflict, Ideology, and Policy, Perspective . Vol. XIII, No. 2 (Nov.-Dee. 2002). 
Both are now dead, but were very much alive in the spring of 2001, when witnesses began 
receiving threats. The Baraev Islamic mafia clan continues to wreak havoc in Russia and 
elsewhere. I, myself, have received four threats so far, one from a Russian speaking man as 
described in my June 19, 2003 letter to the court and copied to the Enterprise movants. 
(Complaint 280-84, 287-90, 316-18) 

Besides the harm and fear caused me by the defendants, their continuing criminal 
activities also injure other US citizens, both individuals and companies. (Complaint 883-85) 
Through business alliances among American, Russian and Chechen criminals, the defendants 
further the Russian mafia’s operations of white slavery, pornography and the crimes that 
maximize and protect its profits, such as immigration fraud, bribery, drugs, money laundering, 
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tax evasion, coercion, intimidation, perjury, official misconduct and more. (Complaint 15) 
Russians run prostitutes, pornography and in some cases drugs out of Russia into the US 
(Complaint 322, 371, 375-76), or first to Cyprus and than the US (Complaint 381-83, 403), or by 
way of Mexico and than to America (Complaint 418-19, 423). The prostitutes and pornography 
are sold through an affiliation of lap-dancing clubs controlled by organized crime and marketed 
over the Internet. (Complaint 329, 331, 410, 413, 434-36) The drugs are secretly administered 
to customers as a way of assuring return business. (Complaint 333-35) 

The Enterprise movants in the “Statement of Facts” of their joint Memorandum p 3-10 
sidestep the Complaint’s allegations, which are supposed to be taken as true for the purpose of a 
motion to dismiss. The movants try to distract the Court from criminal allegations against the 
Russian mafia, of which they are a part, by using misstatements, omissions, errors and a smear 
here and there. The Enterprise movants front-load their memorandum with what they call ‘facts” 
in order to disparage me. They use the ancient method of painting an opponent in a false light in 
order to keep the real issues in the dark and probably in the hope the Court will glance over the 
legal mistakes made in their “Argument” section. A unique RICO defense, but that is the 
Enterprise movants’ strategy: throw enough mud and maybe some will stick, make enough 
misrepresentations and maybe some will be believed. 

In order to win the day, the Enterprise movants also try to depict this civil RICO action as 
a rehash of a closed domestic relations case in which I “[wjithout regard for ethics or even 
common decency” (Memorandum p 4 n.7) set out on a “relentless course of harassment” against 
the movants that has culminated in the “outlandish”, “incredible” and “far-fetched” allegations in 
the Complaint. (Memorandum p 5-1) This RICO suit grew out of the earlier domestic relations’ 
investigation (Complaint 217) and the events triggered by that investigation, which revealed a 
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criminal entity lurking in the background, connecting seemingly disparate individuals and 
organizations in Europe and the Americas that turned out to be part of the Russian mafia. The 
only reason for the earlier domestic relations’ case was the very nature of the Russian mafia’s 
Scheme, which included using prostitutes in Moscow to deceive American businessmen into 
marrying them so that the prostitutes could gain legal entry into the USA. (Complaint 2, 135-37, 
883) I was one of the suckers. In total - and naive - good faith, I married Enterprise movant 
Shipilina shortly before returning to the US from my Moscow consultancy with Kroll Associates. 
But because the trail of the harm done to me lies behind a fraudulent marriage rather than a 
fraudulent business transaction does not make it any less serious. When criminal 
instrumentalities exploit human emotions of the heart rather than the pocket book, the victim 
does not lose his rights under US law. 

This is a case about the institutional behavior of the Russian mafia, which includes many 
criminal members posing as legitimate businesses and law-abiding individuals, such as the 
Enterprise movants and other defendants. (Complaint 16-127) This RICO action has been 
brought against the “archetypal, intimidating mobster”, Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co.. Inc. . 473 
U.S. 479, 499, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3280 (1985), an enterprise of organized criminals, not respected 
and legitimate businesses and individuals. 

When I returned to the U.S.A. in July 2000 (Complaint 205) with my bribe of four 
months, she immediately joined her cohorts in prostitution, working out of “Flash Dancers 
Topless Club” (Complaint 214), tried to engage me in criminal activity (Complaint 233), 
drugged my food to deter me from seeking an annulment or divorce (Complaint 216), and 
threatened me with death and injury from her Russian mafia associates if I did not lie to the INS 
for her (Complaint 236). 
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I learned my “wife” worked as a prostitute and was using me for immigration purposes 
after translating a portion of her diary, which she kept in plain sight. (Complaint 220) When the 
annulment/divorce action commenced, I began searching in Moscow and Krasnodar, Russia for 
information and witnesses relevant to that court proceeding. (Complaint 256-57) My 
investigation discovered, among other culpable conduct, that she, Enterprise movant Paulsen and 
defendant Perlin had created a pornographic video in which she engaged in very graphic acts for 
US dollars (Complaint 377), and that she and defendant Perlin advertised her sexual services via 
naked photographs of her (Complaint 357). In one case, there is direct evidence that she sold 
these naked photographs to a man for 10 Cypriot pounds after perfonning sexual acts on him 
when she worked in Cyprus at the brothel “Zygos” during the first half of 1999. (Complaint 
390-91) The pornographic video was imported into America by Enterprise movant Paulsen 
(Complaint 378) and clips from the video were used by defendant Perlin to advertise the 
prostitution and pornography production services he sells as part of the Russian mafia. 

Enterprise movants now hypocritically criticize me for using the already marketed naked 
photographs (Memorandum p 3-3) and the promotional pornographic video clips (Memorandum 
p 4 n.7) to unearth evidence of movant Shipilina’s fraud and her criminal activities for the 
divorce/annulment suit. The Russian language web site was created as a means to find new 
Russian witnesses, acquire additional infonnation and communicate the truth to potential 
witnesses and informants after previously forthcoming witnesses and individuals with useful 
information were being threatened into silence. (Complaint 265-68) The web site contained 
only a small sampling of Enterprise movant Shipilina’s widely offered pornographic services and 
extensive criminal exploits listed in a section of her diary. (Complaint 35-36, 152, 155-57, 191- 
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93, 322-25, 332, 334, 335, 339-41) After a period of time, the web site was closed when it no 
longer produced evidence. 

In some twisted form of reasoning, the Enterprise movants claim that the use of the video 
clips as an exhibit in a motion to reform the divorce settlement—where the papers are not open 
to the public—makes me indecent and unethical. (Memorandum p 4 n. 7) Those video clips 
were made public long before they entered the court system in order for movant Shipilina and 
her Moscow pimp defendant Perlin to make money. Further, in an action for refonnation of a 
divorce settlement that essentially requests damages for emotional distress, could anything 
demonstrate such pain more effectively than a man discovering that the woman he loved and 
cherished was, and continued to be, a porn star who had deceived him into marriage so that she 
could ply her wares for the Russian mafia in a hard currency market? I don’t think so. 

Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich paint themselves as innocents that 
merely represent another virtuous soul, Enterprise movant Shiplina. A more accurate picture of 
Kuba, Mundy & Petrovich is that of a “green card and visa mill” (Complaint 28) getting fat on 
the feeding frenzy of obstructionist immigration lawyers that fail to sort out the truly oppressed 
from the rank opportunists, fugitive criminals and terrorists. Even if all the Enterprise movants 
do engage in some legitimate operations, they are still alleged to be active members of a criminal 
enterprise—the Russian mafia. 

The Enterprise movants in their Memorandum at p 3-2 state, “The plaintiff [in the 
divorce complaint] claimed that Ms. Shipilina threatened to injure him if he did not Tie to the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service.’” Although Enterprise movant Shipilina is six feet one 
inch tall and 145 pounds, a female threatening a man just does not make it, which, of course, is 
the impression the Enterprise movants clearly wanted to leave. But they were only able to leave 
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that false impression by deleting a crucial part from the divorce complaint they cited to in their 
Exhibit B(9)(g) . What the divorce complaint stated was that movant Shipilina “would direct her 
‘Russian mafia friends to put [me] in the hospital or even kill me,’” if I did not lie to the INS. 
Now that’s a threat! 

In addition, the Enterprise movants “interestingly” claim that because the divorce 
complaint, their Exhibit B , does not mention that Enterprise movants Mundy or Petrovich 
advised me to lie to the INS or threatened me, that such did not happen. (Complaint p 3-2) The 
divorce complaint did not mention such conduct because it was not grounds for my obtaining an 
annulment or divorce. I was divorcing movant Shipilina—not movants Petrovich or Mundy. 
Such allegations were more appropriate for the disciplinary complaints that the Enterprise 
movants also chastise me for filing. (Memorandum p 5-1) Furthermore, I relied on my divorce 
attorneys to decide what to include in the divorce complaint, which Enterprise movants Mundy 
and Petrovich well know. 

Just a side note here, interestingly, the Enterprise movants do not refer to any paragraphs 
or page numbers in the exhibits they cite. That of course leads to wasting a busy court’s time by 
requiring it to search through the Enterprise movants exhibits in order to check the accuracy of 
their characterizations of parts of those documents. Perhaps, the movants wish the Court to 
accept their edited version of documents on faith. 

In their Memorandum at p 4-1, the Enterprise movants’ cunningly confuse two different 
reports made against me to the police. The result is the implication that both were investigated 
when, in fact, only one was, and that one was closed because no violation occurred. They also 
try to bolster the credibility of the report that was not investigated by saying it came before a 
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divorce was imminent. Let’s clear up the Enterprise movants’ dissemblance in this paragraph of 
their memorandum. 

The Enterprise movants’ refer to the police report about the evidence-gathering, Russian 
language web site, which contained Shipilina’s diary and the naked photographs she marketed, 
as “criminal matters being handled by Detective Henning.” (Memorandum p 4-1) This is the 
report that Enterprise movant Henning says he contacted the Queens District Attorney about 
(Henning Affidavit Para. 8) and over which he threatened me with arrest (Complaint 309) In the 
very next sentence of the Memorandum, the Enterprise movants falsely ascribe “criminal matters 
being handled by Detective Henning” to a report against me for alleged extortion. This is a 
different report, and one in which charges were never pressed and never investigated. 

(Complaint 229-32) But the Court cannot tell this unless it uses a magnifying glass on Enterprise 
movants’ Exhibit D . which combines into one exhibit two different reports—clever. So, the only 
complaint against me that the police investigated was the one concerning the Russian language 
web site, and that the Queens District Attorney’s Office concluded was unfounded (Henning 
Affidavit 9), but the Court will not find the DA’s conclusion anywhere in the Enterprise 
movants’ Memorandum. 

As for the “extortion” police report on which charges were not pressed and the police did 
not investigate, the Enterprise movants’ misleading state, “Tellingly, the police report 
demonstrates [which means “prove indubitably”] that the plaintiffs attempt to extort money 
from Ms. Shipilina predates his divorce complaint by six months.” (Memorandum p 4-1) The 
wording of this sentence implies that the report, on which no charges were pressed, is true in its 
claim of extortion because my lawyers served the annulment/divorced complaint six months after 
the report was filed. 
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The time line of events is important here. (Complaint at 223 to 232) In late October 
2000, Enterprise movant Shipilina and I met with Enterprise movant Petrovich at Kuba, Mundy 
& Associates to arrange for a separation, to be followed by a divorce. At this meeting I was 
advised by Enterprise movant Petrovich, after he consulted with Enterprise movant Mundy, to lie 
in an affidavit to the INS in order to assure that Enterprise movant Shipilina would obtain a 
permanent green card. (Complaint 223-24) Afterwards, I consulted with an attorney friend, 
Jeffrey N. Drummond, and in no uncertain tenns, he confirmed that my decision not to lie was 
the only acceptable course of action. I notified Enterprise movant Shipilina that I would not he 
for her to the INS, after that, on December 13, 2000, she filed the perjured police report alleging 
my extortion attempt. (Complaint 226, 229, 230) 

The filing of the perjured report claiming extortion came after a divorce was imminent, 
and after I refused to cooperate with Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina’s 
shenanigans to defraud the INS. Rather than demonstrating moral turpitude in me, the filing of 
the false report more reasonably infers an effort to create a false record by which Enterprise 
movants Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina could pressure me into lying before the INS or 
use to their advantage in a divorce proceeding that appeared imminent at that time. (Complaint 
232) Otherwise, why file a report on which charges are not pressed unless to hold that 
ammunition in reserve. 

The Enterprise movants claim in their Memorandum at p 4-2 & n. 7 that I “abuse [d] the 
court system ... as a means to harass and intimidate ...” because in May 2002,1 filed a motion to 
reform the divorce stipulation to which they say I had “voluntarily consented.” As I said in my 
Complaint at 279-284,1 entered the divorce settlement as a result of receiving a threatening 
telephone call in October 2001 from an anonymous, thuggish-sounding stranger who warned me 
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against pursuing the divorce proceedings. The caller said he was telephoning on behalf of my 
“soon to be ex-wife, Angelina.”—the stage name she used in Cypriot and Mexican brothels and 
at Flash Dancers. I felt extremely threatened and decided not to take any chances with my 
physical safety. Enterprise movant Mundy has a tape recording of this call. Still the Enterprise 
movants contend that I voluntarily consented to a settlement and then later, out of an alleged 
effort to “harass and intimidate,” brought a motion to reform for duress, coercion and fraud. 

The Enterprise movants just don’t get it: conduct isn’t duress unless it works, and when it works 
the victim is not going to tell the world unless, as what happened with me, circumstances 
changed, which I stated in my motion to vacate. At the very least, there’s a fact dispute here that 
can be resolved through discovery. 

By the end of March 2002,1 had received two more threatening telephone calls, one in 
February and one in March, from a man sounding like the same person in the first menacing call. 
(Complaint 289-91, 318) In these two calls, the man referred to himself as John Pierre, and once 
again said he was calling on behalf of Angelina—the prostitution and lap-dancing name used by 
movant Shipilina. The purpose of these terrorizing calls were clearly to prevent me from 
providing information to the INS concerning Enterprise movant Shipilina’s fraud on the INS and 
the US State Department in obtaining an immigrant visa. (Complaint 191-93) 

After the February 6, 2002 call, I filed a complaint with the 13 th Police Precinct and the 
FBI. (Complaint 858-62) The FBI did start a preliminary investigation and apparently tracked 
down the man making the threats, but the FBI agents refused to tell me his name. (Complaint 
863-64) One of the agents, however, did tell me that the FBI decided not to interview the man 
for fear he might cause me harm. (Complaint 865-66) 
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After the March 27, 2002 threatening call, I filed for an order of protection in the New 
York County Family Court—there was no place left to go. (Complaint 868) Unfortunately, the 
judge refused to grant me a discovery subpoena for telephone records and other information that 
would have led to identifying the man making the threats and enable me, through the discovery 
process, to link that man with movant Shipilina. 

The Enterprise movants call my efforts to find protection from the police, FBI and the 
Family Court as “objectively offensive and repugnant” and an attempt to “harass and incense.” 
(Memorandum at p 4 n. 8) Further, the Enterprise movants in footnote 8 asks this Court to send 
a chilling message to any US citizen who foolishly chooses to fight for his rights—if you lose, 
and res judicata does not apply, the courts will still use that to throw out any cause of action that 
reveals itself later on. The right to pursue justice through the legal system will be a right in name 
only. 

The movants also claim that because bureaucrats chose to laugh at me before even 
hearing my evidence, such callousness shows I am improperly using the legal system. 
(Memorandum p 4 n. 8 & 9) On the other hand, perhaps these bureaucrats are of the same 
quality that granted two of the 911 hijackers their visas, just months after killing thousands. 

Thus far, I have received four threatening telephone calls, two of which are on audiotape; copies 
of both are in the possession of movant Mundy. The fourth, this time in Russian, threatened me 
not to travel to Krasnodar, Russia to continue my investigation into this case. I reported that call 
to the 13 th Precinct and the FBI. Both said there was nothing they could do without the telephone 
number from where the call came, but the FBI did start an investigation into some to the 
allegations in this Complaint. So who’s being harassed; who’s being intimidated by a large 


22 



underworld entity—not the Enterprise movants. Still the issue of my motivation is more 
appropriately explored in discovery rather than a motion to dismiss. 

The Enterprise movants also do not cite any ethical canons or disciplinary rules I 
allegedly violated in my pursuit of justice. They merely engage in name-calling in a transparent 
attempt to bias the Court because I had the audacity to exercise my civil rights. If I have abused 
the judicial system as they allege, they can bring abuse of process or malicious prosecution 
actions. But in pari delicto, even if true, which it is not, is no reason for dismissal of a RICO 
action. Neither the Rico statute nor the legislative history suggests that a Rico plaintiff has to be 
an innocent victim. 

The Enterprise movants continue their distraction from the real issue before this Court— 
whether the Complaint alleges a claim under RICO—by saying I “improperly made public” the 
disciplinary complaint I filed against Enterprise movant Mundy when I annexed it to my motion 
to refonn the divorce stipulation. Since that motion was in a domestic relations case, and 
domestic relations cases are not opened to the public, it was not made public by me. These 
RICO proceedings, however, are open to the public, so the first party to improperly make public 
the disciplinary complaint against Enterprise movant Mundy was Enterprise movant Mundy in 
Exhibit J. So why am I being blamed for that—to falsely smear me, of course. 

The Enterprise movants then switch gears from castigating me to playing the victim. 
They pretend that Enterprise movant Mundy “reluctantly” filed a disciplinary grievance against 
me in the face of my “assault of frivolous litigation.” (Memorandum p 5 n. 10) This change in 
tack, however, did not leave behind the movants’ pattern of omissions and misstatements. 

The Enterprise movants failed to say that the disciplinary committee quickly closed its 
investigation into Enterprise movant Mundy’s grievance against me after I filed my reply. My 
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reply made clear that the disciplinary grievance was simply an attempt to deter my use of the 
legal system by making the bizarre claim that my filing of a RICO complaint was evidence of 
my unfitness to practice law. The disciplinary grievance was a unique way of trying to thwart 
the purpose of Congress in enacting the civil RICO statute: “Those who have been wronged by 
organized crime should at least be given access to a legal remedy.” Congressional hearings 
quoted in Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co.. Inc. . 473 U.S. 479, 487, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3280 (1985). 

The basis for the conclusion that the disciplinary grievance was an attempt to scare me 
off of the RICO case is that Enterprise movant Mundy had received the RICO complaint before 
he filed the disciplinary grievance. Exhibit A. Certificate of Mailing and Affidavit of Mailing. 

In fact his grievance makes reference to the RICO action that had already been filed with the 
Court. Enterprise movant Mundy had received the RICO complaint as part of my request for a 
waiver of summons under Rule 4(d). At the time he received the waiver request and RICO 
complaint, neither Mundy nor the other defendants had yet been served with the summons. The 
strategy in filing the disciplinary complaint was obviously to intimidate me against going 
through with this RICO action, which I could have done by simply not serving the RICO 
summons. The disciplinary grievance was just another effort by the Russian mafia to misuse the 
state’s legal apparatus to deny me of my civil rights and the right to earn a living because I dared 
to oppose that organization. 

The Enterprise movants create another false impression that the emotional distress action 
brought against them in the New York Supreme Court is another separate cause of action meant 
to harass. (Memorandum p 5-2) That action is identical to the Fifth Cause of Action in this 
RICO suit—intentional infliction of emotional distress. The New York State action was brought 
on March 25, 2003 as a precautionary measure to toll the statute of limitations on the intentional 
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infliction of emotional distress by members of the Russian mafia. And no, I am not admitting 
that the statute had run by the time the RICO complaint was filed on April 18, 2003. The 
Enterprise movants claim the emotional distress summons with notice was never served on them. 
(Memorandum p 5-2, nil) That is false. Exhibit B contains copies of the affidavits of service. 
In fact, Enterprise movant Mundy even contacted my lawyer at the time, Jeffrey Drummond, 
concerning the emotional distress suit. 

To sum up, I was tricked, drugged and pushed into this sinkhole of a situation when I ran 
a foul of a large criminal organization operating out of Russia. I was taken for a ride by a 
mobster moll right out of a 1940s detective movie, except standing behind this moll are Russian 
and Chechen organized crime figures, associates of the Chechen Special Islamic Regiment and 
other members of the Russian mafia. 

B. Enterprise Movants Spin the Complaint 

The Enterprise movants continue their maligning of me by claiming this RICO action is 
the latest in my “quest to harass, intimidate and persecute” the Enterprise movants. 
(Memorandum p 6-1) If seems a little ludicrous that I, a sole practitioner lawyer, eking out a 
living, could “harass, intimidate and persecute” an entire law firm that advertises on the Internet 
in Russian on the very same page as an agency marketing Russian girls for marriage and li nk ed 
to pornography, www.russianday.com . Exhibit C . and has offices in New Jersey, New York City 
and Rockland County. Or that I could persecute a lucrative strip club advertised as “Live from 
the heart of NYC” in Times Square, www.flashdancernyc.com ; a New York City Police 
Detective, a medical doctor and a wealthy Russian prostitute along with numerous others, 
including gangsters and Islamic lunatics. 
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If I have caused such trials and tribulations to the Russian mafia, then why haven’t the 


Enterprise movants filed harassment actions and complained about intimidation? Because 
there’s no basis. Where are their allegations of my arranging threatening telephone calls and 
threats of arrest or surreptitiously feeding them drugs? There are none. Only the objection that I 
sought to redress the harm done to me and protect my physical safety from what I now know is 
the Russian mafia. The Enterprise movants ask this Court to not only grant dismissal because 
they don’t like me exercising my rights as an American, but also request this Court to act as a 
medieval inquisitor that would pennanently crush my constitutional rights with “an injunction 
barring [me] from filing any future related claims.” (Memorandum p 65-2) I assume that would 
even entail a class action RICO suit against the Russian mafia for which I am currently trying to 
form a class of American men who have suffered similar hann by using the web site been- 
scammed.com. 

i. Does it or doesn’t it exist—the Enterprise, a.k.a, the Russian mafia 

The Enterprise movants do a good job of cherry-picking the Complaint’s allegations 
concerning the Enterprise, by leaving out a couple of key ones: 

1. The Enterprise is an on going operation in which its members associate together for the 
purpose of engaging in illegal and legal activities in order to earn substantial profits. 

2. A key aim of the Enterprise is to infiltrate and expand its activities in hard currency 
markets where profits are not threatened by inconvertibility of the local currency or 
drastic depreciations. 

They also question whether the Russian mafia did any harm to my business and property 
by referring to only one allegation in the Complaint at paragraph 3 (Memorandum p 7-1) and 
ignoring others at 188, 900-907. The Enterprise movants also object in footnote 12 of their 
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Memorandum that I “failed to state [it should be “allege”] how” the Russian mafia injured my 
business and property. Even had the Complaint failed to specify the manner in which I was 
injured, which it does not, in the RICO context, “[a]t the pleading stage, general factual 
allegations of injury resulting from the defendant’s conduct may suffice, for on a motion to 
dismiss we presume that general allegations embrace those specific facts that are necessary to 
support the claim.” NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994) 
(quoting Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife . 504 U.S. 555, 561, 119 L.Ed.2d 351, 112 S.Ct. 2130 
(1992)). 

But the Enterprise movants key criticism over the Complaint’s Enterprise allegations is 
that the Russian mafia and its operations throughout the world are figments of my imagination. 
(Memorandum p 7-2) That remains to be seen, which is the task of discovery. But the 
Complaint clearly does allege the existence of a global Russian organized crime group of which 
the Enterprise movants and other defendants are alleged members. (Complaint 1, 2, 10-14, 16- 
127) Further, the Court can take judicial notice of the Russian mafia from articles such as the 
following one by Scott P. Boylan, Organized Crime and Corruption in Russia. Vol. 19, Fordham 
Int’l L.J., 1999, 2013 (1996): “Presently, the U.S. and Russian Governments are cooperating in 
efforts to combat criminals operating in the United States and Russia. [100] The FBI has 
assigned agents to the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, while U.S. Department of Justice prosecutors 
currently reside in Moscow.” If the Complaint’s allegations about the Enterprise are imaginary, 
why doesn’t the FBI save taxpayer dollars by closing down its Moscow office and its Russian 
organized crime unit here in New York, which is currently looking into some of the allegations 
in the Complaint? 
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The Enterprise movants also try to discredit the existence of the Russian mafia by 
claiming “the configuration of the alleged [Enterprise centers around Ms. Shipilina and the 
people she purportedly encountered and places to which she purportedly traveled.” 
(Memorandum p 7-2) The Russian mafia does not center on movant Shipilina although the 
defendants in this case do have connections with her. Enterprise movant Shipilina is a mid-level 
manager and asset of the Russian mafia, who works with, works for, cooperates with or directs 
other members of the criminal enterprise. When I walked into the cross hairs of the Russian mob 
(Complaint 130-137), Shipilina was the one dispatched by defendant Perlin to sucker me into 
unknowingly helping the mob infiltrate another of its members into the US. The only way I have 
been able to expose some of the workings of the Russian mafia members named as defendants 
was by following the thread of Enterprise movant Shipilina. 

My dark passage began with the discovery of telephone calls that Shipilina made from 
my apartment in order to marketed her sexual services to Flash Dancers’ customers. (Complaint 
214) The truth led through a labyrinth of sleaze, crime and corruption that my attorney friend, 
Jeffrey Drummond, helped me realize was part of the Russian mafia. I am just one of the pieces 
of wood that the Russian mafia used to fuel its Mordor engine of greed. As I said, “This 
complaint concerns a portion of the Enterprise’s activities in America, Russia, Cyprus and 
Mexico and some of its Members, the defendants, who are alleged to engage in money 
laundering, prostitution, pornography, white slavery, drug trafficking, bribery, tampering with 
witnesses and infonnants, obstructing justice, tax evasion, failure to report the transfer of funds 
overseas, mail and wire fraud, immigration violations, conspiracy to commit murder for hire and 
the use of the international facilities to assist in carrying out Enterprise activities.” (Complaint 
15) The Complaint does not address all the activities or all the members of the Russian mafia. A 
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person injured by organized crime, such as the Italian mafia, will only be talking about a limited 
number of crimes and persons. A person who is loan-sharked by the Italian mob will not likely 
come into contact with those who issue fake construction bonds. No individual will ever be the 
victim of all of a gang’s illegal acts. 

The Enterprise movants object, “there is absolutely no connection offered by plaintiff 
among any of the defendants comprising the purported enterprise.” (Memorandum p 7-3) The 
Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich claim their only connection with the defendants 
in this case is with Enterprise movant Shipilina. (Id.) I don’t know that and neither does this 
Court because there has been no discovery. Once again, the Complaint need only allege, which 
it does throughout. Prostitutes and pornography flow out of southern Russia into New York for 
sale and use in lap dancing clubs like Flash Dancers or over the internet (Complaint 19, 22, 23, 
24, 25, 73, 322, 329, 330, 331, 343, 363, 366, 413, 434, 435), immigration laws are violated to 
get the prostitutes into America and keep them here (Complaint 27, 29, 32, 87, 95, 113, 191-93, 
323-25, 327-28, 353, 405-09), drugs are brought in from southern Russia to keep lap-dancing 
customers happy (Complaint 23, 48, 97, 100, 206, 332, 334, 460), prostitutes and pornography 
also flow from southern Russia to Cyprus and on to the US (Complaint 96, 106, 112, 403, 410, 
412), prostitutes and pornography move from Moscow to southern California (Complaint 37, 38, 
51, 80, 368, 370, 374, 376, 377) or first to Mexico and then into the US (Complaint 114, 117, 

119, 122, 126, 423, 426, 427, 428, 431-32), the prostitute underground railway extends into 
Wisconsin from southern Russia (Complaint 42, 69, 350, 352), the operations are protect with 
bribery (Complaint 47, 65, 66, 67, 84, 88, 298, 302, 307) and intimidation (Complaint 30, 46, 49, 
50, 77, 98, 99, 265-68, 280-83, 287-90, 293, 297, 308, 316-18), profits are laundered (Complaint 
31, 101-04, 295, 301, 335, 414, 447, 453, 454-58) and the system corrupted (Complaint 874). It 
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is all interrelated—supply, production, protection, profit maximization, reinvestment and growth 
—with each defendant playing his or her part in the success of a large organization. 

A little common sense is needed to show the absurdity of the Enterprise movants 
objection that the defendants are not connected. When I worked as an associate at Cravath, 
Swaine and Moore or as a political producer at Channel 7 Eyewitness News, I never came into 
contact with every member in those large organizations, but it was clear that we all shared the 
organization’s goals and worked for that end. On anyone case or story, I was at times the only 
connection among different members of the organization, all of whom were working to make the 
organization succeed and providing varying degrees of assistance on that particular case or story. 
That’s how large organizations work. They muster together resources, which include people, to 
support the pursuit of numerous activities to achieve the organization’s goals. At any one time, 
Cravath, Swaine and Moore is working on dozens of cases, Eyewitness News on dozens of 
stories and the Russian mafia on dozens of targets. Looking at only one case, one story or one 
target will reveal only some of the organization’s members and some of them will not even know 
each other, but they all share the common goal and accept the means for achieving it. Otherwise, 
they will be fired, or, as with the Russian mafia, worst. And no, I am not claiming Cravath or 
Eyewitness News as being RICO enterprises. 

Alternatively, in Hansel’n Gretel Brand. Inc, v. Savitsky . 1997 WL 543088, *2 (SDNY 
Sept. 3, 1997) the defendants argued, as the Enterprise movants do here, that a complaint must 
allege a common link other than the racketeering activity (Memorandum p 7-3) or, stated 
differently, they played roles in the enterprise distinct from the racketeering activity. According 
to Hansel , that is not the law of the Second Circuits 
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Finally, for this section, if what the Complaint alleges at paragraphs 1, 10-15 is not an 
enterprise, than neither is the Italian mafia, the very impetus for the RICO statute. 

(if) Missing and misstated allegations by Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundv and Petrovich 
Although Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich’s object that the criminal 
allegations against them are “conclusory” (Memorandum p 8-2), a fair reading of the “ninety-one 
page, complaint” with its “nine hundred and fifteen separate numbered allegations” 
(Memorandum p 8 n. 13) shows it provides them fair notice of the claims against them. 

Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich also call the Complaint’s allegations 
“outlandish, extremely broad and fantastic ....” (Memorandum p 9-2) Well, of course they are. 
They describe the conduct of members of the Russian mafia, which, to quote an American 
executive in Moscow, are “frigging unbelievable.” The Complaint merely depicts the Enterprise 
movants deeds, and, if those had not been outlandish, then there would be no Complaint. 

Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich seek to have the Court view the 
allegations against them in isolation. (Memorandum pp 8-10) That would mean missing the 
forest for the trees. The purpose of RICO is to reach organized crime groups. If defendants are 
permitted to narrow the focus to individual defendants in a vacuum, then there is no RICO 
statute. The cause of action is against the Russian mafia of which the defendants are part. Large 
organizations work through individual humans who make decisions within their sphere of 
responsibility and carry out tasks to get them accomplished. It is a one for all, all for one 
situation. And that is how the law treats RICO participants: joint and severally liable. Fleisch- 
hauer v. Feltner . 879 F.2d 1290, 1301 (6 th Cir. 1989). The US Senate report on RICO stated: 
“What is needed here ... are new approaches that will deal not only with individuals, but also 
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with the economic base through which those individuals constitute such a serious threat to the 
economic well-being of the Nation.” S.Rep. No. 91-617, p 79 (1969). 

Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich, and by inference the other movants, 
also object that their non-predicate criminal acts alleged in the Complaint (Complaint 684-853) 
are “merely repetitive of the alleged predicate acts.” (Memorandum p 9-3) Not fully true, or all 
of those other criminal acts would also be predicate acts, but they are not. While some of the 
Enterprise movants and other defendants’ crimes do violate both the RICO predicate acts and, at 
the same time, New York criminal law, many of their acts include state or federal crimes that do 
not fall within the list of predicate acts in 18 USC 1961. Among the non-predicate federal 
crimes are employing unauthorized aliens, 8 USC 1324a; tax evasion, 26 USC 7201, 7203, 7206- 
07; use of fraudulent documents, 8 USC 1324c; bribing Russian officials in violation of the 
foreign corrupt practices act, 15 USC 78dd-2, 3; perjury, 18 USC 1621, and false statements, 18 
USC 1001; conspiracies to violate federal law, 18 USC 371; and obstructing federal government 
proceedings, 18 USC 1505. As for New York State law, the violations include prostitution, 

Penal 230; reckless endangerment, Penal 120.20 & 120.25; coercion, Penal 135.60 & 135.65; 
official misconduct, Penal 195; intimidation, Penal 215.15; and conspiracy to violate state law, 
Penal 105. 

In their summary of the allegations, Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich 
leave out many of the averments, which makes it difficult to follow the Complaint if only the 
sections they refer to are read. (Memorandum p 8-2 to 10-2) Perhaps this is an instance of self- 
fulfilling criticism, since they already claim the Complaint is “chaotic”. (Memorandum p 8 n. 

13) Among crucial allegations left out: 
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1. Complaint 237, when at a meeting with me . Member Alina Shipilina threatened the 
plaintiff with physical harm and possibly death from her Russian criminal associates 
unless he agreed to lie to the INS for her.” Here Enterprise movant Shipilina was 
carrying out the agreed course of action by Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich and 
her. (Complaint 236) 

2. Complaint 239 in which Enterprise movant Shipilina, at the behest of Mundy and 
Petrovich (Complaint 234), obtained a temporary order of protection against me based on 
perjured testimony. 

3. Complaint 244, which explains Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich and 
Shipilina’s reasons for intimidating me into a settlement: “A trial would produce 
evidence of Member Alina Shipilina’s fraud on the INS, U.S. tax evasion, money 
laundering, violation of foreign transactions reporting, prostitution, promoting 
prostitution, narcotics trafficking and perjury that would threaten the Enterprise’s Scheme 
and risk exposure of Enterprise activities in which Member Alina Shipilina was 
involved.” 

4. Complaint 316-318 in which Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina 
arranged for Member John Madison, a.k.a. Pierre, to threaten me into not testifying 
before any INS proceeding concerning Shipilina. 

5. Complaint 705, 706, 722, 723, 738, 739 in which Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and 
Petrovich conspired to violate federal law, commit predicate acts and break various New 
York criminal laws. 


33 



Besides deleting complete allegations that they apparently don’t like, Enterprise movants 
Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich misstate others or omit key parts. For example: 

1. They say the Complaint alleges Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich 
“[0]perate a green card and visa mill that fraudulently obtains U.S. visas, residency status 
and naturalization for aliens.” (Memorandum p 8-1) However, their statement alters the 
meaning of the allegation by omitting the word “Russians”—the main beneficiaries of the 
illegal conduct. (Complaint 28) 

2. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich say the Complaint alleges Petrovich 
“[Ajcts as an attorney in the US, although not admitted, under the supervision of 
Mundy.” (Memorandum p 8-2) Here they left out that Petrovich was an attorney in 
Russia, which helps infer he is also acting as one here. 

3. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich say the Complaint alleges they were, 
“intimidating witnesses from providing testimony to US authorities/Courts in connection 
with the plaintiffs divorce proceeding....” (Memorandum p 9-1, (4)) The Complaint 
alleges intimidating witnesses “from providing testimony to any US authorities” and not 
just about the divorce proceeding, but any US investigation, such as by the INS. 
(Complaint 265) 

4. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich say the Complaint alleges they were 
“intimidating the plaintiff to dissuade him from trying to set aside the agreed upon 
divorce settlement.” (Memorandum p 9-1, (6)) The referenced “agreed upon divorce 
settlement” was one made by my lawyer without my knowledge or approval. (Complaint 
278, 279) 
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5. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich say the Complaint alleges they were 
“using ... bribery ... intimidation” against me and others “to obstruct the criminal 
indictment..of one of the defendants. (Memorandum p 9-1, (7)) They omit key parts 
of the allegations that among the intimidators were Chechen Islamic Mafiosi, that one 
reason for the intimidation was to prevent me from cooperating with the INS, that the 
money used to pay for the intimidation and bribes in violation of the Foreign Corrupt 
Practices law came from illegal Russian mafia activities, that around $10,000 was paid to 
corrupt Russian officials, that the international telephone and transportation system was 
used to make the intimidation and bribery arrangements and to wire the money, that 
witnesses were in fact threaten, and that the criminal case against a Russian mafia 
member was closed in order to keep secret some of the Russian mafia’s activities. 
(Complaint 286-306) 

6. In their memorandum at p 9-1, (7), they also fail to mention that among the people 
allegedly bribed was a New York City detective who threatened me with arrest in order 
to keep me from cooperating with the INS or the Krasnodar district attorney prosecuting 
the criminal case. (Complaint 306, 307) 

7. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich mistakenly imply the Complaint alleges 
the predicate act of obstruction of justice. (Memorandum p 9-2) The Complaint alleges 
the predicate act of tampering with witnesses and informants, which is 18 USC 1512. 
(Complaint 487, 492, 494, 504, 506) It’s more than a semantic difference that Enterprise 
movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich exploit to make misleading legal arguments in their 
memorandum under section II. (B)(ii)(bb), which will be addressed below. 
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8. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich refer to the Complaint’s allegations 495, 
497, 507 and 509 as dealing with bribing Russian officials and coercing the plaintiffs 
witnesses, but fail to mention that what makes such conduct predicate acts is that 
international facilities were used to arrange such conduct in aid of a racketeering 
organization—the Russian mafia, which violates 18 USC 1952. (Memorandum p 9-2) 

9. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich, in their memorandum at p 9-3, 
summarize the Complaint’s allegations against Mundy and Petrovich for obstructing INS 
proceedings, but fail to cite to the criminal acts they aided and abetted in carrying out that 
obstruction—coercion and intimidation. (Complaint 721, 737) 

10. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich omitted in their memorandum at p 9-3 
that the Complaint alleges their activities of tampering with witnesses involved threats of 
physical injury, intimidation and coercion, not only in the divorce proceeding and 
criminal case in Krasnodar, but in the INS investigation against Enterprise movant 
Shipilina. (Complaint 713, 715, 716, 729, 731, 732) 

11. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich, in their memorandum at p 10-1, fail to 
mention the significance of the allegations of bribing a Russian official—it violates the 
foreign corrupt practices act. (Complaint 717, 733) They also omit that the other bribery 
allegations are for bribing or, in the alternative, rewarding a New York City detective, 
Enterprise movant Henning. (Complaint 719, 735) 

12. Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich, in their memorandum at p 10-1, omit 
that the laundered money came from illegal Russian mafia activities and was used to 
threaten witnesses and bribe Russian officials. (Complaint 718, 734) 
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This statement of facts has pointed out the Enterprise movants omissions, errors and 
misstatements as well as their effort to castigate me, the victim of RICO violations, as unworthy 
of the right to seek legal redress for harms whose causes didn’t become evident until hindsight 
and the aid of a Harvard educated lawyer began connecting the dots. Those dots revealed a 
picture of the Enterprise movants and other Russian mafia members’ criminal activities. As of 
the writing of this memorandum in opposition, the full extent of the Russian mafia’s activities 
that have injured me is still not known. But my continuing investigation and discovery will 
complete the picture. 

In order to depict the segment of the Russian mafia’s activity involving the defendants, 
my complaint is one third longer than Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich’s 
Memorandum. The Enterprise movants, however, have seized on my complaint’s length, not 
just to imply that the length itself is wrong, but to omit, misrepresent and twist allegations out of 
their common sense meaning in the probable hope that the time pressured court will miss what 
the Complaint actually alleges. 

C. Help 

The Enterprise movants criticize me for making “numerous requests” for protection 
orders. (Memorandum p 10-3) I’ve been threaten with death by a member of the Russian mafia 
(Complaint 237), received four threatening telephone calls (Complaint 282, 289, 318 and June 
19, 2003 letter), been threaten with arrest on a bogus charge (Complaint 309; Henning Affidavit 
Para. 9, 10) and told by the FBI, the premier law enforcement agency in the world, to watch out 
for myself in public (Complaint 867). During all this, I thought the judiciary would help me, and 
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made three requests for protection orders—but to no avail. So, if anything, I’m a dope, but that 
is not grounds for dismissing a RICO complaint—I don’t think. 

The Enterprise movants again provide misleading infonnation to the Court when they say 
investigations by state and federal authorities “apparently have been dismissed or ignored.” 
(Memorandum p 10-3) The Enterprise movants are clearly in a better position to know than me, 
since they are the ones being investigated. But as far as my knowledge goes, the INS 
investigation is ongoing (Complaint 286), the FBI and Krasnodar police are currently looking 
into some of the allegations in the Complaint, and the New York City Board of Elections 
completed its investigation into Enterprise movant Shipilina falsely swearing to US citizenship 
when she registered to vote (Complaint 459) and referred those findings to the US Attorney for 
the Eastern District and the Queens District Attorney. 

Argument 

Point 1: The RICO complaint meets the standard of review pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) . 

“Dismissal of a civil RICO complaint for failure to state a claim is appropriate only when 
‘it is clear that no relief could be granted under any set of facts that could be proved consistent 
with [plaintiffs] allegations.’” Commercial Cleaning Servs. LLC v. Colin Serv. Svs. Inc. , 271 
F.3d 374, 379 (2d Cir. 2001) (quoting H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern Bell Telephone Co. . 492 US 
229, 249-50, 106 L.Ed.2d 195, 109 S.Ct. 2893 (1989). “A complaint should not be dismissed for 
failure to state a claim ‘unless it appears beyond doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts 
in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief.’” Berk v. Tradewelh 2003 Lexis 
12078, * 15, 16 (SDNY July 16, 2003, J. Mukasey) (citing Conley v. Gibson . 355 U.S. 41, 45- 
46, 2 L. Ed. 2d 80, 78 S.Ct. 99 (1957); Goldman v. Belden. 754 F.2d 1059, 1065 (2d Cir. 1985)). 
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“On a motion to dismiss, a court must read the complaint generously, and draw all inferences in 
favor of the pleader.” See California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited . 404 U.S. 508, 
515, 30 L. Ed. 2d 642, 92 S.Ct. 609 (1972).” “The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure erect a 
powerful presumption against rejecting pleadings for failure to state a claim,” Robbins v. Wilkie . 
300 F.3d 1208, 1210 (10 th Cir. 2002). The court accepts the plaintiffs description of what 
happened to him along with any conclusions that can be reasonably drawn. Wright & Miller, 
Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civil 2d 1357, p 319. 

The issue on a motion to dismiss is not whether the plaintiff will ultimately prevail, but 
whether he is entitled to offer evidence to support his claims. See Villager Pond. Inc, v. Town of 
Darien . 56 F.3d 375, 378 (2d Cir. 1995). It is not the Court’s function at this stage of the 
proceedings to weigh the evidence that might be presented at trial; instead, the Court should 
merely detennine whether the complaint itself is legally sufficient. IcL The Enterprise movants’ 
Memorandum, however, seeks to have the Court consider the Complaint as though it were the 
transcript of a trial or the product of discovery. 

The Enterprise movants ask for dismissal because “bald conclusory statements... 
deductions, or opinions couched as factual allegations,” are not given the presumption of truth 
(Memorandum p 11-1, p 12-2), but they fail to specify which allegations they are referring. If 
the Enterprise movants had really found allegations of conclusions and opinions, they should 
have moved for a more definite statement. The Supreme Court stated in Swierkiewicz v. Sorema 
NA, 534 U.S. at 514, “If a pleading fails to specify the allegations in a manner that provides 
sufficient notice, a defendant can move for a more definite statement under Rule 12(e). 

The liberal notice pleading of Rule 8(a) is the starting point of a simplified pleading 
system, which was adopted to focus litigation on the merits of the claim. See Conley . 355 U.S. 
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at 48. The complaint need not state with precision all elements that give rise to a legal basis for 
recovery as long as fair notice of the nature of the action is provided. Wright & Miller, Fed. 
Prac. & Proc. : Civil 2d 1216, p 154. The ninety-one-page RICO complaint in this action easily 
gives the Enterprise movants fair notice of the basis of the claims against them. In addition, the 
RICO statute, even at the pleading stage, is to be liberally construed to effectuate its remedial 
purpose, see Sedima , 473 U.S. at 498, which includes the infliction of financial injury on 
racketeers, see US v. Turkette . 452 U.S. 576, 593, 69 L.Ed.2d 246, 101 S.Ct. 2524 (1981), 
including the Russian mafia. 

In deciding a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, courts are dealing only with the complaints’ 
allegations, Ivnevelbaard Diaries v. Kraft Foods, Inc. , 232 F.3d 979, 991 (9 th Cir. 2000), not the 
defendants’ allegations in their memorandum of law for a dismissal. The court restricts its 
inquiry to “facts stated on the face of the complaint, in documents appended to the complaint or 
incorporated in the complaint by reference, and to matters of which judicial notice may be 
taken.” Allen v. WestPoint-Pepperell , Inc., 945 F.2d 40, 44 (2d Cir. 1991); see also Fed. R. Civ. 
P. 10(c). The Enterprise movants request the Court to consider a number of documents attached 
to their memorandum of law of which the plaintiff has knowledge. (Memorandum p 12-2) 
When a court reviews statements extraneous to the complaint, the problem that usually arises is 
the plaintiff did not have notice that those statements would be considered in a motion to 
dismiss. Cortec Indus., Inc, v. Sum Hldng, LP. 949 F.2d 42, 48 (1991). In order to correct this 
notice deficiency, motions to dismiss are converted into summary judgment motions. Id. But 
“[wjhere the plaintiff has actual notice of all the information in the movants’ papers ... the 
necessity of translating a Rule 12(b)(6) motion into one under Rule 56 is largely dissipated.” Id. 
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So, the Enterprise movants use of documents, to which the plaintiff had notice, argues against 
their effort to turn this motion into one for summary judgment. 

If this Court dismisses the Complaint or part of it under Rule 12(b)(6), then the plaintiff 
requests leave to amend. 

Point 2: Getting it. keeping it. running it and conspiring to do all three in violation of RICO . 

A. The elements of RICO . 

The RICO statute is a complex and, at times, seemingly confusing law that has given the 
courts many problems. The plaintiff has used his perspective as an MBA graduate to understand 
the statute, which may be of assistance to the Court, or, the Court can skip ahead to the middle of 
page 43. 

Any criminal enterprise, such as the Russian mafia, can be thought of as similar to a 
business conglomerate with all its attendant business relationships. The conglomerate consists of 
affiliates and subsidiaries each with their own managers. The conglomerate may be tightly 
controlled or more akin to a confederation where all member companies are pretty much 
autonomous. Business conglomerates often have their own in-house counsel or captive law firm 
where the lawyers not only participate in management decision-making but also provide 
directions for carrying out decisions and aspects of the operations. The same holds true of 
accountants; public relations firms; advertising agencies; and management, personnel and 
physical plant consultants. Even suppliers, wholesalers and retailers may swing enough 
influence to play a role in directing operations because of the integrated effort needed to bring a 
product or service to the market place just in time to meet consumer demand. 
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The really successful conglomerates have a strategic vision or goal that can be expressed 
in a sentence. It’s goals, such as Merck’s: “Preserving and improving human life; medicine is 
for the patient.” Or Disney: “Bringing happiness to millions.” Or General Electric under Jack 
Welch: “Become number one or two in every market we serve.” Or the Russian mafia: “Infiltrate 
and expand operations into hard currency markets, especially the USA.” (Complaint 2) These 
goals are what give direction to decision making by managers, employees and associates in large, 
modemly managed organizations. Such goals eliminate the need for a hierarchically structured 
command and control. A mid-level manager does not need a higher up, who in turn needs 
another higher up, and so on, to clear a course of action. According to Professor E. Kirby 
Warren at Columbia University’s School of Business, managers will make those day-to-day 
decisions that serve the organization’s stated goal. 

Once an organization’s goal is in place, the participants need to agree on strategies for 
achieving that goal. With RICO conglomerates the strategies are summarized by the three main 
RICO violations 18 USC 1962(a)(b) &(c): get it, keep it and run it. For the Russian mafia that 
means: 

1. Invest money from legitimate and racketeering activities to gain control of other 
businesses—whether legitimate, criminal or mixed—in order to grow the Enterprise. 

2. Use racketeering activities to maintain or take over businesses—whether legitimate, 
criminal or mixed—in order to consolidate and expand operations. 

3. Effectively operate the Enterprise by conducting the racketeering activities that are its 
core business and using other racketeering activities to protect the core business and 
maximize profits. 
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The conspiracy section 1962(d) comes into play when participants or associates of a RICO agree 
on any of the above strategies. The Complaint alleges the Enterprise movants agreed on all 
three. (Complaint 472, 478, 484, 501, 513, 543, 547, 559) 

In order to achieve its strategies a conglomerate needs tactics—the nuts-and-bolts acts 
needed to get, keep and run. For RICO conglomerates the tactics are of two types: a pattern of 
racketeering activity that is defined as individual predicate acts which are related and continuous, 
and agreements; that is, conspiracies, to commit predicate acts, which should not be confused 
with an agreement to pursue a particular strategy, which is a conspiracy to violate RICO. 

As with must modem-day conglomerates, a RICO enterprise need reach across interstate 
or foreign borders. 

And finally, the statute requires a RICO conglomerate to have harmed the plaintiff. 

The purpose of RICO is not as narrow as the Enterprise movants claim when they say its 
aim is to protect legitimate business from infiltration by organized crime. (Memorandum p 12-3) 
The statutory history “not only refers ... to the importance of undermining organized crime’s 
influence on legitimate businesses but also refers to the need to protect the public from those 
[who] would run ‘organization^] in a manner detrimental to the public interest.’” Cedric 
Kushner Promotion. Ltd., v. King . 533 U.S. 158, 165, 150 L. Ed. 2d 198, 121 S.Ct. 2087 (2001) 
(citing Senate Rep. No. 91-617 at 82.) RICO protects the public from those who use a legitimate 
or illegitimate enterprise as a vehicle through which unlawful activity is committed. NOW. Inc 
v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 259. And “[t]he statute’s remedial purposes are nowhere more 
evident than in the provision of a private action for those injured by racketeering activity.” 
Sedmia, 473 U.S. at 498. “The object of civil RICO is ... not merely to compensate victims but 
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to turn them into prosecutors, private attorney generals, dedicated to eliminating racketeering 
activity.” Rotella v. Wood . 528 U.S. 549, 557, 145 L.Ed.2d 1047, 120 S.Ct. 1075 (2000). The 
Complaint alleges the Russian mafia is an illegitimate enterprise (Complaint 1, 10, 12) in which 
the Enterprise movants and the other defendants participate in committing predicate acts 
(Complaint 466-681) that have harmed not only the plaintiff but other members of the public as 
well (Complaint 874, 884, 885, 900-907). 

The Enterprise movants also try to raise the standard for pleading RICO allegations by 
referring to the First Circuit’s proposition that courts should give RICO allegations stricter 
scrutiny because of “an almost inevitable stigmatizing effect on ... defendants.” Figuero Ruiz v. 
Alegria , 896 F.2d 645, 650 (1 st Cir. 1990). This, however, contradicts the Supreme Court, “[a]s 
for stigma, a civil RICO proceeding leaves no greater stain than do a number of other 
proceedings.” Sedima at 492. 

The most favorite methods, however, used by the Enterprise movants to influence the 
Court into applying a higher standard of pleading to the plaintiff than is required by law consists 
of statements such as the Complaint “failed to demonstrate standing.” (Memorandum 14-3) 
Demonstrate means to prove indubitably, but that is not the role of pleadings, Hickman v. 

Taylor . 329 U.S. 495, 500-01. Other times, they make conclusory use of various adjectives 
before the word allege, such as “sufficiently.” (Memorandum p 14-3) The complaint need only 
allege so that the defendant has fair notice; the proof comes later in the process. Cater Constr. 
Co. v. Nischwitz . 111 F.2d at 973. 

The Complaint alleges all the RICO elements against the Enterprise movants that the 
Second Circuit requires: (a) defendants (Complaint 16-23, 27-39, 47) (b) through the 
commission of two or more predicate acts (Complaint 466-547, 556-59) (c) constituting a pattern 
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(Complaint 875-85) (d) of racketeering activities, those are predicate acts (Complaint 466-547, 
556-59) (e) directly or indirectly invests in (Complaint 471, 474, 488, 500, 512, 542, 546), or 
maintains an interest in (Complaint 471, 474, 477, 480, 483, 500, 512, 542), or participates in 
(Complaint 471, 474, 477, 480, 500, 512, 542, 546, 558) (f) an enterprise (Complaint 1, 10-15) 
(g) the activities of which affect interstate or foreign commerce (Complaint 874). 

B. Predicate acts, other than those of fraud, need not be pled with Rule 9(b) particularity . 

As the Complaint alleges, the Russian mafia’s aim is to infiltrate and expand its illegal 
and ancillary legal operations into markets such as the USA. (Complaint 2) In order to achieve 
this aim, its strategies include (1) taking money from organized crime activities to get and run 
more illegal and legal operations; (2) using certain criminal activities to keep what it’s already 
got; and (3) running its illegal and legal operations by using criminal practices. To achieve each 
of these strategies requires the use of tactics; that is, the commission of various specific criminal 
acts called predicate acts. See 18 USC 1961(1). When these predicate acts are fraudulent in 
nature, such as wire fraud, then Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) applies, and only then. 

The Enterprise movants in sections B, B(i) and B(ii) of their Memorandum misstate the 
law on pleading with particularity in an effort to have Rule 9(b) apply to all the predicate acts 
alleged rather than only those involving fraud. For example, the title to B(i) states: “Plaintiffs 
RICO Claims Must Be Plead (sic) With Particularity under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b).” (Memorandum 
p 14) And B(ii) states: “Plaintiff Has Failed to Demonstrate the Particularity That Is Required 
for Pleading RICO under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b).” (Memorandum p 16) Within B(ii) they say, “... 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) dictates that the predicate acts alleged in the complaint must be pled with 
particularity,” and, “[A]s discussed more thoroughly below, plaintiffs claims of predicate acts 
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.... Are clearly lacking in the required factual specificity under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) ....” 
(Memorandum p 16-3) These statements of the law are wrong, as are the arguments in those two 
sections that assume Rule 9(b) applies to all predicate acts. 

The Enterprise movants even lump together in Section B(ii) non-fraudulent predicate acts 
with fraudulent predicate acts in an apparent attempt to have Rule 9(b) particularity apply to the 
non-fraudulent acts such as white slavery (Memorandum p 17), importing aliens for immoral 
purposes (Memorandum p 17), tampering with a witness—deceptively labeled by them 
obstruction of justice (Memorandum p 18), bribery (Memorandum p 30) and money laundering 
(Memorandum p 32). The “[defendants confuse the requirement to plead with particularity 
RICO acts predicated upon fraud ... with Rule 8’s more general notice pleading ....” Robbins v. 
Wilkie . 300 F.3d 1208, 1211 (10 th Cir. 2002). 

The Supreme Court’s decision in Leatherman v. Tarrant County Narcotics Intelligence & 
Coordination Unit . 507 U.S. 163, 168, 122 L.Ed.2d 517, 113 S.Ct. 1160(1993), has resulted in 
the federal courts holding to the proposition that, with the exception of actions falling within 
Rule 9, no special pleading requirements exist. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc .: 2d Civ 
1221 p 59. The Supreme Court has declined to extend beyond fraud or mistake the Rule 9(b) 
requirement of greater particularity in allegations. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 
513. Since the federal rules do not include among the enumerated actions to which 9(b) applies 
the predicate acts alleged in the Complaint that do not involve fraud, those non-fraudulent acts, 
need not satisfy Rule 9(b). Cf. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA , 534 U.S. at 513. Only predicate 
acts involving fraud, such as wire and mail fraud, require Rule 9(b) particularity, not predicate 
acts like bribery. Abels v. Farmers Commodities Corp. . 259 F.3d 910, 919 (8 th Cir. 2001). 
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The Enterprise movants make another error that periodically rears its head throughout 
their Memorandum. They claim “Rule 9(b) pleadings cannot be based upon information and 
belief.” (Memorandum p 16-2) That is not completely accurate. Rule 9(b) allegations can be 
pled on information and belief when the matters are peculiarly within the opposing parties’ 
knowledge. Luce v. Edelstein . 802 F.2d 49, 54 n.l (2d Cir. 1986). While pleadings of fraud 
generally cannot be based solely on information and belief, this rule is not rigidly enforced where 
much of the factual information needed to fill out the plaintiffs complaint lies within the 
opposing parties’ knowledge. DeVittorio v. Equidyne Extractive Indus.. Inc. . 822 F.2d 1242, 
1248 (2d Cir. 1987). In such a situation, the plaintiff must still allege the facts on which his 
belief is founded, which the Complaint does. 

i. The Complaint’s allegations of predicate acts involving fraud satisfy Rule 9(b) . 

The Enterprise movants’ Memorandum at p 14-4 list the goals behind requiring 
fraudulent predicate acts to be pled with particularity. However, “Rule 9(b) should not be 
applied in such a way as to exalt these goals above all else.” Berk v. Tradewell , 2003 Lexis 
12078 * 38 (SDNY July 16, 2003, J. Mukasey). “[A] plaintiff need not plead dates, times and 
places with absolute precision, so long as the complaint ‘gives fair notice and reasonable notice 
to defendants of the claim and the grounds upon which it is based.’” Inf 1 Motor Sports Group v. 
Gordon . 1999 WL 619633, at *3 (SDNY, Aug. 16, 1999, J. MukasevKquotin g Spear. Leeds & 
Kellogg v. Public Service Co .. 700 F. Supp. 791, 793 (SDNY 1988). “The Second Circuit and 
courts in this district frequently have found that exclusive possession of the relevant information 
by the defendant is a ground for reading Rule 9(b)’s requirements pennissively.” Berk. 2003 
Lexis 12078 * 39. Since the details of fraudulent predicate acts by the Russian mafia are not 
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available in 10K and 10Q Securities and Exchange filings or other public records, Rule 9(b) 
particularity should be applied permissively to the Complaint’s allegations concerning such acts 
should.. 

As for those predicate acts of fraud where specific information of conduct is within the 
plaintiffs knowledge, the Complaint alleges the gist of what the defendants said, the time frame, 
how the statements were made, how the statements were misleading, and how the Enterprise 
movants benefited. The plaintiff, however, is not required to recite the precise statement which a 
specific person in the Enterprise made on a particular date. Vista Co. v. Columbia Pictures 
Industries. Inc. . 725 F.Supp. 1286, 1302 (SDNY 1989). (Complaint 190-93, 201-03, 218-19, 

233, 240, 245, 273, 282,289,308-09, 318) 

Even as to fraudulent predicate acts, the Enterprise movants continue their tactic to apply 
still a higher pleading standard than the law demands. They argue the goals “that dictate that 
fraud be pled with particularity exist with even greater urgency in civil RICO actions” because of 
the “stigmatizing effect” of being named a RICO defendant. (Memorandum p 15-1) Once 
again, the Supreme Court does not see it that way, “[a]s for stigma, a civil RICO proceeding 
leaves no greater stain than do a number of other proceedings.” Sedima at 492. 

The movants also err when they claim that “[wjhere multiple defendants are involved, the 
complaint is required to describe specifically each defendant’s alleged participation in the fraud.” 
(Memorandum p 16-1) The actual rule is that defendants can be grouped together as long as 
there is enough information about the alleged wrongdoings to provide defendants with fair 
notice. Vista v. Columbia Pictures Indus.. 725 F.Supp. 1286,1301-02. “Rule 9(b) does not 
require omniscience; rather ... enough specificity to put the defendants on notice ....” Arnold v. 
Arnold Corn. . 920 F.2d 1269, 1279-80 (6 th Cir. 1990). 
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If the Court determines that the Complaint’s allegations of fraudulent predicate acts do 
not meet Rule 9(b), the plaintiff requests leave to amend the Complaint, and where the 
information is peculiarly in the possession of the Enterprise movants, the plaintiff requests 
limited discovery in order to obtain that infonnation before amending the Complaint. 

(ii) Predicate act allegations in the Complaint that do not require particularity, and a couple that 
do . 

In addition to the Enterprise movants’ false claim that Rule 9(b) applies to non-fraudulent 
predicate acts, they also mistakenly claim in section B(ii) of their Memorandum that the non¬ 
predicate crimes alleged against them are “merely repetitive” of the predicate acts. 

(Memorandum p 16, n. 14) If the crimes were repetitive, they would all be predicate acts, but 
they are not. Among the non-predicate federal crimes are employing unauthorized aliens, 8 USC 
1324a; tax evasion, 26 USC 7201, 7203, 7206-07; use of fraudulent documents, 8 USC 1324c; 
bribing Russian officials in violation of the foreign corrupt practices act, 15 USC 78dd-2, 3; 
perjury, 18 USC 1621, and false statements, 18 USC 1001; conspiracies to violate federal law, 

18 USC 371; and obstructing federal government proceedings, 18 USC 1505. As for New York 
State law, the non-predicate act violations include prostitution, Penal 230; reckless 
endangerment, Penal 120.20 & 120.25; coercion, Penal 135.60 & 135.65; official misconduct, 
Penal 195; intimidation, Penal 215.15; and conspiracy to violate state law, Penal 105. 

(aa) White slavery and fraud and misuse of visas . 

For some strange reason the Enterprise movants mix two non-fraudulent predicate 
crimes, white slavery and importing aliens for immoral purposes, with two fraudulent predicate 
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crimes, fraud and misuse of visas and procurement of nationality unlawfully. Perhaps they want 
the Rule 9(b) particularity standard applied to the non-fraudulent crimes. 

First, let’s dispatch with the Enterprise movants usual litany that the Complaint does not 
provide evidence or as they say, “a single document, statement or fact” or “support,” in order to 
prove or as they say, “to show,” “for the plaintiffs conclusions” and fails to “demonstrate” any 
of the above predicate crimes. (Memorandum p 17-4) Complaints do not prove or provide 
evidence. Geisler v. Petrocelli , 616 F.2d 636, 639-40 (2d Cir. 1980). 

Second, putting aside the Enterprise movants’ monotonous name-calling, the Complaint’s 
allegations of white slavery and importing aliens for immoral purposes need only comply with 
Rule 8’s more general notice pleading, Hickman v. Taylor. 329 U.S. 495, 500-01, 91 L.Ed. 451, 
67 S.Ct. 385 (1947), since they are not fraudulent predicate acts. These allegations concerning 
the Enterprise movants are in the Complaint at 19, 22, 23, 27, 33, 38, 320, 322, 329, 403, 410, 
434, 466, 485,490, 502, 521. 

As for fraud concerning visas and procurement of nationality, nearly all of that 
information is in the possession of the Enterprise movants, and, since the Second Circuit reads 
Rule 9(b)’s requirements permissively in such situations, Berk v. Tradewell , 2003 Lexis 12078 * 
39, and the plaintiff is not omniscient, Arnold v. Arnold Corp. . 920 F.2d 1269, 1279-80 (6 th Cir. 
1990), the Complaint provides enough information to give the Enterprise movants fair notice. 
(Complaint 28, 29, 32, 33, 223, 225, 324, 325, 327, 328, 408, 409, 467, 468, 491, 493, 503, 505, 
514, 522, 524) 

(bb) Tampering with a witness, victim or an informant . 

The Enterprise movants refer to 18 USC 1512 as “the predicate act of obstruction of 
justice,” (Memorandum 18-2), but the title to that section is “Tampering with a witness, victim or 
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an informant.” The term “obstruction of justice” includes the many different crimes listed in the 
eighteen sections of Chapter 73 of Title 18, which is why the chapter is called “Obstruction of 
Justice.” Not all of the crimes listed in the chapter are predicate acts. Perhaps the Enterprise 
movants’ juxtaposition of tenninology is because the two cases they depend on in their 
Memorandum atp 19-2, Kashelkar v. Rubin & Rothman . 97 F.Supp.2d 383 (SDNY 2000), and 
O’Malley v. NYC Transit Auth .. 896 F.2d 704 (2d Cir. 1990), use the tenn “obstruction of 
justice” in their decisions, but those decisions do not concern 18 USC 1512, tampering with a 
witness, victim or an infonnant. 

Tampering is alleged against Enterprise movants FlashDancers (Complaint 281-83, 288- 
90, 317-18, 479, 482); Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich (Complaint 224, 225, 228, 229, 232, 234, 
236, 237, 239-41, 243-45, 265-68, 273, 280-83, 286-90, 297-98, 302-04, 306-12, 316-18, 487, 
492, 494, 504, 506); Shipilina (Complaint 228, 229, 232, 234, 236, 237, 239-41, 243-45, 265-68, 
280-83, 286-90, 293, 297-98, 302-04, 306-12, 316-18, 530, 531); and Henning (Complaint 307- 
12). The Complaint also alleges violation of another section in Chapter 73, 18 USC 1510, in 
which movant Shipilina attempted to reward the plaintiff for not communicating with criminal 
investigators. (Complaint at 233, 529) 

In an apparent effort to rewrite 18 USC 1512 to their liking, the Enterprise movants 
delete the key paragraph, (b)(3), mislabel another paragraph and selectively edit the statute to 
their benefit. (Memorandum p 18-3) 

Here is how the pertinent part of 18 USC 1512 actually reads: 

(b) Whoever knowingly uses intimidation, threatens, or corruptly persuades another 
person, or attempts to do so, or engages in misleading conduct toward another person, with intent 
to— 
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(3) hinder, delay, or prevent the communication to a law enforcement officer or judge of 
the United States of infonnation relating to the commission or possible commission of a Federal 
offense .... 

Besides editing in “physical force” and editing out “corruptly persuades,” the Enterprise 
movants completely deleted section 1512(b)(3) (Memorandum p 18-3) By doing so, they were 
able to argue that 18 USC 1512 can only be violated if there is an ongoing “official proceeding” 
of the federal government. (Memorandum p 19-1) Since the Russian criminal case and the New 
York divorce case were not federal, the movants conclude there was no official proceeding, so 
no violation. (Memorandum p 19-2) Section 1512(b)(3), however, does not require an ongoing 
official federal proceeding because it does not even include the words “official proceeding” as do 
sections 1512(b)(1) & (2). It specifically concerns communications to a federal law enforcement 
officer, which usually occur before any proceedings begin. 

If the Court concludes that 1512(b)(3) does require an ongoing federal proceeding, the 
plaintiff argues that when Enterprise movant Shipilina entered the US in July 2000 on a 
conditional permanent residency an official proceeding began that will not end until she is 
granted pennanent residency or removed from the country. The Enterprise movants even state at 
Memorandum p 3-1 that “Mundy ... continues to represent Ms. Shipilina in relation to 
immigration matters pending before the Bureau of Citizenship and Immigration Services.” So an 
official proceeding has been going on since July 2000. 

As the Complaint alleges, there were threats made against the plaintiff and witnesses in 
Russia concerning the divorce case and the Russian criminal case, also officials in Russia were 
corruptly persuaded, with bribes, to close the criminal case against one of the defendants. 
(Complaint 236, 237, 239-41, 243-45, 265-68, 273, 280-83, 286-90, 293, 297-98, 302-04, 306- 
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12, 316-18, 479, 482, 487, 492, 494, 504, 506, 530, 531) The reason for those threats and bribes 
was to hinder, delay or prevent information reaching federal law enforcement officials about the 
Enterprise movants’ violations of federal law in furtherance of the Russian mafia’s Scheme. 
(Complaint 224, 225, 228, 232, 234, 236, 237, 241, 243, 244, 265, 281, 287, 288, 290, 304, 306, 
307, 317, 318) Whether that information was to come directly from the plaintiff or by way of 
testimony in a state court and Russian criminal case, it was on its way to federal law enforcement 
officers until the Enterprise movants’ threats and bribes effectively prevented any court 
testimony and attempted to stop the plaintiff from giving infonnation. The Enterprise movants 
argue at Memorandum p 19, n. 16; p 23-1 that with respect to the plaintiff, they did not violate 
1512(b)(3) because the plaintiff “continued to cooperate with the INS.” A violation of the statute 
specifically includes the attempt to threaten, intimidate or corruptly persuade. 18 USC 1512(b). 
The effort does not have to succeed to be a violation or to cause harm. In fact, the threats against 
the plaintiff led to court action, including this RICO case. 

The Enterprise movants in their Memorandum at p 20-3 to p 24-3 make four legal errors: 

1. They mistakenly apply Rule 9(b) particularity requirements to the pleading of the non- 
fraudulent predicate act of 18 USC 1512, tampering with a witness, victim or infonnant. Rule 
9(b) does not apply to non-fraudulent predicate acts. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 
513. 

2. Eleven times in this section they object that the tampering allegations do not provide 
“proof,” (Memorandum p 20-3,4, p 21-1,2,3, p 22-1,2,3, p 23-2,3, p 24-2). Pleadings are not 
required to provide proof. Hickman v. Taylor . 329 U.S. 495, 500-01. 

3. The Enterprise movants make statements as though they were facts, and then use those 
statements to conclude that there were no violations of 18 USC 1512. That is not the purpose of 
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a memorandum of law for a motion to dismiss. Discovery is the device for ascertaining the facts 
relative to the issues, Hickman v. Taylor . 329 U.S. 495, 501, and it is the tier of fact who makes 
inferences from the admissible evidence. For example the movants repeatedly say, “[t]he 
plaintiff cannot state which witnesses were purportedly threatened.” (Memorandum p 21-2, p 
23-2, p 24-3) They do not know that. The witnesses’ names will come out in discovery, unless 
the Court wants the names now. Or, when the Enterprise movants conclude that medical records 
and an audiotape actually exist and show the plaintiff assaulted movant Shipilina and tried to 
extort money. Based on their assumption of the existence of these items, they conclude that 
movant Mundy’s threats to use the records and audiotape in court were not tampering. 
(Memorandum p 21-1,3) Whether the records and audiotape exist, which the Complaint alleges 
at 245, 247 they do not, and whether they are authentic is a discovery issue. Or, when they 
conclude that getting a US citizen to give up the procedural right of making a motion for a trail 
by using threats does not constitute damage. (Memorandum p 22-1) Or, when the Enterprise 
movants conclude at Memorandum p 22-3 to p 23-1 that a call in the night from a man using a 
false name, who menacingly says the following is not a threat: “.. .cease and desist with your 
actions against Alina Shipilina,” “I know everything about you,” “.. .you disgust me,” “.. .I’m 
very much available,” “You better get your act together..“... you at this point in time have 
crossed several boundaries that cause for a lot of red flags to wave in the air..“That’s it— 
leave her alone! Have a nice day.” (Complaint 289, 290) Or, when they conclude that movant 
Henning’s threat to arrest the plaintiff for “violation of a protective order,” which was not a 
violation, (Henning Affidavit f 9), was not tampering. 

4. The Enterprise movants wrongly claim that allegations of tampering with a witness or 
informant cannot be made on infonnation and belief. (Memorandum p 20-3, p 21-2, p 22-1, p 
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22-2, p 23-2, p 24-2) Violation of 18 USC 1512 is a non-fraudulent predicate act, so it can be 
pled on information and belief, Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : 2d Civ. 1224, p 205. 

If the Court, however, considers tampering fraudulent, the predicate act can still be pled 
on infonnation and belief and the standard of particularity lessen, since the crucial information is 
peculiarly in the Enterprise movants possession. Luce v. Edelstein , 802 F.2d 49, 54 n. 1 (2d Cir. 
1986); Berk v. Tradewell . 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. The plaintiff was not a party to Enterprise 
movants FlashDancers, Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning’s agreements and 
arrangements for threatening, intimidating or corruptly persuading witnesses, the plaintiff or 
officials in order to prevent exposure of the Russian mafia’s Scheme and its activities. Yet 
among the movants’ objections in their Memorandum at p 21-2 is that the Complaint does not 
name “exactly which enterprise gangsters carried out [the] threats.” Give me a break. Mobsters 
do not leave calling cards. 

The Enterprise movants’ Memorandum fails to address other alleged violations of 18 
USC 1512, such as Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina’s use of misleading 
conduct in the form of suborning perjury and perjury before the INS, the police and a New York 
court to cover up culpable infonnation concerning an asset of the Russian mafia, Shipilina, so 
that she might obtain permanent residency. (Complaint 224, 225, 228, 229, 232, 234, 239) The 
Memorandum also leaves out Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina’s arrangement 
to threaten the plaintiff with death at the hands of Russian gangsters. (Complaint 236, 237) In 
addition, the Memorandum at p 24-2 claims the Complaint did not allege when the third 
threatening telephone call was made to the plaintiff, but the Complaint states at paragraph 318: 
“On March 27, 2002, in the evening, a man calling himself John Pierre telephoned the plaintiff 
and threatened him not to testily before the INS or try to reopen the Krasnodar criminal case.” 
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Further, the Enterprise movants wrongly state in their Memorandum at p 24-3 that other than 
movant Shipilina and defendant member Inessa Shipilina. . the plaintiff fails to name a single 
person for whom these purported illegal activities [tampering under 18 USC 1512] were 
performed,” The Complaint alleges at 243, 244, 304 that the purpose of the threats, 
intimidations, corrupt persuasions and misleading conduct were to prevent the exposure of the 
Russian mafia’s Scheme and its activities. Since the Enterprise movants and other defendants 
are, as alleged, members of the Russian mafia, the tampering activities were perfonned for them. 

The Enterprise movants once again use the tactic of claiming the alleged non-predicate 
acts in the Complaint are “repetitive of the already asserted ‘predicate acts.’” (Memorandum at p 
18, n 15, and p 24, n 17) And once again that is not the full truth. While some of the Enterprise 
movants and other defendants’ crimes do violate both the RICO predicate acts and, at the same 
time, New York criminal law, many of their acts include state or federal crimes that do not fall 
within the list of predicate acts in 18 USC 1961. 

The Complaint’s allegations of the Enterprise movants’ tampering in violation of 18 USC 
1512 by using threats, intimidation, corrupt persuasion and misleading conduct provide enough 
information to give the movants fair and reasonable notice. 

cc. Mail and Wire Fraud 

The Enterprise movants’ Memorandum mistakenly states the pleading requirements for 
mail and wire fraud by claiming “it essential that evidence show,” (Memorandum p 25-2), a 
“showing ... is necessary,” (Memorandum p 25-2), the Complaint “fails to provide any facts,” 
(Memorandum p 25-3), the Complaint must “demonstrate,” (Memorandum p 25-3), the 
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Complaint “has not established,” (Memorandum p 26-1), “there is no proof,” (Memorandum p 

26- 3), “has failed to demonstrate,” (Memorandum p 27-3), “failed to show,” (Memorandum p 

27- 3), “failed to provide any documentation,” (Memorandum p 29-1), “failed to provide any 
evidence,” (Memorandum p 29-3). Although the predicate acts of wire fraud, which includes 
today’s ubiquitous use of the Internet, and mail fraud require pleading with particularity under 
Rule 9(b), the special nature of fraud does not necessitate anything other than notice of the claim. 
It does not require proof. It simply necessitates a higher degree of notice, enabling the Enterprise 
movants to respond specifically, at an early stage. Abels v. Farmers Commodities Corp. . 259 
F.3d 910, 920 (8 th Cir. 2001). “While Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) proscribes the pleading of fraud by 
hindsight, we also cannot expect the plaintiffs to plead fraud with complete insight before 
discovery is complete.” Maldonado v. Dominguez . 137 F.3d 1, 9 (1 st Cir. 1998). 

The Enterprise movants harp on the plaintiffs failure to “demonstrate” this or “show” 
that, which means prove this or prove that. Black’s Law Dictionary . For example at 
Memorandum p 27-3, it’s failure to demonstrate the Scheme exists or that the Enterprise 
movants were part of the Scheme and failure to show they engaged in mail and wire fraud to 
keep the Scheme going and protect it. The Complaint doesn’t have to demonstrate, show or 
prove only allege the mail and wire fraud elements. (Complaint 2, 227, 228, 232, 234, 236, 240, 
243, 245, 254, 265, 273, 275, 280-82, 287-89, 293-95, 298, 300-01, 306, 308, 315-318, 473, 493, 
505,515,516,557) In Gitterman v. Vitoulis. 564 F.Supp. 46. 49 (SDNY 1982) . the Court 
denied the defendants’ motion to dismiss a RICO action by holding it was not beyond the 
possibility that the plaintiffs could prove the “use of the mails in furtherance of defendants’ 
schemes to defraud the plaintiffs, in violation of 18 USC 1341; [and] interstate telephone calls in 
furtherance of defendants’ scheme to defraud the plaintiffs, in violation of 18 USC 1343.” The 
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plaintiffs in that case did not have to “demonstrate”, “show” or “prove” as the Enterprise 
movants claim the plaintiff has to here. Furthermore, a RICO complaint need not be specific as 
to each allegation of mail or wire fraud when the nature of the RICO Scheme is sufficiently pled 
so as to give notice to each defendant where, as here, the challenge to the allegations precedes 
discovery. Ifill v. West . No. 96 Civ. 6308, 1999 WL 690144, at *4 (SDNY Aug. 24, 1999). 

The elements of the predicate acts of mail and wire fraud are similar but not identical: 
Mail fraud requires (1) existence of a scheme to defraud; (2) defendants participate in the scheme 
with intent to defraud; (3) defendants use the US Postal Service to further the scheme. US v. 
Zagari . 111 F.3d 307, 327 (2d Cir. 1997). Wire fraud replaces element (3) with communications 
that cross state lines to further the scheme. Id. 

The Enterprise movants exploit the similarity between mail and wire fraud to foist the 
false assumption that when a letter is sent or delivered by the US Postal Service, it must cross 
state lines. “To properly plead mail ... fraud violations, the plaintiff must demonstrate interstate 
use ....” (Memorandum p 25-4) Not true, whether a letter sent through the US Postal Service 
travels across town or around the world is irrelevant for mail fraud. 18 USC 1341. Federal 
jurisdiction over the US Postal Service is sufficient to assert jurisdiction over intrastate postal 
service mailings under the mail fraud statute. US v. Elliott . 89 F.3d 1360, 1364 (8 th Cir. 1996). 
The Complaint alleges at 240, 241 that Enterprise movant Mundy sent a letter through the US 
Postal Service threatening a “difficult” divorce proceeding in order to intimidate the plaintiff into 
lying to the INS in furtherance of the Russian mafia’s Scheme. Even though the letter was sent 
intrastate (Memorandum p 26-2), the mail fraud statute still applies. 
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The “scheme to defraud” under mail and wire fraud has been interpreted broadly by the 
courts to include any trickery, deceit, half-truth, concealment of material facts or affirmative 
misrepresentations. Rakoff and Goldstein, RICO. Civil and Criminal . 2.02(l)(c). A scheme to 
defraud is measured by a standard of “moral uprightness, of fundamental honesty, fair play and 
right dealing in the general and business life of members of society.” Gregory v. US . 252 F.2d 
104, 109 (5 th Cir.1958). The Complaint alleges a scheme by the Russian mafia to infiltrate and 
expand its operations in the US by, in part, tricking American men into bringing mafia managers 
and prostitutes to America as companions and wives. (Complaint 2, 135-38, 164, 883) The 
Supreme Court recently added a materiality factor to the scheme that is satisfy when the maker 
of the representation or omission has reason to know the recipient is likely to regard the matter as 
important in determining his choice of action. Neder v. US . 527 U.S. 1, 22-23, 144 L.Ed.2d 35, 

119 S.Ct. 1827 (1999). The Complaint alleges that the Russian mafia Scheme, which ensnared 
the plaintiff, falsely depicts its managers and prostitutes as honest, hard-working women who 
want to raise a family because if the truth were told the mafia knows American men would run 
the other way. (Complaint 165, 167, 170-72, 174-80, 361-66) _ 

As for the element of intent or knowing participation in or aiding and abetting the 
Scheme, Rule 9(b) specifically states: “Malice, intent, knowledge, and other condition of mind of 
a person may be averred generally.” The Supreme Court also held that “[mjalice, intent, 
knowledge, and other condition of mind of a person may be averred generally.” Swierkiewicz v. 
Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 513 n. 3. The Complaint at 682, 683 generally alleges intent and 
knowledge. 

The Second Circuit requires some minimal basis for conclusory allegations of scienter 
that give rise to a strong inference of fraudulent intent. Powers v. British Vita PLC . 57 F.3d 176, 
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184 (2d Cir. 1995). A complaint may give rise to a sufficient inference of fraudulent intent by 
alleging a motive for committing fraud and an opportunity to do so. Id citing Beck v. 
Manufacturers Hanover Trust Co.. 820 F.2d 46. 50 (2d Cir. 1987). As alleged in the Complaint, 
the Enterprise movants’ motive for engaging in mail and wire fraud is to protect and further the 
Enterprise’s Scheme, which for them is the Golden Fleece (Complaint 2, 12), and their 
opportunities are inferred by the allegations of what they did: communications by mail and wire 
to carry out bribery, threats, intimidation, perjury and lulling in furtherance of the Scheme. They 
saw their opportunities and they took them. (Complaint 31, 201-205, 218, 219, 227, 228, 234, 
236, 243, 245, 254, 265, 273, 275, 280-82, 287-89, 293, 294, 295, 298, 300, 301, 306-08, 315- 
18, 493, 495, 497, 505, 507, 509, 532, 534, 540, 541, 557, and 742) Furthermore, intent to 
defraud can be inferred by a pattern of conduct, US v. Reid. 533 F.2d 1255, 1264 (D.C. Cir. 
1976), or the nature of the scheme itself Beck v. Manufacturers Hanover Trust Co.. 820 F.2d 46, 
49-51 (2d Cir. 1987). The Complaint’s allegations cited to directly above illustrate the 
Enterprise movants’ modus operandi of making communications to arrange and execute various 
crimes to assure the Scheme’s ongoing success. A key characteristic of the nature of the Scheme 
is defrauding and lulling its targets. (Complaint 883) As such, the Enterprise movants’ objection 
that the Complaint’s allegations of intent are “not sufficient” (Memorandum p25-3) fails. 

The third element “in furtherance of the scheme” means communications by mail or wire 
need only be “incident to an essential part of the scheme,” and even innocent mailings, Schmuck 
v. US . 489 U.S. 705, 711, 715, 103 L.Ed.2d 734, 109 S.Ct. 2091 (1989), or acts to lull the victim 
into a false sense of security, United States v. Maze . 414 U.S. 395, 403, 38 L.Ed.2d 603, 94 S.Ct. 
645 (1974) may suffice. Nearly any communication—by any person in the racketeering 
association, whether to the victim, or to any other member of the association, or third party and 
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whatever its content—can be in furtherance of the scheme. Rakoff and Goldstein, RICO, Civil 
and Criminal , 2.02(l)(c). The defendant does not have to actually participate in the 
communication as long as he reasonably foresaw it. Maze . 414 U.S. 395, 399, 38 L.Ed.2d 603, 
94 S.Ct. 645 (1974); US v. Blackmon . 839 F.3d 900, 907 (2d Cir. 1988). Further, the 
communication does not have to be false in any way or inaccurate so long as it is made in 
furtherance or pursuant to the scheme. US v. Reid , 533 F.2d 1255, 1263 (D.C. Cir. 1976). The 
Enterprise movants alleged communications by mail and wire to arrange and carry out bribery, 
threats, intimidation, perjury and lulling were in furtherance of the Scheme. (Complaint 31, 201- 
205, 218, 219, 227, 228, 234, 236, 243, 245, 254, 265, 273, 275, 280-82, 287-89, 293, 294, 295, 
298, 300, 301, 306-08, 315-18, 493, 495, 497, 505, 507, 509, 532, 534, 540, 541, 557, and 742) 

In the Second Circuit, there is a fourth element. Mail and wire fraud require reliance by 
the plaintiff or a third party, Sterling Interiors Group, Inc, v. Haworth . 94 Civ. 9216, 1996 US 
Dist Lexis 13908, * 10, so the plaintiff has to allege he detrimentally relied on the mail or wire 
communications, Metromedia Co. v. Fugazy , 983 F.2d 350, 368 (2d Cir. 1992), cert, denied, 508 
U.S. 952, 124 L.Ed.2d 662, 113 S.Ct. 2445 (1993), The Enterprise movants failed to include 
this fourth element, but the Court most likely will. The Complaint’s story (as in news story—not 
the “imaginary tale of fantasy” used by the Enterprise movants) paints a bleak picture of how the 
Russian mafia suckered him. He relied on numerous deceptions meant to further and protect the 
Russian mafia’s Scheme and lull him into believing what was not the truth. (Complaint 200-05, 
218-19) As such the Second Circuit’s reliance requirement is alleged. 

The plaintiff, however, argues that this reliance requirement is inappropriate for mail and 
wire fraud in the RICO context. Although common law civil fraud requires reliance, liability 
under the civil RICO statute is based on criminal fraud, which under the federal statute does not 
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require reliance by anyone: it only requires that the defendant tried to deceive, whether he 
succeeded or not. Neder v. United States . 527 U.S. 1, 24. Since the federal criminal fraud 
statutes, such as mail and wire fraud, do not require reliance, “a literal reading of RICO—the 
presumptive choice of interpretation—[shows] nothing more than the criminal violation and 
resulting harm is required.” Systems Management. Inc, v. Loiselle , 303 F.3d 100, 104 (1 st Cir. 
2002). “Reliance is doubtless the most obvious way in which fraud can cause hann, but it is not 
the only way....” Id. So to the extent, if it does, require reliance, the Court is applying a law in 
conflict with another circuit and the Supreme Court. 

Contrary to the Enterprise movants’ statement at Memorandum p 25-4, the Complaint 
never alleged intrastate wire communications in furtherance of the Scheme as a violation of the 
wire fraud statute. In addition, the Enterprise movants also wrongly assumed that international 
wire communications are not covered by the wire fraud act. (Memorandum p 25-4, p 26-2) The 
act reaches communication via telephone, radio, television, microwave and the Internet, whether 
interstate or international, if the international communication touches the US, Wentz v US . 244 
F2d 172, 175 (9 th Cir. 1957); US v. Goldberg . 830 F.2d 459, 468, n.l (3d Cir. 1987)(dissenting 
opinion J. Sloviter). The Complaint alleges wire communications between Enterprise movants in 
the US and member defendants overseas, so those international uses of the wire system 
obviously touched the US, perhaps foreign would have been a better word to use in the 
Complaint. (Complaint 31, 227, 294, 295, 300, 301, 315, 493, 495, 497, 505, 507, 509, 532, 

534, 540, 541,557, and 742) 

The Enterprise movants cite to McCoy v. Goldberg. 748 F.Supp. 146, 154 (SDNY 1990) 
for the presumption that wire communications between residents of New York are intrastate. 

That case is distinguishable from this action. In McCoy , the complaint failed to allege interstate 
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communications, which is the jurisdictional prerequisite for wire fraud. McCoy at 154. The 
Complaint in this action specificity alleges interstate wire communications by movants, Mundy, 
Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning. (Complaint 315, 488, 493, 495, 497, 505, 507, 509, 532, 557) 
Still, the Enterprise movants claim that this presumption of intrastate wire communication 
applies to communications among movants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning because “it 
is apparent [they] all reside in New York.” (Memorandum p 26-3) Apparent is not a fact, and 
there will not be any admissible facts until discovery. The Complaint, however, does allege that 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates has an office in New Jersey and that movant Shipilina frequently 
travels. (Complaint 222, 338, 417, 449) In addition, Mundy, Petrovich and Henning were all 
served at work, but where they reside or were when they communicated by wire is within their 
knowledge, so the Complaint need not allege all the specifics the movants demand. Berk v. 
Tradewell , 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. 

The Enterprise movants even try to apply their intrastate presumption to the threatening 
telephone calls (Complaint 282, 289, 318) made by Member Madison, a.k.a. Pierre, by claiming 
the calls are presumptively intrastate because this unknown defendant is listed in the Complaint 
as a “domestic” member of the Enterprise. (Memorandum p 27-1) It is obvious from the 
Complaint’s structure that “domestic” refers to the US, not New York. First, domestic 
defendants include persons from Wisconsin and California while the residences of others are 
unknown. Second the non-domestic defendants are divided up by country: Russia, Cyprus and 
Mexico. Besides, Member Madison’s real name and location are unknown to the plaintiff, but if 
the Enterprise movants would like to provide such, then whether the threatening calls were 
intrastate or interstate might be quickly resolved. But once again, that is really discovery, not 
pleading. 
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The Enterprise movants further object that the Complaint does not allege these 
threatening calls were interstate. (Memorandum p 27-1) The plaintiff thanks the Enterprise 
movants for pointing out this oversight and, if leave to amend is granted, the plaintiff will 
include allegations that the calls were interstate or foreign. 

On another alleged telephone call or calls where Mundy, Petrovich or Shipilina 
communicated with Enterprise movant Henning to arrange for threatening the plaintiff with a 
bogus arrest (Complaint 315), the movants argue that because the Complaint pleads in the 
alternative that the communication was by interstate or international means, it is somehow 
deficient. (Memorandum p 26-3) The federal rules, however, pennit pleading in the alternative: 
“A party may set forth two or more statements of a claim ... alternately or hypothetically, either 
in one count... or in separate counts ....” Rule 8(e)(2). Movants also wrongly claim that the 
allegation fails because it is made on infonnation and belief. Even fraudulent predicate acts can 
be pled on infonnation and belief when the information, as here, is within the possession of the 
defendants. DeVittorio v. Equidyne Extractive Indus., Inc. . 822 F.2d 1242, 1248 (2d Cir. 1987). 

Another error made by the Enterprise movants is their assertion that each communication 
by mail or wire must contain a false or misleading statement. With respect to the letter sent to 
the plaintiff by Enterprise movant Mundy (Complaint 240, 241) and the arrangements made by 
movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina to threaten Russian witnesses and bribe Russian 
officials (Complaint 294, 300), the Enterprise movants argue “[tjhere is absolutely no 
identification of the specific statements which were purportedly false or misleading or the 
manner in which this letter was purportedly fraudulent.” (Memorandum p 28-4, and similar 
statement at p 29-lconcerning threats and bribes.) The Court in Spira v. Nick. 876 F.Supp. 553, 
559 (SDNY 1995) disagrees: “The mailings [and telephone communications] that are elements 
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of the offense need not themselves contain false or misleading statements.” In fact, a defendant 
“may have committed mail [wire] fraud even if [the defendant] never used the mails [wire]. 
[Because] the offense consists of the foreseeable use of the mails [wire] by anyone in furtherance 
of a scheme.” Id. A plaintiff may, but need not, allege that a defendant made misrepresentations 
of fact. Murr Plumbing. Inc, v. Scherer Brothers Financial. 48 F.3d 1066, 1069 n. 6 (8 th Cir. 
1995). 

Since misrepresentations of fact are not necessary to the offense, it follows that no 
misrepresentations need be transmitted by mail or wire: even routine business communications in 
these media or one sent for legitimate business purposes may suffice so long as it assists in 
carrying out the scheme. Atlas Pile Driving Co. v. DiCon Financial Co.. 886 F.2d 986, 992 (8 th 
Cir. 1989). So even accepting the Enterprise movants spin that the Mundy letter threatening 
“difficult” divorce proceedings “merely represents communication between parties in connection 
with litigation” (Memorandum p 28-4), it still furthered the Scheme in violation of the mail fraud 
statute. As for Enterprise movants’ Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina’s use of international 
facilities that touch the US to arrange for threats and bribery, those also do not require 
misrepresentations to violate the mail and wire fraud statutes. Further, to the extent that the 
Enterprise movants other criminal conduct as alleged in the Complaint at 684-773, 778-783 used 
the mail, or interstate or foreign wire communications to advance or protect the Russian mafia’s 
Scheme, then those communications constitute mail or wire fraud. 

The Enterprise movants persist in their false proposition that Rule 9(b) applies to 
predicate acts when they say, “because the plaintiff alleges mail and wire fraud as predicate 
acts...” the allegations must be made with particularity. (Memorandum p 28-2) Rule 9(b) 
applies to mail and wire fraud pleadings, but not because mail and wire fraud are predicate acts, 
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but because they are fraudulent. Rule 9(b) does not apply to predicate acts that are not in 
themselves fraudulent. Spira v. Nick . 876 F.Supp. 553, 559-60. 

The Enterprise movants miss a number of important considerations in applying the 
particularity requirement to mail and wire fraud. The flexibility provided by Rule 11(b)(3) 
allows pleadings based on evidence reasonably anticipated after further investigation or 
discovery, which relaxes the particularity requirements of Rule 9(b) where the RICO plaintiff 
lacks access to all facts necessary to detail a claim. Rotella v. Wood . 528 U.S. 549, 560, 145 
L.Ed.2d 1047, 120 S.Ct. 1075 (2000). The movants object that the Complaint provides no 
specific dates, times, places or particulars. (Memorandum p 28-4, p 29-1, p 29-3) But as Chief 
Judge Mukasey’s opinion in Berk v. Tradewell 2003 Lexis 12078 * 38, 39 . holds: a plaintiff 
need not plead dates, times and places with absolute precision, so long as the complaint gives fair 
notice and reasonable notice to defendants of the claim and the grounds upon which it is based. 

In addition, Rule 9(b) should be applied with flexibility, and the plaintiff does not have to 
plead issues that defendants may have concealed. Rolo v. City Investing Co. Liquidating Trust . 
155 F.3d 644, 658 (3d Cir. 1998). Most of the Complaint’s allegations of mail and wire fraud 
involve conduct within the knowledge of the Enterprise movants and other member defendants, 
except for Paulsen. Criminal plans are not publicized, especially to the victim. They are hatched 
in secret so as to conceal those involved. Communications by electronic means concerning 
agreements and arrangements made in furtherance of the Scheme (Complaint 228, 234, 236, 243, 
245, 254, 265, 273, 275, 293, 294, 298, 300, 306, 307, 308, 315) will cut across state or foreign 
borders in this age of email, the international reach of the Russian mafia (Complaint 1), movant 
Shipilina’s frequent travels to Russia and Cyprus (Complaint 449), and the interstate nature of 
Enterprise movant Kuba, Mundy & Associates (Complaint 222) while mailings using the US 
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Post need not cross any borders. “As to the above uses of the mails and wires, the plaintiff [is] 
surely correct that a court cannot reasonably expect highly specific allegations before allowing 
.... [a] discovery period. The facts that would have to be alleged are known to the defendants, 
but the plaintiff [has] not yet had a chance to find them out. (This is especially true of telephone 
calls, which may leave little or no paper trail.) Where a plaintiff is not a party to a 
communication, particularity in pleading may become impractical.” Abels v. Farmers 
Commodities Corn. . 259 F.3d 910, 921 (8 th Cir. 2001). 

As for the threatening telephone calls received by the plaintiff, his caller identification 
service did not reveal where the calls came from (Complaint 282, 289, 318). In addition, the 
plaintiff cannot realistically know without discovery how the Enterprise movants reached their 
agreements or made their arrangements to threaten the plaintiff with physical harm (Complaint 
280, 281, 287, 288, 316, 317) in order to keep him from exposing the Russian mafia’s Scheme. 

The Complaint provides details on other communications to which the plaintiff was a 
party. International telephone calls that touched the US and mail delivered by the US Postal 
Service were used by Enterprise movant Shipilina to further the Russian mafia’s Scheme and lull 
the plaintiff so as to protect that Scheme. (Complaint 201-205, 218-19, 227) If the Enterprise 
movants would like the plaintiffs contemporaneous notes as to the telephone calls and copies of 
the mail, he will provide them on request, but there is no requirement that these documents be 
attached to the Complaint, since their production really involves discovery. 

In their Memorandum at p 27-2, the Enterprise movants confuse violations of the mail 
and wire fraud acts, which fall within Rule 9(b) pleading standards, with violations of 18 USC 
1952: Interstate and foreign travel or transportation in aid of a racketeering enterprise (Complaint 
495, 497, 507, 509, 519, 532, 534, 540, 541), and 18 USC 1956: money laundering (Complaint 
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496, 498, 508, 510, 533, 535, 536, 538, 539). The predicate acts of interstate and foreign travel 
or transportation in aid of a racketeering enterprise and money laundering do not require Rule 
9(b) particularity pleading, since they are non-fraudulent. On those occasions when Enterprise 
movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina used or caused to be used the mail or wire in order to 
further the Scheme by travel or transportation in aid of the Russian mafia or laundering money, 
they then also violated the mail and wire fraud statutes. So the actual mail or wire 
communication part of the conduct, not the travel or transportation in aid or money laundering, 
needs to be pled with particularity. The communication conduct, however, is within their 
knowledge, so Rule 9(b) is read permissively. Berk v. Tradewell . 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. The 
Court, of course, could also grant limited discovery on the communication conduct involved in 
aiding the Russian mafia and laundering money. 

In their Memorandum at p 29-2 the Enterprise movants misstate the Complaint’s 
allegations to fit their argument, reminiscent of the newspaper reporting motto, “Don’t let the 
facts get in the way of a good story,” only here, it’s don’t let the allegations get in the way of a 
dissembling argument. The Enterprise movants say the Complaint at 294 “alleges that Mundy 
and Petrovich [and Shipilina] used the international telephone system to threaten witnesses [in 
Russia]....” (Memorandum p 29-2) Not accurate. The Complaint at 294 alleges they 
“arrange[d]” for the threatening of witnesses in Krasnodar, Russia—not that they did the 
threatening. A big difference, since making the arrangements required using the international 
telephone system from America to overseas while the threats themselves did not. The threats 
were most likely made internally within Russia. 

The Memorandum at p 29-3 objects that the Complaint did not identify the witnesses 
threatened or the nature of the threats. The plaintiff knows which witnesses in Krasnodar were 
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threatened and the manner of the threats, but since those communications were made in 
Krasnodar, they do not fall under the wire fraud statute. It is the communications used by 
movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina in arranging the threats that are alleged to violate the 
wire fraud statute—not the telephone calls and in person threats made by Russian goons on 
witnesses in Krasnodar. (Complaint 293, 297) 

The Enterprise movants repeat their misstatement of the law on using “information and 
belief’ to plead fraud under Rule 9(b) when they claim the plaintiffs allegations are deficient 
because some are based “only upon information and belief.” (Memorandum p 30-2) Pleading 
mail and wire fraud on information and belief is permissible where the facts are peculiarly within 
the knowledge of the defendants. Gittennan v. Vitoulis . 564 F.Supp. 46, 50 (SDNY 1982). The 
mere fact that the plaintiff, in a complaint alleging fraud, had pleaded certain matters on 
information and belief was an insufficient basis for dismissal. Kamerman v. Steinberg . 113 
F.R.D. 511, 513 (SDNY 1986). 

In their claim that the Complaint is “sadly deficient on all fronts” (Memorandum p 30-2) 
the Enterprise movants ignore that Rule 8(f) provides “all pleadings shall be so construed as to 
do substantial justice.” It is inappropriate to focus exclusively, as the Enterprise movants do, on 
the fact that Rule 9(b) requires particularity in pleading fraud. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & 
Proc. : Civil 2d 1298, p 621. If the Complaint has not alleged mail and wire fraud with the 
desired degree of particularity, that defect should not be fatal in light of Rule 8(f). Levenson v. 

B. & M. Furniture Co.. 120 F.2d 1009, 1009(2d Cir. 1941). “Fraud is a matter of such indefinite 
character that, ordinarily, a charge of it should not be stricken from a pleading unless it is clear 
that, under no circumstances, could proof, conforming to the strict requirements provided for 
fraud charges, be introduced under the pleadings, which would probably convince the trier of 
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fact that fraud had in fact been perpetrated.” Massey-Ferguson, Inc, v. Bent Equip. Co. . 283 
F.2d 12, 15 (5 th Cir. 1960). As the Supreme Court said in Glus v. Brooklyn Eastern District 
Terminal 359 U.S. 231, 235, 3 L.Ed.2d 770, 79 S.Ct. 760 (1959), “It may well be that 
petitioner’s complaint as now drawn is too vague, but that is no ground for dismissing his 
action.... His allegations are sufficient for the present. Whether petitioner can in fact make out a 
case ... must await trial.” 

If the Court, however, decides to dismiss the mail and wire fraud claims because Rule 
9(b) is not satisfied, then the plaintiff requests leave to amend the Complaint, since “[a]n 
insufficient allegation of fraud ... is subject to the liberal amendment provisions of Rule 15, 
Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civil 2d 1300, p 661, and leave to amend should be freely 
granted when dismissal is based on Rule 9(b), Koehler v. Bank of Bermuda . 209 F.3d 130, 138 
(2d Cir. 2000). 

(dd) Bribery 

The Enterprise movants wrongly claim that pleading the non-fraudulent predicate act of 
bribery, 18 USC 201, (Complaint 254, 255, 323, 499, 511, 517, 523) requires Rule 9(b) 
particularity. (Memorandum p 30-3) Only predicate acts involving fraud, such as wire and mail 
fraud, require Rule 9(b) particularity, not predicate acts like bribery. Abels v. Farmers 
Commodities Corp. . 259 F.3d 910, 919 (8 th Cir. 2001). If the Court decides to apply Rule 9(b) to 
bribery, the specifics are within the knowledge of movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina; 
therefore, Rule 9(b) should be read permissively. Berk v. Trade well . 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. 

The “bribery” section of the Enterprise movants’ Memorandum also confuses the 
predicate act of bribery under 18 USC 201 with the predicate act of interstate and foreign travel 
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or transportation in aid of racketeering enterprises, 18 USC 1952. Bribery requires paying off a 
US government official or employee. Russian public officials are not US employees, so bribing 
them does not violate 18 USC 201. However, using international facilities that touch the US in 
order to bribe Russian officials to prevent the exposure of Russian mafia activities of prostitution 
and narcotics trafficking constitutes aiding a racketeering enterprise, 18 USC 1952. (Complaint 
298-302) 

Aiding a racketeering enterprise is a non-fraudulent predicate act, so only the general 
notice pleading requirements of Rule 8 applies. See Conley v. Gibson . 355 U.S. 41, 48. But in 
case the Court decides to apply Rule 9(b) to aiding a racketeering enterprise, the specifics of 
which international facilities were used, when and where the bribe was paid and who paid it are 
within the knowledge of movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina; therefore, Rule 9(b) should be 
read pennissively. Berk v. Tradewell , 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. And contrary to the Enterprise 
movants claims of a paucity of details, the Complaint does allege the Russian officials who 
received the bribes, the time frame and the approximate amount. (Complaint 302, 303) 

The alleged conduct of Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina in bribing 
movant Henning did not violate the federal bribery statute because Henning is not a federal 
employee. Their conduct did, however, violate the predict act of tampering with a witness, 
victim or infonnant, 18 USC 1512(b), by corruptly persuading movant Henning to threaten the 
plaintiff with arrest on a phony charge. (Complaint 306-07, 492, 504, 530) At the time of 
Henning’s threat on March 27, 2001, there was an ongoing INS investigation although it had not 
reached the level of a case, which is referred to an INS judge. The predicate act of tampering is a 
non-fraudulent crime, so only the general notice pleading requirements of Rule 8 applies. See 
Conley . 355 U.S. at 48. But if the Court decides to apply Rule 9(b) to tampering by corruptly 
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persuading, the specifics as to when, where, how the bribes were paid or who witnessed such are 
peculiarly within the knowledge of movants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning; therefore, 
Rule 9(b) should be read pennissively. Berk v. Tradewell , 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. 

There is nothing wrong with pleading on information and belief the predicate acts of 
bribery, aiding a racketeering enterprise or tampering. See Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : 
2d Civ. 1224, p 205. And if the Court does consider these predicate acts fraudulent, they can still 
be pled on infonnation and belief because they are peculiarly within the opposing parties’ 
knowledge. Luce v. Edelstein . 802 F.2d 49, 54 n.l (2d Cir. 1986). 

Beyond trying to have Rule 9(b) apply to non-fraudulent predicate acts, the Enterprise 
movants once again object to the Complaint because “[tjhere is no proof’ or “fails to identify a 
single document, statement or fact” (Memorandum p 31-1), “fails to offer any proof’ 
(Memorandum p 31-2), “fails to identify a single document, statement or fact ... to show” or 
“cannot offer any proof’ (Memorandum p 32-1). The plaintiff must not be put to the test to 
prove his allegations at the pleading stage. NOW. Inc v. Scheidler , 510 U.S. 249, 256, 127 
L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994). 

Lastly, Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning object that their 
non-predicate criminal acts relating to bribery (Complaint 717, 719, 733, 735, 759, 761, 779) are 
“merely repetitive” of the alleged predicate acts (Memorandum p 32, n 19). Once again, that is 
not fully true. The underlying conduct of bribing Police Detective Henning violates New York 
Penal Code 200 or 200.20 (Complaint 719, 735, 761, 779), but it is not a predicate act. The 
bribing of Russian officials (Complaint 298-302), on the other hand, constitutes the predicate act 
of aiding a racketeering enterprise, 18 USC 1952, (Complaint 495, 507, 532) and also violates 
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the foreign corrupt practices act, 15 USC 78dd-2, which is a non-predicate act (Complaint 717, 
733, 759). 

(ee) Money laundering 

The Complaint at 293, 295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 301, 302 alleges Enterprise movants 
Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina’s joint involvement in the transfer of funds from illegal Russian 
mafia activities to Russia in order to bribe Russian officials and pay gangsters to threaten 
witnesses. The Complaint at 321, 335, 446-50 makes additional allegations of movant Shipilina 
laundering money. 

The Enterprise movants Memorandum at p 33-3 mistakenly includes the allegation of 
aiding a racketeering enterprise by arranging for the threatening of witnesses (Complaint 294) 
and aiding a racketeering enterprise by arranging for bribing Russian officials (Complaint 300) 
as money laundering on the part of movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina. These two 
allegations are violations of 18 USC 1952, aiding a racketeering enterprise. In addition, the 
Enterprise movants wrongly attribute the bribery allegations of New York City INS agents 
(Complaint 254, 253) as involving money laundering. They do not. 

The Enterprise movants, once again, err in applying Rule 9(b) particularity to the 
predicate act of money laundering, 18 USC 1956. (Memorandum p 32-3) The Supreme Court 
has declined to extend beyond fraud or mistake the Rule 9(b) requirement of greater particularity 
in allegations. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506. 513. Money laundering is a non- 
fraudulent predicate act; therefore, the general notice pleading requirements of Rule 8 apply. See 
Conley . 355 U.S. at 48. 
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If the Court does decide to apply Rule 9(b) to money laundering, the details of the 
conduct are largely within the knowledge of movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina, so Rule 
9(b) should be read permissively. Berk v. Tradewell , 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. And, contrary to 
the Enterprise movants claims of a paucity of details, the Complaint does allege the funds from 
Russian mafia activities were sent from America to Russia, on or about March 2002 and in the 
amount of over $10,000. (Complaint 293, 295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 301, 302) 

The Enterprise movants also object that the allegations of money laundering are made on 
information and belief. Money laundering is a non-fraudulent predicate act, so it can be pled on 
information and belief. See Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : 2d Civ. 1224, p 205. If the 
Court does consider money laundering fraudulent, it can still be pled on information and belief 
because the conduct is peculiarly within the opposing parties’ knowledge. Luce v. Edelstein. 

802 F.2d 49, 54 n.l (2d Cir. 1986). 

Beyond trying to have Rule 9(b) apply to the non-fraudulent predicate act of money 
laundering, the Enterprise movants once again object to the Complaint because it “fails to 
identity a single document, statement or fact” (Memorandum p 32-3), “fails to demonstrate” 
(Memorandum p 33-1), fails to offer “proof’ (Memorandum p 33-3). The function of pleadings 
is not to provide proof and evidence. Hickman v. Taylor . 329 U.S. 495, 500-01. 


(ff) Other predicate acts 

The Enterprise movants ignored other non-fraudulent predicate acts alleged against them. 
FlashDancers : failure to report to the INS alien prostitutes employed by them, 18 USC 2424 
(Complaint 469); importing, selling and distributing pornography, 18 USC 1462 & 1465 


(Complaint 470); acquiring and dispensing narcotics, 21 USC 841, 952 (Complaint 476). 
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Mundv and Petrovich : aiding a racketeering enterprise, 18 USC 1952 (Complaint 497, 507). 
Shipilina : murder-for-hire, 18 USC 1958 (Complaint 518); aiding a racketeering enterprise, 18 
USC 1952 (Complaint 519, 532, 534, 540, 541); importing, selling and distributing pornography, 
18 USC 1462 & 1465 (Complaint 525); importing and dispensing narcotics, 21 USC 841, 952 
(Complaint 526-28); obstruction of a criminal investigation, 18 USC 1510 (Complaint 529); 
failure to file monetary transfer reports, 31 USC 5316 (Complaint 537). 

Paulsen : importing, selling and distributing pornography, 18 USC 1462 & 1465 (Complaint 
544-45) 

None of the above predicate acts are required to be pled with particularity under Rule 
9(b). The Supreme Court has declined to extend beyond fraud or mistake the Rule 9(b) 
requirement of greater particularity in allegations. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 
513. 

There is one allegation involving fraud by FlashDancers that has not been addressed. 
FlashDancers concealed from the New York State Liquor Authority the prostitution activities 
conducted at the club and misrepresented on its 1996 license application that the only type of 
business conducted at the club was dancing and only Enterprise movant Lepofsky held an 
interest in the club. (Complaint 437-39) These allegations meet the particularity requirement of 
Rule 9(b). 

The Enterprise movants’ strategy in Section B of their Memorandum to falsely paint all 
the allegations of predicate acts as requiring Rule 9(b) particularity is obvious and mistaken. 

Only fraudulent predicate acts require particularity in pleading. Subtler, however, is the reason 
for this mistaken application of Rule 9(b). The movants apparently hope to exploit Rule 9(b)’s 
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subjective standard that is often used by some courts, which disfavor civil Rico suits, to dismiss 
them. 

To the extent, if any, that the Complaint does not meet the pleading standard of 
particularity, the plaintiff requests leave to amend the Complaint. 

C. Pattern 

The Supreme Court requires the plaintiff allege a pattern—not prove, nor be required to 
meet some higher standard that the Enterprise movants try to assert with various adverbs 
preceding the word “allege” or “plead.” See Sedima, 473 U.S. 479, 496; Hickman v. Taylor , 329 
U.S. 495, 500-01. 

The Enterprise movants continue their mistaken tactic of demanding proof from a 
complaint—this time, proof of a pattern. Their litany of words, all criticizing the lack of proof or 
evidence, include the Complaint fails to “establish” (Memorandum p 34-3, p 36-3), “failed to 
sufficiently establish” (Memorandum p 38-3), fails to “make a showing” (Memorandum p 35-2), 
“[wjithout a showing” (Memorandum p 39-3) “must prove” (Memorandum p 35-4), “instead of 
simply proving” (Memorandum p 39-2), “there has been no demonstration” (Memorandum p 36- 
3), must “demonstrate” (Memorandum p 38-3, p 39-2), “not one iota of evidence” 

(Memorandum p 39-2). However, “[i]t is a familiar rule of pleading ... that evidence by which 
an allegation is sought to be established need not be pleaded. ... Such matters [of evidence] ... 
are for proof and we doubt the propriety, much less the necessity of their allegation.” Cater 
Constr. Co. v. Nischwitz , 111 F.2d 971,973 (7 th Cir. 1940). 

They also demand something akin to Rule 9(b) particularity: “plead [with] sufficiency” 
(Memorandum p 36-3), cannot be “devoid of any specific allegation” (Memorandum p 39-2). 
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All that the federal rules require in pleading non-fraudulent conduct is that a party should set 
forth the avennents in general terms. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc .: Civil 2d 1281, p 519. 
Furthermore, pleading a RICO pattern does not fall within Rule 9(b) particularity requirements. 
Abels v. Fanners Commodities Corp. . 259 F.3d 910, 919 (8 th Cir. 2001). 

The Enterprise movants even claim the Complaint makes “broad and sweeping 
conclusions such as on infonnation and belief....” (Memorandum p 39-2) while in the same 
paragraph they make the broad and sweeping conclusion that “the complaint is totally devoid of 
any specific allegation” and the allegations are only the plaintiffs opinion and legal conclusions. 
Rule 11 permits a pleader, after reasonable inquiry, to set forth allegations that are likely to have 
evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery. 

Moore’s Fed. Prac. T|8.04[4]. The liberal notice pleading of Rule 8(a) is the starting point of a 
simplified pleading system, which was adopted to focus litigation on the merits of the claim. See 
Conley v. Gibson . 355 U.S. 41, 48. Further, “conclusions” aren’t allegations; they are reached 
by inference from evidentiary facts. There are no evidentiary facts in this case yet, because there 
has been no discovery. Once again, the Enterprise movants seem to be arguing that the plaintiff 
should have conducted discovery before serving the Complaint—not exactly federal civil 
procedure, or that the Court should apply a summary judgment standard to a motion to dismiss. 


77 



The requirements for a pattern under RICO starts with 18 USC 3575(e): “Criminal 
conduct forms a pattern if it embraces criminal acts that have the same or similar purposes, 
results, participants, victims or methods of commission, or otherwise are interrelated by 
distinguishing characteristics and are not isolated events.” Sedima, 473 U.S. 479, 496, n. 14. 
This has come to be the relatedness requirement for a RICO pattern, and can be thought of as 
similar means to reach similar ends and similar violators preying on similar victims. In addition 
to relatedness, a pattern of racketeering activity must also have continuity, which can be closed 
or open. It is relatedness plus continuity that combines to produce a pattern of racketeering 
activity. H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern Bell Telephone Co .. 492 US 229, 239, 106 L.Ed.2d 195, 109 
S.Ct. 2893 (1989). The Enterprise movants object to the Complaint for not “showing” either 
close-ended or open-ended continuity. (Memorandum p 35-2) Once again, a complaint is not 
required to “show”; that is “to prove.” It must allege a pattern, which the Complaint does at 875- 
885. 

The Enterprise movants do not object to the Complaint on relatedness grounds, but the 
Court may. The Complaint alleges criminal activity by the Russian mafia of which the 
Enterprise movants are members who personally engage in various illegal acts under the Russian 
mafia banner. (Complaint 1, 15, 16-23, 27-39, 47, 466-547, 556-559) The Enterprise movants 
are alleged not to be separate and distinct from the Russian mafia but part of it: diligently 
working to achieve its ends and reap its benefits, as would any member of a large organization. 
The Enterprise movants, as with the other defendant members of the Russian mafia—similar 
participants—are alleged to work together for its success by using predicate acts—similar 
methods—in order to assure the effectiveness of concurrent or successive predicate and non- 
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predicate criminal acts. (Complaint 879) Often a number of different crimes are necessary for 
contributing to the successful operation of the Russian mafia and its Scheme—similar results. 
(Complaint 879) 

For example, the flow of Enterprise human capital from the former Soviet Union often 
requires a combination of visa fraud, bribery, perjury, mail and wire fraud, and travel in aid of a 
racketeering enterprise in order to bring Russian managers, pimps and prostitutes to the U.S. 
(Complaint 880) In addition, the drive to maximize profits and minimize expenses of the 
Russian mafia results in repeated tax evasion that requires money laundering and exporting 
revenues out of the U.S. without reporting so as to disguise the ownership and source of the 
revenues. (Complaint 881) Also, in order to protect valuable members threatened with 
exposure, the Enterprise members engage in criminal acts such as tampering with witnesses, 
unlawful imprisonment, reckless endangerment, coercion, intimidation, official misconduct and 
menacing. (Complaint 882) 

The Russian mafia’s Scheme of continued expansion into hard currency markets targets 
similar victims—American men looking for Russian wives and companions, and is carried out 
for similar purposes—to defraud the men into bringing a mob manager or prostitute to America 
in circumvention of U.S. immigration laws. (Complaint 883) The Russian mafia’s predicate 
acts—similar methods—used in expanding and conducting its U.S. operations enable it to target 
thousands of additional consumers—similar victims—for sexual services with the similar result 
of dramatically increasing the health risks, such as exposure to AIDS, to those consumers and 
their partners (Complaint 885) while making huge profits. The Russian mafia’s predicate acts in 
expanding and conducting its operations also bode ill for many legitimate entertainment 
companies—similar victims—by unfairly competing for entertainment dollars that would 
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otherwise flow to the investors and employees of legitimate businesses in the leisure industry— 
similar results. 

While none of the Enterprise movants individually engage in all the predicate acts 
alleged, that is not what relatedness requires. The importance is some “organizing principle that 
renders [the predicate acts] ‘ordered’ or ‘arranged’. H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern Bell Telephone 
Co. . 492 US 229, 237. In this case, the organizing principles are the Russian mafia’s Scheme 
and its members’ greed. 

Continuity exists when ongoing unlawful activities have a scope and persistence that pose 
a special threat to social well-being. GE Investment Private Placement Partners II v. Parker 
MLP, 247 F.3d 543, 549 (4 th Cir. 2001). The Complaint’s allegations concerning “relatedness” 
also aver a threat to the social fabric of this society. 

(i) Closed continuity 

The Enterprise movants wrongly state: “In detennining the duration of a pattern of 
racketeering activity, Courts focus solely on the predicate acts of racketeering each defendant is 
alleged to have committed.” (Memorandum p 36-2) They cite De Falco v. Bernas . 244 F.3d 
286, 321 (2d Cir. 2001) for support, but that is not what De Falco held. The De Falco Court did 
not look at the acts of each individual defendant in isolation, but at all the defendants together in 
determining duration. The De Falco Court said, “[t]he duration of a pattern of racketeering is 
measured by the RICO predicate acts the defendants [pluraljcommit.” De Falco at 321. The 
Enterprise movants quote out of context from De Falco . “Closed-ended continuity is 
demonstrated by predicate acts that ‘amount to continued criminal activity’ by a particular 
defendant.” De Falco at 321. The reference “particular defendant” meant all the defendants 
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taken together, not in isolation. The Supreme Court said in H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern Bell 
Telephone Co., 492 US 229, 242, the “continuity test looks to the period during which predicate 
acts were committed,” and “continuity may be established by showing that the predicate acts or 
offenses are part of an ongoing entity’s regular way of doing business.” The focus for 
determining duration under the continuity requirement is on the acts all the defendants 
committed on behalf of the criminal entity, not on each defendant’s conduct viewed in isolation 
from other members of the enterprise. The whole purpose of enacting RICO was to reach 
criminal organizations. Beck v. Prupis . 529 U.S. 494, 496. 

Closed continuity requires that the alleged predicate acts occur over a substantial period 
of time, which for the Second Circuit appears to be two or more years. De Falco at 321. In order 
to come up with a time span of less than two years, the Enterprise movants argue that in 
determining closed continuity the Court should look only at the alleged predicate acts by each 
movant and defendant in isolation. The implication of this analysis would make a joke of RICO. 
Here’s why. If defendant X is alleged to have done two bad deeds within one year of each other, 
and defendant Y, a fellow gang member of X’s, is alleged to have done two bad things over the 
period of one week but a year and a half after the last alleged bad deed of X, then there is no 
closed continuity even though X and Y belong to the same gang and are pursuing the same end. 
The reason, as the Enterprise movants argue, is that X’s acts were not over two years and Y’s act 
were only over a week, so neither did bad deeds spanning two years. Nice piece of sophistry, but 
it would eliminate the entire purpose of RICO, which is to take down continuing criminal 
organizations. Of course, if X and Y’s bad acts are taken together as the gang’s conduct, they 
occurred over 2.5 years, which is long enough for the Second Circuit and what the Supreme 
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Court requires as “a series of related predicates” over a substantial period of time. H.J. Inc, v. 
Northwestern Bell Telephone Co. . 492 US 229, 242. 

The Enterprise movants focus only on their individual predicate acts without addressing, 
as the Complaint makes clear, that their alleged acts, along with those of other defendants, are 
part of “a series of related predicates.” (Complaint 878-885) The series of predicate acts aimed 
at the plaintiff began in 1999 when Enterprise movant Shipilina and Member Perlin are alleged 
to have targeted the plaintiff as part of the Russian mafia’s Scheme to infiltrate and expand its 
operations in the US. (Complaint 135, 136) The most recent predicate act of which the plaintiff 
is aware is the threatening telephone call in June 2003 that warned him to stay out of Krasnodar. 
The acts against the plaintiff are all part, although a tiny part, of keeping the Russian mafia’s 
Scheme on track, which began soon after the fall of the Soviet Union. (Complaint 10, 13) 

(ii) Open continuity 

Open continuity means there exists a threat of continuing racketeering activity, such as 
when the nature of an enterprise’s activities project into the future. H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern 
Bell Telephone Co. . 492 US 229, 242. The threat of continued racketeering activity may be 
established by showing—or in the case of a pleading by alleging—that the predicate acts or 
offenses are part of the ongoing entity’s regular way of doing business. H.J. Inc, at 242. 

The Complaint at 876-885 alleges the Enterprise, the Russian mafia, continues to do 
predicate acts again and again which it has done in the past to others. The Russian mafia uses a 
complex, intertwined web of predicate acts to maintain and continue expanding its activities in 
an insatiable drive for new targets and more money. (Complaint 879, 884) And as alleged in the 
Complaint at 2, 13, the Russian mafia’s Scheme is aimed at infiltrating and expanding illegal and 
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ancillary legal activities into hard currency markets, especially the US, for the personal 
enrichment of the members of the Enterprise. The Russian mafia’s conduct and goal are not a 
“discrete and relatively short lived scheme” that will end any time soon, as the Enterprise 
movants claim. (Memorandum p 39-1) It is a scheme that has hanned others and will continue 
to do so because it richly rewards members of the Russian mob and there are still plenty of 
potential American targets. 

Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich mistake themselves as the Enterprise in 
this action—they are not. The Enterprise, or Russian mafia, is defined as consisting of domestic 
and foreign corporations, partnerships, individuals, government officials, law firms, organized 
crime gangs (including American, Russian and Chechen) and an Islamic terrorist and crime clan. 
(Complaint 11) Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich are alleged members of the 
Enterprise, the Russian mafia. “[T]he threat of continuity is sufficiently established where the 
predicates can be attributed to defendants] operating as part of a long-term association that 
exists for criminal purposes.” H.J. Inc, at 242-43. “Such associations include, but extend well 
beyond, those traditionally grouped under the phrase ‘organized crime.’” Id. at 243. The 
Russian mafia is just such an organization, and the Enterprise movants along with other 
defendants are alleged as members engaged in predicate acts to further its Scheme. (Complaint 
876, 877) 

The Enterprise movants have engaged in predicate acts against the plaintiff for nearly 
four years. Just five weeks after the Enterprise movants were mailed on April 20, 2003 by first 
class US post the Complaint and wavier of summons request, the plaintiff received another 
threatening telephone call—this time from a thuggish-sounding man speaking in Russian. (June 
19, 2003 letter to the Court) The threat was clear, if the plaintiff returned to Krasnodar, Russia 
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to continue gathering evidence against the Russian mafia defendants in this federal action, then, 
it was going to be bad for him. This was not only a dramatic increase in the level of threat— 
since it is well known in Russia that a gang leaves enforcement to their foreign associates unless 
it is ineffectual, then the Russians ruthlessly intervene—but also makes clear that the Enterprise 
movants and other defendants are not through with the plaintiff yet. Nor is the Russian mafia 
through with America yet or about to withdraw any time soon. Even the Enterprise movants’ 
Memorandum at p 3-1 admits Mundy’s continuing efforts to obtain one of the Russian mafia’s 
assets, Shipilina, permanent residency and citizenship despite her violation of immigration laws 
(Complaint 191-93) and committing a felony by claiming US citizenship in registering to vote 
(Complaint 459, 744). 

The Enterprise movants argue that because the Complaint “has never been amended” and 
describes only “past criminal acts” that there is no threat of future criminal acts by the Russian 
mafia. (Memorandum p 38-4 to p 39-1) By this Orwellian reasoning, a plaintiff would not only 
have to continually amend his complaint, but conduct an ongoing investigation at his own 
expense that would expose subsequent predicate acts while a case was pending and before it 
reached discovery. Under such a requirement, defendants would have been forewarned by a 
complaint and might be smart enough to lay low until the heat blew over, which would make it 
virtually impossible for a plaintiff to ever amend his complaint with additional predicate acts. 
Moreover, whenever a plaintiff did amend his complaint, it would be to describe predicate acts 
that had already taken place and, unlike in quantum mechanics, the past is not the future, so there 
could never be a threat of future RICO violations because all the predicate acts in every amended 
complaint occurred in the past. Discovery, along with the RICO statute, would disappear into a 
black hole. 
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The Complaint should not be dismissed for failing to plead closed or open continuity. 

The Supreme Court in H.J. Inc, reversed a district court’s grant of dismissal because the plaintiff 
may be able to prove, consistent with the complaint’s allegations, that the multiple predicate acts 
alleged constitute a pattern of racketeering activity that satisfies closed continuity. H.J. Inc, at 
250. In the same case, the Supreme Court also held that a threat of continuing predicate acts 
might be established at trial by showing that the acts were the enterprise’s regular way of doing 
business, or a regular way of conducting or participating in the conduct of the alleged and 
ongoing RICO enterprise. H.J. Inc, at 250. The Supreme Court’s decision in H.J. Inc, applies 
her as well. 

D. Under civil RICO, a “racketeering injury” need not be alleged for a violation of 18 USC 
1962(c). but what about violations of 18 USC 1962(a) & (b) ? 

To begin, the Enterprise movants once again try to create a stricter standard for pleading 
than required under the law. In the title to their section D (Memorandum p 39) and the text in 
D(i) (Memorandum p 40-3) they assert the Complaint must “establish”; that is prove, the 
elements of 18 USC 1962(a). That is incorrect; the Complaint need only allege. See 
Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 512. As for the pleading standard for the elements 
of a 1962(b) violation, the Enterprise movants in section D(ii) say the Complaint’s allegations 
are “insufficient”. (Memorandum p 41-3) They don’t mention the standard they are using to 
measure “insufficiency”. Perhaps it is their ubiquitous version of Rule 9(b), but that rule only 
applies to predicate acts of fraud, not 1962(a) & (b). Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 
513. 
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The main issue in this section, however, is whether a complaint must allege a 
“racketeering injury.” The Second Circuit has narrowly interpreted the Supreme Court decision 
in Sedima by requiring that a private citizen using civil RICO, 18 USC 1964(c), must allege 
damages from some nebulous “racketeering injury” in order to survive dismissal of his complaint 
for failing to aver 18 USC 1962(a) & (b) injuries. 

RICO 1962(a) says money from a pattern of racketeering activities cannot be used to get 
a stake in, set up or operate an enterprise, and 1962(b) that racketeering activities themselves 
cannot be used to get or keep a stake in an enterprise. The Enterprise movants refer to the 
elusive “racketeering injury” requirement as a “use” or “investment injury” for 1962(a) 
(Memorandum p 40-2) and “acquisition” or “maintenance” injury for 1962(b) (Memorandum p 
41-2). The Supreme Court in Sedima criticized as “unhelpfully tautological” the Second 
Circuit’s attempt to define the “racketeering injury” requirement. Sedima . 473 U.S. 479, 494. 
“The evident difficulty in discerning just what the racketeering injury requirement consists of 
would make it rather hard to apply in practice or explain to a jury.” Sedima at 494 n. 12. The 
Supreme Court in H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern Bell Telephone Co. . 492 US 229, 236, reiterated, “In 
Sedima ... this Court rejected a restrictive interpretation of 1964(c) that would have made it a 
condition for maintaining a civil RICO action ... that plaintiff show a special racketeering 
injury.” And again in Holmes v. Sec. Investor Prot. Corp.. 503 U.S. 258. 270. n.15. 117L.Ed.2d 
532, 112 S.Ct. 1311 (1992), the concept of an “antitrust injury” has no analogue in the RICO 
setting as requiring a “racketeering injury.” 
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The plaintiff in Sechina brought a civil RICO action under 18 USC 1964(c), alleging 
violations of the substantive RICO section 18 USC 1962(c), which prohibits using racketeering 
activities to run an enterprise. The Supreme Court stated: 

“Section 1964(c) authorizes a private suit by ‘[a]ny person injured in his business or 
property by reason of a violation of 1962.’ Section 1962 in turn makes it unlawful for 
‘any person’—not just mobsters—to use money derived from a pattern of racketeering 
activity to invest in an enterprise, to acquire control of an enterprise through a pattern of 
racketeering activity, or to conduct an enterprise through a pattern of racketeering 
activity. 1962(a)-(c). If the defendant engages in a pattern of racketeering activity in a 
manner forbidden by these provisions [referring to 1962(a)-(c)], and the racketeering 
activities injure the plaintiff in his business or property, the plaintiff has a claim under 
1964(c). There is no room in the statutory language for an additional, amorphous 
‘racketeering injury’ requirement.” Sedima at 495. 

A straightforward reading of the Supreme Court’s opinion shows it did not restrict its 
arguments to 1962(c) alone. There is no room for an amorphous “racketeering injury” 
requirement in sections 1962(a) & (b) as well. “Given that ‘racketeering activity’ consists no 
more and no less than the commission of a predicate act....”, Sedima at 495, it follows there is 
no other conduct that can be described as a “racketeering injury.” Therefore, any damages will 
flow from the commission of those predicate acts. Sedima at 497. “RICO is to ‘be liberally 
construed to effectuate its remedial purposes.’ Pub.L. 91-452, 904(a), 84 Stat. 947. The statute’s 
‘remedial purposes’ are nowhere more evident than in the provision of a private action for those 
injured by racketeering activity. Far from effectuating these purposes, [a] narrow reading ... 
would in effect eliminate 1964(c) from the statute,” Sedima at 498, in actions alleging violations 
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of 1962(a) & (b). “In borrowing its ‘racketeering injury’ requirement from antitrust standing 
principles, the [Second Circuit] created exactly the problems Congress sought to avoid,” Sedima 
at 498-99: the creating of obstacles for a private litigant, especially when the litigant goes up 
against the archetypal, intimidating mob. 

The cases from the Second Circuit courts that the Enterprise movants rely on for 
requiring an injury separate and distinct from that caused by the predicate acts in 1962(a) & (b) 
are inconsistent with the Supreme Court and some other Circuits. The Enterprise movants’ cases 
say the injury from a 1962(a) violation must come from the investment of money in an 
enterprise, Update Traffic Systems. Inc v. Gould. 857 F.Supp. 274, 282 (EDNY 1994); NRB 
Indus.. Inc, v. RA Taylor & Assoc.. 1998 WL 3638 *1, and a 1962(b) violation, must come from 
the acquisition or maintenance of a stake in an enterprise, Medgar Evers Houses Tenants v. 
Medgar Evers Houses Assoc. . 25 F.Supp.2d 116, 124 (SDNY 1998). The Second Circuit 
considers these injuries as “racketeering injuries”, for which the Supreme Court finds there is no 
such requirement. 

The Supreme Court in Sedima essentially ruled against the Second Circuit’s efforts to 
create another way for dismissing civil RICO cases: “While we understand the court’s concern 
over the consequences of an unbridled reading of the statute, we reject both of its holdings.” 
Sedima at 481. Other circuits have also rejected the unspecified “racketeering injury” element: 
Potomac Electric Power Co. v. Electric Motor Supply. Inc. . 262 F.3d 260, 264 n. 2 (4 th Cir. 
2001)(under 18 USC 1962(a), damages need not flow from the use or investment of racketeering 
income, only from the predicate acts); Busby v. Crown Supply. Inc. . 896 F.2d 833, 837-38 (4 th 
Cir. 1990) (In an action for violation of 1962(a), the plaintiff need only allege injury from the 
predicate acts); Haroco v. American National Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago . 747 F.2d 384, 395- 
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399 (7 th Cir. 1984) (“[W]e reject the Second Circuit’s imposition of a racketeering injury 
requirement. Civil RICO plaintiffs need not allege injury beyond that caused by the predicate 
acts.”), aff d, 473 U.S. 606, 87 L.Ed.2d 437, 105 S.Ct. 3291. 

D(i) Violations of 1962(a) and injury from the use or investment of racketeering income . 

If the Court requires allegations of “racketeering injuries” for 18 USC 1962(a), the 
plaintiff argues the following: 

RICO 1962(a) prohibits taking the money from a pattern of racketeering activities and 
using or investing it to acquire a stake in an enterprise, or set up an enterprise, or operate an 
enterprise. Ouaknine v. MacFarlane , 897 F.2d 75, 82 (2d Cir. 1990). 

The Enterprise movants misstate the Complaint and unjustifiably narrow the law’s 
requirements when they say, “[the] complaint fails to even allege that Mundy and Petrovich 
received racketeering income from the purported enterprise [Russian mafia] or used or invested 
[that] income ... to acquire an interest in the alleged enterprise [Russian mafia].” . 
(Memorandum p 40-3) First, the Complaint alleges that Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and 
Petrovich engaged in predicate acts as members of the Russian mafia to acquire money to run the 
interstate law firm of Kuba, Mundy & Associates. (Complaint 488, 500, 512) Second, RICO 
1962(a) is violated not only when racketeering money is used to acquire an interest in an 
organization but also when it is used in the operation of that organization, whether the criminal 
enterprise or another organization, such as the Kuba, Mundy & Associates law firm. Batista, 
Civil RICO. 2003 Cumulative Supplement . 4.41, p 133. Kuba, Mundy & Associates is not the 
Russian mafia alleged in the Complaint at 1, 2. It is, however, an organization—a law firm, that 
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belongs to the Russian mafia and is alleged to use money from predicate acts to run its 
operations for the mob. (Complaint 488) 

As for Enterprise movants, FlashDancers they are alleged to use racketeering income to 
run the Flash Dancers Club, the Cybertech Network and other Russian mafia activities and to 
establish additional mob activities. (Complaint 471, 474) Enterprise movant Shipilina, doing 
business as Angelina, uses racketeering income to establish and operate Russian mafia activities, 
such as prostitution, drug trafficking and money laundering. (Complaint 542, 519, 520, 521, 
526-28, 536-39) Movant Paulsen, doing business as Wayne Williams, uses racketeering income 
to set up and run Russian mafia pornography activities in Southern California. (Complaint 546) 
Movant Henning is not alleged with violating 1962(a). 

The money the above movants are alleged to reap from predicate acts has been used to 
injure the plaintiff. In Berk v. Tradewell , 2003 Fexis 12078, *35, Chief Judge Mukasey quoted 
from Quaknine v. MacFarlane , 897 F.2d 75, 83 (2d Cir. 1990), “[bjecause the conduct 
constituting a violation of 1962(a) is investment of racketeering income, a plaintiff must allege 
injury from the defendant’s investment of the racketeering income to recover under 1962(a).” 
Chief Judge Mukasey dismissed the 1962(a) cause of action because “the plaintiffs allege no 
such investment injury.” Berk at *35 . Unlike Berk , the Complaint in this case does allege 
investment injury. 

The Complaint at 901 alleges the above movants used proceeds from racketeering 
activities to build a litigation war chest in order to fund fraudulent legal proceedings against the 
plaintiff and fraudulently defend against legitimate proceedings in order to whipsaw the plaintiff 
into submission. (Complaint 901) The District Court in Crowe v. Smith . 848 F.Supp. 1258, 

1265 (WD Fa 1994) found that allegations of defendants using assets from racketeering activities 
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to fund a litigation war chest that was used for fraudulent legal proceedings constituted injury 
from the use or investment of racketeering income. 

In addition, the Complaint alleges at 902, 903 that racketeering funds were not used for 
the Enterprise’s general operations, as in Vista Co. v. Columbia Pictures Indus., Inc. , 725 
F.Supp. 1286, 1299 (SDNY 1989), but for specific predicate acts directed against the plaintiff 
that caused him injury. For example, racketeering income used to bribe public employees into 
subverting the proper administration of the law in America and Russia and to purchase the 
intimidation of witnesses prevented the plaintiff from rectifying the harm done to his business by 
the Russian mafia. (Complaint 902, 903) 

D(ii) Violations of 1962(b) and injury from acquiring or maintaining an interest or control . 

If the Court requires allegations of “racketeering injuries” for 18 USC 1962(b), the 
plaintiff argues the following: 

RICO 1962(b) “prohibits a person from acquiring or maintaining any interest in or 
control of any enterprise [organization] through a pattern of racketeering activities.” Rakoff and 
Goldstein, RICO Civil and Criminal . 1.06[2]. “Interest” in 1962(b) includes “all property and 
interests, as broadly described, which are related to the violations” H.R.Rep. No. 1549, 91 st 
Cong., 2d Sess. 57, reprinted in U.S. Code Cong. & Ad.News 4007 (1970). 

The Enterprise movants condemn the Complaint’s use of the word “maintain’ in its 
allegations. (Memorandum p 41-3) Using words from a statute is one of the most effective ways 
to provide defendants notice of what they are alleged to have done wrong, which is the purpose 
of a complaint. “Maintain” is not a difficult word to understand; it means to carry on. The 
Complaint at 488, 500, 512 alleges that Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich engaged 
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in a pattern of racketeering activity to carry on Kuba, Mundy & Associates as part of the Russian 
mafia. FlashDancers is alleged to use predicate acts to keep control over part of the Russian 
mafia’s activities and acquire additional activities. (Complaint 471, 474, 477, 480) Movant 
Shipilina is alleged to conduct various predicate acts to carry on and control her interests in the 
Russian mafia, such as prostitution, money laundering, drug trafficking and intimidation. 
(Complaint 542, 518, 519, 520, 521, 526-28, 530, 531, 534, 536-39) Movants Paulsen and 
Henning are not alleged with violating 1962(b). 

The racketeering activities engaged in by the above movants to acquire or maintain an 
interest in or control part of the Russian mafia injured the plaintiff. In Berk v. Tradewell . 2003 
Lexis 12078, at *37, Chief Judge Mukasey dismissed the plaintiffs’ 1962(b) action for failing to 
allege acquisition or maintenance injuries that must be distinct from the predicate acts. Unlike 
Berk , the Complaint in this case does allege acquisition of interests in and maintaining control of 
segments of the Russian mafia’s functions. The Complaint at 904 & 905 states the above 
movants used racketeering activities to acquire or preserve influence over some Russian mafia 
activities that were used to cause the plaintiff harm. In addition, the racketeering activities 
carried out by them that injured the plaintiff can be considered a continuing effort to acquire 
further control of or interests in segments of the Russian mafia. The acts of a successful manager 
not only further his company’s goals but also win for him added influence and stakes in the 
organization. 

D(iii) Enterprise movants’ violations of 1962(c) and their participation in the Russian mafia . 

As elsewhere in the Enterprise movants’ Memorandum, section D(iii) objects to the 
Complaint’s allegations for failing to “show” (Memorandum p 42-3) or “satisfy the stringent 
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standard” (Memorandum p 43-2) for pleading a RICO violation. Once again, a complaint need 
not show; that is prove, nor are heightened standards of pleading required to allege the Enterprise 
movants “conduct or participation, directly or indirectly, in the conduct of [an] enterprise’s 
affairs.” See Robbins v. Wilkie . 300 F.3d 1208, 1211 (10 th Cir. 2002). No special pleading 
requirements exist except for fraud or mistake in Rule 9(b). Leatherman v. Tarrant County 
Narcotics Intelligence & Coordination Unit . 507 U.S. 163, 168, 122 L.Ed.2d 517, 113 S.Ct. 1160 
(1993). The plaintiff need only allege each element of a 1962(c) violation. See Sedima , 473 
U.S. 479, 496. 

The Enterprise movants twist the requirement for a violation of 1962(c) by claiming the 
plaintiff must have been “injured by the defendants ... conduct ....” (Memorandum p 41 -4) The 
implication is that the discrete, individual acts of the Enterprise movants when viewed in 
isolation, with nothing more, must allegedly cause harm to the plaintiff. The attempt to focus on 
individual defendants without any relation to others undercuts RICO’s purpose to eradicate 
organized crime. Beck v. Prupis . 529 U.S. 494, 496, 146 L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 1608 (2000) 
(emphasis added). 

A 1962(c) violation requires conduct of an enterprise through a pattern of racketeering 
activity, Sedima at 496, and that racketeering activity, or predicate acts, cause the plaintiff injury, 
Sedima at 497. The key for alleging the Enterprise movants liable is that they participate in, 
direct, conduct, manage or knowingly implement the Enterprise’s affairs through a pattern of 
racketeering activities that cause the plaintiff harm. “[F]or the essence of the violation is the 
commission of those acts in connection with the conduct of an enterprise.” Sedima at 497 
(emphasis added). 
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In order to participate, directly or indirectly, in the conduct of an enterprise’s affairs, a 
defendant must play some part in directing those affairs. Reves v. Ernst & Young. 507 U.S. 170, 
179, 122 L.Ed.2d 525, 113 S.Ct. 1163 (1992). That does not mean that only primary 
responsibility for the enterprise’s affairs is required. “[T]he phrase ‘directly or indirectly’ makes 
clear that RICO liability is not limited to those with a fonnal position in the enterprise, but some 
part in directing the enterprise’s affairs is required.” Reves at 179. What is needed is that a 
person participates in the operation or management of the enterprise. Reves at 185. But an 
enterprise is “operated” not just by upper management but also by lower rung participants who 
are under the direction of upper management or by others associated with the enterprise who 
exert control; that is, authority. Reves at 184. “[Ejven if a defendant is not acting in a 
managerial role ... he can still be liable for directing the enterprise’s affairs if he ‘exercised 
broad discretion’ in carrying out the instructions of his principal.” US v. Diaz . 176 F.3d 52, 92 
(2d Cir. 1999), citing Napoli v. US. 45 F.3d 680, 683 (2d Cir. 1995). In addition, a defendant 
may also take part in the conduct of an enterprise by knowingly implementing decisions as well 
as making them. US v. Ore to . 37 F.3d 739, 750 (1st Cir. 1994). 

The Enterprise movants falsely claim the Complaint is devoid of allegations that they 
play some part in directing the affairs of a segment of the Russian mafia, and that it only alleges 
they were “merely involved” (what ever that means) or “simply perfonned tasks necessary or 
helpful” to the Russian mob. (Memorandum p 43-2) What the Complaint alleges is the 
Enterprise movants, along with the other defendants, run, operate or direct parts of the Russian 
mafia—not the entire worldwide criminal enterprise (Complaint 15). 

For example, Enterprise movants FlashDancers and member American Organized Crime 
Gang 1, to which they belong, operates a criminal conglomerate of prostitution, pornography, 
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intimidation, immigration fraud, drug trafficking and money laundering through its topless clubs 
and the Internet site www.flashdancersnyc.com . (Complaint 16-23, 471, 474, 477, 480, 483) 
Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich manage a segment of the Russian mafia’s 
immigration of human assets, such as prostitutes, into New York; direct the fraudulent 
acquisition of visas; suborn perjury before the INS, IRS and the courts; decide on the use of 
coercion and intimidation; and make decisions concerning money laundering and the use of 
international facilities to carry out their responsibilities in bringing in some of the Russian 
mafia’s assets—not all. (Complaint 27-24, 485, 488, 490, 492, 494, 495, 496, 497, 498, 499, 
500, 512, more than the “only two paragraphs” that the Memorandum p 43-2 claims as alleging 
Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich’s role in the mafia.) Enterprise movant Shipilina is a middle level 
manager for the Russian mafia handling under her discretion a relatively small part of its 
prostitution, pornography, money laundering, drug smuggling and relationship building with 
Russian, Chechen and American organized crime groups. (Complaint 36, 542) Enterprise 
movant Paulsen, operating under the pseudonym, Wayne Williams, manages the production and 
importing of a portion of the Russian mafia’s pornography for Southern California. (Complaint 
37-39, 546) Enterprise movant Henning knowingly implements decisions by higher ups in the 
Russian mafia to use his police powers for tampering with government informants. (Complaint 
47, 558) 

Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich cite to Morin v. Trupin , 835 F.Supp. 
126, 134-36 (SDNY 1993) and Strong & Fisher v. Maxima . 1993 WL 277205, at *1, for support 
of the argument that their involvement with the Russian mafia does not amount to participation 
in its management or operation. (Memorandum p 42-3 to p 43-1) Morin , in citing to Strong , 
says, “even though the complaint alleged that defendants had substantial power to induce the 
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alleged enterprise to take actions, it did not allege sufficient power to conduct or participate in 
conducting the alleged enterprise .. Morin at 135 (emphasis added). Unlike in those two 
cases, the Complaint in this action not only alleges sufficient power but also the actual activities 
by the Kuba, Mundy & Associates law firm along with Mundy and Petrovich in conducting or 
participating in conducting part of the Russian mafia’s affairs. (Complaint 27-33, 488, 490, 492, 
494, 495, 496, 497, 498, 499, 500, 512) As the Complaint alleges, Enterprise movants Kuba, 
Mundy and Petrovich’s actions are not limited to providing legal advice and legal services to the 
Russian mafia, but constitute a direct and independent role in its affairs that satisfies the 
operation or management requirement. Turkish v. Kasenetz . 964 F.Supp. 689, 694-95 (EDNY 
1997). 

“An attorney’s license is not an invitation to engage in racketeering, and a lawyer no less 
than anyone else is bound by generally applicable legislative enactments. Neither Reves nor 
RICO itself exempts professionals ... from the law’s proscriptions, and the fact that a defendant 
has the good fortune to possess the title ‘attorney at law’ is, standing alone, completely irrelevant 
to the analysis dictated by the Supreme Court [in Reves].” Handeem v. Lemaire . 112 F.3d 1339, 
1349 (8 th Cir. 1997). In the situation where a firm, its employee and an attorney are alleged, as 
here, for misusing the judicial system, allegations that support a 1962(c) violation may aver: (1) 
joining in a collaborative undertaken with other Russian mafia members to illegally provide 
immigration papers for mafia prostitutes and managers (Complaint 485, 486, 490, 491, 502, 

503), to silence witnesses and informants (Complaint 265-68, 280, 282, 287, 289, 293-97, 316, 
318), to bribe government officials (Complaint 254, 255, 298-303, 306-08); (2) navigating 
Russian mafia members through court and administrative proceedings by suborning perjury 
before the INS (Complaint 224, 225, 236, 237), by suborning perjury before law enforcement 
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officers (Complaint 229, 230), by directing and preparing court filings with erroneous 
information (Complaint 234, 239, 275-77), by coercing opponents of the mafia with non-existent 
or falsified evidence in court proceedings (Complaint 245, 273); and (3) taking the lead with 
their legal acuity in making important decisions concerning the operation of part of the Russian 
mafia, such as obtaining visas and naturalization for mafia assets (Complaint 485, 486, 490, 491, 
502, 503) or money laundering (Complaint 294). See Handeem v. Lemaire . 112 F.3d 1339, 
1349-50. 

The compensable injury under 1962(c) is the harm suffered from the predicate acts; that 
is, any recoverable damages will flow from the commission of those predicate acts. Sedima , 473 
U.S. at 497. 

E. The Enterprise, a.k.a. Russian mafia, exists . 

The Enterprise movants once again confuse their motion to dismiss with a summary 
judgment motion or a trial by objecting that the Complaint’s allegations do not prove the 
existence of the Russian mafia. For instance, they objections include “there is no showing” 
(Memorandum p 46-2), “failed to proffer any evidence” (Memorandum p 46-3), has “a compete 
paucity of evidence” (Memorandum p 47-1) and “failed to establish the existence of an 
enterprise” (Memorandum p 47-1). Even the quote they use from the Supreme Court saying an 
enterprise is “proved by evidence” comes from a Supreme Court case concerned with a 
conviction after trial—not a motion to dismiss a RICO complaint. US v. Turkette , 452 U.S. 576, 
583, 69 L.Ed.2d 246, 101 S.Ct. 2524 (1981). “The pleading of additional evidence is not only 
unnecessary, but in contravention of proper pleading procedure.” Geisler v. Petrocelli , 616 F.2d 
636, 640 (2d Cir. 1980). 
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The movants also try to heighten the pleading standard for alleging the existence of the 
Russian mafia beyond the requirement that “[a] party should set forth the avennents in his 
pleadings in general terms ... that are sufficient to provide the necessary notice to the adversary.” 
Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc .: Civil 2d 1281, p 519. They object the Complaint fails to 
“allege specific facts” (Memorandum p 46-2), “has not pled any details” (Memorandum p 46-3), 
“is clearly insufficient” (Memorandum p 46, n. 21). Their objections are unfounded, since an 
enterprise can be pled generally. Azurite Corp. Ltd, v. Amster & Co. . 730 F.Supp. 571, 577 
(SDNY 1991). 

In addition, the Enterprise movants wrongly draw inferences from statements they make 
in their Memorandum as though those statements were part of an evidentiary record, but no such 
record exists because discovery has not yet occur. They boot strap these inferences into 
conclusions that the Russian mafia does not exist, or the Enterprise movants are not part of it, or 
they do not swing any weight within it. (Memorandum p 46-2, p 46 n. 22, p 47-1) 

Further, the Enterprise movants resort to name-calling to convince the Court that the 
Russian mafia does not exist: “preposterous allegations”, “frivolous nature” or “stretching the 
bounds and limits of the most delusional imagination.” (Memorandum p 47-2) Of course, 
vituperative words can often be successful when used against unpopular causes. 

The enterprise in this action is the Russian mafia or as the Complaint at 1 states, “[t]he 
Russian International Crime Organization [which] generates profits worldwide from numerous 
criminal activities that include without limitation drug trafficking, money laundering, tax 
evasion, immigration fraud, prostitution, pornography, white slavery, bribery, mail and wire 
fraud, murder, extortion, coercion and terror.” The Enterprise movants and the other defendants 
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in this action are not the entire Enterprise but members of it; that is, they are members of the 
Russian mafia. (Complaint 11, 15, 16-127) They work together for the mafia’s goals and their 
own enrichment. (Complaint 12, 13) Taken together, they are a segment of the Russian mafia, a 
relatively few pieces in a jigsaw puzzle that is the Russian mafia in the 21 st century. 

“[A]n enterprise includes any union or group of individuals associated in fact.” NOW v. 
Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249. 260, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994)(quoting United States v. 
Turkette , 452 U.S. 576, 580, 69 L.Ed.2d 246, 101 S.Ct. 2524(1981)). An enterprise is a group of 
persons associated together for a common purpose of engaging in a course of conduct. United 
States v. Turkette . 452 U.S. 576, 583. 

The Complaint alleges the Russian mafia is an ongoing organization in which its 
members associate together for the purpose of engaging in illegal and legal activities in order to 
earn substantial profits. (Complaint 12) That a key aim of the Enterprise is to infiltrate and 
expand its activities in hard currency markets where profits are not threatened by inconvertibility 
of the local currency or drastic depreciations. (Complaint 13) And the relationships among the 
Russian mafia’s members are both fonnal, including agreements and chain of command 
authority, and infonnal in which the common objectives of the mafia, to infiltrate and grow in 
hard currency markets, controls decision-making. (Complaint 14) The last part of that allegation 
of common objectives controlling decision-making is nothing more than modern day 
management principles for running non-hierarchically structured organizations. 

In Commercial Cleaning Servs. LLC v. Colin Serv. Sys., Inc. . 271 F.3d 374, 379 (2d 
Cir.2001), the Second Circuit, taking as true the plaintiffs allegations, did not dismiss for failure 
to plead an enterprise composed of entities associated-in-fact that included the defendant 
company, which hired illegal aliens to provided cleaning services; employment services; labor 
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contractors; newspapers in which the defendant advertised; and immigrant networks that assisted 
fellow illegal immigrants in getting work, housing and illegal work pennits. The enterprise 
alleged in this action is a more cohesive organization. Given the notoriety of the Russian mafia, 
the Court could actually take judicial notice of its existence. Whether the defendants are 
members of it is another matter, which must await discovery, for the Complaint only does what it 
is suppose to: allege they are members. (Complaint 16-127) 

The Enterprise movants’ argument that an enterprise must have a “structural continuity” 
or “distinctness” extending beyond the performance of the pattern of racketeering acts 
(Memorandum p 44-3, 45-2) or a “hierarchy” (Memorandum p 44-3) has been expressly 
disavowed by the Second Circuit. Moss v. Morgan Stanley, Inc.. 719 F.2d 5, 22 (2d Cir. 1983); 
United States v. Bargaric . 706 F.2d 42, 55 (2d Cir. 1983); United States v. Mazzei . 700 F.2d 85, 
88 (2d Cir. 1983). The Enterprise movants base their position on a couple of decisions by 
district courts in the Second Circuit that hold a plaintiff does not adequately plead a RICO 
enterprise if he fails to plead racketeering acts distinct from the enterprise and fails to plead an 
enterprise with a centralized hierarchy. (Memorandum p 45-2) The cases, Goldfine v. 

Sichenzia . 118 F.Supp.2d 392, 400 (SDNY 2000), and Black Radio Network, Inc, v. NYNEX 
Corp. . 44 F.Supp.2d 565, 580 (SDNY 1999), derive these requirements exclusively from 
Schmidt v. Fleet Bank , 16 F.Supp.2d 340, 349-50 (SDNY 1998), which in turn based its holding 
on cases from the Eight Circuit. The Second Circuit disagreed with Schmidt on precisely the 
points for which the Enterprise movants cite Goldfine and Black Radio . See Pavlov v. Bank of 
New York Co.. Inc. . 25 Fed.App. 70, 2002 WL 63576 (2d Cir. Jan. 14, 2002)(unpublished 
decision). In reversing the district court’s dismissal of a RICO claim in Pavlov , the Second 
Circuit reiterated its position, “[o]ur Circuit has rejected the Eighth Circuit’s restrictive approach 
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to the enterprise element.... The enterprise need not necessarily have a continuity extending 
beyond the performance of the pattern of racketeering acts alleged, or a structural hierarchy, so 
long as it is in fact an enterprise defined in the statute. We have repeatedly found a sufficient 
enterprise where the complaint alleges a group without centralized hierarchy formed for the sole 
purpose of carrying out a pattern of racketeering acts.” Id- at *71. 

The Second Circuit long before Pavlov dismissed the reasoning of the Eight Circuit on 
which Schmidt . Goldfine and Black Radio are based. HanseTn Gretel Brand. Inc, v. Savitsky . 
1997 WL 543088, *2 (SDNY Sept. 3, 1997). In Hansel the defendants argued, as the Enterprise 
movants do here, that a complaint must allege a common link among them other than the 
racketeering activity (Memorandum p 45-2) or, alternatively stated, that the defendants played 
roles in the enterprise distinct from the racketeering activity. The Enterprise movants err when 
they claim support for this argument comes from Turkette at 583, which states the enterprise is 
separate and apart from the pattern of racketeering activity. The Second Circuit in United States 
v. Mazzei . 700 F.2d 85, 88 (2d Cir. 1983), considered the impact of Turkette . and rejected the 
movants notion. Hansel at *2 (quoting Mazzei at 89). Further, in Colony Holbrook. Inc, v. 
Strata. G.C.. Inc.. 928 F.Supp. 1224, 1235-36 (EDNY 1996), the court rejected the view that an 
enterprise encompasses only an association with an ascertainable structure having an existence 
apart from the commission of the predicate acts. 

Operating under their misunderstanding of the law, the Enterprise movants object the 
Complaint does not provide a flow chart of the command and control as well as the 
interrelationship of all the members of the Russian mafia, or at least the defendants. 
(Memorandum p 46-1, 2) Even discovery will not finalize a flow chart for the Russian mafia, 
but will show connections among the defendants, who the Enterprise movants inaccurately 
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contend make up the entire alleged Enterprise, Russian mafia. (Memorandum p 45-3) The 
Complaint specifically states the defendants comprise only “a portion of the Enterprise’s 
activities in America, Russia, Cyprus and Mexico.” 

The Enterprise movants claim that a small law firm, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, could 
not hold together part of the Russian mafia and conduct legal work for all the defendants in this 
action across the world. (Memorandum p 46-2) The problem with this objection is the 
Complaint does not allege that. The Complaint alleges, “Kuba, Mundy & Associates act as 
consiliari and manager of US immigration issues in New York for the Enterprise.” (Complaint 
27, emphasis added) New York is not the world, although some may think so. Further, the 
Complaint alleges that the law firm “operates a green card and visa mill that fraudulently obtains 
visas...for Russians” (Complaint 28), and “uses coercion and intimidation against” against some 
parties (Complaint 30). While such operations do further the Russian mafia’s aims in New York; 
they don’t hold that worldwide organization together, or even the US Chapter. Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates just runs a department, although an important one, of the Russian mafia’s operations. 

They also object “[tjhere is absolutely no other connection....” among them and the other 
defendants other than the encounters, travels and work of Enterprise movant Shipilina. The 
Court does not know that. The evidence of the full extent of the connections is within the 
Enterprise movants knowledge and will come out in discovery. 

There is, however, a thread that leads through the Complaint’s allegations, just as the 
thread of money led reporters Woodward and Bernstein through the maze of Watergate. In this 
case the thread is a person: movant Shipilina. One of the few ways of exposing underworld 
organizations from the outside is by tracking one of its members, noting that member’s 
interactions with other members and the events that subsequently ensue. As the Complaint 
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alleges, the plaintiff followed that thread to pimps, prostitutes, pomographers, pushers, brothels, 
well known gangsters, Islamic Mafiosi, corrupt public officials, a green card mill, money 
launderers, crooked lawyers, lap-dancing clubs, killers, goons, bribers, intimidators and 
perjurers. As Humphrey Bogart said in the Maltese Falcon, “All those on one side. Maybe some 
of them are unimportant, I won’t argue about that. But look at the number of them.” 

The “number of them” paints a picture of part of the Russian mafia. When the control of 
the Communist Party fell apart, some enterprising Russian men and women started recruiting 
willing young females to sell sexual services overseas for hard currency. (Complaint 10, 13, 41, 
42, 61, 69, 80, 85) In order to get those nubile bodies to the lucrative markets required 
circumventing immigration laws. (Complaint 27-29, 32, 33) How? By sneaking in assets across 
borders, bribing immigration officials, tricking stupid Americans into marriage, engagements or 
relationships. (Complaint 423, 426, 427, 254, 255, 323, 367, 368, 361, 363, 365, 883) Once the 
flow of willing bodies ramped up, managers were needed in the hard currency markets to keep 
track of the cash flow in order to mitigate the tendency of these young ladies to maximize their 
income and minimize the commissions they paid. Managers were also needed to find new 
outlets, increase the flow of assets from Russia, branch off into related areas—such as drugs, 
protect the growing operations with threats and intimidation, build relationships with other 
organized crime groups and bring in lawyers, law enforcement officials, accountants, Internet 
companies and every other type of professional needed to successfully manage and run a 
business. (Complaint 11, 15) 

Even if Schmidt . Goldfine and Black Radio were still the law in the Second Circuit, the 
plaintiff argues the Complaint has pled that the Russian mafia, and along with it the defendants’ 
segment of it, “would exist despite the alleged pattern of racketeering activity,” (Memorandum p 
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45-2). The pattern of racketeering activity, as opposed to an enterprise, is a series of criminal 
acts defined by 18 USC 1961(1). Turkette at 583. The latter is pled by allegations of “the 
requisite number of acts of racketeering committed by the participants in the enterprise,” 

Turkette at 583. The Complaint alleges a pattern of predicate acts by the Enterprise movants and 
other defendants to assist and carry out Russian mafia activities. (Complaint 466-683) The 
Russian mafia also engages in other criminal acts and racketeering activities in other parts of the 
world not alleged in the Complaint. (Complaint 1) In addition, some of the Russian mafia’s 
activities, although sorted, are legitimate. For example, employing young females to take off all 
their clothes and jiggle their bodies close to the faces of strangers paying $20 a “dance” is not a 
predicate act. However, the income from such lap-dancing does help support the mob’s infra 
structure. So even deleting all the alleged predicate acts in the Complaint still leaves a distinct 
association of fellow travelers seeking fortune and, for some, glory by way of the Russian mafia. 

F. Standing . 

The Enterprise movants continue their effort to heighten civil RICO pleading 
requirements—this time for standing. At Memorandum p 48-1, they assert the Complaint “must 
show”, which means to prove, Black’s Law Dictionary . But the purpose of a complaint under 
the federal rules is to give notice, not prove. Hickman v. Taylor. 329 U.S. 495, 500-01, 91 L.Ed. 
451, 67 S.Ct. 385 (1947). 

In their Memorandum at p 48-4, the movants claim the plaintiff “cannot demonstrate 
with any specificity in what manner” injuries were sustained to his business or property. 
Demonstrate means “to prove indubitably”, Black’s Law Dictionary, complaints do not prove. 

In addition, the Enterprise movants’ reference to a “specificity” requirement for “demonstrating 
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injury” fails to mention where this standard comes from. Perhaps it is their ubiquitous version of 
Rule 9(b), but both the Supreme Court and the federal rules foreclose the adoption of that 
position. See Michael Goldsmith, Judicial Immunity for White Collar Crime: The Ironic Demise 
of Civil RICO , 30 Harv. J. on Legis. 1, 18-22 (1993) (criticizing several attempts at RICO 
reform through judicial revisionism including improper heightened pleading requirements). The 
Enterprise movants objection to a lack of “specificity” in injury is more appropriate for a 
summary judgment motion after discovery has been conducted. But, even at that stage, if the 
plaintiff cannot prove the exact amount of harm, a nominal amount of damage is adequate to 
support liability. Potomac Elec. Power v. Electric Motor & Supply . 262 F.3d 260, 266 (4 th Cir. 
2001 ). 

More importantly, the Complaint at 900-907 provides the movants enough specifics for 
fair notice of the harm done to the plaintiff. But even had the Complaint failed to specify the 
manner of injury and only made what the Memorandum at p 48-4 objects to as “conclusory 
allegations [of injury that]... are not definite or ascertainable ...,” the Supreme Court has held 
that “[a]t the pleading stage, general factual allegations of injury resulting from the defendant’s 
conduct may suffice, for on a motion to dismiss we presume that general allegations embrace 
those specific facts that are necessary to support the claim.” NOW v. Scheidler , 510 U.S. 249, 
256 (quoting Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife , 504 U.S. 555, 561, 119 L.Ed.2d 351, 112 S.Ct. 
2130(1992). 

Civil RICO provides standing to sue to “[a]ny person injured in his business or property 
by reason of a violation of [18 USC 1962].” 18 USC 1964(c). In order to bring suit, a plaintiff 
must allege: (1) defendants’ violation of 1962, (2) injury to the plaintiffs business and property 
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and (3) causation of injury by defendants violation. Commercial Cleaning Servs .. 271 F.3d 374, 
379 (2d Cir. 2001). The “by reason of’ clause in 18 USC 1964(c) limits standing to plaintiffs 
who allege the RICO violation was both the factual and proximate causes of the averred injuries. 
Commercial Cleaning Servs .. 271 F.3d 374, 379 (citing Holmes v. Sec. Investor Prot. Corp. , 503 
U.S. 258,268, 117 L.Ed.2d 532, 112 S.Ct. 1311 (1992)). 

The Enterprise movants mistakenly claim the Second Circuit “has made clear that 
liability ... does not ‘depend on whether there is proximate causation as that tenn is used at 
common law.’” (Memorandum p 48-1, citing Abrahams v. Young & Rubican Inc.. 79 F.3d 234, 
237 (2d Cir. 1996). The current law in the Second Circuit on RICO proximate causation is not 
so clear. The Circuit has moved away from the Enterprise movants’ assertion that proximate 
causation is determined by a zone of interest test in which the plaintiff must be “in the category 
the statute meant to protect.” (Memorandum p 48-1) Rather common law principles for 
determining proximate cause seem favored. “Central to the notion of proximate cause is the idea 
that a person is not liable to all those who may have been injured by his conduct, but only to 
those with respect to whom his acts were ‘a substantial factor in the sequence of responsible 
causation,’ and whose injury was ‘reasonably foreseeable or anticipated as a natural 
consequence.’” Lerner v. Fleet Bank . 318 F.3d 113, 123 (2d Cir. 2003)(citing First Nationwide 
Bank v. Gelt Funding Corp. . 27 F.3d 763, 769 (2d Cir, 1994) (quoting Hecht v. Commerce 
Clearing House. Inc. . 897 F.2d 21, 23-24). In Lerner . the Second Circuit found that racketeering 
activities, or predicate acts, were not a substantial factor in the chain of causation, nor were the 
losses reasonably foreseeable, Lerner at 123, which sounds a lot like common law proximate 
causation. The Lerner court, however, took a circuitous route to get here and, to a degree, left its 
options open for defining proximate causation. 
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In Lerner , the Second Circuit backtracked and maneuvered away from the “zone of 
interest” test. Id. at 120. “We have previously implied that there might be an additional standing 
component—that the plaintiff must fall within the zone of interests RICO seeks to protect. Id. 
(citing see Laborers Local 17 v. Philip Morris. Inc. 191 F.3d 229, 239 (2d Cir. 1999). “[T]he 
zone of interests test ... is an inquiry into whether ... the plaintiff is within the class of persons 
sought to be benefited by the provision at issue.” Id- (quoting Holmes v. Securities Investor 
Protection Corn.. 503 U.S. 258, 287, 117 L.Ed.2d 532, 112 S.Ct. 1311 (1992)(Scalia, J„ 
concurring).” The Second Circuit concluded “it wiser to resolve [such] cases on grounds of 
proximate causality.” Lemer at 120. The Lerner court further stated that in Abrahams v. Young 
& Rubican Inc. . 79 F.3d 234, 237, relied upon by the Enterprise movants, it “resolved the 
[standing] issue on the grounds of proximate causation,” Lerner at 121, and explained that in 
Abrahams the Court should have used the term “proximate causality” instead of zone of 
interests, but that both are pretty much the same, Lerner at 121 n. 6. “[T]he reasonably 
foreseeable victim of a RICO enterprise will often be ... the type of victim the RICO statute 
seeks to protect.” Lerner at 122. 

The Second Circuit in Lerner finally held the better approach to resolving causation was 
that adopted by the Supreme Court in Holmes . Lerner at 121-122, which indicates the Second 
Circuit is moving away from the “zone of interest test” relied on by the Enterprise movants. The 
plaintiff, therefore, suggests following the holding of Holmes and other circuits that the 
proximate cause required for RICO standing is a common law concept. See e.g. Systems 
Management. Inc, v. Loiselle . 303 F.3d 100, 104 (1 st Cir. 2002); Perry v. American Tobacco Co.. 
324 F.3d 845, 848 (6 th Cir. 2003). 
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In Holmes , the Supreme Court reasoned that standing under civil RICO concerns only the 
injury to a person, not the legal right of that person to sue for violations of predicate acts. 

Holmes . 503 U.S. 258, 280. In reaching its decision, the Court analogized to the Sherman Act 
which federal courts have held as requiring common law proximate causation to determine 
standing. Lerner at 120-121. The reason for applying common law proximate causation under 
the Sherman Act applies just as readily to civil RICO suits under 1964(c). Holmes at 267-69. 
Holmes , therefore, opts for common law causation principles under RICO, Perry v, American 
Tobacco Co. . 324 F.3d 845, 848 (6 th Cir. 2003), in which the traditional rule requiring that the 
defendant’s acts substantially caused an injury that was foreseeable includes the traditional 
requirement that the injury was “direct”, in that the defendant did not injure some intermediary 
who in turn hanned the plaintiff. Laborer’s Local 17 Health & Benefit Fund v. Philip Morris. 
Inc. . 191 F.3d 229, 235-36 (2d 1999); see Holmes at 268. 

As the Complaint alleges, there was no one standing between the plaintiff and the 
defendants, so the hann was direct. (Complaint 900-907) In addition, the predicate acts and 
RICO violations committed in furtherance of the Russian mafia’s Scheme factually harmed the 
plaintiffs business and financial interests, and the injuries from those predicate acts and RICO 
violations were foreseeable. Id. 

In their advocating a “zone of interest” test for proximate cause, the Enterprise movants 
claim a plaintiff must be “the intended target.” (Memorandum p 48-1) On the target issue, the 
Second Circuit has repeatedly emphasized that the targets, competitors and intended victims of a 
racketeering enterprise are those that are the reasonably foreseeable victims of a RICO violation. 
Lerner at 124. The targets do not have to be specifically named by the criminal entity when it 
concocts its scheme; they only need to fall within the group of reasonably foreseeable victims. 
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The Enterprise movants falsely claim that the Complaint asserts all the defendants in this action, 
banded together, looked up the plaintiffs name while he was working in Moscow and decided to 
target him for exploitation (Memorandum p 48-3). The Russian mafia and its Scheme of 
targeting American businessmen as unwitting accomplices in bringing the mafia’s assets and 
managers to the new world existed well before the plaintiff landed in Moscow on July 4, 1999. 
(Complaint 10, 360-63, 883) The plaintiff had the unfortunate luck of stepping into the cross 
hairs of the Russian mafia’s Scheme when he accepted an invitation to a party in his apartment 
building. (Complaint 128-38) If the plaintiff had been loan sharked by the Italian mafia, the 
Enterprise movants would not make the ludicrous claim that to satisfy standing the Italian mafia 
had to create a loan sharking enterprise solely targeting the plaintiff. Here it is not the Italian but 
the Russian mafia, a large criminal entity that the plaintiff will prove exists if given the 
opportunity for discovery. “No precedent suggests that a racketeering enterprise may have only 
one “target,” or that only a primary target has standing ... there is a broad class of plaintiffs 
under RICO.” Baisch v. Galina . 346 F.3d 366, 375 (2 nd Cir. 2003). 

Some courts do not even require that the plaintiff be the target or intended victim of 
predicate acts so long as the plaintiffs business or property was directly injured as a proximate 
result of the violation. Rakoff and Goldstein, RICO Civil and Criminal . 4.02[7]. The Complaint 
alleges such injuries at 900-907. 

If this Court does decide to follow the “zone of interest test,” or at least add it to the 
common law proximate cause requirement, the plaintiff argues that at this stage of the 
proceedings there is a set of facts that can be proved that will satisfy the “zone of interest test,” 
so dismissal on those grounds would be inappropriate. See Swierkiewicz v. Sorema N.A. . 534 
U.S. 506, 513-14, 152 L.Ed.2d 1, 122 S.Ct. 992 (2002). Furthermore, disputed claims of 
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causation and injury cannot be decided on a Rule 12(b)(6) motion. See Knevelbaard Diaries v. 
Kraft Foods. Inc. . 232 F.3d 979, 989 (9 th Cir. 2000). 

Further, in NOW v. Scheidler . the plaintiffs alleged that a RICO conspiracy had injured 
them in their business or property, and the Supreme Court concluded that nothing more was 
needed to confer standing at the pleading stage. NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256 (quoting 
Luian v. Defenders of Wildlife . 504 U.S. 555, 561, 119 L.Ed.2d 351, 112 S.Ct. 2130 (1992)). 
This action alleges damages to “business and financial interests.” (Complaint 900-907) The 
Enterprise movants apparently try to narrow the damages recoverable under RICO to exclude 
harm to financial interests. (Memorandum p 48-4) Whether an interest is property depends on 
state law. Oscar v. University Student Coop Ass’n . 939 F.2d 808. 810-11 (9 th Cir. 1991). Under 
New York law, property includes anything that may be subject to ownership and includes 
obligations, rights and other intangibles. New York Jur2d, Prop 1. Financial interests clearly 
fall within the definition of property, so this Complaint alleges damage to the plaintiffs business 
and property interests, which is enough to confer standing. 

Nevertheless, the Enterprise movants object to the damages alleged in the Complaint 
even though such types of hann have been held recoverable under RICO. When a commercial 
business loses money, it has suffered injury to both business and property. Rakoff and 
Goldstein. RICO Civil and Criminal, 4.03 [2]. The Complaint at 907(a) alleges loss of profits 
from the plaintiffs law and consulting business as a result of halting nonnal work and 
investigating and seeking to rectify hann from the Scheme. Philatelic Foundation v. Kaplan . No. 
85 Civ.8571, slip op. (SDNY May 9, 1986), dismissed in part 647 F.Supp. 1344. Lost profits are 
considered an injury to business. Terminate Control Corp. v. Horowitz. 28 F.3d 1335, 1343 (2d 
Cir. 1994). Business interruptions and expenses resulting from the Russian mafia’s Scheme, 


110 



alleged in the Complaint at 907(b), are recoverable and sufficient to stand a motion to dismiss. 
R.A.G. S. Couture. Inc, v. Hyatt. 774 F.2d 1350, 1353 (1985). The values of business 
opportunities lost due to RICO predicate acts, alleged in the Complaint at 907(c), are 
compensable. Terminate Control Corp. v. Horowitz. 28 F.3d 1335, 1343. Expenses from the 
investigation of the tampering with and intimidation of witnesses and subordination of perjury 
and bribery in order to avoid and rectify injury, alleged at Complaint 907(d), are recoverable. 
Malley-Duff & Associates v. Crown Life Ins. Co. . 792 F.2d 341, 355 (3d Cir. 1986). Harm to 
business reputation and goodwill, alleged at Complaint 907(e), constitutes a RICO injury. Lewis 
v. LHU . 696 F.Supp. 723, 727 (DDC 1988). 

The Enterprise movants also mistakenly use a case to argue this RICO action has not 
accrued because the alleged damages have not become “clear and definite.” (Memorandum p 
48-2) The facts in the case they cite, Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhodes . 859 F.2d 1096, 1106 (2d Cir. 
1988), cert denied, 490 U.S. 1007 (1989), are diametrically different from this action. Bankers 
Trust deals with a RICO claim by a creditor against its debtor. Since the damages claimed under 
RICO by the creditor were also subject to a bankruptcy proceeding, the Second Circuit decided 
the damages would not become definite until the bankruptcy action made clear how much of 
those damages the creditor would recover in bankruptcy. Once that happened, the amount not 
recovered through the bankruptcy action could be recovered under RICO. That is, the damages 
claimed under RICO would become “clear and definite.” 

Two more recent cases not cited by the Enterprise movants, but which use the exact 
words quoted in their Memorandum at p 48-2: “a cause of action under RICO does not accrue 
until the amount of damages becomes clear and definite,” more clearly show that the reason for 
those RICO actions not accruing was that the creditors might still recover on their loans through 
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other pending actions. Strangely the words quoted by the Enterprise movants in their 
Memorandum do not appear anywhere in the case they do cite. Bankers Trust . 

The two cases in which those exact words do appear: First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt 
Funding Corn. . 27 F.3d 763, 768 (2d Cir. 1994) and Motorola Credit Corp. v. Uzan . 322 F.3d 
130, 135 (2d Cir. 2003) hold that “[t]he ‘clear and definite’ amount of damages suffered by a 
secured creditor who is fraudulently induced to make a loan and seeks to recover the value of the 
loan itself, ‘cannot be established until it is finally determined whether the collateral is 
insufficient to make the plaintiff whole, and if so, by how much.” Motorola at 135 (quoting First 
Nationwide at 768). So until the creditor recovered on the collateral, the amount remaining to 
recover under RICO was uncertain “because the RICO damages are netted against recovery 
obtained from collateral and other sources....” Id- The plaintiff in this action is not a creditor; 
therefore, the reasoning of those cases does not apply and damages have accrued. 

The Enterprise movants then try to absolve themselves of any harm they may have 
legally caused the plaintiff by stating such harm was the result of the plaintiffs “own careless 
actions.” (Memorandum p 49-1) Perhaps not having employed a “taster” to test meals prepared 
by his wife for drugs or following his heart into a trap the Buddhists refer to as “idiot 
compassion” made the plaintiff contributory negligent. But contributory negligence applies to 
negligence actions—not criminal conduct by the Russian mafia. The Enterprise movants may, 
however, be taking a page from George Orwell’s depiction of the former Soviet Union where the 
victim is the violator and the violator the victim. 
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G. Conspiracy . 

Again the Enterprise movants try to wrongly heighten the standard for pleading RICO, 
this time for averring conspiracy under 18 USC 1962(d). They mistakenly claim that the 
Complaint “must show” (Memorandum at p 49-2), which means to prove, and object to a 
“paucity of facts” (Memorandum p 50-1). But the plaintiff must not be put to the test to prove 
his allegations at the pleading stage. NOW. Inc v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256. 

The movants also object the Complaint fails “to adequately plead when or where such 
purported agreements occurred, the nature of the agreements or what the terms of the agreements 
to conspire were,” (Memorandum p 50-1). This sounds very much like their ubiquitous 
“particularity” requirement adopted from Rule 9(b). However, the Supreme Court has declined 
to extend beyond fraud or mistake the Rule 9(b) requirement of greater particularity in 
allegations. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 513. The heighten standard of 
particularity the movants demand by requiring the pleading of “when”, “where” and the “terms 
of the agreements to conspire” does not apply. But even if it did, such information is peculiarly 
within the possession of the Enterprise movants, so their new standard for pleading RICO 
conspiracy should be permissively applied. Berk v. Tradewell . 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39. 

A plaintiff is not required to be omniscience, but provide enough information to put the 
defendants on notice. Arnold v. Arnold Corp. . 920 F.2d 1269, 1279-80 (6 th Cir. 1990). The 
Complaint’s conspiracy allegations not only provide enough information to put the movants on 
notice but also a fair amount of infonnation as to “when”, “where” and the “terms” of the 
agreements. For example: the conspiracy to trick the plaintiff by using lies and drugs so that he 
would bring an asset of the Russian mafia to America began in July 1999 (Complaint 135, 136), 
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the conspiracy to force the plaintiff to lie to the INS in order to protect the Russian mafia’s 
Scheme began around November 2000 (Compliant 228), the agreement to obtain an order of 
protection based on perjury in order to pressure the plaintiff into lying to the INS occurred in 
December 2000 or January 2001 (Complaint 234), the agreement to have the plaintiff threatened 
with death at the hands of Russian gangsters occurred around January 2001 (Complaint 236), the 
conspiracy to prevent the plaintiff from going to trial in order to avoid exposure of some of the 
Russian mafia’s activities began around February or March 2001 (Complaint 243), the 
agreement to bribe an INS official occurred in the Spring of 2001 (Complaint 254), the 
conspiracy to use Russian or Islamic Mafiosi to silence witnesses began around April 2001 
(Complaint 265), the agreement to hide movant Shipilina’s true net worth from the New York 
Supreme Court occurred probably in the Summer of 2001 (Complaint 275), the conspiracy to use 
hoodlums to threaten the plaintiff so as to avoid a public trail that would expose part of the 
Russian mafia and to keep him from providing information to law enforcement agencies started 
in October 2001 with the first of four threats made over twenty months (Complaint 280, 287, 
316), the conspiracy to use Russian gangsters or Islamic Mafiosi to force witnesses in a criminal 
case in Russia to change their testimony or refuse to testify began around March 2002 
(Complaint 293), the agreement to bribe a New York City detective occurred around March 2001 
(Complaint 306), the murder-for-hire agreement occurred in July or August 2002 (Complaint 
319), and agreements to import prostitutes, pornography, drugs or launder money occurred in 
March 2000 (Complaint 321), Fall of 2000 (Complaint 326) and September 2000 (Complaint 
401). 

In addition, the Enterprise movants object that the allegations of conspiracy are 
“conclusory” (Memorandum p 49-2) and “bare conclusory” (Memorandum p 50-1). Conclusory 
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means expressing a factual inference without stating the underlying facts. Black’s Law 
Dictionary . Well, most of the underlying facts for the Enterprise movants’ conspiracies are 
within their possession and won’t come out until discovery. 

They use Morin v. Trupin , 747 F.Supp. 1051, 1067 (SDNY 1990), for holding that 
conclusory and bare allegations of conspiracy are insufficient to plead RICO conspiracy. 
(Memorandum p 49-2) That is what Morin holds, but it does so because in that case the 
“[pjlaintiffs’ entire allegation of a RICO conspiracy consisted] of the following: ‘The 
defendants conspired with each other to violate 18 USC Sec. 1962(a), (b) and (c).”’ Morin at 
1067 (emphasis added). Now there’s a bare allegation. The Enterprise movants, however, do 
not even mention that lone, short allegation in their Memorandum as the reason the Morin court 
dismissed the conspiracy claims. Nor do the movants compare that allegation with the numerous 
allegations of conspiracy in the Complaint in this action. 

A RICO conspiracy violation occurs when any person conspires to violate 18 USC 
1962(a), (b) or (c). 18 USC 1962(d). 

The Enterprise movants’ implication that a necessary element of a RICO conspiracy is 
the conspirators “agreed to form” a RICO enterprise makes no sense if a RICO enterprise already 
exists, such as the Russian mafia. (Memorandum p 49-2) In such a case, and where the 
conspirators are members of the enterprise, a complaint only needs to allege the existence of an 
agreement to violate 1962(a), (b) or (c). See Cofacredit v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co., 187 
F.3d 229, 244 (2d Cir. 1999). The Complaint alleges such agreements by the Enterprise movants 
at 472, 475, 478, 481, 484, 489, 501, 513, 543, 547, 559, and these conspirators are alleged to be 
members of the Russian mafia (Complaint 16-23, 27-39, 44-50). 


115 



The plaintiff must also allege that the conspirators intended to further the criminal 
endeavor, which can be met by merely adopting the goal of advancing or facilitating the 
violation of RICO 1962(a)(b) or (c). See Salinas v. U.S. . 522 U.S. 52, 65, 139 L.Ed.2d 352, 118 
S.Ct. 469 (1997). The Complaint does so at 472, 475, 478, 481, 484, 489, 501, 513, 543, 547, 
559. A conspirator need not agree to undertake all of the acts necessary to commit an offense. 
Salinas at 65. He can be a conspirator by agreeing to facilitate only some of the acts leading to 
the offense. Salinas at 65. The Supreme Court’s standard appears less stringent than the one 
advocated by the Enterprise movants that conspirators “understood the scope of the enterprise 
and knowingly agreed to further its affairs through the commission of various offenses.” 
(Memorandum p 49-2) 

In their Memorandum at p 50-2, the movants claim, “there can be no RICO conspiracy 
without a substantive RICO violation,” and, they, the Enterprise movants, did not violate any of 
the provisions of 18 USC 1962. Co-conspirators who might not themselves have violated one of 
the substantive provisions of 1962 can still be sued providing others were alleged to have done 
so. Beck v. Prupis . 529 U.S. 494, 507, 146 L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 1608 (2000). In addition, 
conspiracy is not an independent cause of action but a mechanism for subjecting co-conspirators 
to liability for the tortious acts of one of their members, and a tortious act is a 1962(a), (b), or (c) 
violation or may even be the commission of one predicate act. Beck at 506 n. 10. The 
Complaint alleges numerous violations of 18 USC 1962 and predicate acts committed by the 
Enterprise movants in furtherance of the Russian mafia’s Scheme. (Complaint 466-547, 556- 
559) 

The Enterprise movants claim that a defendant cannot be liable for conspiracy “unless it 
has some part in directing the RICO enterprise’s affairs.” (Memorandum p 50-3) The Enterprise 
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movants do not provide the page cite from Reves v. Ernst & Young . 507 U.S. 170, 122 L.Ed.2d 
525, 113 S.Ct. 1163 (1992), that they use to support their statement. They just provide the title 
page for the case. Since Reves concerned a violation of 1962(c), the plaintiff assumes the 
movants limit this alleged rule only to conspiracies to violate 1962(c). But even with that 
limitation, the alleged rule is wrong. A defendant can be liable for conspiring to violate a law, 
even if he is not among the class of persons who could commit the crime directly. US v. Viola . 
35 F.3d 37, 43 (2d Cir. 1994). And a defendant can conspire to violate 1962(c) even though he 
is not an operator or manager; that is, does not have “some part in directing the RICO 
enterprise’s affairs,” so long as he knowingly agreed to facilitate the activities of those who run 
the enterprise. Brouwer v. Raffensperger, Hughes Co. . 199 F.3d 961, 966-97 (7 th Cir. 2000). 

The Complaint alleges the Enterprise movants play a part in directing some of the activities of 
the Russian mafia, but if the Court chooses to overlook those allegations, the Complaint at the 
very least alleges the movants agreed to perform services of a kind that facilitated the activities 
of other operators and managers. (Complaint 466-70, 472, 473, 475, 476, 478, 479, 481, 482, 
484, 485-87, 489, 490-99, 501, 502-11, 513, 514-41, 543, 544, 545, 547, 556, 557, 559) 

As for conspiring to violate 1962(a) & (b), the Supreme Court in Reves made clear that 
both insiders and outsiders could violate those two sections, Reves . 507 U.S. 184-85; therefore, a 
conspirator under 1962(a) & (b) need not have any say in the running of the enterprise. 

Injury under 1962(d) requires harm from an overt act that is a predicate act or otherwise 
wrongful under RICO. Beck . 529 U.S. at 505. The Complaint alleges agreements among the 
Enterprise movants to violate 1962(a)(b) or (c), overt acts that are wrongful under RICO and 
injuries to the plaintiff. (Complaint 472, 475, 478, 481, 484, 489, 501, 513, 543, 547, 559, 900- 
907) In Berk v. Tradewell , 2003 Lexis 12078, *42, Chief Judge Mukasey found that the 


117 



plaintiffs’ action for 1962(d) conspiracy would not be dismissed because the complaint had 
alleged the defendants formed an agreement and acted in concert to commit predicate acts. So 
the Complaint, as it pertains to RICO conspiracies, should not be dismissed. 

H. Aid and abet . 

The Complaint does not allege that the Enterprise movants aided and abetted the 
violation of 18 USC 1962, the substantive RICO statute. It alleges the movants are liable as 
principals for the violation of predicate acts under 18 USC 1961(1) when they willfully commit 
the offense, aid, abet, counsel, command, induce, or procure or cause its commission. 18 USC 2. 
So when they engaged in such conduct, they were committing racketeering activities. 

(Complaint 466-70, 473, 476, 479, 482, 485-87, 490-99, 502-511, 514-541, 544, 545, 556, 557) 
Liability for racketeering activities is the basis on which the other RICO elements build to reach 
a violation of substantive RICO, 18 USC 1962. Therefore, a defendant who aids and abets a 
predicate act is considered a principal for that act and can in the end be liable for violating 18 
USC 1962, providing the other elements of RICO are satisfied, such as pattern, injury, enterprise 
and standing. 

Point III: State claims . 

A. Supplemental jurisdiction . 

The Enterprise movants continue their efforts to have this Court apply a higher standard 
than required to the plaintiffs RICO pleading in order to gain a dismissal. Previously they 
attempted to apply Rule 9(b) to predicate acts that were not fraudulent, carried on as though Rule 
9(b) applied to pleading violations of 18 USC 1962 and demanded the Complaint provide 
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evidence that proved its allegations. In their Memorandum at p 52-3 and p 53-1, they try to 
wrongly heighten the standard for pleading subject matter jurisdiction. The movants cite to 
United Mine Workers v. Gibbs , 383 U.S. 715, 725, 16 L.Ed.2d 218, 86 S.Ct. 1130 (1966), for 
holding that “[t]o withstand a motion to dismiss, a federal claim must be stated with substance 
sufficient to confer subject matter jurisdiction.” (Memorandum p 52-3, emphasis added) What 
the Supreme Court said was “[t]he federal claim must have substance...,” Id. at 725, which 
meant there was a federal question on which to base subject matter jurisdiction. The Supreme 
Court did not say that allegations of subject matter jurisdiction had to be “stated with substance,” 
which implies a heightened pleading standard for jurisdiction. 

The movants also refer to a “specificity” pleading requirement (Memorandum p 52-3) 
that they take from a case alleging a governmental conspiracy to deprive a person of his 
constitutional rights, Hughes v. PBA of NYC. 850 F.2d 876, 880 (2d Cir. 1988), which found 
support from another case, Oster v. Aronwald. 567 F.2d 551, 553 (2d Cir. 1977), also averring a 
governmental conspiracy. Pleading a governmental conspiracy to violate constitutional rights is 
not pleading subject matter jurisdiction. 

The pleading standard for subject matter jurisdiction is whether a complaint asserts a 
claim under the US Constitution or federal statute as ascertained by looking at the whole 
complaint. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civil 2d 1206, p 89-90. Or, as Rule 8(a)(1) 
requires: a short and plain statement of the grounds on which the court’s jurisdiction depends. In 
this action, the Complaint at 6, 7 provides such statements. If the Court finds that subject matter 
jurisdiction has not been properly pled, the plaintiff requests leave to re-plead it. 

Other than the Enterprise movants attempt to raise the bar for pleading jurisdiction, it is 
unclear exactly what they are asking for in this section. The movants titled the section: “This 
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Court Lacks Jurisdiction Over Plaintiffs Pendant State Law Claims” and state that if the RICO 


claims are dismissed, then the “pendent state law claims must be dismissed,” (Memorandum, p 
53-1). However, in the following paragraph (Memorandum, p 53-2), they argue that the Court 
should keep jurisdiction and “address the instant state law claims ..So which is it—dismiss 
everything or keep the state claims. 

If the Court dismisses the RICO claims, then whether to keep the state law claims is 
within it discretion as guided by the factors in 28 USC 1367(c). Those factors are considered in 
light of judicial economy, convenience, fairness and comity. United Mine Workers of America 
v. Gibbs . 383 U.S. 715, 726. If the Court declines jurisdiction over the state law claims, it 
should dismiss them without prejudice so that they may be brought in state court. Gold v. Local 
7 United Food & Commercial Workers Union . 159 F.3d 1307, 1311 (10 th Cir. 1998). 

B. Pendent state law claims . 

The Enterprise movants are back to their old tricks of claiming the Complaint must prove 
rather than allege and plead at a stricter standard than Rule 8’s general notice requirement. 

Under Rule 8, a complaint need not state with precision all elements that give rise to a legal basis 
for recovery as long as fair notice of the nature of the action is provided. Wright & Miller, Fed. 
Prac. & Proc. : Civil 2d 1216, p 154. 

The Enterprise movants assert the Complaint “must demonstrate,” which means to prove 
indubitably, Black’s Law Dictionary, various elements of the state claims of intentional infliction 
of emotional distress (Memorandum p 53-4, p 54-2) and abuse of process (Memorandum p 56- 
1). They also object the abuse of process allegations do not “establish” (Memorandum p 56-3), 
which also means prove by evidence, Black’s Law Dictionary . However “[i]t is a familiar rule 


120 



of pleading ... that evidence by which an allegation is sought to be established need not be 
pleaded. ... Such matters [of evidence], however, are for proof and we doubt the propriety, 
much less the necessity of their allegation.” Cater Constr. Co. v. Nischwitz . ill F.2d 971, 973 
(7 th Cir. 1940). 

In their argument for a higher standard than called for in Rule 8, the movants make 
conclusory statements that the emotional distress claim “is bare and conclusory, with 
uncorroborated injuries.” (Memorandum p 54-2) Corroborate means to add weight by 
additional evidence, Black’s Law Dictionary , but the plaintiff must not be put to the test to prove 
his allegations at the pleading stage. NOW. Inc v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256. The Enterprise 
movants do not even cite to the allegations they claim are “bare and conclusory.” Perhaps they 
hope a busy court will not take the time to look them up, and accept their conclusions as 
accurate. Well, here are the cites to the emotional distress allegations that harmed the plaintiff, 
so the Court can decide for itself: Complaint at 137, 168, 171, 172, 175-81, 185, 216, 228-30, 
234, 236-37, 239-41, 243, 245, 257-59, 273, 280-84, 287-92, 306-09, 316-18. 

The Enterprise movants claim, without more, that the Complaint fails “to sufficiently 
plead the elements” for abuse of process. (Memorandum p 57-2) They do not even cite the 
allegations to which they refer, so here are the abuse of process allegations that harmed the 
plaintiff: Complaint 228, 234, 239-41, 306-13. Nor do they cite the malicious prosecution 
allegations that they claim are “conclusory” (Memorandum p 58 -3), so here are the Complaint’s 
malicious prosecution allegations for the Court 228, 234, 239, 306-10. 

(i) Intentional infliction of emotional distress on the plaintiff . 
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In order to allege the intentional infliction of emotional distress, a complaint need aver 
that the defendants by extreme and outrageous conduct intentionally or recklessly caused sever 
emotional distress to the plaintiff. Lish v. Harper’s Magazine Foundation . 807 F.Supp. 1090, 
1109 (SDNY 1992). 

The Complaint alleges that the Russian mafia, through its members Flash Dancers 
Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret; Flash Dancers Managers Barry, 3, 4 or 5; Madison a.k.a. Pierre; 
Kuba; Mundy; Petrovich; Shipilina; and Henning, engaged in acts to intentionally or recklessly 
cause the plaintiff emotional distress. The act or acts attributable to each depended on whether 
the immediate aim was to use the plaintiff for bringing a valuable asset of the Russian mafia, 
Shipilina, to America, to intimidate him into going along with the mafia’s illegal efforts or to 
threaten him into silence concerning the mob’s activities. 

Among the acts were secretly slipping the plaintiff drugs to assure he would bring 
movant Shipilina to America and remain in the dark as to the Russian mafia’s Scheme 
(Complaint 137, 168, 171, 172, 175-81, 185, 216); filing false reports about the plaintiff with the 
New York City police to intimidate him into lying to the INS and keeping quiet about the 
Russian mafia’s activities (Complaint 228-30, 234, 239-41); threatening the plaintiff with death 
at the hands of Russian mobsters if he did not play along (Complaint 236-37); threatening the 
plaintiff through four telephone calls with what can only be described as physical harm if he does 
not stop his search for justice (Complaint 280-84, 287-92, 316-18); and using corrupt police 
power to threaten the plaintiff with jail to chill him from exercising his constitutional rights 
(Complaint 306-09). 

Whether the above alleged acts are extreme and outrageous is susceptible to 
determination as a matter of law, and, obviously peculiar to the particular situation given the 
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limitless human capacity for cruelty. Howell v. New York Post Co,, Inc. , 81 N.Y.2d 115, 122, 
612 N.E.2d 699, 702, 596 N.Y.S.2d 350, 353 (1993). Guidance can be found in the Restatement 
(Second) of Torts that describes the required conduct as going “beyond all possible bounds of 
decency, and to be regarded as atrocious and utterly intolerable in a civilized community.” 
Murphy v. American Home Products Corp. 58 N.Y.2d 293, 303, 448 N.E.2d 86, 96, 461 
N.Y.S.2d 232, 242 (1983). A viable claim also exists when severe pain and anguish are inflicted 
through a deliberate campaign of intimidation as opposed to just one instance of alleged 
aggravating conduct. Nader v. General Motors Corp. . 25 N.Y.2d 560, 569, 255 N.E.2d 765, 770, 
307 N.Y.S.2d 647, 654(1970). 

Secretly feeding a person drugs, threatening injury and death and corruptly using the 
police and legal system may, when considered separately, be tolerable under the community 
standards of present day Russia or even modern day New York City. But when these acts are 
part of an ongoing campaign to keep in America a Russian mafia asset, who entered the country 
illegally, and to protect the Russian mafia from exposure, then even by New York City standards 
the alleged conduct went beyond the bounds of decency. 

Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich claim the plaintiff alleges them liable 
because they represented movant Shipilina in divorce and immigration proceedings. 
(Memorandum p 54-2) The accuracy or inaccuracy of that statement depends on how they 
define “represent.” If represent means arranging for threats, corruptly using the police and 
judiciary and coercion against the plaintiff, then their statement is accurate. (Complaint 228-30, 
232, 234, 236-41, 243, 245, 273, 280-84, 287-92, 306-09, 316-18) If it means representation 
according to ethical standards, then it is not accurate. 
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The plaintiff has the right to be free from the mental disturbance intentionally or 
recklessly caused by the above cited acts. Mitran v. Williamson . 21 Misc.2d 106, 197 N.Y.S.2d 
689, 692 (Sup.Ct., Kings County, 1960). And the Complaint at 284, 292, 905 alleges the hann 
caused the plaintiff by the Russian mafia’s infliction of emotional distress. If that is not enough 
at this stage, then the plaintiff requests leave to amend the Complaint. 

Where the acts of inflicting emotional distress are continuing, the plaintiff may bring suit 
within one year of the conduct terminating. Drury v. Tucker . 210 A.D.2d 891, 621 N.Y.S.2d 
822, 823 (4 th Dep’t 1994). And when at least some of the defendants’ actionable conduct takes 
place within one year of suit, recovery can be had for the entire course of conduct. Neufeld v. 
Neufeld . 910 F.Supp. 977, 982-83 (SDNY 1996). The acts alleged in the Complaint began in 
1999 and continued up until at least June 2003 when the plaintiff received a fourth telephone 
threat. This occurred after the Complaint was filed, but was made known to the Court and the 
Enterprise movants in a June 19, 2003 letter from the plaintiff. This call not only added to the 
emotional distress to which the Russian mafia had subjected the plaintiff, but infers an Enterprise 
conspiracy to deter, intimidate and threaten the plaintiff from freely pursuing this case in a 
federal court. Such an act violates 42 USC 1985(2) by constituting a conspiracy to interfere with 
the plaintiffs civil rights. That allegation is not now part of the Complaint, but the plaintiff 
intends to include it in amending the Complaint as a matter of right or by leave of the Court if the 
Enterprise movants’ motions to dismiss are granted in whole or in part. 

Also, there has been no indication that the efforts to silence the plaintiff have ended. 

There may just be a lull. But even assuming they have ended, and disregarding the June 2003 
threatening call, the wrongs earliest possible termination was not until the plaintiff became aware 
of the unwillingness of movant Henning to go forward with the arrest of the plaintiff. This 
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occurred on April 23, 2002 when the plaintiffs attorney told him the matter had been referred to 
the Queens District Attorney for a decision on whether to arrest the plaintiff. The RICO 
Complaint was filed on April 18, 2003, which is within the one-year limit measured from April 
23, 2002. 

In addition, even after April 23, 2002, there was continuing uncertainty caused by the 
threat of the future outrageous act of arresting the plaintiff for exercising his rights that was as 
effective in causing emotional distress as acts continuously committed. In fact, the plaintiffs 
uncertainty continued until October 11, 2003 when he finally learned that he was not going to be 
arrested after reading movant Henning’s affidavit in this action, which said the district attorney 
had concluded there was no reason for an arrest. (Henning Affidavit 9) So, the statute of 
limitations did not start running until October 11, 2003. 

Moreover, the one-year statute of limitations for emotional distress was tolled when the 
plaintiff served Enterprise movants Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret; Flash Dancers 
Managers Barry, 3, 4 or 5; Kuba; Mundy; Petrovich; Shipilina; and Henning with a summons 
and notice under New York CPFR 305(b) on March 27, 2003. Exhibit B . Service of a summons 
and notice within one year from when an action for emotional distress accrues tolls the statute of 
limitations. See CPFR 305. Practice Commentary C305:3. Summons and Notice, p 422. The 
Enterprise movants say the emotional distress claim “could not have accrued any later then 
March 2002 ....” (Memorandum p 55-2) They actually mean March 27, 2002, which is the date 
that movant Henning threatened the plaintiff with arrest and member defendant Madison, a.k.a. 
Pierre, threatened the plaintiff not to testify before the INS or try to reopen the Krasnodar 
criminal case. (Complaint 308, 318) Since service of the summons and notice was made on 
March 27, 2003, within the one-year period, and the Enterprise movants failed to respond by 
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serving a demand for a complaint, id. CPLR 305 Practice Commentary , the filing of the RICO 
Complaint on April 18, 2003 was timely because the emotional distress statute of limitations had 
been tolled. 

(if) Abuse of process . 

Abuse of process is the misuse or perversion of regularly issued court process for an 
improper collateral purpose not justified by the nature of the action. Board of Education of 
Fanningdale v. Fanningdale Classroom Teachers Assoc.. 38 N.Y.2d 397, 400, 343 N.E.2d 278, 
280, 380 N.Y.S.2d 635, 639, (1975). 

To state a claim under abuse of process, the plaintiff does not have to allege, as 
Enterprise movants Mundy and Petrovich contend (Memorandum p 57-2), that defendants issued 
process. Defendants need only initiate a legal process against the plaintiff. See Williams v. 
Williams . 23 N.Y.2d 592, 596, 246 N.E.2d 333, 335, 298 N.Y.S.2d 473, 476 (1969). Legal 
process is a direction or demand, issued from or filed in court that interferes with the plaintiffs 
person or property. Id. Obtaining a temporary restraining order can constitute use of legal 
process capable of being abused. Cf. Andersen v. Pegalis. 150 A.D.2d 315, 540 N.Y.S.2d 843, 
845 (2d Dep’t 1989). 

The Complaint alleges Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina caused the 
Queens Family Court to issue a temporary order of protection against the plaintiff that was 
obtained based on perjured testimony and for the illegitimate purpose of forcing the plaintiff to 
lie to the INS and protect some of the Russian mafia’s activities. (Complaint 228, 234, 239-41) 

After issuance of the temporary order of protection, Enterprise movants Mundy, 

Petrovich and Shipilina improperly used it by initiating the criminal process, executed by movant 
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Henning, which threatened the plaintiff with arrest for allegedly violating the restraining order. 
(Complaint 306-13) Enterprise movant Henning even calls the matter a “case” that he referred to 
the Queens District Attorney, which was subsequently closed because the plaintiff did not violate 
the protection order. (Henning Affidavit ]fs 9, 10) 

The purposes of movants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning’s acts were to 
intimidate the plaintiff into lying to the INS, keeping quiet about the Russian mafia’s activities, 
ceasing his cooperation with the INS in Moscow and preventing him from trying to reopen the 
Krasnodar criminal case that would expose a number of the Russian mafia’s activities 
(Complaint 228, 306), all clearly improper, and all without justification. 

Both the temporary order of protection and the threatened arrest from the alleged 
violation cost the plaintiff legal fees, interfered with the plaintiffs person by restraining his 
freedom of movement, forced him to make the difficult preparations for an impending arrest, 
resulted in loss of business and damaged his reputation. (Complaint 3,313, 905, 907) These 
damage allegations satisfy the requirement to plead actual or special damages, Board of 
Education of Farmingdale v. Farmingdale Classroom Teachers Assoc. . 38 N.Y.2d 397, 405, 343 
N.E.2d 278, 284, 380 N.Y.S.2d 635, 644, (1975), and show that the Enterprise movants once 
again misstated the Complaint by claiming it “fails to allege special damages at all....” 
(Memorandum p 57-2) 

Since the bogus case against the plaintiff for allegedly violating the temporary order of 
protection was not closed until June 19, 2002 (Henning Affidavit f 10), the abuse of process 
wrong did not terminated until then. The RICO complaint was filed on April 18, 2003, well 
within the one-year statute of limitations. Further, under the general application of the 
continuing tort theory under New York law where actionable conduct that takes place within one 
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year of suit will toll the statute for the entire course of conduct, Neufeld v. Neufeld , 910 F.Supp. 
977, 982-83, the issuance of the order of protection by the Queens Family Court, which began 
the abuse of process conduct, is tolled to fall within the one year limitations period. 

(iii) Malicious prosecution 

“A malicious prosecution is one that is begun in malice, without probable cause to 
believe it can succeed, and which finally ends in failure.” Burt v. Smith . 181 N.Y. 1, 5, 73 N.E. 
495, 496 (1905). The purpose of the cause of action is to protect the personal interest of freedom 
from unjustifiable litigation. Broughton v. State of NY . 37 N.Y.2d 451, 457 (1975). 

Malicious prosecution requires a judicial proceeding, which means that judicial action of 
some sort will occur. See Rosario v. Amalgamated Ladies Garment Union . 605 F.2d 1228, 
1249-50 (2d Cir. 1979), cert, denied, 446 U.S. 919, 64 L.Ed.2d 273, 100 S.Ct. 1853. An 
injunction satisfies the prior judicial proceeding element. Diamond v. Strassberg . 751 F. Supp. 
1152, 1153 (SDNY 1990). As the Complaint alleges, Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich and 
Shipilina initiated a proceeding in the Queens Family Court. (Complaint 228, 234, 239) As a 
result, the plaintiff was enjoined and required to appear in court or be arrested. Movants Mundy, 
Petrovich and Shipilina, with the crucial assistance of movant Henning, then used that injunction, 
the order of protection, to cause the New York City Police and Queens District Attorney to 
officially act against the plaintiff by opening a case and notifying him of arrest. (Complaint 306- 
10, Henning Affidavit 8-10) 

Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning correctly note that another 
element of malicious prosecution is the termination of the judicial proceeding in favor the 
plaintiff. (Memorandum p 58-4) But they are wrong in defining “termination ... in favor of the 
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plaintiff’ as meaning only that the proceeding “has been tried on the merits and the outcome was 
a finding of innocence.” (Memorandum p 58-4) Termination in favor of the plaintiff includes 
the accuser abandoning the proceeding, Russo v. State of NY . 672 F.2d 1014, 1019 (2d Cir. 
1982), failure to prosecute, Reit v. Meyer . 160 App.Div. 752, 146 N.Y.S. 75, 79 (1 st Dep’t 1914), 
and circumstances that were not inconsistent with the plaintiffs innocence, Smith-Hunter v. 
Harvey . 95 N.Y.2d 191, 196, 734 N.E.2d 750, 755, 712 N.Y.S.2d 438 (2000). Enterprise 
movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina abandoned and failed to prosecute the temporary order 
of protection when they did not appear at a court hearing, which caused dismissal of the petition. 
(Complaint 311) And the police department’s efforts to arrest the plaintiff for violating the order 
of protection prior to its dismissal were terminated in favor of the plaintiff when the Queens 
District Attorney concluded there was no violation of the order. (Henning Affidavit ]{ 9) 

Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina’s conduct in obtaining the temporary 
order of protection based on perjured testimony by Shipilina and suborned by Mundy and 
Petrovich infers a lack of probable cause. (Complaint 234, 239) In addition, movants Mundy, 
Petrovich and Shipilina’s bribing or rewarding Henning for instituting proceedings to arrest the 
plaintiff also infers lack of probable cause. (Complaint 306, 307) 

In order to allege malice, a complaint must aver the defendants commenced prior actions 
for a wrong or improper motive, for something other than the ends of justice. Nardelli v. 
Stamberg . 44 N.Y2d 500, 502-03, 377 N.E.2d 975, 976, 406 N.Y.S.2d 443, 445 (1978). 
Allegations of ill will, spite or hatred are not needed. Id. The Complaint alleges that the motives 
behind the temporary order of protection and subsequent cases opened by the police and district 
attorney were to force the plaintiff to lie to the INS in order to protect the Russian mafia’s 
Scheme to gain Shipilina residency and citizenship, prevent the plaintiff from exposing some of 
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the mafia’s activities, stop his cooperation with the INS in Moscow and avoid the reopening of 
the Krasnodar criminal case. (Complaint 228, 234, 306, 307) In addition, malice can be inferred 
from the lack of probable cause, Loeb v. Teitelbaum. 77 A.D.2d 92, 432 N.Y.S.2d 487, 495 (2d 
Dep’t 1980), which the Complaint alleges as stated in the preceding paragraph. 

Enterprise movants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and Henning claim malicious 
prosecution requires allegation of “special injuries,” but do not specify what they mean by that 
phrase, nor refer to any cases. The injuries for which malicious prosecution compensates 
includes harm to reputation and character, inconvenience and anxiety, Rosario v. Amalgamated 
Ladies Garment Union . 605 F.2d 1228, 1249-50 (2d Cir. 1979), cert, denied, 446 U.S. 919, 64 
L.Ed.2d 273, 100 S.Ct. 1853, injury to feelings, counsel fees and expenses, Loeb v. Teitelbaum . 
77 A.D.2d 92, 432 N.Y.S.2d 487, 496 (2d Dep’t 1980), and economic losses, Miller v. City of 
NY . 90 A.D.2d 483, 454 N.Y.S.2d 551 (2d Dep’t 1982). The Complaint alleges damages for 
counsel fees, anxiety, economic losses and harm to the plaintiffs reputation. (Complaint 313, 
908,909,913,907) Punitive damages are also recoverable. Nardelli v. Stamberg. 44 N.Y2d 
500, 503, 377 N.E.2d 975, 976, 406 N.Y.S.2d 443, 445 (1978). 

The statute of limitations is one year from the termination of the judicial proceeding. 
CPLR 215(3). The proceeding that began with the issuance of a temporary order of protection 
followed by an investigation into the alleged violation of that order did not finally end until the 
Queens District Attorney detennined there had been no violation and movant Henning “marked 
the case closed” on June 19, 2002. (Henning Affidavit ^}s 9, 10) This RICO complaint was filed 
on April 18, 2003, well within the one-year period. 

To correct a misstatement by Enterprise movants Mundy and Petrovich, the Complaint 
does not allege March 2002 as the last month for them being members of the Russian mafia. 
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(Memorandum p 59-3) Movants Mundy and Petrovich are alleged to be continuing members of 
the mafia. (Complaint 32, 33) Besides, the Memorandum admits that Mundy continues his 
efforts to obtain residency for a mafia asset, movant Shipilina, who illegally entered the country 
and continues to violate US law. (Memorandum p 3-1) 

(iv) Prima facie tort . 

The plaintiff withdraws the prima facie tort cause of action. 

Point IV: Short and plain statement 

The Enterprise movants claim they cannot make heads or tails out of the 
Complaint because it is too long-winded and confusing. (Memorandum p 63-1) Yet they were 
able to file a 66 page, detailed memorandum in support of their motion to dismiss. That 
Memorandum shows they have done a pretty good job of understanding the allegations against 
them, which means the Complaint did its job of apprising them of the nature of the litigation and 
claims against them. Cater Constr. Co. v. Nischwitz . Ill F.2d at 973. 

The movants reliance on Brown v. Calil'ano . 75 F.R.D. 497 (D.D.C. 1977), is misplaced 
because, unlike in Brown v. Califano . the RICO Complaint in this action was not filed after 
seven nearly identical complaints had been brought over a period of seven years with each one 
having been dismissed by the district court and the dismissals affirmed by the Court of Appeals. 
See Brown v. District Unemployment Compensation Board . 411 F.Supp. 1001, 1002 (D.D.C. 
1975)(this was the prior case in the series of nearly identical cases brought by the plaintiff 
Brown). 


131 



The plaintiff in this RICO action brought a prior divorce/annulment suit on advice of 
counsel and in response to movant Shipilina’s obtaining an order of protection against the 
plaintiff and movant Mundy’s threat of “difficult” divorce proceedings. (Complaint 239-42) In 
the divorce/annulment action the plaintiff made a motion to set the settlement aside based on 
duress and coercion. The plaintiff also petitioned the New York Family courts twice for an order 
of protection. The first in response to threats arranged by Mundy and Petrovich and made by 
Shipilina to the plaintiff that he faced death or physically injured at the hands of Russian 
mobsters if he did not he to the INS in order to assure her obtaining residency and citizenship. 
(Complaint 236, 237, 247, 854) The judge handling the first petition essentially told the plaintiff 
to get lost on the order of protection, but issued a summons based on the petition that was 
merged into the divorce/annulment action. (Complaint 855, 247, 248) The second petition was 
in response to two telephone calls from Madison a.k.a. Pierre threatening harm to the plaintiff if 
he did not stop cooperating with the INS in Moscow and the prosecutor in Krasnodar. 

(Complaint 289, 318, 868) The New York state emotional distress action was filed for the 
procedural purpose of tolling the statute of limitations. That adds up to around three and a half 
lawsuits that are markedly different from the present RICO action. 

Further, the allegations in this RICO suit are not comparable to those in Brown v. 
Califano . Here, members of the Russian mafia are alleged to have violated 18 USC 1962, 
inflicted emotional distress and engaged in abuse of process and malicious prosecution. The 
Complaint in Brown v. Califano included “nearly all theories of recovery known to the common 
law ... educational repressions ... tortures ... political surveillances ... wrongful death ... 
attempted homicide by euthanasia ... reverse discrimination ... and so on, and so forth.” Brown 
v. Califano . 75 F.R.D. 497, 498. Now that sounds like a helter-skelter stream of consciousness, 
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which is not the comprehensive, organized allegations of the Complaint in this RICO action. 

The probable reason the accusations in this action seem overwhelming to the movants is because 
they have violated so many predicate acts, and it is these predicate acts that are the building 
blocks of RICO violations. 

Moreover, the Complaint in this RICO action, unlike in Brown v. Califano . provides 
enough infonnation as to places and dates to assist in serving the Complaint’s function of 
apprising the defendants of the claims against them. For example, see the Complaint at 128, 130, 
139, 141, 147, 150, 153, 155, 159, 165, 168, 169, 173, 174, 182, 187, 192, 197, 202, 205,213, 

214, 217, 218, 220, 223, 226, 227, 229, 233, 234, 235, 239, 240, 243, 245, 247, 256, 273, 275, 

277, 278, 280, 282, 285, 286, 289, 293, 298, 306, 308, 318. 

The court in Brown v. Califano also refused to allow the plaintiff leave to amend the 

complaint because “the plaintiff has shown that he is no stranger to the courts....” Id- a t 499. 

The Enterprise movants argue that since the plaintiff in this RICO action is an attorney, he is 
“no stranger to the courts,” and that fact, along with the length of the RICO Complaint, means it 
should be dismissed with prejudice. (Memorandum p 63-3, p 64-1) The reason the court in 
Brown v. Califano stated the plaintiff was “no stranger to the courts” was because that plaintiff 
had filed seven nearly identical suits in that same court. Brown v. District Unemployment 
Compensation Board. 411 F.Supp. 1001, 1002 (D.D.C. 1975). The repeat filing of similar 
actions in the same court finally led the Brown v. Califano court to forgo the ordinary remedy for 
noncompliance with Rule 8(a), which is dismissal with leave to amend. That is not even near the 
situation in this RICO action. The RICO complaint is not similar to the prior divorce/annulment 
or protective order actions, and it is the only action the plaintiff has brought against all the 
defendant members of the Russian mafia in any court. Therefore, if the Court finds the RICO 
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complaint in noncompliance with Rule 8, the ordinary remedies of striking any portions that are 
redundant or immaterial, or dismissing the Complaint with leave to amend should apply. 
Salahuddin v. Cuomo . 861 F.2d 40, 42 (2d Cir. 1988). Either remedy would serve the basic 
policy of the federal rules of having disputes settled on their merits rather than on procedural 
formalities. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ 2d 1281, p 524-25. 

The application of Rules 8(a)(2) and 8(e)(1), which requires simple, concise and direct 
allegations, is to be made in light of the nature of the action. The degree of simplicity and 
conciseness depends on the subject matter, the type of claims presented and the number of the 
parties involved. Dublin Distribs. Inc, v. Edward & John Burke. Ltd. , 109 F.Supp. 125, 126 n.l 
(SDNY 1952). The more complex the litigation becomes, the greater the amount of detail that 
will appear in the pleadings. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ 2d 1281, p 521. A 
complaint charging RICO violations by a mafia will obviously recite numerous acts and 
circumstances. It will not be a short statement of a claim as the word “short” is used in pleading 
on a contract or in negligence. Rivioli Operating Corp. v. Loew’s Inc. . 7 F.R.D. 219, 223 
(WDNY 1947). The Complaint with its 915 paragraphs and 91 pages was necessary to plead the 
complex and intertwined workings of a segment of the Russian mafia, which is the type of 
organization RICO was meant to be used against. 

Point V: The Enterprise movants are not entitled to have the plaintiff enjoined from access to the 
courts for hann done by the Russian mafia . 

The three cases on which the Enterprise movants rely in their argument for an injunction 
against the plaintiff bear no factual resemblance to the circumstances surrounding this RICO 
action. In Lipin v. Nat’l Union Fire Ins, of Pittsburg , the plaintiff began with a case in state 
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court, Lipin I , and during the appeal of its dismissal, moved on to the district court with three 
more successive suits asserting the same claims: Lipin II , Lipin IIL and Lipin IV . Lipin v. Nat’l 
Union Fire Ins, of Pittsburg. 202 F.Supp.2d 126, 130-31 (SDNY 2002). In Becker v. Dunkin’ 
Donuts , the plaintiff brought 15 age discrimination suits in the Eastern District of New York and 
17 in the Southern District. Decker v. Dunkin' Donuts . 665 F.Supp. 211,216 (SDNY 1987). 

The plaintiff, Becker, was found to have made a business of filing job applications by the score 
and using a company’s rejections to bring strike suits for age discrimination in which Becker 
extorted money from companies to settle the actions. Becker at 216. The third case, In Re 
Martin-Trigona , involved a law school graduate who had been denied admission to the Illinois 
bar on character grounds. In Re Martin-Trigona. 737 F.2d 1254, 1256 (2d Cir. 1984). The 
plaintiff Martin-Trigona had brought “literally hundreds of lawsuits, motions and miscellaneous 
pleadings, all but a small fraction of which lack any merit whatsoever.” In Re Martin-Trigona at 
1256. 

In this RICO action, there has been only one complaint pending before the Court alleging 
criminal violations by a segment of the Russian mafia. There have been no other RICO or 
similar suits filed by the plaintiff. The plaintiffs divorce/annulment suit involved different legal 
issues and was brought on advice of counsel in response to a temporary order of protection 
against the plaintiff and the threat by movant Mundy to institute “difficult” divorce proceedings. 
(Complaint 239-42). The two requests for protection orders in the state courts occurred before 
the plaintiff, with the assistance of an attorney friend, Jeffrey N. Drummond, discovered he had 
actually been the victim of RICO violations by the Russian mafia. The first request for an order 
of protection was also brought on advice of counsel and in response to threats of death and 
injury. (Complaint 236, 237, 854) The second request for a protection order was brought in 
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response to two telephone threats. (Complaint 289, 318, 868) Only the state emotional distress 
case is redundant of the pendant emotional distress claim in this RICO action. And, as 
mentioned above, that state emotional distress action was filed to toll the statute of limitations. 

In their Memorandum at p 65-2, the Enterprise movants say the plaintiff “is not 
represented by counsel and has caused needless expense to over sixty-three defendants across the 
world ....” Two of the three cases cited by the Enterprise movants involved pro se plaintiffs, so 
the movants’ not-so-subtle argument is that because the plaintiff is pro se, he is wasting 
everyone’s time just like the other pro se plaintiffs in Lipin and Becker . But on the other hand, 
at Memorandum p 64-1, the Enterprise movants object that “[gjiven ... the plaintiff is an 
attorney, his poor pleading practice is even more egregious,” which castigates the plaintiff for 
being an attorney. The plaintiff is willing to abide by either the lawyer or the pro se 
classification, but not by one and then the other whenever it serves the Enterprise movants’ ends. 
The plaintiff requests the Enterprise movants make up their collective mind. 

The statement that the plaintiff has “caused needless expense to over sixty-three 
defendants across the world ...,” (Memorandum p 65-2) can only mean that the Enterprise 
movants are in touch with all the other member defendants; otherwise, how would they know 
about the other defendants’ expenses. And know this they do, since their lead lawyer signed the 
Memorandum, and by signing, the attorney certified that to the best of his knowledge or after 
reasonable inquiry, evidence will show that over sixty-three defendants have suffered expenses 
from the plaintiff bringing this action. See In re Frontier Ins. Sec. Litig. . 172 F.R.D. 31, 44 
(EDNY 1997). Included in those over sixty-three defendants, are those that the movants 
criticized the plaintiff for listing as unidentified defendants. (Memorandum p 2-2) Apparently 
these defendants are unidentified only to the plaintiff but not the Enterprise movants, or how else 
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could the movants know of those defendants’ expenses. In effect, the Enterprise movants 
affirmation of defendants’ expenses is an admission that the worldwide defendants are at least in 
communication with the Enterprise movants. Discovery will be able to flesh out this admission 
that contradicts the Enterprise movants claims of disparate and unconnected defendants. 
(Memorandum p 2-2, p 7-3, p 45-3 to p 47-2) 

Finally, by enjoining the plaintiff from acting as a private attorney general under RICO, 
which is one of the statute’s goals, Rotella v. Wood . 528 U.S. 549, 557, 145 L.Ed.2d 1047, 120 
S.Ct. 1075 (2000), would not only deprive him of a judicial remedy against Russian mafia 
members but deprive other American men as well. The Enterprise movants’ injunction would 
bar the plaintiff, a lawyer, from moving ahead with a class action RICO against the Russian 
mafia. At present, the plaintiff is using the web site been-scammed.com to locate 40 American 
men who have been hanned by the Russian mafia’s effort to infiltrate and expand its operations 
in the US. These men will be the basis for a class action RICO suit against the Russian mob in 
which the plaintiff will be the lead attorney. 
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Point VI: Enterprise movant Petrovich was served in accordance with New York CPLR 308(2) . 

Filing proof of service is prima facie evidence that service was proper, and shifts to the 
defendant the burden of proving that service was defective. See Nolan v. City of Yonkers . 168 
F.R.D. 140, 144 (SDNY 1995). The affidavit of service on Enterprise movant Petrovich was 
filed with the Court’s clerk and is attached as Exhibit D . Enterprise movants Kuba, Mundy and 
Petrovich claim that Petrovich is an independent contractor who does work for Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates (Memorandum p 3 n 5) but has never “maintained his place of business” at that law 
firm’s address (Memorandum p 66-2). Petrovich’s attorney has provided no proof that Petrovich 
was only an independent contractor—1099’s would suffice, nor that Petrovich never maintained 
a place of business at the Kuba law firm. In fact, the attached affidavit of Alan Flacks, Exhibit 
E, states that when Mr. Flacks called the law firm on November 17, 2003 and ask for Petrovich, 
a female with the first name of Stephanie, told Mr. Flacks that Petrovich was no longer working 
at the office but from his home. Obviously, Petrovich had worked in the Kuba offices at some 
point in time. 

Under New York CPLR 308(2), process can be served by delivering the papers to a 
person of suitable age at the defendant’s “actual place of business” and followed with a mailing 
of the papers by first class US post to that address. Under New York State CPLR 308(6) a 
defendant’s “actual place of business” is any location that the defendant publicly holds out as his 
place of business. Such a location includes the place where the defendant receives business 
correspondence although it need not be the same place where the defendant conducts business 
activities. See 1994 Report of the Adv.Comm. on Civ.Prac. . reprinted in 2 McKinney’s N.Y. 
Session Laws, 1994, at 3027, 3032. 


138 



The process server delivered and mailed the Complaint and summons to Petrovich at the 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates law firm at 321 Broadway, New York, NY. Exhibit D . On 
December 5, 2003, Mr. Flacks telephoned the Kuba, Mundy & Associates law firm and was told 
first by a gentlemen named Yi Feng and then by a female with the first name Stephanie that 
business correspondence for Petrovich should be sent to the law firm at 321 Broadway, New 
York, NY. Exhibit E . Flack’s Affidavit ]fs 5-8. In addition, the envelope containing the papers 
that was mailed to Petrovich by the process server was not returned as undeliverable. Further, an 
envelope mailed to Petrovich at the law firm by first class US post on April 20, 2003, which 
contained the request for a waiver of summons and the Complaint, Exhibit A . was also not 
returned as undeliverable. Seems clear that Petrovich is receiving business correspondence at the 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates law firm; therefore, he has been served. 

The plaintiff did not learn of the challenge to the service of Petrovich until receipt of the 
Enterprise movants’ motion on Tuesday, Sept 23, 2003. As a precautionary measure, for the 
next two and a half months, the plaintiff and his process server, Gotham Process Service, have 
tried to physically locate movant Petrovich at his listed home address, 233 East 60 th Street, New 
York, NY, but without success. Apparently, movant Petrovich is ducking service. Petrovich’s 
home address was obtained from Verizon’s reverse listing of the current telephone number 
provided for Petrovich by the Kuba, Mundy law firm and the current Manhattan White Pages. 
Since efforts to personally serve Petrovich have been thwarted, substitute service under CPLR 
308(4) was made on Petrovich at his 60 th street address. 

The RICO statute at 18 USC 1965(b) states that the Court may summon a party when the 
“ends of justice require.” As alleged in the Complaint, Petrovich is a perpetrator and co¬ 
conspirator along with other Enterprise movants in numerous predicate acts and RICO violations 
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who should not be allowed to escape the ends of justice by ducking the plaintiffs efforts to serve 
him process. Therefore, if the Court concludes that Petrovich has not been served, the plaintiff 
requests the Court to provide a method that it deems sufficient for serving Petrovich. 


2. Plaintiffs opposition to the motion to dismiss declaration by Enterprise movants Flash 
Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Lepofsky-CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Barry- 
Night Manager Flash Dancers, and Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5. 

Enterprise movants Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Lepofsky-CEO 

Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers, and Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5, 

are collectively referred to as “FlashDancers.” 

In addition to the plaintiffs memorandum in Section 1 above, this Section 2 addresses 

matters peculiar to the FlashDancers’ Declaration. The Declaration cites to some but not all of 

the allegations concerning FlashDancers’ criminal conduct. (FlashDancers Declaration ]} 3) 

These allegations, which follow, include call-girl operations (Complaint 24, 25, 214), dispensing 

narcotics (Complaint 48), intimidation (Complaint 49, 250, 251), and threatening the plaintiff 

(Complaint 281, 282, 283, 284, 288-91, 318): 

24. Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network (“Cybertech”) operates a call girl and pornographic 
web sight that can be accessed through various addresses, including www.flashdancersnvc.com . 

25. On information and belief, Cybertech is the Internet outlet used to sell sexual services for a 
number of topless lap-dancing clubs in New York. 

48. On information and belief, Flash Dancers Managers 1 and 2 organize and assist in secretly 
slipping narcotics to unsuspecting customers at that club. 

49. On information and belief, Flash Dancers Managers 3 to 5 supervise John Madison or 
Pierre’s intimidation, tampering with govermnent informants and use of physical force. 

214. On or about August 2000, the plaintiff became suspicious of Member Alina Shipilina’s 
involvement in prostitution when she began secretly contacting Flash Dancer customers over the 
plaintiffs telephone. 
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247. On March 14, 2001, the plaintiff had a complaint and summons, issued by a Queens, New 
York court, served on Member Alina Shipilina while giving lap-dances at Flash Dancers. 

250. Member Alina Shipilina, joined by Flash Dancers Gangster 1, both physically barred the 
process server from leaving the club. 

251. Members Alina Shipilina and Flash Dancers Gangster 1 tried to intimidate the process 
server into taking back the papers. 

252. The process server refused and he was finally allowed to leave. 

281. On information and belief, Member Alina Shipilina and Member Barry, Flash Dancers' 
Night Manager, or Flash Dancers Manager 3 arranged for Member Madison to make a 
threatening telephone call to the plaintiff. 

282. On October 19 th in the evening, a man using the name John Madison called the plaintiffs 
mobile telephone and in a threatening tone of voice left a message that warned the plaintiff 
against pursuing the legal proceedings against Member Alina Shipilina. 

283. Under the circumstances, the plaintiff interpreted the threat as referring to the motion for a 
trial and that if he went ahead with the motion. Member Madison would cause the plaintiff 
physical harm. 

284. The threatening telephone call made the plaintiff fearful for his physical safety, so he 
decided against making a motion for a trial and settled the case in November 2001. 

288. On information and belief, Member Alina Shipilina and Member Barry, Flash Dancers' 
Night Manager, or Flash Dancers Manager 4 arranged for Member John Pierre, to make a 
threatening telephone call to the plaintiff. 

289. On February 6, 2002, in the evening, a man using the name John Pierre called the plaintiffs 
mobile and left a threatening message warning the plaintiff: “.. .cease and desist with your 
actions against Alina Shipilina,” “I know everything about you,” “.. .you disgust me,” “.. .I’m 
very much available,” “You better get your act together..“... you at this point in time have 
crossed several boundaries that cause for a lot of red flags to wave in the air...,” and, “That’s it 
—leave her alone! Have a nice day.” 

290. Under the circumstances, the exceedingly menacing tone of voice and text of the call made 
clear to the plaintiff that if he did not cease and desist cooperating with the INS in Moscow and 
the Krasnodar prosecutor, then serious physical harm would befall him. 

291. On information and belief, Member Madison and Member Pierre are the same person whose 
real name is unknown to the plaintiff. 
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318. On March 27, 2002, in the evening, a man calling himself John Pierre telephoned the 
plaintiff and threatened him not to testify before the INS or try to reopen the Krasnodar criminal 
case. 


Enterprise movants FlashDancers also fail to accurately summarize a number of the 
allegations concerning them. The Complaint at 471, 472, 474, 475, 477, 478 480, 481 contains 
the allegations of violations of RICO 1962(a)(b)(c) & (d) that FlashDancers avoids mentioning. 
In addition, they describe in their Declaration at ][ 3 that the following allegations only identify 
domestic members of the Enterprise when the allegations do much more by tying FlashDancers 
to American Organized Crime Gang 1 and aver additional FlashDancers’ crimes: 

18. On information and belief, Jay-Jay Cabaret is a front for American Organized Crime Gang 1, 
the real owner and operator of the three topless clubs. 

19. On information and belief, American Organized Crime Gang 1 operates a criminal 
conglomerate of prostitution, pornography, intimidation, immigration fraud, drug trafficking and 
money laundering through its topless clubs and the Internet site www.flashdancersnvc.com . 

21. On information and belief, Lepofsky [CEO of Jay-Jay Cabaret] carries out the orders of 
American Organized Crime Gang 1 and acts as its front in order to obtain liquor licenses from 
the New York State Liquor Authority. 

22. On information and belief, Flash Dancers is used by American Organized Crime Gang 1 for 
funding its criminal operations, laundering money, recruiting prostitutes, promoting prostitution, 
recruiting pornography starlets, dispensing narcotics and immigration fraud. 

23. Barry is the night manager of Flash Dancers from Monday to Friday and, on information and 
belief, hires illegal aliens, promotes prostitution, arranges the use of physical force for 
intimidation, recruits lap-dancers for pornography distributed on www.flashdancersnvc.com and 
oversees money laundering, immigration fraud and the distribution and surreptitious 
administering of narcotics to customers. 

FlashDancers also mistakenly say in ^[ 3 of their Declaration that allegations 402, 408-410 
of the Complaint deal only with immigration fraud when they also allege white slavery and the 
importation of pornography. 
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FlashDancers object in their Declaration at f 4 that the Complaint’s allegations are 


“outrageous and scandalous,” but those allegations only seek to describe FlashDancers’ 
activities. They also object that their liability, if any, is limited to threatening telephone calls 
made to the plaintiff. (FlashDancers Declaration ]j 6) RICO liability, however, is joint and 
several. Fleischhauer v. Feltner . 879 F.2d 1290, 1301 (6 th Cir. 1989). If RICO plaintiffs were 
required to allege and subsequently prove the quantifiable amount of harm flowing from each 
member of a mafia organization, then the civil RICO statute would be superfluous. 

3. Plaintiff’s opposition to Enterprise movant Shipilina’s motion to dismiss. 

Enterprise movant Shipilina’s motion papers contain nothing in addition to Enterprise 
movants Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich’s memorandum of law. All she does is ride the general 
arguments put forth by them without specifically addressing any of the allegations citing the 
criminal statutes she violated either under RICO (Complaint 514-543) or other federal and state 
laws (Complaint 740-770). Nor does Enterprise movant Shipilina refer to any of the underlying 
factual allegations, probably as concessions to the proper standard that in a motion to dismiss the 
allegations are deemed true. 

4. Plaintiff’s opposition to Enterprise movant Paulsen’s motion to dismiss. 

In addition to the plaintiffs memorandum in Section 1 above, this Section 4 addresses 
matters peculiar to Enterprise movant Paulsen’s motion papers. 

Movant Paulsen’s papers falsely state he “has never had any dealings with the other 
defendants.” (Paulsen Motion to Dismiss Introductory paragraph) In a fifteen-minute telephone 
conversation with the plaintiff that began at 8:38pm on June 23, 2001, Enterprise movant 
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Paulsen admitted that in October 1998, member defendant Perlin introduced him to movant 
Shipilina as a person interested in marrying a foreigner. Paulsen further stated that he paid 
Shipilina for sex and to star in the pornography video he shot at Phodes Studio in Moscow 
(Complaint 377), that he imported the video into America (Complaint 378), that he switched to 
using Red Star models instead of Member Perlin’s girls for such videos (Complaint 376), and 
that US Customs “gave him a hard time” about bringing in his videos (Complaint 380). Paulsen 
also omitted in his papers that he operates his business under the pseudonym of Wayne Williams. 
(Complaint 39) 

Enterprise movant Paulsen does not specifically address any of the allegations citing the 
criminal statutes, including RICO, violated by him (Complaint 544-547). Nor does Enterprise 
movant Paulsen refer to any of the underlying factual allegations about him (Complaint 37, 38, 
376-80), probably as a concession to the proper standard that in a motion to dismiss the 
allegations are deemed true. 

5. Plaintiff’s opposition to Enterprise movant Detective Henning’s affidavit and 
memorandum of law. 

In addition to the plaintiffs memorandum in Section 1 above, this Section 5 addresses 
matters peculiar to Enterprise movant Henning’s affidavit and memorandum of law. 

Enterprise movant Henning’s affidavit is an interesting piece of misstatement and error. 
Henning says that the only time he talked with Enterprise movant Shipilina was on June 27, 2001 
when she filed a complaint concerning the web site used to gather evidence in Russia for the 
plaintiffs divorce/annulment proceedings. (Henning Affidavit ]fs 2, 3) This is contradicted by 
Detective Henning’s statement in a telephone call nine months later on March 27, 2002 when he 
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told the plaintiff that he was going to be arrested because of a “recent” complaint made by 
Enterprise movant Shipilina. (Complaint 308, 309) “Recent” is not nine months earlier. 

Henning goes on in his affidavit to say, “I contacted Roy Den Hollander and asked that 
he have his attorney contact me regarding the pending allegation by Ms. Shipilina.” (Henning 
Affidavit f 5) Like a modern day reporter, Henning adeptly creates a false impression that hides 
the full truth. When Henning contacted the plaintiff, he told the plaintiff in no uncertain terms 
that the plaintiff was going to be arrested and to have his attorney contact Henning in order to 
arrange for the plaintiffs surrender. That is a lot different than Henning’s euphemistic 
description. 

Henning also says in ]f 6 of his affidavit that after the telephone call to the plaintiff, he 
“never again heard from Mr. Hollander or his attorney.” That is false. The plaintiffs initial 
attorney contacted Henning in late March to arrange for the surrender a month later. Then at a 
cost of $3500, the plaintiff hired the firm of Schuman, Abramson, Morak and Wolk. (Complaint 
313) They contacted Enterprise movant Henning on April 22, 2002, a few days before the 
scheduled date for the arrest. 

When Schuman, Abramson, Morak and Wolk contacted Henning, he did not even know 
what crime the plaintiff was going to be charged with when he surrendered in a few days. 
(Complaint 313) After the plaintiffs attorneys enlightened Enterprise movant Henning on the 
law, Henning said he would refer the matter to the Queens District Attorney’s Computer Crimes 
Division, which he did on April 23, 2002. (Complaint 314, Henning Affidavit U 8) This infers 
that Henning is disingenuous when he claims that he was unable to contact the Queens District 
Attorney’s office between June 27, 2001 and April 23, 2002 because of 9/11 and translation 
problems (Henning Affidavit U 7). More likely, the call from the plaintiffs lawyers on April 22 
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caused movant Henning to punt the case into the District Attorney’s office. But to nail down the 
truth on this suspicious conduct requires discovery. 

Enterprise movant Henning’s affidavit further states the web site did not violate the 
previously dismissed order of protection, so he closed the case on June 19, 2002. (Henning 
Affidavit fs 9, 10) Did he call the plaintiffs attorneys with that information—no. Did he call 
the plaintiff in the early morning hours to tell him that—no. Why not? Probably because the 
threat of arrest would no longer be the club, the Russian mafia thought it was in order to keep the 
plaintiff quiet. But once again, that’s an area for discovery. As an aside, the first time I heard 
that the case had been closed was when I read Henning’s affidavit on October 11, 2003. 

Enterprise movant Henning’s memorandum of law argues two new points with respect to 
the pendant state claims against him: intentional infliction of emotional distress, abuse of process 
and malicious prosecution. 

First, movant Henning argues that injury claims brought against New York City— 
assuming Detective Henning’s alleged criminal conduct falls within his duties as an employee of 
New York City—have a statute of limitations of one year and 90 days after the occurrence of the 
event. New York’s General Municipal law 50-1 states the limitations period runs from “the 
happening of the event upon which the claim is based....” Movant Henning puts the date of the 
event of wrong doing at June 27, 2001 because that was, according to Henning, the detective’s 
only interaction with Enterprise movant Shipilina, (Henning Affidavit ]Js 2, 3). The problem 
with this is that the plaintiff, not defendant Shipilina, is suing for tortious injury. Detective 
Henning’s interaction with the plaintiff—not with defendant Shipilina—is what matters. As 
stated in the Complaint, Detective Henning called the plaintiff in the early morning hours of 
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March 27, 2002 to inform him of his pending arrest (Complaint 308, 309). Detective Henning’s 
affidavit states at f 5 that he contacted the plaintiff, but does not state when. Interestingly, 
Henning recalls when he interacted with fellow Enterprise movant Shipilina, but not when he 
told the plaintiff he would have to surrender for arrest. Why is that? Maybe because the statute 
of limitations for New York City would not apply. If the wrong occurred when Detective 
Henning contacted the plaintiff on March 27, 2002, the filing of the Complaint on April 18, 2003 
was well within the one year and 90 day deadline. 

Movant Henning’s second argument is that the pendant state actions against him should 
be dismissed because of failure to make a timely notice of claim, under N.Y. Gen. Mun. Law 50- 
e, that the plaintiff was going to sue Henning’s employer, New York City. The plaintiff is not 
suing the City of New York, he is suing detective Henning. Henning is an employee of the City, 
but his alleged illegal actions of receiving bribes or rewards that led to the intentional torts are 
not within the scope of his employment, so the City is not the real party in interest—Henning is. 
See Longin v. Kelly . 875 F.Supp. 196, 201-03 (SDNY 1995). 

Enterprise movant Henning does not specifically address the Complaint’s allegations 
against him for the predicate acts of tampering with a witness and wire fraud and the substantive 
RICO violations (Complaint 556-559). Nor does movant Henning specifically address the 
allegations of official misconduct, accepting a bribe or reward, aggravated harassment, coercion, 
intimidation, obstructing an INS proceeding and various conspiracies (Complaint 778-783). 
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Conclusion 


The plaintiff requests the Enterprise movants’ motion to dismiss and their request for an 
injunction be denied so that the plaintiff who is among “[tjhose who have been wronged by 
organized crime should at least be given access to a legal remedy.” Sedima , 473 U.S. at 487. 


Dated: New York, NY 

December 19, 2003 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 
Plaintiff pro se 
545 East 14 th St. 

New York, NY 10009 
212 995 5201 


148 



]) O CD*C#I 


mndyadru 


Kuba. Miindy & A 


Page l of 3 



> HtlMIM _ 

Hoooerti 

fle/io bom Kny6 
Kara/nx 
nytmiioODetw 
tow Aj*o*ar 
tome to*e»«MC 


Kuba, Mundy & Associates 

Law Office 


AnTyanwiaa Taaia 
Hecio BcrpeMM 


)HaKOMCtB4 
PycowA Mat 


0644MCMM 

Ha flocyrc 

Af>M«un 

PaiawaMM 


ckcmmu BH06 


Toctm 
4 • Bak 


rv>rk 

i-MorajMH 

}*>*•« no Mxipy 

User* 


rtaA»P«* 


KMMra, CO, OVD 

I-Kny6_ 

Hmtcp—ct Karnnoc 


PyccicxA TOD 

Hmpo-llomp 

nepcaoA Af** f 
Do**c* mooeM 
RusNetUsa.com 
FV*ina»*«*»»nn*n 

CorpynH^actao 


tow York, Hi. USA 
Wtooa: 212 61* 2323 


/1io6mc MHHHrpouHOHMtaie Bonpocw. AaapMM, nepe/ionw. CcmgAhoc 
npaoo. BonpocM, csusHHue c MtflBHKMMOctbio. 

Add your Opinion about this business here 


RV 

E>.« w-. i 



1 » a A4-. » 



1 


(08.12 

TcpOtc 


06AOM 

joe 12 


http://www rusnefusa conv’wboiAwlio/*howwho4iap?wiwid ai 218 


12/8/2003 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/mndyadru.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:11 PM] 






mndyadru 


Bndc RU ) Ladies /18-20 Last updated: Tuc Dec 9 00:46:43 2003 (Moscow time) Page 1 of 2 


LldMS Gallery 

Nmr lad 30 days 

AJ 

18*20 van ofcJ 
21*» years oM 
28*30 yuan old 
OvrdO 
Free Adtlrou« 
S#vw Garter, 

GoW Gatov 

Mon Gallery 

Now 


Add Profile 

UK»M 

Mon 

Members Area 

Loot) 

Jon 

Tetftfnontfta 


Service 
Moscow Tour 
Mamag.i 
Guuranlood 

Information 

Corporate Into 

Affiliate* area 

Loom 

Jon 


rtu»iMn cw im 

Ladtos /18*20 


Men Scnicr 


I T«e Ok »0O«* *3 3001 (Moscow •**> 


Subftcriw? to dafy updates' FREE’ I Add your prof*el FREE! | Jo*n memoersmp 
now! 



1 234 M 788 H 1 I tttlH 1818 » 7 || ItJOnnt 
Ten (ne now I can contact beautiful taoes irom ffii$ site* 


s 

t 

to» 

typ 



c 


http: , bride.ni ph’htcgr Iodic* 1 in-18-20 index I him I 


12/8/2003 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/mndyadru.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:11 PM] 



mndyadru 


Bnde.RU | Moscow tour 


Page 1 of 2 


Ladies Gallery 

New* last 30 days 


wninnmai iuir wi 

mUMMlCKUW 


18 -20 >aan old 
21-25 years old 
28-30 rears ok) 
One 30 

Ffn Addresses 
Sam Gatlwv 
GouGaarry 


Moscow tour 

We arrange only individual lours 
There are 2 packages avaSaWe 

Package 1 (economical) 


I-adits 



Mon Gallery 

Now 


Add Profile 


Mon 

Members Area 

Loon 

Jon 

fesamonuai 

Service 
Usuos Tour 


? days 1 6 mghls 

The price is only $1450 No agency can beet t>» price! 

To book mis lour (package 1) send us $600 deposit 
This Is not an additional charge 

Altai you sent 0ns money we give you access (daect mail addresses and home 

phone numbered) to unarmed number of ladles you choose 

And you'll be able to communicate to me ladles before you come to Moscow 

Plus we make Ihe hotel reservation and Russian visa support 

So when you como to Moscow you are wen prepared 

Please read how to send money 


The lour includes 

1. Introduction to unlimited number of women Usually up to 20-25 To meet 
more womon you need more timo 

2 Lodging A very good 3-stars hotel (single room, breakfast included) 

3. Transfers from airport to hotel and trom hotel to airport 
4 Visa support 


Montagu 
Gum amend 


Package 2: 

10 days/9 nights 


Information 

Corporals Wo 

Affiliates area 

Logo 

Jom 


The price Is $3395 

To book this tour (package 2) send us $600 deposit 
This is not an additional charge 

Alter you sent this money we give you access (direct mat addresses and home 
phone numbered) lo unlimited number of ladies you choose. 

And you! be able to communicate to the lades before you come to Moscow 
Plus we make the hotel reservation and Russian visa support 
So when you come to Moscow you are well prepared 
Ptoese read how lo send money 


Sender 

addie 

beeutti 

type Hi yi 


[« 



Bndef 

Pey-p 

we pay 1i 
pei 
Aflliar 
P«J 


| Josn 


The tour includes 

1 Introduction lo unlunaed number of women Usually up to 20-25 To meet 
more women you need more Une 

2 Lodgng 

We book for you Ihe best 4-stars hotel located in Vie Moscow center - Ukraine, 
(II it located on the Moscow over bank. 200 leet trom Whits House) breakfast 
included 

3 Personal interpreter-advisor 6-hours a day 

4 Personal car with a driver 8-hours a day 

5 Personal cellular phone durmg Ihe whole tnp tone 

6 Transfers from airport lo hotel and from hotel to airport 

7 Visa support 

8 umrmted free sghtscoing program Includes Krom*n. Tretiakovsk's Gallery. 


httpy/bnderuph/htcgiscrvico'UHir.html 


12/8/2003 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/mndyadru.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:11 PM] 



mndyadru 


Bride RU Moscow tout 


NovodeviMvy Monastery. DanaovsJuy Monastery. Ostankino Tow* and many 
more 

M you want to mako any changes in your individual toi* please )u*t tat ua know 

tourfttXKJo ru 

Tea mo now I can contact beautiful iafl.es bom this site! 


. 


http:/i'br»ile.rui‘pM»tcgi/scrv jcotour.html 


Page 2 of2 


12/8/2003 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/mndyadru.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:11 PM] 



mndyadru 


AbsolutcAgcncy- Topmembers 


Page 1 of 1 



Ultimate Adult Community! 

Voter* Wtot Ia* Comm and ^» k»Kj o lor Mtt' 

Browse For Free Rl^it Now 


EE1 


Gorgeous 


IO A42S7920 
Country Ukraine 
Ago 27 

Status DrvorcoO 
Preference Heterosexual 
Har Color Brown 
Eye Color Gray 
Religion Not important 
Typo 0 1 relations long term or marriage 

View complete proftlo 

AOd tils protile to your favorites 


Next profle in 10 seconds 
Flip Rato 10 »20< 30 
«Prev Pause Next» 



Men profiles 



Add Your ProTile | Search | Update I Stones | PubfccOy | Main page 
Advertise witTi us | Feedback 


littp://2l2.S9.22.89/slit!c/'slidc.asp7pco<lc=106440&countcT^20&total-2575&num-7&gcti... 12/8/2003 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/mndyadru.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:11 PM] 





affpaulmdy 




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


Roy Den Hollander 


Plaintiff. 


v. 


Flash Dancers Topless Club. SLJ) . 

Defendants 

..._X 


Docket No. 03 CV 27I7(MBM) 

AFFIDAVIT of ALAN FLACKS 
IN OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 
DISMISS 


STATE OF NEW'YORK ) 

) ss.r 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

Alan Flacks, being duly sworn, deposes and says. 

1. On November 17.2003.1 telephoned the law offices of Kuh*. Mtutdy & Associates at the 
number 212 732 5030. listed on the firm's letterhead for its office al 321 Broadway. New 
York. NY 10007 

2. I spoke with a paralegal whose first name was Svetlana, which she said translates as 
Stephanie into English. 

3. Svetlana told me that Peter Petrovich was no longer working at the office because he now 
did his work out of his home. 

4. Svetlana told me I could contact Petrovich at 212 829 1105. 

5 On December 5.2003. at 11:40am. I once again telephoned Kuba. Mundy * Associates 
al 212 732 5050 the number listed for their ofiicc al 321 Broadway. New York. NY. 

6. I first spoke with a man named Yi Feng. 
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7. 1 toW Mr. Feng that I had some documents for 


Peter Petrovich, and asked to v3ld 


^ w which sir Feng responded shoutd tcrem tothe Uw f,nn « «. ■ 

New York. NY. 

g I neat talked to a female paralegal named Stephanie, who confirmed dial business 

correspondence for Peter Petrovich should he sent to Kuba Mundy & Assoc,ales « 321 


Broadway. New York. NY. 



2 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

- x 

Roy Den Hollander 

Plaintiff, Docket No. 03 CV 2717 (MBM) 

-against- 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al., 

Defendants. 

-X 


Addendum to Plaintiffs Memorandum of Law In Opposition to Certain Defendants’ 

Motions to Dismiss for the purpose of Addressing Additional Issues Belatedly Raised by Defendant Cvbertech 

Internet Solutions 


6. (Number continuation from main memorandum) Plaintiffs addendum memorandum in opposition to Enterprise 
movant Cybertech Internet Solutions’ letter to the Court in which Cybertech joined the Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
motion to dismiss but also raised additional issues specific to Cybertech. 

Preliminary Statement 

On March 29, 2004, defendant Cybertech Internet Solutions (“Cybertech”), through its attorney David L. 
Feinberg, finally responded to the complaint by requesting dismissal of this RICO action in a letter to the Court. The 
letter came more than eight months after Cybertech was served on June 16, 2003, Exhibit A. and three months after 
being prodded into action by the plaintiffs application for default in December 2003. 

Cybertech was initially listed in the complaint as “Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network,” which Mr. Feinberg 
gratuitously commented in his letter was an “absurdity,” apparently meaning the name Cybertech Internet Strip Club 
Network did not accurately identify his client. Feinberg Letter, March 29, 2004, ]f 1, Exhibit B . But Cybertech Internet 
Strip Club Network is the name under which Cybertech operates web sites for selling prostitutes and providing 
pornography. For example, Enterprise movant Cybertech runs the FlashDancers web site at www.flashdancers.com . 

At the bottom of FlashDancers introduction window it states, “Web design and hosting by Cybertech Internet 
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Solutions.” Exhibit C . p. 2. Entering the FlashDancers site as a member reveals the options offered by Enterprise 
movant Cybertech. Exhibit D . Included in the sorted services is “Cybertech Internet Strip Club Escorts” through which 
prostitutes can be hired for what are euphemistically called “consultations.” Exhibit E . Enterprise movant Cybertech 
even recruits prostitutes through the Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network. Exhibit F . For customers to choose a girl, 
Enterprise movant Cybertech uses its VIP Escort web site that provides pictures of the ladies—some with their faces 
blurred out, Exhibit G . and prices “very comparable to other agencies in this industry ... designed to attract clients of a 
higher caliber....” Exhibit H . 

By Mr. Feinberg’s letter to the Court, Enterprise movant Cybertech joined the motion to dismiss submitted on 
September 19, 2003 by Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich. Mr. Feinberg’s letter came 
three months after the plaintiff had already served his answering memorandum of law on December 19, 2003. Mr. 
Feinberg’s delayed response and his raising of additional issues “[w]ith respect to specific allegations made against” 
Cybertech made this addendum memorandum necessary. Feinberg Letter Exhibit B . 3. 

Argument 

In addition to Section 1 of the plaintiffs memorandum of law filed December 19, 2003, this argument addresses 
matters peculiar to Mr. Feinberg’s March 29, 2004 letter to this Court, Exhibit B . 

Mr. Feinberg makes an inaccurate statement in paragraph two of his letter where he says the complaint “has 
made no allegations against Defendant Cybertech that fall outside of RICO....” RICO violations require the 
commission of predicate acts that are specified in 18 USC 1961. The complaint cites the predicate acts allegedly 
engaged in by all the defendants in fs 466 to 683. But the complaint also alleges other criminal acts that are not 
predicate acts in ]|s 684 to 853 and, therefore, in Mr. Feinberg’s words, “fall outside of RICO.” The complaint in fs 
684-690 makes allegations of non-predicate criminal acts by Enterprise movant Cybertech that include promoting 
prostitution, see Exhibits E. F. G. and H . making material misstatements to obtain visas for alien prostitutes, employing 
prostitutes not lawfully admitted to work in the U.S., violating Federal and State tax laws and conspiring to violate 
Federal and State laws. Perhaps Mr. Feinberg confused allegations of non-predicate acts with pendent state law causes 
of action in the complaint at ]|s 894-899. There are no pendant state law claims against Enterprise movant Cybertech at 
the present. 

The predicate acts alleged against Enterprise movant Cybertech include: 

• White slavery in violation of 18 U.S.C. 2421 and importing aliens for immoral purposes in violation of 8 U.S.C. 

1328. (Complaint 466) 
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Fraud and the misuse of visas in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1546 by intentionally making material misrepresentations 
in order to maintain their supply of Russian prostitutes. (Complaint 467) 

• Aiding and abetting fraud and the misuse of visas in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1546 by assisting Russian females to 
intentionally make material misrepresentations. (Complaint 468) 

• Failure to report to the INS alien prostitutes working through the Internet violates 18 U.S.C. 2424. (Complaint 
469) 

• Importation by mail or otherwise for sale and distribution of pornography violates 18 U.S.C. 1461, 1462 & 1465. 
(Complaint 470) 

In the third paragraph of Mr. Feinberg’s letter he wrongly says, “I would like to stress to this Court that 
Cybertech has no employment relationship with any of the other Defendants....” If that were true, then why is 
Cybertech listed as the host of FlashDancers web site. Exhibit C . Sounds like an “employment relationship” to me. 
Even so, such a rebuttal of Mr. Feinberg’s statement of purported fact really belongs at trial or following discovery in a 
summary judgment motion—not in a motion to dismiss. It is not the Court’s function at this stage of the proceedings to 
weight the evidence that might be presented at trial; instead, the Court should merely detennine whether the complaint 
is legally sufficient. Geisler v. Petrocelli . 616 F.2d 636, 639 (2d Cir. 1980). And legally sufficient means, “[a] 
complaint should not be dismissed for failure to state a claim ‘unless it appears beyond doubt that the plaintiff can prove 
no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief.’” Berk v. Tradewell . 2003 Lexis 12078, *15, 16 
(SDNY July 16, 2003, J. Mukasey)(citing Conley v. Gibson . 355 U.S. 41, 45-46, 2 L.Ed.2d 80, 78 S.Ct. 99 (1957). 

Mr. Feinberg goes on in paragraph three making other purportedly factual statements that he asks the Court to 
take as evidence just because he is making the assertions. That is a unique basis for deciding a motion to dismiss: if the 
defendant’s attorney says in a letter that his client did not do the acts alleged, then the complaint should be dismissed. 
Such a rule would have the benefit of quickly clearing a court’s docket, but the impact on justice would be pretty 
dismal. 

Although he does not say such, Mr. Feinberg may also be requesting summary judgment based on his assertions 
in paragraph three. This would call for the application of a standard that when a defendant’s attorney says his client did 
not do what is alleged, that is enough to show there are no genuine issues of material facts and the defendant should 
prevail on the law. Exhibits C. D. E. F. G and H alone create the basis for a reasonable inference that Enterprise movant 
Cybertech peddles pornography and prostitutes and is associated with Enterprise movant FlashDancers in providing 
such. I doubt the word of an attorney would be good enough to rebut that evidence in the minds of jurors. But even if it 
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would, discovery still has not occurred, and it is that procedure along with subsequent summary judgment motions that 
define disputed facts and issues and dispose of unmeritorious claims, Sweirkiewicz v. Sorema NA . 534 U.S. 506, 512, 
152 L.Ed.2d 1, 122 S.Ct. 992 (2002). 

For the above reasons and those contained in the plaintiffs December 19, 2003 memorandum of law, the 

plaintiff requests that the Court deny Cybertech’s request for dismissal. 

Dated: New York, NY 
April 30, 2004 

Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Plaintiff pro se 

545 East 14 th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995 5201 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/oppcyber.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:14 PM] 



oppcyber 


UNITEO STATES DISTRICT GOORTrSOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK Attorney JEFFREY N. DHUMMONO -1185 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

■ against - 
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STATE OF NEW YORK: COUNTY OF NEW YORK as 

BYRAN E. MCELDERRY BEING OLAY SWORN DEPOSES ANO SAYS DEPONENT IS NOT A PARTY TO THIS ACTION. OVER THE 
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Page 1 


CLjtDprfpcn lnte>rne>f 


Hnr=wiiqjr3gn=na 



mm 

FT* 

- «STiRgip Club 
fi? JHfcaESCORTS 


Lmploymrnt 

Resarvalfoas Search by Stale Tour Dates i 


Please enter booking information in the fields below. • = required field 


Fa short notice requests, minimum throe diiya poor, end us at (917) *97-2807 or e- 
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SITE SAMPLE 


Please leal Im to eld at (817) 487-2607 or e-mail us w«h your 
genaral comments or questions. 

We took forward lo talking lo you! 




hup //WWW itripchibcKons conv’cmploymcnl asp 
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VIP Chib Escorts com Providing * clean and professional service 


Pa«cl 



http //www vipchibcscom com/hm header him 
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VIP Club Escorts com Providing a dean and professional service 


Page I 


SPOTLIGHT 

MODEL 


Wekomo lo VIP Club Escorts Wo pride oursolvss on providing worldwide up-scolo oscort services, you 
wdl find only the most beautiful and refined female escorts. 



310.2004 ■ 
4.3.2004 


VIP Chib Escorts has built an unparalled reputation for delivering what we promise. To ensure ttie 
continuation of our success, our ladies are carefully selected and we wt* only make promises on which 

wo can deliver. 

Our ladles are chosen for their style, sophistication, elegance and finesse to guarantee a reliable 
discrete, and unmatched service 


To book an appointment please contact us today! 1.917.497.2607 


Because our clients eipect no less than the best, our agency is professionally geared lo achieve compMe Quaky 
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I. Preliminary Statement 


A. Litigation of Personal Destruction 

Throughout its memorandum, the Bank of Cyprus arrogantly and insultingly interjects ad 
hominem remarks that have no bearing on the issues of a motion to dismiss by foisting advice and 
criticism it has no right to make. For example, “He [the plaintiff] must look else where for the 
cause of his misfortune, including to himself.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-1); “The match seems 
not to have been made in heaven....” (id. p 1-2); the calculated use of the word “believe” in place of 
“allege” (id. p 1-2); and “Plaintiffs beliefs are unbelievable,” (id. p 2-1). Such subjective and snide 
remarks are meant to taint the plaintiff. It’s a subtle form of litigation by personal destruction, but 
just as malicious in its attempt to mock a party and distract the Court. The plaintiff, therefore, 
requests the Court admonish the Bank of Cyprus and other Enterprise movants who engage in the 
same, shared strategy. 

B. Nomenclature 

This memorandum of law (Plaintiff Opposition Bank) answers the Bank of Cyprus’ 
memorandum in support of its separate motion to dismiss (Defendant Bank Memo.). Other 
defendants, who have appeared in this case, except for Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva, have 
joined in a joint memorandum in support of dismissal (Defendants Joint Memo.) and a joint reply 
memorandum (Defendants Joint Reply). Those defendants are Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc.; Lepofsky-CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc.; Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers; Flash 
Dancers Managers 1 to 5 (collectively “FlashDancers”); Cybertech Internet Solutions; Kuba, 

Mundy & Associates; Mundy; Petrovich; Shipilina; Paulsen; and Henning. The defendants 
FlashDancers, Cybertech, Shipilina, Paulsen and Henning have also submitted short papers 
concerning issues specific to them in their motions to dismiss and replies; Cybertech did not submit 
a separate reply. The plaintiff submitted an opposition memorandum (Plaintiff Opposition Memo.) 
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to defendants’ joint memorandum and the short papers submitted by FlashDancers, Cybertech, 
Shipilina, Paulsen and Henning. The plaintiff has also served a motion to strike extraneous material 
from defendants’ motions to dismiss papers (Plaintiff Strike Motion) and defendants have submitted 
an opposition memorandum. 

In this memorandum, the tenn “Enterprise movants” or “movants” refers to all the 
defendants that are moving for a motion to dismiss. When this memorandum refers to fewer than 
all the Enterprise movants, the term “Enterprise movant” is followed by the person or persons’ 
names, such as Enterprise movant Bank of Cyprus, or the memorandum only states the movants 
name, such as Bank of Cyprus or Bank. Other defendants in this action who are not presently 
moving to dismiss are collectively referred to as “other mafia defendants” or individually as “mafia 
defendant” followed by the person or persons’ names. 

Cites to the Bank of Cyprus’ memorandum of law are in parentheses stating “Defendant 
Bank Memo.” followed by the page number and a hyphen that indicates the paragraph on that page 
whether a full paragraph or not. For example, (Defendant Bank Memo, p 4-1) refers to page 4, the 
first group of lines on that page. Cites to the Complaint are in parentheses stating “Complaint” 
followed by the paragraph number. For example, (Complaint ]f 633) refers to the numbered 
allegation 633, which deals with the Bank of Cyprus laundering money. 

The numbers and letters used for denoting sections in this memorandum follow those used 
in the Bank of Cyprus memorandum to make it easier for comparison. 

The plaintiff uses the term “Russian mafia” to mean the Russian International Crime 
Organization or the “Enterprise” as stated in paragraph one of the Complaint. The “Russian mafia” 
includes those identified as Russian Mafiosi in the media and by law enforcement agencies; the 
targets of the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s unit on Russian organized crime; various Russian, 
Chechen, American, Cypriot and Mexican gangsters along with those of other nationalities; assorted 
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Chechen Islamic terrorists; and the more than thirty Russian gangs now operating in the US, most 
notably New York, Miami, San Francisco, Los Angles and Denver, Robert I. Friedman, Red 
Mafiya: How the Russian Mob Has Invaded America , p. xix-xx, Little Brown & Company (2002). 
The defendants in this action comprise part of the Russian mafia. (Complaint 15) 

C. “We don’t drink your Kool-Aid here.” 

The Bank of Cyprus has joined with other Enterprise movants in a strategy that is as clear as 
it is improper for a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss. Under the disguise of motions to 
dismiss, they present in their memoranda of law and exhibits allegations of fact that belong in 
answers, or allege findings of facts that belong in summary judgment motions. In doing so, the 
Bank and other Enterprise movants hope to obtain a Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal by having the Court 
consider extraneous material as part of the Complaint even though the plaintiff did not rely on such. 
Such a ploy circumvents the plaintiffs opportunity to refute the movants’ assertions and claims that 
motions for a judgment on the pleadings or summary judgment provide. Very tricky, this Star 
Chamber type of procedure that eviscerates the plaintiffs due process rights to reply to 
counterclaims, or move to reply to answers and amend the complaint, or to a reasonable opportunity 
to make his record before the Court. 

The Bank of Cyprus and other movants use a two-pronged assault to achieve their aim of 
circumventing the plaintiffs rights. On one flank, they try to impeach the credibility of the plaintiff 
with character assassination. Throw enough mud and maybe some will stick, which, as in the 
Spanish Inquisition, includes claims the plaintiff is guilty of alleged misdeeds because he has not 
proven his innocence through his Complaint or memorandum of law. That’s a bizarre function for 
the papers in a motion to dismiss, not to mention a judicial proceeding in a non-feudal country. 

On the other flank, movants try to impeach the Complaints’ allegations and the plaintiffs 
memorandum of law by using numerous misrepresentations, mischaracterizations, prevarications, 
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half-truths, edited quotes, dissembling and transposing quotes concerning one issue to a different 
issue. 1 

For instance, the Enterprise movants claim—over and over—that with the following 
statement: . Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich claim their only connection with the defendants in this 

case is with Enterprise movant Shipilina. I don’t know that and neither does this Court because 
there has been no discovery,” (Plaintiff Opposition Memo, p 29-2) I withdrew the Complaint’s 
allegations against those defendants as being members of the Enterprise. I did not. The movants 
say these sentences are admissions that no connection exists between Kuba, Mundy, Petrovich and 
the Enterprise—they are not. Enterprise movants will twist my words, as they do frequently, and 
exploit any unskillfully composed turn of a phrase. They make overly much of an inartfully drafted 
paragraph in their apparent adherence to the adage that by making a misrepresentation often 
enough, it may be believed. But by those quoted sentences; I was not withdrawing my allegations 
against Kuba, Mundy and Petrovich as members of the Enterprise (Complaint 27-34), which is 
evident by a later paragraph (Plaintiff Opposition Memo, p 102-2) the movants ignore, “The 
evidence of the full extent of the connections is within the Enterprise movants knowledge and will 
come out in discovery.” My Complaint’s RICO allegations stand. It’s not the defendants’ version 
of the facts that are assumed true in a motion to dismiss but those alleged in the Complaint. 

The Bank of Cyprus and other movants are simply trying to detour the Court away from 
Rule 12(b)(6)’s question of law into a landscape of conflicting fact allegations where only alleged 
members of the Russian mafia are to be believed even though their statements lack evidentiary 
foundation or are untested by cross examination. For example, the Bank flatly claims an ultimate 

1 The willingness of Enterprise movants’ counsel to hide the truth was demonstrated just before the July 13, 2004 
conference before your Honor. Vikrant Pawar, attorney for movant Henning, approached Roy Den Hollander, 
attorney and pro se plaintiff, in the hallway outside the courtroom and said with a grin, “I hope you survive this 
motion to dismiss.” The plaintiff responded, “That’s an inappropriate remark.” Pawar smilingly retorted, “I’ll just 
deny it.” 
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fact: “Plaintiffs beliefs are unbelievable.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-1) With such 
pronouncements of so-called facts, the Enterprise movants hope to slip by under the cloak of a 
motion to dismiss to their goal of obtaining a ruling that would really be either (1) a judgment on 
the pleadings without the plaintiff having the opportunity to respond to movants’ answers simply 
because there are no formal answers, although there are before the Court the allegations that the 
movants would have included in their answers only those are now found in movants’ memoranda of 
law. Or (2) a summary judgment in which the Court views movants’ memoranda’s assertions as 
findings of fact that the plaintiff had no opportunity to rebut because the movants brought motions 
to dismiss. The Bank and other movants appear to have adopted the old Russian folk saying, “the 
law is like a wagon axle, it goes in any direction you want to pull it.” That might have been true 
under the Communists and Tsars but not under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. “Whether a 
complaint states a cause of action on which relief could be granted is a question of law....” Bell v. 
Hood . 327 U.S. 678, 682, 90 L.Ed. 939, 66 S.Ct. 773, 776 (1946). 

The plaintiff requests the Court not accept or consider any extraneous material in deciding 
the motions to dismiss. Extraneous material is infonnation that the plaintiff did not rely on in 
bringing suit. As the Second Circuit stated, “[W]e reiterate here that a plaintiffs reliance on the 
tenns and effect of a document in drafting the complaint is a necessary prerequisite to the court’s 
consideration of the document on a dismissal motion; mere notice or possession is not enough.” 
Chambers v. Time Warner. Inc. . 282 F.3d 147, 153 (2d Cir. 2002). If the Court, however, decides 
to go the route of conversion, then the plaintiff requests notice and a reasonable opportunity to show 
that genuine issues of material facts do exist. Davis v. Bryan . 810 F.2d 42, 45 (2d Cir. 1987) 
(citations omitted). In such event, the plaintiff preserves his right to appeal any possible conversion 
decision at the appropriate time. 
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D. RICO—Not Domestic Relations 


The allegations against the Bank of Cyprus are for violating RICO through its conduct of 
engaging in financial transactions involving money from illegal Enterprise activities in order to hide 
the origin and ownership of the funds and avoid U.S. reporting requirements in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1956(a)(l)(B)(i) & (ii); transferring funds from illegal Enterprise activities in order to hide 
the origin and ownership of the money and avoid U.S. reporting requirements in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1956(a)(2)(B)(i) & (ii); and using international facilities to distribute the proceeds from 
unlawful Enterprise activities in aid of a racketeering enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 1952. (Compliant 
1111 633-37) 

The Complaint does not allege the Bank culpable for errant matchmaking as the Bank’s 
memorandum infers with “Defendants did not marry Ms. Shipilina. Plaintiff did. Defendants did 
not divorce her. Plaintiff did.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-1) True, it would have been better 
them than me, but that’s not what the Bank is accused of doing. The Complaint alleges the Bank 
furthers the Russian mafia’s Scheme of infiltrating and expanding the mob’s activities in America 
by laundering the illegal funds made by mafia prostitutes, pimps, pornographers and pushers. (See 
Complaint ]j]{ 2, 13, 15) The Bank’s marriage to the underworld of the fonner Soviet Union clearly 
produces heavenly benefits in the form of lucrative profits. A divorce between these powerful 
entities seems unlikely unless the purpose of RICO is fulfilled in eradicating organized crime, 
which is a “highly sophisticated, diversified, and widespread activity that annually drains billions of 
dollars from America’s economy by unlawful conduct... ,” Beck v. Prupis. 529 U.S. 494, 496, 146 
L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 1608, 161 l(2000)(citing Organized Crime and Control Act of 1970 . Pub.L. 
91-452, 84 Stat. 922). Such a parting of the ways would be fortunate, not just for the plaintiff, but 
others victimized by the Russian mob. (Complaint ]f 874(b, d, j, k)) 
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The Rank of Cyprus complains that a RICO suit with over sixty defendants residing on three 
continents in this age of a global economy and the crime that preys on it requires dismissal because 
it is not plausible. (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-2) If anything, the suit responds to the business 
acumen of modem day organized crime and how far and deep it reaches. The Enterprise in this case 
consists of domestic and foreign corporations, partnerships, individuals, government officials, law 
firms, organized crime gangs (including American, Russian and Chechen) and an Islamic terrorist 
and crime clan, (Complaint ]{11), working together as one big extended family to maximize and 
protect profits. The defendants in this RICO action comprise relatively few in the overall web of 
the Russian mafia. 

In seeking a dismissal, the Bank even belittles the harm allegedly done to the plaintiff by the 
Russian mob, calling it a “personal misfortune common to half of the population....” (Defendant 
Bank Memo, p 2-1) I would not put the number anywhere that high, but the statement does indicate 
the Bank possesses information concerning other victims of the Russian mafia. Regardless of the 
Bank’s effort at denigration, the Complaint alleges harm to the plaintiffs business and financial 
interests, (Complaint 900-907), which does “pertain to a particular individual,” the definition for 
“personal” in the American Heritage Dictionary. Second College Edition, p 925, definition 1. The 
Bank, however, might be using “personal” in the sense of “personal injury,” Black’s Law 
Dictionary . 8th Ed., p 1179. The complaint does not request recovery for personal injuries. Still, 
the Bank seems compelled to provide legal advice to the plaintiff on just that issue when it states, 
“he must seek a personal recovery.” The Bank then goes on to provide legal advise to the Court by 
stating it “should facilitate this recovery by dismissing the within Complaint with prejudice.” I am 
unaware of such a legal standard that calls for the dismissal of a RICO suit because it will in some 
mysterious fashion aid in the recovery for personal injury, especially when the Complaint clearly 
states the harm to the plaintiff from the Russian mafia’s Scheme was to his business and financial 
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interests. Perhaps the Bank’s real intent was to personally belittle the plaintiff for seeking from the 
Court redress of the hann caused by the Enterprise. 

The Bank’s tactics copycat other Enterprise movants in their continuing and pervasive ploy 
to create a heighten standard for the plaintiffs allegations when the Bank states the plaintiff “has 
not and can not (sic) show that the Bank caused his loss,” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-1, emphasis 
added). “Show” means to make clear by evidence or to prove, Black’s Law Dictionary . 8 th Ed. p 
1413, but the purpose of a motion to dismiss is not to assay the weight of the evidence that might be 
offered, Geisler v. Petrocelli , 616 F.2d 636, 639-40 (2d Cir. 1980). 

By allowing the case to proceed, the Court can prevent more than a measure of injustice 
to the plaintiff. 

II. Statement of Facts 

The Bank of Cyprus has picked up on the objection, often repeated by other Enterprise 
movants, that the plaintiff has filed papers that are too long. 2 (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-2) The 
Complaint is only so long as necessary to provide fair notice of the claims against the movants. The 
more complex the litigation becomes, the greater the amount of infonnation that will appear in the 
pleadings. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ 2d 1281, p 521. 

Complaining about length is just one of the movants many ploys. The Bank’s 
characterization of the Complaint as alleging the defendants “combined to cause the marriage of 
Plaintiff to Alina Shipilina and their subsequent divorce” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-2) is 
reminiscent of and just as misleading as the other movants asserting the Complaint alleges they all 
banded together in order to specifically target the plaintiff for exploitation (Defendants Joint Memo, 
p 48-3). “Where a racketeering enterprise intends no specific harms to any particular individual, but 

2 The Complaint was filed April 18, 2003, not April 13, and it was served on the Bank of Cyprus on February 25, 2004, 
not one year later as stated by the Bank. The foreseen delay was explained to Chief Judge Mukasey at the initial 
conference on July 23, 2003. Transcript p 5 In 7-14. 
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causes harm by the creation of substantial risk of harm, the victim injured by that enterprise’s harm 
may have standing....” Baisch v. Gallina , 346 F.3d 366, 376 (2d Cir. 2003). Each defendant has its 
place in furthering the Russian mafia’s Scheme to infiltrate its assets into hard currency markets, 
keep them there and make lots of money doing so. (Complaint ]J]| 2, 13, 14) Some use narcotics 
and prostitutes to create fraudulent marriages; some engage in immigration fraud, white slavery, 
importing pornography, bribery; some traffic in drugs; some use coercion, intimidation, murder-for- 
hire, perjury and official misconduct to protect the Enterprise; and others maximize profits with tax 
evasion and, as alleged, launder money with the Bank of Cyprus while some engage in various 
combinations of those criminal acts. (Complaint 19, 21-38, 40-42, 46-52, 54-57, 59-62, 64-69, 
71,73-78,80-89,91-104, 106-110, 112-115,117-120, 122-127) But all the defendants further the 
Enterprise’s Scheme. 

The Bank dismisses such criminal conduct as merely “colorful.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 
2-2) Perhaps the Bank does not consider the Russian mafia or organized criminals in general as a 
threat to civilized societies, but Congress does. The impact of organized crime is to “weaken the 
stability of the Nation’s economic system.. .threaten the domestic security, and undennine the 
general welfare of the Nation and its citizen.” Beck . 529 U.S. at 496 (quoting the Organized Crime 
Control Act of 1970 . Pub.L. 91-452, 84 Stat. 922, 923). 

Another Bank ploy is the use of misrepresentations, such as claiming the service of the 
Complaint was defective. (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2 n 1) The Bank was served in accordance 
with the Hague Convention on Service of Judicial and Extra Judicial Documents and as directed by 
the Cypriot Consul General. Exhibit A The Bank gives no specifics for its claim of defective 
service. All it offers the Court is a haughty statement that “the Bank seeks decision on the merits to 
vindicate its professional and commercial reputation ... not a dismissal on mere procedural 
grounds.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2, n 1, p 3-3) Since “merits” means “the substantive 
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consideration to be taken into account in deciding a case, as opposed to ... procedure,” Black’s Law 
Dictionary , 8 th Ed. p 1010, and a Rule 12(b)(6) motion is procedural: “Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure ... cover the procedural aspects of civil litigation in the United States district courts.. 

Fed. R. Civ. P. 18 U.S.C. 1 to 11, Explanation, p v., then the Bank must agree with the plaintiff that 
its motion to dismiss should be denied; otherwise, there will be no decision on the merits and no 
vindication for the Bank. 

Keeping cadence with other Enterprise movants, the Bank objects the Complaint is 
“nonspecific.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-3, p 3-2) The Complaint alleges the Bank is intricately 
involved with Russian mafia activities by knowingly transferring some of the mob’s revenues from 
illegal activities in order to facilitate tax evasion, conducting financial transactions with mob money 
in order to disguise the source and ownership of the funds and aid in avoidance of U.S. reporting 
requirements, using Bank transactions to promote illegal activities and employing the international 
telephone and wiring system to distribute Russian mafia revenues into other overseas accounts. 
(Complaint 101-103, 456-458, 633-637, 682, 683 and 827-830). Sounds pretty specific, and a lot 
more harmful than the “unfortunate affair” such activities make up, which is how the Bank of 
Cyprus patronizingly considers them. (Defendant Bank Memo, p 2-3) 

Furthermore, allegations should be set forth in the pleadings in general terms. Wright & 
Miller. Fed. Prac. & Proc. : 2d Civ 1281 p 519. Allegations are restricted to the task of general 
notice giving while the deposition-discovery process serves the “vital role in the preparation for 
trial.... for ascertaining information as to the existence or whereabouts of facts, relative to [the] 
issues.” Hickman v. Taylor . 329 U.S. 495, 501, 91 L.Ed. 451, 67 S.Ct. 385, 388 (1947). A 
claimant is not required to set out in detail the facts on which he bases his claims.” Conley v. 
Gibson , 355 U.S. 41, 47, 2 L.Ed.2d 80, 78 S.Ct. 99, 103 (1957). In Conley , the Supreme Court 
rejected the defendants’ argument that dismissal was proper because “the complaint failed to set 
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forth specific facts to support its general allegations.. Conley at 47. Besides, lack of specific 
detail should be handled by a motion for a more definite statement. Swierkiewiz v. Sorema N.A.. 
534 U.S. 514, 152 L.Ed.2d 1, 122 S.Ct. 992, 998 (2002); Porter v. Karavas . 157 F.2d 984, 986 (10 th 
Cir. 1946). 

Still, the Bank insists on detail and allegedly provides some of its own. It’s affidavits claim 
it does not engage in any “financial transactions” at its 80 Broad Street office. (Defendant Bank 
Memo, p 3 n 2) But makes no mention that at least one public hotel in the Wall Street area 
advertises its proximity to the Bank’s Broad Street office as a plus for its hotels guests, Exhibit B . 
which raises the question of just what type of business is none there. Moreover, the Bank is again 
invoking the Enterprise movants’ strategy to use a Rule 12(b)(6) motion to effectively obtain a 
judgment on the pleadings or a summary judgment by submitting extraneous material, which is also 
disingenuous. The Sofianou affidavit at U 3 creates the false impression the Bank is a minor 
international player even though it provides global Internet and telephone banking services that 
include financial transactions, such as money transfers, and, through a wholly owned subsidiary, 
CISCO, operates a brokerage and manages investment funds. Exhibit C Such an electronic global 
reach must make it difficult for the Bank to “know its clients” as Sofianou declares at ]f 3. The 
affidavits of Kypri and Hadjimitis at^f 3 claim a search of “all relevant Bank [of Cyprus, Ltd.] 
records.” The Bank of Cyprus, Ltd is just part of the Bank of Cyprus Group, which also includes 
Bank of Cyprus Mutual Funds Ltd, CISCO and other legal entities. Exhibit D Did the search also 
include those since movant Shipilina has a Global Equity Fund account. (Complaint ]{450) The 
Bank’s affidavits also omit it is the leading financial institution in the banking and tax haven of 
Cyprus, has procedures for keeping secret the real owners of an enterprise, maintains a branch in the 
offshore center of the Channel Islands, runs an office of “intense activity” in Moscow, and has over 
2300 correspondent relationships mostly with international banking institutions. Exhibit E 
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Cyprus’ “banking and corporate secrecy, little or no taxes, and simplified incorporation procedures 
have made it easy for ... terrorist groups, and organized crime groups to ... launder funds.” U.S. 
International Crime Threat Assessment . But all this is extraneous material for a Rule 12(b)(6) 
motion and more appropriately addressed in discovery, Hickman . 329 U.S. 495, 501. 

In addition to mixing up pleading with discovery, the Bank confuses an allegation against 
movant Shipilina as one against the Bank. (Complaint 450) The Bank’s chivalrous act of 
spending time, money and effort to aid movant Shipilina with two affidavits must be greatly 
appreciated by her, but raises the question as to why the Bank would try to help a person it 
considers is just one of many “disparate” defendants. (Defendant Bank Memo, p 1-2) Actually, it 
looks more like a family member helping out one to whom it is joined at the pocketbook. The 
Bank’s affidavits that refute the allegations against movant Shipilina in the Complaint at 450, 
451, 452, 540 and 767 raise more questions than they answer, which can only be resolved in 
discovery. 

After magnanimously assisting a fellow “disparate” movant, the Bank states, “Nor has the 
Bank ever done business in New York with the plaintiff or any defendant.” (Defendant Bank 
Memo, p 3-2) The plaintiff never alleged he did any business with the Bank. But the real purpose 
behind the Bank’s statement is to improperly interject this so-called fact into a motion to dismiss. A 
motion to dismiss raises only an issue of law, Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc .: 2d Civ 1357 p 
303, not of facts. Other Enterprise movants do the same thing as though they were in the principal’s 
office or state court trying to argue the factual righteousness of their cause whenever they open their 
mouths rather than following the proper procedure. There’s a time and place for everything. 

Trying to three card monte so-called facts before the Court on a motion to dismiss is procedurally 
incorrect. The facts will be determined through discovery. Hickman at 501. 
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I am not sure what Counsel for the Rank means by saying the Complaint is “structurally 
flawed, fatally so.” Sounds more relevant to a building construction action. 

III. Argument 

A. The Complaint States a RICO Cause of Action Against the Bank of Cyprus 

The Bank of Cyprus asserts knowledge that only the Russian mafia and movant Shipilina 
could possess: “The dispute, if there is one, is between Plaintiff and his ex-wife. Organized Crime 
did not cause Plaintiffs misfortune.” How is it that the Bank knows the Russian mafia did not 
cause the plaintiffs alleged harm? Is the Bank omnipresent or perhaps, more tellingly, on intimate 
tenns with the Russian mafia. 

The Bank further objects to allegations in the Complaint as “stigmatizing,” “unsupported” 
and “conclusory.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 3-3) The Bank, just as other Enterprise movants so 
often do, fails to state the specific allegations to which it refers. Perhaps the movants want the 
Court to do their work for them. Anyway, “[a]s for stigma, a civil RICO proceeding leaves no 
greater stain than do a number of other proceedings.” Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co.. Inc.. 473 U.S. 
479, 492, 87 L.Ed.2d 346, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3283 (1985). And as for “unsupported,” the operative 
definition for the word “support” is “to furnish corroborating evidence,” American Heritage 
Dictionary . Second College Edition, p 1222. “It is a familiar rule of pleading ... that evidence by 
which an allegation is sought to be established need not be pleaded.... Such matters [of evidence], 
however, are for proof and we doubt the propriety, much less the necessity of their allegation.” 
Cater Constr. Co. v. Nischwitz . 111 F.2d 971, 973 (7 th Cir. 1940). 

Under the “conclusory” opprobrium, the Bank falls into step with the other movants by 
objecting that the Complaint’s allegations provide “[n]o factual detail,” are “factually groundless” 
and therefore “conclusory.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 3-1, 2, 3; p 7-3) But “[wjhether these 
charges [in the complaint] be called ‘allegations of fact’ or ‘mere conclusions of the pleader,’ we 
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hold that they must be taken into account in deciding whether the [plaintiff] is entitled to have its 
case tried.” U.S. v. Employing Plasterer’s Ass’n . 347 U.S. 186, 188, 98 L.Ed. 618, 74 S.Ct. 452, 
454 (1954). For “the ancient distinction between “facts” and “conclusions” is no longer 
significant.” Oil, Chem. & Atomic Workers Int’l Union v. Delta Ref. Co.. 277 F.2d 694, 697 (6 th 
Cir. 1960)(citing U.S. v. Employing Plasterer’s Ass’n , 347 U.S. 186, 188). The plaintiff need only 
give the defendants notice of the claims. See Leatherman v. Tarrrant County Narcotics Intel. & 
Coordination Unit . 507 U.S. 163, 168, 122 L.Ed.2d 517, 113 S.Ct. 1160, 1163 (1993). “A 
complaint that complies with the federal rules of civil procedure cannot be dismissed on the ground 
that it is conclusory or fails to allege facts. The federal rules require (with irrelevant exceptions) 
only that the complaint state a claim not that it plead the facts if true would establish ... that the 
claim was valid.” Higgs v. Carver , 286 F.3d 437, 439 (7 th Cir. 2002)(Posner, J.)(citation omitted). 
And “what may be insufficient in New York courts need not necessarily be insufficient” in Federal 
court. Mueller v. Rayon Consultants. 170 F.Supp 555. 558 (S.D.N.Y. 1959). The pleader need 
only “disclose adequate infonnation as the basis of his claim for relief as distinguished from a bare 
averment that he wants relief and is entitled to it.” Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ 2d 
1216, p 165 (citing October 1955 Report of the Judicial Conference of the United States). 

The U.S. Supreme Court disagrees with the Rank and other movants efforts to do away with 
the modern Federal standard of notice pleading: 

“The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure do not require a claimant to set out in detail 
the facts upon which he bases his claim. To the contrary, all the Rules require is a 
short and plain statement of the claim that will give the defendant fair notice of what 
the plaintiffs claim is and the grounds upon which it rests. Such simplified ‘notice 
pleading’ is made possible by the liberal opportunity for discovery and the other 
pretrial procedures established by the Rules to disclose more precisely the basis of 
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both claim and defense and to define more narrowly the disputed facts and issues. 

The Federal Rules reject the approach that pleading is a game of skill in which one 
misstep by counsel may be decisive to the outcome and accept the principle that the 
purpose of pleading is to facilitate a proper decision on the merits.” Conley v. 

Gibson . 355 U.S. 41, 47-48, 2 L.Ed.2d 80, 78 S.Ct. 99, 102-03 (1957). 

The archaic pleading practice relied on by the Bank and other movants once existed under 
the codes and common law in which pleadings served four functions (1) provided notice of the 
claim; (2) stated the facts that each party believed existed; (3) narrowed the issues; and (4) supplied 
a means for speedy disposition of sham claims. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ 2d 1202, 
p 68. As a result, many cases were disposed of on a pleading defect unrelated to the merits. Id. at p 
69. In olden days, the complaint was required to state only facts, not conclusions, a distinction of 
degree only that placed the pleader at a disadvantage: 

“A pleader who complied with the spirit and command of the code pleading system 
was obliged to walk defenseless while a hidden enemy sniped at him; he committed 
himself unreservedly to a course of action and a factual statement from which he 
could not deviate because of [the] rules ....” Id. at p 71 (citation omitted). 

The Bank of Cyprus and other movants are effectively saying to the Court, “Let’s do the time warp 
again.” and dismiss the Complaint for not stating facts as required under the old codes, number (2) 
above, even though by today’s standards, the pleadings function to give notice of the plaintiffs 
position. Conley at pp 47-48. A notice the Bank and other movants’ will be hard press to deny 
after including many answer type allegations in their memoranda. They clearly are aware of the 
claims against them. They may not be pleased, but that’s no excuse to resort to yesteryear to short 
circuit modern federal procedure. 
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The Rank and other movants, however, may be using “conclusory” to mean legal 
conclusion, another prohibitive act under the old codes. The absurdity of objecting to a complaint 
for making legal conclusions was stated by Professor James, “If one sought to describe a situation 
having legal significance entirely in words which were devoid of all legal evaluation, the result 
would be a series of prolix circumlocutions which would serve neither elegance of style nor ease of 
understanding.” The Objective and Function of the Complaint: Common Law—Codes—Federal 
Rules . 1961, 14 Vand.L.Rev. 899, 912-918. 

The Bank of Cyprus’ legal argument also sarcastically labels the Complaint as “tome-like in 
length.” At 91 pages, it may be a large book for the Bank, but that is not a reason to dismiss the 
case. Federal Rule 8(a)(2) requires a short and plain statement for each claim, not a short 
complaint. Multiparty litigation with multi-claims will inevitably result in long and complicated 
complaints. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ 2d 1217, p 169. 

1. Standard for a Motion to Dismiss 

The Bank affirmatively states only part of the standard for deciding a motion to dismiss 
(Defendant Bank Memo, p 4-2) while conveniently leaving off the part that courts take a 
complaint’s allegations as true, California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited . 404 U.S. 

508, 515, 30 L.Ed.2d 642, 92 S.Ct. 609, 614 (1972); Bemheim v. Litt . 79 F.3d 318, 321 (2d Cir. 
1996)(citation omitted). The Second Circuit case relied on by the Bank states, “the well pleaded 
material allegations of the complaint are taken as admitted; but... unwarranted deductions of fact 
are not admitted.” First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt Funding Corp. . 27 F.3d 763, 771 (2d Cir. 1994). 
The Bank artfully included the “unwarranted deductions” part of that quote but not the “allegations 
... taken as admitted” part. It also failed to distinguish First Nationwide Bank from the present case 
against it. 
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The Second Circuit applied the “unwarranted deductions” principle with “greater force” 
because the issue was whether the defendants fraudulently overstated the value of rental properties 
as loan collateral. Id. Fraud requires more stringent pleading requirements under Rule 9(b), but 
there are no predicate act allegations of fraud against the Bank. A further distinction is that First 
Nationwide found the complaint’s method used for estimating the amount of overstated value 
involved so many variables and estimates that no reasonable inference other than an “unwarranted 
deduction” from the allegations could be drawn to come up with a certain amount of damages. Id at 
770-72. The predicate act allegations against the Bank of Cyprus are not so complex—simply 
money laundering and using international facilities to aid a racketeering enterprise. (Complaint ][][ 
633-635) 

“The issue is not whether a plaintiff will ultimately prevail but whether the claimant is 
entitled to offer evidence to support the claims. Indeed it may appear on the face of the pleadings 
that a recovery is very remote and unlikely but that is not the test.” Scheuer v. Rhodes . 416 U.S. 

232, 236, 40 L.Ed.2d 90, 94 S.Ct. 1683, 1686 (1974). 

2, Standard for Pleading RICO 

First the Bank of Cyprus misstates what the Supreme Court in Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Imrex 
Co.. Inc. . 473 U.S. 479, 496, 87 L.Ed.2d 346, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3285 (1985), requires for alleging a 
civil RICO violation, then claims the Complaint does not comply to the Bank’s misstatement. 

The Complaint alleges all the RICO elements against the Bank that the Second Circuit 
requires: (1) defendant (Complaint ][][ 101-103) (2) through the commission of two or more 
predicate acts (Complaint 633-635) (3) constituting a pattern (Complaint ][][ 875-85) (4) of 
racketeering activities [those are predicate acts] (Complaint ][][ 633-635) (5) directly or indirectly 
invests in, or maintains an interest in, or participates in (Complaint]] 636) (6) an enterprise 
(Complaint 1, 10-15) [allegations as to the existence of a RICO enterprise must meet only the notice 
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pleading requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 8. In Re Sumitomo Copper Litigation . 995 F.Supp. 451, 
454 (S.D.N.Y. 1998)(J. Pollack)] (7) the activities of which affect interstate or foreign commerce 
(Complaint 874) and, in addition, the plaintiff was injured in his business or property by reason of 
violations of 18 U.S.C. 1962 (Complaint ]fl| 900-907). 

The Rank continues misstating the law and misrepresenting the Complaint when it claims, 
“Plaintff also fails to plead adequately certain predicate acts alleged in the Complaint as a basis for 
his RICO claims. These acts include violations of 18 U.S.C. 371 (conspiracy), 26 U.S.C. 7201 (tax 
evasion), Sections 1801 and 1804 of the New York State Income, Earnings and Corporate Taxes 
Law (failure to fde tax returns and filing of false returns, respectively), and Sections 105 and 470 of 
the New York Penal Code (conspiracy and money laundering, respectively).” (Defendant Bank 
Memo, p 4, n 4) The Complaint does not claim any of the acts cited in that footnote are predicate 
acts. The Complaint contains one section listing predicate acts that starts at 466 and is titled 
Defendants Predicate Acts and a separate section beginning at 684 called Other Criminal Acts by 
Defendants . The titles are in bold print and the word “other” means of a different character or 
quality. I just can’t see how the Bank missed that unless it is trying to sneak something passed, but 
I cannot figure out what it is. 

a. Use of Income from Racketeering Activities. 1962(a) 

The plaintiff incorporates his argument from Plaintiff Opposition Memo, pp 85-88 that a 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) or (b) does not require a “racketeering injury”; that is, injury flowing 
from the investment of income produced by a pattern of racketeering, Busby v. Crown Supply. Inc. . 
896 F.2d 833, 837-38 (4 th Cir. 1990); Goold Electronics Corp. v. Galaxy Electronics. Inc. . 1993 WL 
427727 (N.D.I11.), or from racketeering activity used to keep a stake in an enterprise, see Haroco v. 
American National Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago . 747 F.2d 384, 395-399 (7 th Cir. 1984). 
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If the Court concludes that RICO 1962(a) requires a racketeering injury, the Complaint, 
contrary to the Bank’s false statement that it “makes no such allegation” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 
5-1), alleges injury from the investment of racketeering income. The Bank engages in predicate 
acts constituting a pattern of racketeering activity that makes money (Complaint^ 633-636, 875, 
881); the income from that racketeering activity goes into the Bank’s operations, including the 
facilities for laundering money, that affect interstate commerce (Complaint ]|]j 636, 874); and the 
plaintiff suffered damages as a result (Complaint 900-908). 

The Bank wrongly objects that the money from racketeering activities must be invested in 
the criminal enterprise. RICO 1962(a) is violated when racketeering money is used in the operation 
of an organization whether the criminal enterprise or another organization. Batista, Civil RICO, 
2003 Cumulative Supplement . 4.41, p 133; see 18 U.S.C. 1961(4). The Bank is an organization that 
is alleged to use money from predicate acts to run its operations (Complaint ]j 636), so RICO 
1962(a) is violated. 

b. Racketeering to Maintain an Interest in the Money Laundering Business. 1962(b) 

The Bank of Cyprus’ cite to Dubai Islamic Bank v. Citibank, N.A. . 126 F.Supp.2d 659, 670 
(S.D.N.Y. 2000), which found persuasive the argument that a plaintiff must allege the defendant 
“acquired or maintained control over the alleged RICO enterprise...,” shows the Bank continues its 
misguided claim that the only enterprise to which 1962(a) & (b) apply is the RICO enterprise. 
Congress did not confine the reach of RICO “to only narrow aspects of organized crime.” U.S. v. 
Turkette , 452 U.S. 576, 590, 69 L.Ed.2d 246, 101 S.Ct. 2524, 2532 (1981). The use of racketeering 
activity to acquire or maintain, directly or indirectly, any interest in or control of any enterprise, 
whether the RICO enterprise or another business, violates 1962(b). 

Contrary to the Bank’s assertions in its memorandum at p 5-2, the Complaint alleges the 
Bank operates a money laundering business for the Russian mafia (Complaint^ 15, 101-103, 456- 
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58), that the Bank engages in the predicate acts necessary to launder and hide Russian mafia money 
(Complaint at 633-635) in order to maintain its money laundering business in which it has a 
property interest (Complaint at 636), and the plaintiff suffered damages as a result (Complaint 
900-908). An “interest” in 1962(b) includes “all property and interests, as broadly described, which 
are related to the violations” H.R.Rep. No. 1549 . 91 st Cong., 2d Sess. 57, reprinted in U.S. Code 
Cong. & Ad.News 4007 (1970). 

c. Participating in the Conduct of the Russian Mafia’s Affairs. 1962(c) 

In order to participate, directly or indirectly, in the conduct of an enterprise’s affairs, a 
defendant must play some part in directing those affairs. Reves v. Ernst & Young. 507 U.S. 170, 
179, 122 L.Ed.2d 525, 113 S.Ct. 1163, 1170 (1992). The Bank artfully omitted “directly or 
indirectly” from its statement of the law. (Defendant Bank Memo, p 6-1) “[T]he phrase ‘directly or 
indirectly’ makes clear that RICO liability is not limited to those with a formal position in the 
enterprise.. Reves at 179, or that only primary responsibility for the enterprise’s affairs is 
required. What is needed is that a person participates in the operation or management of the 
enterprise. Reves at 185. But an enterprise is “operated” not just by upper management but also by 
lower rung participants who are under the direction of upper management or by others associated 
with the enterprise who exert control; that is, authority. Reves at 184. “One is liable under RICO if 
he ... has ‘discretionary authority in carrying out the instructions of the principals.’” Baisch v. 
Gallina . 346 F.3d at 376 (2d Cir. 2003)(citing US v. Diaz . 176 F.3d 52, 93 (2d Cir. 1999)). In 
addition, a defendant may also take part in the conduct of an enterprise by knowingly implementing 
decisions as well as making them. US v. Oreto , 37 F.3d 739, 750 (1st Cir. 1994). 

In order to launder money for the Russian mafia, the Bank exerts control over that aspect of 
the mob’s activities by making and knowingly implementing decisions in which it exercises broad 
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discretion in carrying out the laundering and hiding of illegal funds. (Complaint 15, 101-03, 
456-58, 633-636, 874(b), (d), O'), (k), 881) 

d. Conspiracy. 1962(d) 

The Rank pulls an interesting slide-of-hand when it states that a RICO conspiracy claim 
“must plead facts alleging that each defendant ‘knowingly agreed to participate in the conspiracy.’” 
The Bank’s memorandum at p 6-2 cites Schmidt v. Fleet Dank . 16 F.Supp.2d 340, 347[correct page 
is 354] (S.D.N.Y. 1998) as authority for this proposition but wrongly claims the Schmidt Court 
relied on Industrial Bank of Latvia v. Baltic Fin. Corp. . 1994 U.S. Dist. Lexis, *8, 93 Civ. 9032, 
1994 WL 286162 at *3 (S.D.N.Y.). The Schmidt Court relied on Colony at Holbrook. Inc, v. Strata 
G.C., Inc. . 928 F.Supp. 1224 (E.D.N.Y. 1996), and Colony relied on the Second Circuit’s Hecht v. 
Commerce Clearing House. Inc. . 897 F.2d 21, 25 (2d Cir. 1990). “[T]he Second Circuit established 
that the core requirement of a RICO conspiracy claim is an agreement to commit the predicate 
act.... [T]he Second Circuit held that a complaint must, at a minimum, specifically plead such an 
agreement... ‘to commit at least two predicate acts.’” Colony at 1238. So in the Second Circuit, a 
complaint must allege the defendants concurred, consented, settled upon, assented or agreed to the 
committing of two predicate acts. It is the agreement to commit predicate acts in furtherance of the 
common purpose of the RICO enterprise that infers a RICO conspiracy. See Colony at 1238. And 
furthering a RICO’s purpose can be met by merely adopting the goal of advancing or facilitating 
violations of RICO 1962(a-c). See Salinas v. U.S. , 522 U.S. 52, 65, 139 L.Ed.2d 352, 118 S.Ct. 

469, 477 (1997). By agreeing to launder and hide money from Russian mafia activities, the Bank, 
at the very least, advanced and facilitated the Enterprise’s criminal endeavors that include violations 
of 18U.S.C. 1962(a-c). 

The Complaint meets the conspiracy pleading requirements by alleging the Bank “agreed to 
commit the predicate acts in 633-35....” (Complaint f 637) with the requisite mens rea 
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(Complaint ^ 682) and such acts furthered the Enterprise’s purpose (Complaint 12, 13, 15, 456, 
635). 

The Bank also objects the Complaint’s conspiracy allegations are “conclusory” and 
therefore “insufficient.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 6-2) So what is insufficient? Statements 
claiming only that the defendants engaged in “conspiratorial acts,” conspiratorial manner,” 
“conspiratorial method” and “conspiratorial pattern.” Colony at 1238 (citation omitted). What is 
sufficient? A complaint that states the defendants knowingly entered into an agreement, 
arrangement, concord or compact to commit predicate acts. Dietrich v. Bauer . 76 F.Supp. 2d 312, 
349 (S.D.N.Y. 1999). The Complaint does just that for all the Enterprise movants. (Complaint 
682-83) The problem with all the movants’ memoranda is that they cite legal propositions declaring 
what allegations can’t be, but omit the specifics that give the rules understanding. The movants spit 
out words, such as “conclusory,” “bare,” “insufficient” and the like without defining what the courts 
mean by these terms because if the movants did, then these objections would vanish like the 
morning haze. 

Another vanishing objection by the Bank is that the Complaint did not answer its deposition 
questions: “Into what agreement did the Bank enter? With whom did the Bank agree? What was 
the conspiracy?” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 6-2) The federal rules, however, restrict pleadings to 
the task of general notice giving and invest the deposition-discovery process with the vital role of 
preparing for trial. Conley v. Gibson . 355 U.S. 41, 47-48; Hickman . 329 U.S. 495, 501. The 
Complaint’s conspiracy allegations provide enough information to put the Bank on notice. 
Moreover, the nature of conspiracies often makes it impossible to provide details in a complaint, 
Brever v. Rockwell . 40 F.3d 1119, 1128 (10 th Cir. 1994) 

The Bank follows along with the other Enterprise movants by presumptuously stating there 
can be no RICO conspiracy, “because Plaintiff has failed to plead any substantive [1962 (a-c)] 
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RICO violation....” I thought that determination was for the Court rather than the defendants. 
Apparently, in the movants’ “Simon says” view of the law, whenever a defendant simply claims a 
plaintiffs allegations fail to plead a substantive RICO violation, the conspiracy cause of action must 
be dismissed. But even adopting the movants “Simon says” ploy, co-conspirators who might not 
themselves have violated one of the substantive provisions of 1962 can still be sued providing 
others in the Enterprise were alleged to have done so. Beck v. Prupis. 529 U.S. 494, 506-07, 120 
S.Ct. 1608, 1617 (2000). Conspiracy is a mechanism for subjecting co-conspirators to liability for 
the tortious acts of one of their members, and a tortious act is a 1962(a), (b), or (c) violation or may 
even be the commission of one predicate act. Beck at 506 n. 10. The Complaint alleges numerous 
violations of 18 USC 1962 and predicate acts committed by the movants in furtherance of the 
Enterprise’s Scheme. (Complaint 466-547, 556-559) 

e. Standing in the Shadows with Gangsters 

The Bank of Cyprus once again wrongly imagines what the Complaint and the law state— 
this time about proximate cause or, more accurately, standing. The Bank claims, “Plaintiff has 
pleaded no proximate cause. In fact, Plaintiff has pleaded no cause at all.” (Defendant Bank 
Memo, p 7-2) The Complaint at 900-907 alleges the direct injuries to the plaintiffs business and 
property were caused by a pattern of racketeering activity violating 18 U.S.C. 1962 or by predicate 
acts, and at 683 states “[ejach predicate act was committed on behalf of every Member of the 
Enterprise, since each act was committed with the knowledge of, or was reasonably foreseeable to, 
each of the Members.” The U.S. Supreme Court held that on a motion to dismiss general factual 
allegations of injury resulting from defendant’s conduct embrace those specific facts necessary to 
support the claim. NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798, 803 
(citing Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife . 504 U.S. 555, 561, 119 L.Ed.2d 351, 112 S.Ct. 2130, 2137 
(1992)). The Bank also tries to heighten the pleading requirements for standing to one that tends to 
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“show” injury. (Defendant Bank Memo, p 7-2) “Show” means to prove, Black’s Law Dictionary . 
8 th Ed., p 1413, but the purpose of the complaint under the federal rules is to give notice, not prove. 
See Hickman . 329 U.S. 495, 501. 

In addition, liability for injuries from RICO violations is joint and several among the 
members of the criminal enterprise. Fleischhauer v. Feltner . 879 F.2d 1290, 1301 (6 th Cir. 1989). 
“Although there is little direct law on this point, there are numerous RICO criminal forfeiture cases 
which indicate that the nature of the RICO offense mandates joint and several liability.” Id. (citing_ 
see also Beneficial Standard Fife Ins. Co. v. Madariaga . 851 F.2d 271, 272 (9 th Cir. 1988)(civil 
RICO liability assessed joint and severally). Fleischhauer was not a forfeiture nor a contribution 
case. A determination of joint and several liability is distinct from a determination of contribution. 
Texas Industries. Inc, v. Radcliff Materials . 451 U.S. 630, 646, 68 F.Ed.2d 500, 101 S.Ct. 2061, 
2069 (1981). Further, the allegation of conspiracy to violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) includes the 
allegation of defendants being joint and severally liable, since they are co-conspirators. Oki 
Semiconductor Co. v. Wells Fargo Bank. 298 F.2d 768, 775 (9 th Cir. 2002)(Citations omitted); See 
Pinkerton v. U.S. . 328 U.S. 640, 646, 90 F.Ed. 1489, 66 S.Ct. 1180, 1183 (1946). Moreover, there 
is no reason why persons who actively and knowingly work for an organization that engages in 
criminal activity should not be liable for the criminal acts of other members. Scales v. U.S. . 367 
U.S. 203, 226-27, 6 F.Ed.2d 782, 81 S.Ct. 1469, 1485 (1960). The Complaint alleges the Bank is a 
member of the Russian mafia and furthers the mob’s illegal activities with money laundering as a 
co-conspirator in violating RICO (Complaint ]fl[ 101-03, 456-58, 633-37), so it is joint and severally 
liable. 

The Bank of Cyprus also requests a dismissal because it has “more productive uses for [its] 
resources.” (Defendant Bank Memo, p 7-2) Perhaps it is referring to the lucrative business it 
conducts with the Russian mafia. The plaintiff, however, can think of no more productive use of 
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government resources than, as the U.S. Supreme Court stated, “bring[ing] to bear the pressure of 
private attorneys general on a serious national problem for which public prosecutorial resources are 
deemed inadequate....” Agency Holding Corp. v. Malley-Duff & Associates . 483 U.S. 143, 151; 97 
L.Ed.2d 121; 107 S.Ct. 2759, 2764 (1987). 

f. Case or no case 

The Bank of Cyprus, patterning other Enterprise movants, again repeats the liturgy that the 
allegations against them are not “sufficient.” Sufficient means that which is necessary for a given 
purpose. Black’s Law Dictionary. 8 th Ed., p 1474. So what’s the purpose of allegations in a 
complaint? “[T]o provide the necessary notice to [the] adversary. The evidentiary material 
supporting these general statements normally should not be set out in the pleadings but rather 
should be left to be brought to light during the discovery process.” Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & 
Proc .: Civil 2d 1281, p 519. The Bank’s memorandum and the detailed papers of the other movants 
belie that they do not have “fair notice of what the plaintiffs claim is and the grounds upon which it 
rests,” Conley . 355 U.S. 41, 47-48. 

Finally, the Bank omnipotently concludes that any amendment of the Complaint would have 
to consist of “conclusory allegations.” They don’t know that. 

IV. Conclusion 

The plaintiff requests that the Bank of Cyprus’ motion to dismiss be denied, but if granted, 
then leave be allowed to the plaintiff to amend the Complaint. 

Dated: New York, New York 

August 12, 2004 

Respectfully submitted 
Attorney plaintiff pro se 


Roy Den Hollander (RDH 1957) 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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Mr. Chairman, members of the subcommittee, thank you for the opportunity to speak 
with you on this important issue. The threat posed by the convergence of organized 
crime, drug trafficking and terrorism is significant. Worldwide economic, political, social 
and technological changes over the last decade have resulted in a more dispersed, 
complex, asymmetric threat to our nation. Criminals and terrorists have significantly 
benefitted from these rapid changes which have permanently shrunk the world, made it 
more open and created new methods for interacting and communicating. 

Organized crime, drug trafficking, and terrorist acts are no longer insular, distinct 
activities that can be contained and eradicated through traditional enforcement. Instead, 
they are integrated activities which through their very commission have a reverberating 
impact on our national interests. 

To meet these new challenges, we can not focus on singular criminal activities. Rather, 
the law enforcement and intelligence communities must understand and develop 
strategies to address all aspects of criminal and terrorist enterprises. Thus, my 
testimony today will illustrate the diversity of crime within criminal enterprises and the 
interrelationships between gangs, drug trafficking organizations, organized crime and 
terrorist groups. We must understand all aspects of the threat to address the threat. 

Drug trafficking organizations engage in other criminal activities to support their 
operations. Similarly, organized crime groups, street gangs and some terrorist 
organizations are involved in drug related activities. For example, drug trafficking 
organizations are engaged in the corruption of U.S. law enforcement officials, 
kidnappings, tortures and murder to further their drug trafficking operations. Mexican 
drug trafficking organizations use street gangs to murder rivals and to distribute drugs 
throughout the United States. Russian organized crime groups, which distribute drugs in 
the United States, are also involved with the American La Cosa Nostra in sophisticated 
financial fraud, money laundering and other white collar crime schemes. And, 

Colombian drug trafficking organizations interact with terrorist organizations. 

El Paso, Texas, which is contiguous with Juarez, Mexico, has long been a gateway for 
drugs controlled by the Carrillo Fuentes Drug Trafficking Organization (CFO) and 
illustrates how violence is an integral part of drug trafficking. During the past few years, 
there have been approximately 300 drug related disappearances in Juarez, Mexico, 
including 27 U.S. citizens. In El Paso, there have been 120 drug related homicides and 
73 drug related disappearances. 
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In "Operation Plaza Sweep", a joint FBI and Republic of Mexico investigation, 17 
murders and 24 kidnappings were documented and eventually led to the discovery of 
three burial sites used by the CFO in Mexico. The positive identification of seven victims 
buried at these sites resulted in a superceding indictment adding murder charges to a 
46 count indictment against Vicente Carrillo Fuentes. 

When major drug trafficking organizations lose a load of drugs they kidnap, torture and 
often execute those involved. If the individual responsible for the loss flees, a close 
family member is kidnapped and threatened until the individual turns himself into the 
organization. 

Drug traffickers also employ violence to escape detection and arrest. For example, on 
June 3, 1998, U.S. Border Patrol Agent Alexander Kirpnick confronted three drug 
smugglers along the Arizona/Mexico border and was shot to death. The shooter fled to 
Mexico and was eventually captured in Mexico and convicted in the United States for 
the first degree murder of a federal officer. 

Drug trafficking organizations systematically engage in corruption to support their drug 
operations. This is particularly problematic along the southwest border of the United 
States. U.S. law enforcement officials along the southwest border have been convicted 
of participating actively in drug-related crimes, including waving drug-laden vehicles 
through Ports of Entry in exchange for money, coordinating the movement of drugs 
across the border, using their official positions to transport drugs past checkpoints 
without being suspected, and disclosing drug intelligence information. In an 18 month 
period, an FBI-led public corruption task force in Southern Arizona conducted a series 
of drug corruption investigations which resulted in the conviction of 10 federal officers, 
two deputy sheriffs, three local police officers and one local judge. 

The "Operation Ghostload" investigation illustrates the impact of drug related corruption 
in the United States. In January 1999, four Immigration Naturalization Service 
Inspectors who were assigned to the Nogales, Arizona, Port of Entry, and seven drug 
traffickers, were arrested. These inspectors were responsible for passing over 20 tons 
of cocaine into the United States for which they received over $800,000 in bribes. 
Clearly, international organized crime groups constitute a significant threat because of 
the scope and magnitude of their criminal activity. Furthermore, despite tremendous 
successes against the LCN, vigilance is required to minimize their impact on our 
financial markets. All organized crime groups are using the increased ease of 
international travel and the latest advances in telecommunications and technology to 
move large segments of their criminal enterprises into the United States market. For 
example, Oleg Kirillov, the leader of a Russian organized crime group based in Russia, 
established an operation in Miami, Florida, to launch a cocaine smuggling route 
between Peru and Russia. An investigation by FBI Miami determined that the network 
of this group stretched from various locations in the United States to Russia, Europe 
and South America. In addition to drug trafficking, group members were also actively 
engaged in a variety of criminal offenses, including stock manipulation, credit card fraud 
and motor vehicle thefts. Kirillov and several of his associates were indicted and later 
convicted for their involvement in these criminal activities. 

Similarly, the inter-relation of drug traffickers and violent street gangs poses a challenge 
to law enforcement. Street gangs continue to expand their illicit activities and build 
strategic ties to domestic and international criminal organizations. While gangs are 
involved in a broad range of criminal activity, drug trafficking remains the principal 
source of their revenue. These criminal organizations are firmly entrenched in regions 
near major trans-shipment points, freight terminals or bulk warehouses. They are also 
responsible for moving stolen cargo and high technology commodities into other 
countries. These high tech shipments are then available for exploitation by major 
criminal organizations. 

The impact of the violence these groups have in the U.S. is significant. For example, 
here in the Nation's Capital, neighborhood drug-based gangs have been responsible for 
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substantial levels of violent criminal acts. Just last month, a District of Columbia Federal 
Grand Jury returned a 158 count indictment with 31 charges of murder and multiple 
violations of drug trafficking and weapons offenses against local gang members. These 
indictments stemmed from an FBI-led Safe Streets Task Force investigation targeting 
the entire criminal enterprise. 

In January 1997, an FBI-led violent crime taskforce was initiated in Gary, Indiana, to 
target pervasive gang-related violence and gang controlled, street level drug trafficking. 
A series of criminal enterprise investigations freed the community from gang related 
terror, reducing the assaults with firearms by 62 percent and homicides by 24 percent. 

The threat of terrorism to America continues worldwide. The increasingly prominent 
U.S. role in international peacekeeping, diplomacy and business has increased 
America's visibility and vulnerability and encouraged the increased levels of activities by 
terrorist groups. While there is no evidence of narco-terrorism within the United States, 
intelligence has revealed that some terrorist organizations, such as Columbia's FARC, 
and to a lesser extent the National Liberation Army (ELN), support their activities 
through funds acquired as the result of their protection of drug traffickers or the 
distribution of drugs in Columbia. These terrorists also target U.S. interests in their 
country. For example, in January 1993, three U.S. missionaries were kidnapped from a 
village in Panama by members of the FARC and remain missing. In February of last 
year, three U.S. citizens who were working in Colombia were kidnapped by suspected 
members of the FARC. These Americans were later executed in Venezuela. 

Regardless of the source of funding, the threat of terrorism is very real here and abroad. 
As an example, the World Trade Center bombing in February 1993, killed six 
Americans, injured over 1,000 and caused property damages amounting to over half a 
billion dollars. Most recently, the U.S.S. Cole was attacked while in the Port of Aden, 
Yemen. This act of terrorism took the lives of 17 young American servicemen and 
women and resulted in the injury of 39 others. 

I can assure you that the FBI is prepared for the substantial challenges posed by these 
evolving threats to our national security. As this subcommittee is aware, the FBI is a 
member of both the law enforcement and intelligence communities, hence we are 
uniquely positioned to work closely with our law enforcement and community partners to 
identify and neutralize the threats to our nation. 

The character of these threats, increasingly an integrated conglomerate of activities 
inimical to our national interests, have resulted in the FBI's pro-active posture which is 
designed to deter and prevent rather than react to criminal and terrorist activities. This 
proactive approach requires that the FBI have an intelligence capability far different 
from what has supported us in the past. In fact, to apply the FBI's enterprise theory of 
investigation to these increasingly compound threats requires an intelligence capability 
that can disaggregate these patterns of complex, intertwined behaviors and, at all times, 
provide an accurate understanding of the present and future threat. 

The foundation of the FBI's strategy to address these activities is a preeminent 
intelligence capability. In November 1999, as part of our Strategic Plan, the FBI 
realigned its intelligence resources and placed a new emphasis on developing a 
strategic analytical capability. As you are aware, at that time, we placed all personnel 
dedicated to criminal, terrorist, and foreign intelligence analysis into a new Division and 
charged them with developing a comprehensive understanding of the threats faced by 
our Nation. Through this realignment we are working toward exploiting all information, 
regardless of where it is collected, developing national crime and intelligence threat 
assessments in order to react effectively to current problems, and establishing the 
intelligence base from which we can project future threats. 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to testify before the subcommittee today. I would be 
happy to respond to any questions you have at this time. 
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Russian Crime Gangs Invade America 


Excerpted from: EmergencyNet NEWS Service 
Friday, May 3, 1996 
Vol. 2 - 124 

**LEAD STORY** 

CIA AND FBI DIRECTORS DESCRIBE RUSSIAN ORGANIZED 
CRIME... 

By Steve Macko 

On Tuesday, the directors of the United States Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) met with House International Relations Committee on Capital Hill. CIA Director John Deutch said 
that organized crime represents a growing threat to democracy in Russia and has spread to 50 countries around the 
world, including the United States. 

Director Deutch said, "Organized crime and corruption pose an increasing threat to political and economic reform in 
Russia. Russia's criminal groups reach across international borders, including our own. Russian criminal groups have 
the potential to support terrorism and contribute to the proliferation of materials, technology and weapons of mass 
destruction." 

This is the first time that Director Deutch has testified before a Congressional Committee on the subject of Russian 
organized crime. Deutch tried to be optimistic on the issue by saying, "The facts do not support the important judgement 
that this criminal issue in Russia has gotten to such an extent that they are going to be unable to proceed with their ... 
slow but hopeful moves towards a more democratic society." 

Even though he said that Russian organized crime groups have the potential to contribute to the proliferation of weapons 
of mass destruction, Deutch stressed, "We have no data indicating that a nuclear weapon or a significant quantity of 
fissile material has ever been stolen from Russia. We also have no information that Russian criminal organizations are 
cooperating with terrorist groups or rogue states." 

The reason that criminal groups have flourished is because the groups got their start in widespread government 
corruption even before the Soviet era ended. Deutch said, "The rapid collapse of the Soviet system and central planning 
offered opportunities for this underlying corruption to bloom, for criminals to reap much higher profits and for crime to 
become much more visible to the average citizen." 

Overall, both directors, Deutch and Freeh of the FBI, gave what could be considered a gloomy assessment of the crime 
problem in Russia. FBI Director Fouis Freeh said that when freedom was established in Russia, it helped spread the 
existing criminal network to expand abroad. Freeh said, "Evidence that organized crime activity from these areas is 
expanding and will continue to expand to the United States is well-documented." 

The FBI director said that he was not going to make the same mistake that legendary FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover 
made by ignoring the Mafia for 50 years. Freeh said, "We are not about to make the same mistake with Eurasian crime." 

Freeh told the Congressional Committee that Russian crime groups are operating in New York City. The FBI is 
investigating several cases that involve everything from murder to a massive fraud scheme aimed at trying to steal $2 
billion in fuel tax revenues. 

The main point where it seemed to Deutch and Freeh differed was on their assessments of the anti-crime efforts by the 
Russians. Deutch said about the Russian law enforcement authorities, "Faw enforcement agencies continue to be 
understaffed, under-funded and plagued by corruption." 

FBI Director Freeh said that in its dealings with the Russians, the FBI has found that its Russian counterpart, the NVD, 
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has proven to be a reliable partner in investigating cases and in making arrests. 

Currently, the FBI has two Special Agents stationed in Moscow. They are handling about 300 cases and have requested 
a third agent to be assigned there. 

Also speaking before the Committee on Tuesday was California Attorney General Dan Lungren, who spoke about the 
growth of Russian organized crime in his state and was the focus of an ENN report on 19 March 1996. 

(c) EmergencyNet News Service, 1996, All Rights Reserved. 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Defendants. Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy (collectively referred herein 
as 'Mundy") and Peter Petrovich ("Petrovich"), by their attorneys. McManus. Cotlura & Richter, 
P.C., respectfully submit this Reply Memorandum of Law in further support of the instant 
motion for an Order (1) dismissing the first, second, third and fourth causes of action 
contained in plaintiffs complaint with prejudice as against Mundy and Petrovich aleging 
violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act ("RICO"), 18 U.S.C. 
§1962(a)-(d), for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted pursuant to Fed. R 
Civ. P. 12{bX6) and for failure to plead predicate acts with sufficient particularity pursuant to 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b); (2) dismissing the fifth, sixth and seventh causes of action contained in 
plaintiffs complaint with prejudice as against Mundy and Petrovich alleging pendant state law 
claims for failure lo slate a claim upon which relief can be granted pursuant to Fed R. Civ. 
P 12(b)(6); (3) dismissing plaintiffs complaint and each cause of action therein with prejudice 
as against Mundy snd Petrovich on the grounds that the complaint does not contain a short 
and plain statement of the daim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief pursuant to Fed. 
R. Civ. P. 8(a)(2). (4) for an injunction prohibiting plaintiff from filing any further related daims 
against Mundy and Petrovich, and (5) for such other and further relief as this Court deems just 
and proper'. 

Plaintiff has again seized the opportunity to burden the parties and the Court by 
submitting a mountain of paper representing his opposition, nearly two hundred pages in 




'The numbers. Idlers and headings used tor denoting sections In lies Reply Memorandum ol Law 
are smix. * not identcal. lo those used by these defendants in thee initial Memoranttom of Lew and os 
plane* n his oppostton in or On lo make * easier for the Court to compare the memorardians in tho moron 
to dismiss ir a section <s not addressed n Oils Reply Memorandten of Lew but was addressed In the 
defendants’ «IM Memwandum ol Lew. the arguments have not been abandoned Rather, the arguments 
contained in the defendants’ initial Memorandum ot Law are sufficient despite ptetotiffs opposition end win 
nor be repeated 
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tenflth, reiterating the same general, speculation and insufficient and flawed allegations 
contained in his nine hundred and fifteen paragraph complaint. This is nothing more than an 
attempt to use this forum to re-live the consequences of his mamage to and divorce from Ms. 
Shipiina while at the same time attempting to punish Ms. Shipihna and anyone who has ever 
come into contact with her or assisted her tn preventing him from harassmg her. Whee the 
plaintiffs opposition has certainly been successful in continuing to try to humrliate such 
persons as well as educate the reader as to the details and dangers of organized cnme In 
general (Hollander 6-2, 6-3. 7-1. 10-1. 11-1*) and the recitations of famous historians, 
novelists and actors (Hollander 6-3.8-1.42-1 102-3.112-1) in an obvious effort to obfuscate 
the actual issues pertaining to this matter, he has been unsuccessful in opposing the 
defendants' motion to dismiss and demonstrating that he has sufficiently pled RICO and 

pendent state law claims against Mundy and Petrovich 1 

The plaintiff s opposition is almost accurate for one proposition: the question before 
this Court is only whether the complaint aleges that the moving defendants violated the RICO 
statute and state laws (Hollander 1 -1). However, as much as the plaintiff would like this Court 
to believe that is all he has to do to move forward on such dasns is simply allege them, 
plaintiff conveniently fails to acknowledge that he must sufficiently sol forth well pleaded 




j_. _ __ •Uftjinnriry * fo 'jwcO by number respectively refer* to tti« page number and 

pari^ya^ numOera^er® nofJSSnfiwnaM paragraph 

on page 25 If a Qooae isia**n u>e iop for exarooK) a Quote et tbe lop of page 

Mi paragraph* 

Vm»e ptartiffe oppouoon * cermet n suggests that i» mow* for comrimn d ng tM Ktiorn. nor 
_ . . In rTrmnTthr lfc f’ arguments contahed In this application and plaintiffs mowe* lor 

dispositive n determirang lt» ^ ift p.^ery there i* enough documentary 

ZSXZSZ •» ■*-— ^ 
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factual allegations contained in the complaint, not bald conclusory statements, and that legal 
conclusions, deductions, opinions couched as factual allegations as well as unwarranted 
deductions of fact are not given a presumption of truthfulness. 

The fact remains that the plaintiffs complaint, in the context of his RICO claims, must 
property allege the existence of seven constituent elements to withstand this motion to 
dismiss: (1) that the defendants (2) through the commission of two or more ads (3) 
constituting a "pattern' (4) of "rackeleenng adivity' (5) directly or Indirectly invests in. or 
maintains an interest in. or participates in (6) an "enterprise" (7) the activities of which affect 
interstate or foreign commerce BumV v. Sfate Farm and Cas. Co.. 226 F. Supp.2d 427.443 
(S O N Y. 2002): Citadel Mgmt . Inc. v. Telesis Trust Inc.. 123 F. Supp.2d 133.154 (SO N Y. 
2000). Further, "the plaintiff only has standing if. and can only recover to the extent that, he 
has been injured in his business or property by the conduct constituting the violation' of 
section 1962 Sadima S.P.R.L v. Imrex Co . Inc.. 473 U S. 479.4S6.105 S.Cl. 3275. 3285 
(1985) If one element is lacking, a Court will refuse to allow a party to add a RICO claim. 

LaSalle Nal'l Bank v. Duff & Phelps Credit Rating Co.. 951 F. Supp. 1071. 1091 & n. 16 
(S.D.N.Y. 1996). This Court mandates the sufficient pleading of these elements because it 
is "mindful of the potential abuse of the RICO statute." Berk v. TradowoH. 2003 WL 21664679 
(S.D.N.Y 2003). In addition, the plaintiff must sufficiently a»oge certain elements, which are 
discussed below, to move forward on his state law clams for intentional infliction of emotional 
distress, abuse of process and malicious prosecution. Raintiffs opposition has made clear 
that his claim for prima facie tort has been withdrawn. 

While the plaintiffs opposition certanly makes dear that he fully understands what the 
elements of RICO and his state law claims are, the Court needs to look no further than such 
papers to realize that plaintiff has sUl not sufficiently pled these elements as they pertain to 

3 
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___ ^ 

Mundy and Petrovtoh. Instead, the plaintiff has spent countless pages in his opposition 
attempting to obscure such deficiencies and diverting the Court's attention away from such 

A 1 j 

failures by citing inaccuracies, referencing inadmissible evidence, harping on mundane detaJs 
completely irrelevant to proving his claims, providing bare generalizations about organized 
crime and RICO, and exhibiting knowledge as lo matters, which although interesting, are not 
pertinent to the relevant issues in this matter 

Specifically, plaintiffs opposition continually defines terms used by the defendant in 
their initial papers (and the Courts as cited by the defendants) and criticizes the use of such 
words (Hollander 1-1.3-2.5-1,8-2.26-3.44-2.50-1. 53-3. 56-3, 57-1.72-1.76-2.76-3.77-1. 

97-2,104-1.2,112-2. 120-1,2.3); provides a history lesson as to Federal pleading practice 
(Hollander 3-2.39-3.77-1); inaccurately attempts to portray defendants' tactics (Hollander 5- 
1, 6-1 6-2, 8-1. 14-1. 23-2. 24-2. 39-1, 77-1. 98-2. 118-1, 130-3); refors to the reported 
dangers and intricacies surrounding organized crime and the Russian mafia in general 
(Hollander 6-2.6-3,7-1.9-3,10-1); attempts to analogize this matter to Watergate (Hollander 
9-2,102-3); attempts to entice tho reader by providing an allegory (Hollander 10-3); cites his 

- < i ' ■’i 

own education and that of his assistant in an obvious effort to lend some sort credibility to his 

, 

allegations (Hollander 9-2, 37-1, 41-2); details his prior professional experience in an 
apparent attempt to impress this Court (Hollander 10-3, 30-1); applies his perspective as an 
MBA graduate to educate the Court as to the RICO statute, while inferring that the Court may 
have some difficulty understanding this 'complex- statute and the "seemingly confusing law 
that have given courts many problems'; (Hollander pp. 41-43*); references inadmissible 
hearsay (Hollander 20-3, 21-1); blames purported bureaucrats for denying his applications 

' t SZTM •' ■ Ai Ai $ ' ^ 

- — - - 

*The phrase "Hdtonder p. or pp._tc«owed by » number or numbers refers to the page number or 
page numbers contained in the pienlifTs memorandum or law dated December 19, 2003 submitted in 
opposition to Pie defendants' mooons to dismiss 
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for orders of protection (the Judge, Courts, police officers and FBI agents) as well as 

p^v Ap/vu/ r f 

everyone else who has. as subjectively determined by him, coerced his actions (Hollander 22- 
2,3); and cites generalizations about RICO and the defendants (Hollander 13-2,31-4,43-4). 

To further side-step his deficiencies in establishing his claims againsl Mundy and 
Petrovich, plaintiffs opposition attempts to appeal to emotion (or an unfortunate domestic 

outcome and uses buzz words such as "prostitution," "narcotics," "bribery," "money 

Tlw »• . ■* V* - Ct 

laundering." "extortion.’ "threats." "murder for hire." and "fraud" to somehow create the • - 

impression that Mundy and Petrovich are involved with the Russian mafia. Plaintiffs' entire 




case against Mundy and Petrovich, however, is based upon improper assumptions, 

fr» 

conjecture, suspicion and innuendo designed to lull this Court into believing that the Russian 
mafia presently exists and that Mundy and Petrovich are somehow performing legal services 
for the New York segment of such a group. Nonetheless, there continues with be a paucity 
1; I of facts to support this far-fetched bald assertion* At the end of the day, all the plaintiff can 
sufficient^ allege is that Mundy and Potrovich merely represented Ms. Shipilina in her divorce 
(and achieved a settlement with which plaintiff is now unhappy) as well as isolated 
immigration matters. 




*An intereatmg side note is that me plaintiff spends a many ot paragraphs m ha opposition citing 
mews Slones about the FBI. CIA and oWer governmental agencies' invcfvemenf in dealing wdi and fighling 
off »ia Russian mafia as detneo by plaint*. In tael, plant* mtkcates rat Tie US Department ot Juste# 
has established task forces to deal with vie Russian Mafia In New York. Los Angeles, and Miami ‘ (Hotander 
7-1); 'Blending fir-ancW sophtsfoalion with bone-mnehing votonce, tie Russian mob has become Ihe FBTs 
most lormldabre criminal adversary.-* (Holander 7-1). However, despite alt of these lask forces, 
nveskgabons, inqtnnet etc by We FBI. CIA and other U S governmental agencies, presumably me agencies 
wrilhe most resources to deal wen such a group IfWey exist. notably, neither Mundy nor Petrovich have eve- 
been suggested lo be a part of the Russian mafia, nor have these persons ever been nvesiigaled as bang 
air hated wdh the Russian mafia by our governmental agencies In fact. ptaruTs oppos*on Coes not even 
suggest that Mundy or Petrovich have ever been investigated or alleged to have been part of the Russian 
mafia by our government Planters ooposecn Is as important lor what e stales as tor what it does not slate- 
11 is revue that ptenhff. on tie one hand, has crocked our government lor its awareness of the Russian mafia 
and c-cad the < elSorts to deal with such persons in an effort to deter the dangers of such a group, while, on 
the ©tier hand. IttSod to explan why such nvesligations have not included or ta-getod Mundy and Petrorich. 
if they we as involved as We plaintiff now mapnes The reason Is simple. The extent of Wurdy's and 
Petrovich's involvement In organized ertme. and the Russian mafia in particulw. only exists W We pfanefTt 
delusions 


I lit * K ’ 

J r . 

w* 

tUr-** 
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In (act, the plaintiffs opposition only confirms that Mundy and Petrovich have 
absolutely no connection to the other defendants except for the fact that they briefly came into 

fir 1 ' , 

contact with Ms. Shlpilina to defend her divorce proceedings and she purportedly briefly came 
into contact with some of the other defendants. Plaintiffs opposition blatantly admits this in 
two separate places: (1) *|a]ll the RICO defendants do have some connection with Enterprise 
movant Shlpilina because she's the thread that weaves through this section of the Russian 
mafia. The defendants are fellow travelers who committed predicate acts in order to gel 
Enterprise movant Shipilina into the US. Keep her there and expand the activities of the 
Russian mafia to its and her benefit,..here the plaintiff followed the trail of Shipilina until he 
and a graduate of Harvard Law realized the extent of the underworld workings that had 
caused the plamtiff so much harm." (Hollander 9-2); and (2) "The Enterprise movants object 
there is absolutely no connection offered by plaintiff among any of the defendants comprising 

> ft' 

the purported enterprise ...The Enterprise movants Kuba. Mundy and Petrovich claim their 
only connection with the defendants in this case is with Enterprise movant Shipilina I don’t 
know that and nolther does this Court because there has been no discovery." (Hollander 

--T"- —-- 

29-1 emphasis added). 

These admissions alone are enough to grant dismissal on the RICO claim since the 
plaintiff explicitly acknowledges that he knows of no other connection between the 
defendants, which allegedly compose this enterprise, other than the fact they have "some 
connection" with Ms. Shipilina. Plaintiff blatantly admits that this action is a fishing expedition 
to determine whether an enterprise even exists, and, if so, who its members are The cases 
oted in the defendants' initial Memorandum of Law and throughout this Reply Memorandum 
of Law are crystal dear that the plaintiff must sufficiently plead an enterpnse and must plead 
that the defendants are members of ft. not dunng discovery. The allegation that a RICO 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/jtreply.htm[9/28/2019 9:47:22 PM] 



jtreply 


enterprise exists based upon the plaintiffs fictitious assessment that Ms. Shipillna, the 

J 

purported "thread that weaves through" sixty-three separate domestic and foreign defendants. 

Ml 

located in the United States. Russia. Cyprus and Mexico, and that she holds them together. 

_ r 

where he can allege no other connection between the defendants, is simply insufficient to 
sustain the instant RICO claim. In addition to fating to adequately plead an enterprise and 
that Mundy and Petrovich are members, plaintiff has also failed to sufficiently allege other 
elements of his RICO claim. Without being able to sufficiently plead a RICO claim against 

Mundy and Petrovich, plaintiffs state law claims, which are also barred by the statute of 

iO 7t /w-f -hjiir^u/ S+if/. ****** 

limitations, premised only upon the notion that a RICO claim is viable, must also be 

dl8missed - ..-hit Hja~o 

Thus, without the plaintiffs corvdusory statements, assumptions, conjecture, gigantic 

leaps of logic, editorialized characterization of the facts surrounding his marriage and divorce, 
misleading phrases and attempted diversions to overcome his lack of proper pleading, the 
oompialnt continues to remain insufficient to overcome the instant motion to dismiss as this 


matter pertains to Mundy and Petrovich. 


* /"f ' is svuL/ 


STATEMENT OF FACTS J. ! .. ^ ,. jUj c T ’W 

Although a statement of the (acts relevant to this claim has already been set forth by 
the defendants' In their Initial Memorandum of Law. the defendants have been compelled to 
elaborate on such facts and address misstatements set forth by plaintiffs opposition. Each 

(U. 

and every fact contained In this section has either been acknowledged by plaintiff or 

confirmed by documentary evidence. The (ads sets forth are provided in chronological order 

fordartty. -r { r bsLt/vUSJ h 4 l 

' i i * V l ; r M J 

,4 o ccw'-#> | i l>(. i+<&- . 

I ’ I f I I it 


j4 0 C&v^flOJ 

(1,1 O' o 

Ul(q 2C 
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•fSju^-WwvW'J v; oi i^uCtV^ • •' Aa ~M(£T 

A. Facts Underlying Plaintiffs Complaint as Admitted 
by Plaintiff or Shown by Documentary Evidence 

I. Plaintiff Meets Ms. Shlpilina; Marries Her; and Investigates Her 

The plaintiff is a middle-aged American lawyer who arrived in Russia In July of 1999 

and then lived and worked in Russia throughout 1999 and 2000. (Ex. AH128* Hollander 10-3. 

12-Y). While living in Russia, the plaintiff met "a tall. Mue-eyed. bleached blonde' woman, Ms. 

Shipilina. sometime in the late summer of 1999. (Ex A HI 30, Hollander 10-3.12*1). 

Despite plaintiffs general allegations that he was lured and "duped* by Ms Shipilina 

_ l-rA- ■ *i- 

after meeting her (Hollander 10-3). documentary evidence reveals otherwise Numerous 
letters and cards from plaintiff to Ms. Shipilina reveal that he pursued her and planned trips 
to visit her throughout Russia after meeting her. Ms. Shipilina is referred to as ‘Angel* 
throughout plaintiffs letters and cards, and the vanous adjectives preceding her pseudonym 

such as 'special.* Tar.* "Insatiable.* "lovely,* 'dark* and Tallen* refer to his mood toward her 

fx hi Iff? Mr~h 

at that particular point of time. (Ex. Q r ). The plaintiff proposed to Ms. Shipilina on January 31. 

2000. (Ex. A H239). Other cards from plaintiff to Ms. Shipilina show that plaintiff took an active 
role m. and pursued Ms. Shipilina. (Ex. R). In February 2000, plaintiff and Ms. Shipilina set 
March of 2000 as a date for their wedding. (Ex. A HI 73). 

In or around Marat. 2000. plaintifl af eges that he first became aware that his soon to 
be wife was not being honest with him. and that Ms. Shipilina secretly slipped narcotics into 
his meals and pretended to be something she was not, in order to marry him so that she could 


*The prvase “Ex_. t “ Mowed by tetters A-P in the fra! blank and a number m the second blank 

respectively refers to the exh*4 and paragraph number contained in mat exhtxt appended lo lha Declaration 
o< BraOay E. Oubin. Esq. dated September 19. 2003. which was submitted in support of the initial motion 
papers in support of ties application. 

'The phrase “Ex._* Mowed by tetters 0-7 refers lo the corresponding exhibit appended to the Reply 
Declaration of Bredtey E. Dubm, Esq . dated May 14.2004. submitted In repfy lo pletntifrs opposition and in 
tiather support of this motion. 

S 
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enter the United State (Ex A fl 74. Hollander 12-1). Plaintiff maintains, however, that he was 
unaware of the nature of h«s soon to be wife’s profession before he married her. This Is beted 
by plaintiffs own words and cards to Ms. Shlpilina where he indicates in February 2000 that 
he was searching for jobs for her In a gentlemen s dub. (Ex. S). In addition, his diary of 

thoughts from August 30.1999 through September 10.1999, which was sent to Ms. Shipkna, 

,\r 7 fcvfr (V\ai) t 

Indicates that the plaintiff was not only aware of Ms. Shipilina s profession but advocated it 

and advised her to pursue It. On August 31. plaintiff wrote. "Probably it is not easy to be a 

■ft cJlCCO t£*Jr I »#*l /Mi 

night dub dancer, to Ike your occupation and feel a lot of criticism around related to that, one 
must have much more strength than fault-finders have...World Is full of people gave up their 
dreams and hopes because some did not support it." (Ex Q). Further, plaintiff makes such 
statements that he was allegedly drugged by Ms. Shlpilina during this time with 'salts and 
sugars* which he alleges were actualy narcotics, notwithstanding the fact that Ms. Shlpilina 

A 'y/^’’ 

and he were living In separate dlies prior to their wedding. (Ex T). 

Z)6c W , f'•/> b> IrtA c <tdJ ■? . 

Despite allegedly being drugged, plaintiff prepared a marriage contract in anticipation 

i-f »//>//" Sf+4C(io Awvt(st***l / c yn 

of h«s marriage to Ms. Shlpilina (Ex. U). Ultimately, the plaintiff and Ms. Shlpilina were 

married in March 2000 in Russia (Ex. A1182 Hollander 10-3.12-1). 

In June 2000, the plaintiff and Ms. Shlpilina broke-up for a period of time after he 
learned of her alleged adultery. The plaintiff returned to New York from Russia without her 
(Ex A If198-199). Despite plaintiffs contentions that Ms. ShipJina repeatedly contacted 


oiaintiff at that time in an effort to "salvage Ihe Enterprise’s Scheme against the plaintiff and 

wx 

w 
& 


h ,o 


"lull the plaintiff (Ex A1H200-203). * appears that plaintiff made contact with Ms. ShipJina 


the hope that she would return to him. (Ex V). Nonetheless, they thereafter reunited (Ex 
r 1 ' A11204) but according to plaintiff, he still did not know her true profession. (Ex. A ft 98). This 
is again belied by the documentation. An agreement (Incorporating an earlier June 18.2000 

9 M 

4, LiSir-l: M : -<- * 

/ 4 • - tfa<tr**'JL / r r tl ^y _ 


file:///CAJsers/l/Desktop/roy/been-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/jtreply.htm[9/28/2019 9:47:22 PM] 



jtreply 


agreement) was prepared by plaintiff suggesting that he was suspect of his wife's behavior 

and profession as he vivkJty contracted lot how his wife should behave and what activities his 

6' r-z/* ■• Cut 7 

wife could not perform. (Ex. W). . 

ivtf'i — 

The plaintiff thereafter brought his wife to America in July 2000. (Ex. A11205, Hclar.de’ 

Lv i- i t . 

10-3. 15-2). Contemporaneous with bringing his "wile of a few months to America' (Ex. A 

f205. Hollander 11-1, 15-2). plaintiff prepared a 'Personal and Business Management 

Agreement' which not only allowed him to exercise control over her career and salary but 

•fapniTihini 

again appears to indicate that he was fully familiar with the nature of her profession at that 

V 

time. or. at the very least, that she was involved in “stripping * Although the word was 
Ultimately crossed out, the plan tiff included this word in many paragraphs of the Agreement 


that he drafted (Ex X11. H6(a)(e)). 


Plaintiff alleges that Ms. Shipilna then began working as a lap-dancer, joined her 

.1 . '• I iviv i* t r. ’ Xjd t 4, < f"t-rn 

cohorts in prostitution and continued to drug his food to deter him from seeking an annulment 

. 

or divorce throughout July and August of 2000. (Ex. A H1213-216. Hollander 15-2). Plaintiff 

-k> fy utae- /?**** -- 

suggests that it was then x tha*> he became aware of the nature of his wife's profession, and 

_ <?/Co vf7<50 

that he was being used for immigration purposes. (Ex A U1T213-220. Hollander 15-2, 16-1). 

For the next year, the plaintiff thereafter conducted an extensive investigation Into his 

;••• 1 W I'-h'C i\ l-V a-* -pr - a ■ / nur */ y^4^f. C • 

wife's affairs in bolh the United States and abroad His fascination took him as far as 

CS.T5U rAj^A- ff-i l/wky 

Krasnodar, Russia to investigate his wife. (Ex. A1217, *111256-260). Like this complaint, the 

"to c««4Atr rrirttw/utA-r iLftLt n~i i'^Lxtcctoi^-A^ 

investigation was conducted for no other reason than to explore his wife's whereabouts and 


purported infidelities, in an effort to punish her or satisfy his own presumptions. (Ex Y).‘ The 


__f . 

_ _^ * > a— - 

*Exht»l Y nest evidences ptanMTs fasonatonweii his wife's mlceisxr* This document shows Biel 
tie ptanbff engaged in the examination of tie ottgdkg moMe numbers oI his wife wtio he refers to as “Dari! 
Angel'met he tiencalled sutii numbers and nqunsd into who certain pernors were. vUvie at tie same tme, 
asking appabng cuestons as noted on tie bottom c< tie document (Ex. Y). 








10 
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plaintiff continues to improperly use this Court as a moans to continue his investigation and 
efforts 

The plaintiff subsequently commenced a defamation action In Russia against Ms. 

Tf-c y.ru*»-Lc«A >-*f> fcNtd firVvmen'i^ ■ ' ^ f ^***^ < «dnC^7 

Ship ina's mother. Inessa Shipitina. which was later closed. (Ex. A H28S. 1298, fl303, Ex. Z). 

DuV-i-f e<*e~- ■‘■j A *' 1 ‘ r £■ ■■ . i ,_**■'{%-ftAfr M .-v>. 

Consistent with his inappropriate behavior in the United States, the papers/affidavits 

submitted tit connection with this litigation by Ms Shipilina's mother, suggests that Ihe plaintiff 
engaged in similar unsuitable behavior abroad directed at both Ms. Sh pilna and her mother, 
(Ex. Z).* 

In late October 2000. plaintiff alleges to have met with Mundy. Petrovich and Ms. 
Shipitaa to arrange for a separation. (Ex. A, f||222-223. Hollander 20-1), Significantly. 
Mundy's representation of Ms. Shipilina in this divorce proceeding is Ihe very first time that 



Mundy and Petrovich are alleged to have had any interaction with Ms Shipilina. or any other 

defendants in this action. (Ex. A). Further, plaintiffs opposition acknowiedges that Mundy and 

T7 tin, Ati e e**leJpt 

Petrovich were merely representing Ms. Shipilina In her separation and ultimate divorce, his 


later conclusory and unsupported a legations of various criminal activity notwithstanding. (Ex 

CriH‘1" *L (f-ch’rty AT -w >—I 

A11223. Hollander 20-1) . r „ . 

Interestingly, in December 2000. Ms. Shipilina filed a report against her husband 

_ —/vevCi - 

Indicating that he attempted to eMort money from her otherwise he would have her deported 

Back to Russia. (Ex. 0) Although the plaintiffs opposition is correct that this matter was not 

f* / . ‘o -hit I V\x-c/ 

investigated, the reason noted on the report is that Ms. Shipilina "does not want to press 


charges at this time.* (Ex, D). The investigation was not closed, as plaintiff suggests >n his 
opposition, because *r>o violation occurred.*^Hollander 18-3) Plaintiffs opposition can only 

vtnfi-kw . , 

___ r ' ,: hPfn fir CU r i &.TVrtfi 


Vianliifscomplanl nOicaies thatthemailer was closed in March. 2001 (Ex AH 303). This appears 
to be a typographies error unca tne surrounding rtegrtons appear to nccato that it was cloud n March. 
2002 


11 
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'+' H wV£"' JU “ >i ~..'-^ 

explain the reporting of this incident by making self-serving accusations that 4 was a ’perjured {)J 
report’ and retaliation for his refusal to lie to the INS and assist Ms Shipilina in obtaining her 
green card. This justification is offered against a set of facts which demonstrates that plaintiff ‘ 
made no effort to document this purported attempt to coerce plaintiff into lying to the INS.’ 0 J 
Sometime in December 2000, plaintiff and Ms. Shipiina formally separated (Ex. A 
J221). Around that time, it became necessary for Ms. Shipilina to seek an order of protection 
against her husband due to his conduct. (Ex. A U234.1)239) 

ii The Attempted Annulment; Divorce; And Litigation that Followed 
The plaintiff, in response to the order or protection, subsequently commenced an • '■ , 
annulment proceeding against Ms. Shipilina in or around February. 2001 (Ex. A 1)242). The 
complaint alleged prostitution, drag use and fraud against Ms Shipilina and sought to annul 
their marriage on the basis of fraud. (Ex B). The attempted annulment was unsuccessful and 

plaintiff, instead, pursued divorce. TT %h/UuaS. ****'• a 

Mundy defended Ms. Shipilina in the divorce/annulmont proceedings as well as the 
relentless course of harassment that followed by the plaintiff once the divorce proceedings 
were resolved. (Ex A1P222-223)." Ms. Shipilma's answer contained a counterclaim which 
provided a drastically different version of events surrounding their marriage and plaintiffs 

behavior The counterclaim alleged that the plaintiff improperly created a public website «i Ms 

■ ^ ' Ji . 


KM St 




)*- ^ i"' 


’Ttanblf cmcludM thal this report must have been made *or improper purpose* such »to create 
a false record to pressure plaintiff Into tyino or to use as an advantage in the divorce pcoceeang otherwise 
-Why Me a report on which charges ere not pressed ’ (Hollander 20 2) Judgng by Ihe ptartWrs tactcs in this 
umation and past Woation. his eltorls to twist facts. Ns aUogabons and he attempt to abuse the legal system, 
it made log leal Sense Uy Ms Shpiine to make a record ot events that unfolded. The better question is why 
drji't Ihe piainMt create some sort ot record it such wrongdoing had occurred. Nonetheless. Ihe Mng ot bus 
report beisno impact on me ments ot this applcabon 

a fT y. ' > 

“Mundy ettfr contnues to represent Ms. m rotation to immigration matters pending before 

1 o' tie Bureau of Otirerishp and immigration Services /V 

I U * 4 r* a 
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Shipilina’s name on which he posted a copy of her personal diary and node photographs 


M 


without her knowledge or consent. (Ex. C. 15. Hollander 16-2). 

In response to the creation of the offensive public website. Ms. Shlpillna filed another 
report on June 27. 2001 with the New York City Police Department. (Ex. D). Plaintiff admits 
that this website was created, and cannot deny that he was then investigated for such 
impropriety. (Hotander 16-2). 0-” h' 

The divorce action settled pursuant to Stipulation of Settlement dated November 2. 

2001. (Ex. E). Plaintiff consented to the divorce settlement at that time and never Indicated 
that he was coerced. (Ex. E). In fact, on the record before Judge Lobis. the plaintiff was 
specifically asked whether he believed that his divorce settlement was a fair resolution and 

». 4 V (MV i*. u-** ‘is** A/pv^ 

whether he had been forced or coerced in any manner. Plaintiff answered that the settlement 

' . was fair and not coerced (Ex. E). The Stipulation of Settlement along with the Findings of \ 

caJLf n-r ■A <*■«<<] 

Fact and Conclusions of Law and Divorce Judgment were drafted by plaintiffs retained 

I // -*< t ■-p J&JI C/lfVdc/»7 

attorney. (Ex. E). p fi,\ \ < ,-j Axvd - - ' f> 

Plaintiff does not deny that he also continued to harass those associated with Ms 

TTe. vs J ^tivL 

Shipitna (other than her mother), by tiling a disciplinary complaint against Nicholas J. Mundy 

1 ft 

In December of 2001, which was dismissed in October 2002. (Exs. J . K). 

* 

The plaintiffs opposition then continues with self-serving allegations that he received 
. threatening telephone calls In February and March of 2002. (Ex. A ^1289-291. Hollander 21- 
2. 3). Even assuming that such telephone calls were made, which is denied, there is no 
sufficient reason to believe that they were made in connection with a RICO conspiracy, or that 

" J. 1 

the words used constituted a threat as opposed to plaintiff s subjective interpretation as to the 

13 
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intention of the call. (Ex. A H1289-291). Nevertheless, there Is no allegation that they were 

r* nbt USTTZZ/. I - 7,T7g 

made by Mundy or Petrovich or at their behest.' 1 (Hollander 21-2, 21-3). 

In March. 2002, the plaintiff, pro se, instituted a proceeding In the New York County 
Family Court against Ms. Shipillna seeking an order of protection arising out of these 
purported threats ironically claiming that ho was the victim of harassment. (Ex. H). The 
plaintiff does not deny that this petition was dismissed after trial on August 12,2002. This was 
just one of many frivolous applications made by plaintiff. 

In May of 2002, the plaintiff, pro so. moved to vacate and set aside the Stipulation of 
Settlement arising out of his divorce action, which was denied by Hon. Justice Joan B. Lobis 
on August 1, 2002. (Ex. F). In plaintiffs affidavit in support of his motion to vacate, he 
Indicated that Ms. Shipilina engaged in a •methodical, cold-blooded cabal that has trampled 

(his) rights as a human being and driven him into a state of deep emotional dospair. 

‘L 

depression and anxiety ..and necessilates the daily use of prescnbed psychotropic 
medication, Paroxetine HCt. at 40 mg a day." (Ex. F fl3) His admitted emotional distress 
appears to have been created by what he perceives to be alleged improper actions on the 

tJrfr - Vx+kvfvT" % -k 

part of his wife, as opposed to this RICO claim ' r. 

Further, as much as the plaintiff would like this Court to now to believe that "there is 
a tact dispute here that can be resolved through discovery" as to whether he was under 


"duress, coercion and fraud" when he entered into the divorce, this issue has already been 


resolved by a competent Court and the plaintiff is collaterally estopped from asserting 




p. 

V 


otherwise in this action. (Hollander 20-3). The plaintiff acknowledges that he already had a 

__ 1*1."- Af ''•(! c 

,? Pianiitr« opposition remarks tnal after me February 2002 telephone call, he Klee a com plant wrh 
lie FBI. (Hotander 21-2) Appwendy re plaintiirs complaint was dsmieseo by the FBI, The is best evidenced 
by ptantlfs lack of mtormaeon here Ralher man slate lhat the person was arrested or prosecuted as would 
be expected if his complaint was leptimabi. the plants ody remarks that the FBI agent. alter conducing an 
nvessgabcn. "refused lo lei me his name’ and "deeded not to interview the man tor fear he might cause me 


• ■« A' 

vT v V |\i 

■IVCN^biM I, Ib'uaou IV » 

harm- (Hollander21-2). 


.> tarn.- (Hoiander21-2) ^ U 
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chance lo litigate this issue in his motion to vacate. 11 In fact. Justice Lobis' dedicated a large 
portion of her decision highlighting the facts which negate the proposition that the divorce 
settlement was coerced. (Ex. F). Justice Lobis cited to plaintiffs elocution on the record and 


(V/ 


i*5 


the questions asked and answered in connection with that elocution. the provisions contained 
in the settlement agreement wh»cf) undermine his claim of duress, the fact that intensive 
negotiation occurred over an extended period of time, the fact that he initialed eveiy portion 
of the agreement, the fact that his own counsel prepared the documents, and his education 
as an attorney and MBA graduate to show that he should have been aware that he was 
entering into a binding agreement (Ex F). Lastly, plaintiff s opposition alleges that the 
divorce settlement was made by his attorneys without his knowledge or approval (Hollander 
34-5). However, again, this issue was addressed by Justice Lobis. Nonetheless, the proper 
remedy is perhaps an action against his attorneys in that matter, not this RICO claim. 

On March 25. 2003. the plaintiff commenced an action In the Supreme Court of the 
State of New York, County of New York, bearing Index No. 03/105646, against rune of the 
defendants named in the instant action. Including Mundy and Petrovich alleging Intentional 
infliction of emotional distress. (Ex. L). Despite the plaintiffs contentions that Mundy and 
Petrovich introduced such evidence to 'create another false impression" that plaintiff "meant 
to harass," such information was provided to inform the Court as to the procedural history of 


“pianMt «M not appeal Iho decision to toe Appellate DMson am) this Court is not toe proper forum 
to now appeal The ptanliff cannot address tots issue heron at toe late dale simply because he is now 
urtoappy with Justice loots' decision and lated to perfect his appeal. 
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this action. (Hollander 24-2). Further, a complaint has never been served in the State Court 


Mundy filed disciplinary complaint against plaintiff on April 23, 20C3. Plaintiffs 

-- 

opposition highlights Ws hysteria when he states that this was 'just another effort by the 
Russian mafia’ to harm him. (Hollander 24-1). Rather, the complaint was filed due to plaintiff s 
past abuse ol the legal system. 

B. Plaintiffs Allegations 

The plaintiff commenced the instant Federal action by serving his complaint upon 
Mundy on or about June 10. 2003. (Ex. A). Petrovich has still never been properly setvod 
with a copy of the plaintiffs complaint 

i. The Purported Enterprise 

Plaintiffs opposition clarifies that the enterprise he has named in this action is the 
Russian mafia. (Hollander pp. 26-31). Plaintiff further al eges that the defendants, including 
Mundy and Petrovich, are members of the Russian mafia. (Hollander 26-3, 27-1). As shown 

M V 

in Ihe defendant's initial motion papers and more fully below, the plaintiff has no! sufficient^ 
alleged that this enterprise exists and that Mundy and Petrovich are members of the 


enterprise. This perhaps is the most deficient part of his complaint. 

II. Plaintiffs Allegations Against Mundy and Petrovich 


‘■•Vv.'> 


The defendants' initial Memorandum ol Law laboriously sorted through plaintiffs neatly 

one hundred page chaotic complaint and carefully set forth all allegations asserted against 

/Vi 


- 

u ABhough a is urwnpcrtant far Ihe purposes of the morion and notwthstandng priwiritr* opposfcon 
md purported elWavrl ol service attesting to the fad that tie Summons with Notice o the emotional 0 stress 
acton was served upon Mundy end Petrovich, no such document was ever served upon them. (Hdlanoer 20. 
2, 25-1) m eny event. Ihe purported service of Ihe Summons wilh Notice upon Petrovich al Mund/s office 
was also procedural)/ improper at that was not Petrovich's place of business 
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Mundy and Petrovich. (Oubin pp 8-10).” Although virtually every allegation set forth in 
plaintiffs extensive complaint was referenced in the defendants' initial Memorandum of Law 
as they pertained to Mundy and Petrovich, pages 33 through 37 of plaintiffs opposition finds 
a reason to rot-pick and asserts that certain trivial allegations were left out (Hollander pp 3.3- 


- i* \ 

34) and others contained incidental misstatements (Hollander pp. 34-37). Therefore, for the 

convenience ol this Court and to appease plaintiff, the defendants have again summanzed 

la -A '. SI / rvvw'/n. Ls 

the allegations against Mundy and Petrovich below incorporating the purported omissions and 
misstatements addressed by plaintiffs opposition.” 

Mundy and Petrovich are alleged to be throe of nineteen domestic members of the 
enterprise, in addition to the countless foreign members. In particular. Mundy is alleged, in 
condusory fashion, to (1) act as consiliari and manager ol United States immigration issues 
in New York for the enterprise: (2) operate a green card and visa mill that fraudulently obtains 
United States visas, rosdency status and naturalization for Russian aliens (Hollander 34-1); 
(3) advise its clients to commit perjury before the INS. IRS. Customs Service and the New 
York State Courts; (4) use coercion and intimidation against parties, witnesses and informants 
in proceedings; (5) participate in money laundering and the use of international facilities to aid 
a racketeering enterprise; and (15) mastermind and direct illegal activities to acquire United 


rV 

Vy 

V'\i 


& 
V 




,J The phrase "Outun p. or pp _loOcwed by a number ruler* to the page number at the defendant*' 
nniri Memorandum of Law dated September 19.2003 submSled in support of this application, 

”The summary ol ^legations against Mundy and Petrovich set forth below are identical to the 
iptagations set forth nthe defendants' met Memorandum of Law. However, the reference •(Hoeanoer__-_f 
ro'owod try numbers representing the page end pa-agraph number ol planliffs opposition In this seeben or 
the Reply Memorandum, means Pvst the aiegabont purportedly oonted or misstated n the defendant's tribal 
Memorandum of Law have been amended to incorporate ptaMTl comptants In his opposition Every one 
of the alleged omissions or misstatements aieged to have been made by the defendants in therr India! 
Memorandum of Law have now berm incorporated or amended into this section so thal the planch's 
a legators against Mundy and Potronch are My summanzed in the light most favorable to ptas-cfl As shown 
infra. plainlKTs complaint still fa«* 
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States visas, residency status and naturalization for the mombers of the enterprise. (Ex. A. 
1HI27-32). 

Petrovich is alleged to (1) assist Mundy in executing Illegal activities necessary to 
import and keep in members of the enterpnsB in the United States and (2) be an attorney 
Ccensod in Russia, acting as an attorney in the Untied States, although not admitted, under 
tho supervision of Mundy. (Ex. A. T33. V34) (Hollander 34-2). 

The complaint avers that Mundy and Petrovich, as members of the enterprise, 
engaged in illegal activities against the plaintiff by: (1) using fraudulent and/or illegal moans 
to assist Ms. Shipilina in obtaining immigration benefits (Ex. A. H207, HH222-225, |229, U230. 
1)232. 11234,1|»236-237. H239-241) (Hoiander 33-1.33-2); (2) using illegal means to protect 
the enterprise and prevent plaintiff from exposing the activities of the enterprise (Ex. A, 11228. 
11243. UU275-277. ffl]316-318) (Hollander 33-4); (3) intimidating plaintiff to settle divorce 
proceedings that he instituted against Ms. Shipilina (Ex. A. 1111243-245, fl273) (Hollander 33- 
3); (4) intimidating witnesses from providing testimony to any United States aulhorities/Courts 
including the plaintiffs divorce proceedings and any other U.S Investigation such as the INS 
(Ex. A, UU265-268) (Hollander 34-4); (5) intimidating plaintiff to dissuade him from tiying to 
set aside the agreed upon divorce settlement (Ex. A. UU280-284): (6) participating in 
tampering and bribery to prevent the deportation of Ms. Shipilina (Ex. A. 111:254-255. *111286 
290, H306. V307); and (7) using Illegal means of bribery in violation of the foreign corrupt 
practices act (money which came from illegal Russian mafia activities) including the bribing 
of a New York City Detective, intimidating plaintiff and witnesses through Chechen Islamic 
Mafiosi in order to obstruct the cnminal indictment against Inessa Shipilina in Russia (or 
defaming plaintiff (which was dosed as a result) and preventing plaintiff from cooperating with 
the INS. and laundering money through the international systems to carry out such 

18 
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intimidation and bribery (Ex. A. H286-290, 11293-295, 1298,1300.1301,1306.1307.1318) 
(Hollander 35-1, 35-2). 



?y 


Through the use of these outlandish, extremely broad and incredible allegations the 
plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich engaged in predicate criminal acts in furtherance 
of an alleged RICO conspiracy as follows: (1) white slave trade and importing aliens for 
immoral purposes: (2) fraud and misuse of visas and the procurement of nationality 
unlawfully; (3) witness and informant tampering (Hollander 35-3); (4) use of United States mail 
and interstate and international telephone systems lo further mai and wire frauds; (5) bribery 
using international facfities(Hollander 36-1); and (6) money laundering. Plaintiffs opposition 
Indicates that aiding in rackeleermg activity Is also being alleged as a predicate act committed 
by Mundy and Petrovich (Hollander 74-4). 

In addition, it is alleged that Mundy and Petrovich committed other criminal acts 
including (1) suborning perjury before the INS. IRS, Customs Service. New York State Courts 
and New York City Police Department (Ex. A. 1701. 1703. 1707, 1708,1724,1725); (2) 
obstructing INS proceedings and aiding and abetting such proceedings with coercion and 
intimidation to obtain permanent residency for Ms. Shipilma (Ex. A. 1702,1709,1710,1715. 
1721,1726.1727,1731.1737) (Hollander 36-2); (3) tamponing with witnesses or victims 
including threats of injury, intimidation and coercion and aiding and abetting such tampering 
in connection with the plaintiffs divorce/annulment proceedings, the criminal defamation case 


in Russia and the INS investigation against Ms. Shipilina (Ex. A. f704, H711-714.1716, 
11728-730.1732) (Hollander 36-3); (4) aiding and abetting bribery in violation of the foreign 
corrupt practices act by bribing New York City Detective Henning (Ex. A, 1717.1719.1733, 
1735) (Hollander 36-4); (5) aiding and abetting the laundering of money received from the 
Russian mafia and used to threaten witnesses and bribe Russian officials (Ex. A. 1718,1734) 
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(Hollander 36-5); (6) aiding and abetting the harassment of plaintiff (Ex. A. f720.1(736); and 
(7) conspiring to violate feceral law. commit predicate acts and break New York criminal laws 
(Ex. AHJ705-706. ffl722-723,11(736-739) (Hollander 33-5). 

Accordingly, the plaintiff has alleged seven causes of action against Mundy and 
Petrovich. The first, second, third and fourth causes of action allege violations of sections 18 
U.S.C. 1962(a). (b). (c) and (d) respectively. (Ex. A., UD886-893). The fifth cause of action 
alleges Intentional infliction of emotional distress (Ex. A., 11894.1(895). The sixth cause of 
action ateges abuse of process (Ex A. f698. K8S9) and the seventh cause of action alleges 
malicious prosecution (Ex A. fflI896-899) ,r . 

Plaintiff claims that The Enterprise movants, however, have seized on my complaint's 
length, not just to imply that the length itself is wrong, but to omit, misrepresent and twist 
allegations of out of their common sense meaning In the probable hope that the time 
pressured court will mss what the Complaint actually alleges.' (Hollander 37-2). Each and 
every purported exclusion or misstatement that the plaintiff highlighted throughout pages 33 
through 37 of his opposition has now been incorporated above to provide a complete 
summary of the allegations against Mundy and Petrovich. These additional alegations do not 
alter the fact that the plaintiff has failed to adequately plead his RICO and state law claims 
against Mundy and Petrovich 

iii. How These Facts Turn Into A RICO Claim Is Ludicrous 


How These Facts Turn Into A RICO Claim Is Ludicrous 

A3c 1 1 **'1 9- “ rnn/r* I* Jl 

How this becomes a RICO action spanning tbe world is absurd. Oespite plaintiffs 




t*' 


attempts to make this matter complex and turn It into a RICO action spanning the globe, the 


facts, If summarized, are very simple. 


Pj 

>p 


i -r 


VOt* 


''Ptamt/Ts wKih ana seventh causes of action winch attemstrvely steped prime fooo tort have been 
withdrawn, <E* A. fl B96-B99) (Hottandw p. 130). 
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. 

The plaintiff mel a woman in Russia He pursued her. lived with her and fell in love with 

J-kfcvi.li*4 ' Ui 

her. He was aware al all times as to the nature of her profession, or at least to a certain 

degree In fact, he assisted her in locating work in a gentlemen's club and told her to pursue 

_^Z- -f 

her work as a night club dancer regardless rf other people judged her. He suspected 
dishonesty on her part, yet married her in Russia nonetheless. He then took her back to New 

^ .l<r^ 

York as his wife. When he further suspected infidelities at her work, he oddly contracted (or 

T -fv - - -M , W-c W fc-j , •• 

how she should behave and what she could and could not do. He was oven willing to accept 

■ftJuCp ____ V 

her alleged infidelities and her line of work. The way he justifies being lured by his wile is that 

he was allegedly drugged for over two years, a statement so far-fetched it is uncertain how 

6i***tp* n -pf***y — 

this obvious well-educated plaintiff can even believe it, lei alone allege it. Ironically, by his 


very own definition, the plaintiff himself was a part of and pursued the alleged underworld he 

f 0 f 

_■_I.M...MMMI lha #Kla<nfrif? hie \jMa Oi/ftrrfi mHv cnnnratrtd HfS Wife ASS 


V 


now aBeges exisls. In any event, the plantiff and his wife eventually separated H* wife was 

Ut-pnibp'-Jc-f* r ,r 

forced to seek protection from the court due to plaintiffs conduct Plaintiff then sought an 

annulment. After being unsuccessful In procuring an annulment, a settlement was reached • - - 

and the divorce finalized. Unable to let go and in an effort to revive the marriage and divorce, 

w / 

he pursued an onslaught of frivolous Migation such as a disciplinary action against his former- 

wife s attorneys, a motion to set aside the divorce settlement, a Family Court proceeding 

seeking protection, a defamation case against Ms. Shipina's mother, many other applications 

for protection with the courts, police department and FBI {all of which turned out to 

unsuccessful), a state court action and the instant RICO action. His motive in pursuing such 

a cause ot action is best described by plaintiff himself: "could anything demonstrate...pain /< 

more effectively than a man discovering that the woman he loved and cherished was 

continued to be. a porn star who had deceived him into marriage...* (Hollander 
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The only time Mundy's or Petrovich's names are even mentioned in a specific context 

1 , y > <: if'JC.i • I V-t-t- . (ic. if! * . It ■ ■ J' 

in all these events. Is in defending Ms. Shipilma in the divorce and assisting her in certain 

V'V ' 1 fad-iv «n * 

immigration matters. In (act upon even a cursory review of the complaint, the only thing that 

•s clear, as this matter pertains to Mundy and Petrovich, is that they advocated zealously on 

; 1 >• ‘. r (U L - VC X >■ Jbc \ . ,. A*V * <y( 

Ms. Shipilina's behalf in connection with her divorce. Nowhere m plaintiffs rendition of the 

facts is it alleged that Mundy or Petrovich were involved with any other defendants, other than 

) - jj 1 J • $r e* i /> ^ 

Ms. Shipilina. or performed such alleged illegal activities for anyone other than Ms. Shlpillna. 

J \ - 

In fact plaintiff has admitted that he knows of no connection between Mundy and Petrovich 

wr 




and any 


of the other defendants. (Hollander 29-1). 


inr 




To cloud plaintiffs inability to sufficiently allege that Mundy and Petrovich are among 
this purported enterprise or engaged in wrongdoing, the plaintiff grasps for straws and asserts 


H 

& 


"if [sic] seems a little ludicrous that I. a sole practitioner lawyer, eking out a Bving could 


'harass, intimidate and persecute' an entire law firm that advertises on the Internet in Russian 

M*' 

on the very same page as an agency marketing Russian girts for marriage and linked to 
pornography, www nissiandav.com . Exhibit C . and has offices in New Jersey, New York City 
and Rockland County.’ (Hollander 25-2). This perhaps best demonstrates the ends to which 


he will go to manipulate (acts to manufacture his baseless clams. Plaintiff has attached some 
sort of pnntout from the internet site, www.russianday.com. as Exhibit C to his declaration, 


i Jr J) 

1jy r\ 



allegedly demonstrating that Mundy advertises on this website, which purportedly markets 
Russian girts for mamage and is linked to pornography. 

First, it is completely suspect where this printout, with no foundation, bearing Mundy's 
name (although not Mundy's address or any other information) has come from. This alleged 
advertisement appears to simply be a copy of the law firm's letterhead onto this web-site. 
Mundy does not advertise on this website and this document could have been created by 
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,<v* 7 

anyone, including the plaintiff. Nevertheless. Exhibit C lends absolutely no credibility to the jV j 

. 

plaintiffs claims. Plaintiffs attempt to mislead the Court into believing that this document 
Impacts this matter is only his most recent effort to desperately hold on to this meritless daim. 

• I uW* 

If one actually goes to this website at different times and looks at the advertisement space 
at top center of the page where Mundy allegedly advertised, one will see many different types 

of advertisements from food to eyeglasses to cruise ship companies. If one hits the 'refresh* 

A/»4jc o cMt nof umS-a.V 

button, a different advertisement will appear. It one continues to perform this activity on the 


1 JA 


I 

follcrwing day. many other different advertisements will appear. V 

Thus, uhdur thu plaintiff's reasoning. s nco tnoso aovortsomer is also appeal on me 


same mtemet page as advertisements which allegedly market Russian girts for marriage and 

<w /itst . c ' “JuAi i**#- 1ZA4 

are linked to pornography, these eyeglass, cruise ship and food companies must also be 
engaged in wrongdoing and be considered part of the Russian mafia In fact, every other 




1 1 


advertiser that can bo found on this page such as florists, hotels, mortgage brokers, telephone 
companies, insurance agencies, banks, electronic companies, etc. must also be engaged in 
wrongdoing or be part of the Russian mafia under plaintiffs analysis It is significant that the 




most heaWly relied upon piece of documentary evidence that the plaintiff can even conjure 


Xk up to support his RICO claim or allegation that Mundy and Petrovich are somehow connected 

Jr 


ft 




to Russian woman, pornography and improper -mmigration matters is this innocuous 

Of T 

advertisement. At the very least, the introduction ol this meaningless document evidences 
that if the plaintiff truly had any real evidence, other than his creative imagination, purporting 
to demonstrate Mundy and Petrovich's involvement with the Russian mafia, he surely would 
have alerted the Court to it by attaching it to his declaration. 

At best, the plaintiffs investigation and allegations have uncovered that the plaintiff 


N v 


may have been used by Ms. Shipiina for immigration purposes, that Ms. Shipflina may have 
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been engaged In stripping or prostitution, that Ms. Shipilina may have been unfaithful to him, 

that Ms. Shipilina may have used drugs, that plaintiff may have been threatened by a friend 

of Ms Shipilina to curb his harassment, that Ms. Shipilina may never have cared about 

ptortiff. that she may have misled him. caused him embarrassment, humiliated him. There 

if! i -iZj Ct^Z+V 

V are a lot ot possibilities. What is perfectly clear, however, is that these isolated alleged 

incidents of wrongdoing set forth by plaintiff do not establish a claim lor RICO or his other 

\A. O/i'-CA t Irf 

1 state law claims. Plaintiffs opposition indicates that Mundy and Petrovich "seek to have the 

y jXluf a y.J^ ■, 

Court view the allegations against them m isolation.. .That would mean missing the forest lor 


the trees....lf defendants are permitted to narrow the focus of individual defendants in a 

r • r j. ■: 

vacuum, then there is no RICO statute ..-(Ho#ander 31-4). Precisely. All the plaintiff has set 

forth, at most are allegations of isolated acts, some criminal, some not. If anything, the proper 

authorities to deal with plaintiffs allegations were the divorce court or possibly a criminal 
v ' m tV* l' 

investigation by the New York Police Department. INS or the federal government, not this 

i y 

Court. In fact, plaintiffs opposition concedes this and asserts that INS, FBI. New York City 

1, _.‘kI£^ 

Board of Elections, U.S. Attorney and District Attorney Investigations are being he'd 

(Hollander 38-1). The RICO statute was not designed to allow private citizens to redress the 


wrongs that the plaintiff claims here. 

, 

In addition to vague allegations of wrongdoing, the best the plaintiff can do to 
tangentially tie Mundy and Petrovich to these Isolated incidents of alleged wrongdoing on the 

• 4 

part of Ms. Shipilina is to set forth a purported advertisement which was found at some 
unspecified time and which found its way to this website In some unspecified manner, among 
thousands of other advertisers. It is unclear how this Information benefits plaintiffs dams. 
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ARGUMENT 
POINT I 

PLAINTIFF HAS STILL FAILED TO SATISFY THE STANDARD OF REVIEW ON A 
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO FED. R. CIV. P. 12(b)(6) AS PLAINTIFF 
CAN PROVE NO SET OF FACTS WHICH WOULD ENTITLE HIM TO RELIEF 

Plaintiffs opposition sets forth his abridged version of the standard of review on a 
motion to dismiss pursuant to Fed. R Civ. P. 12(b)(6) and concludes that dismissal is 
appropriate only when it is dear that plaintiff can prove no set of facts In support of daim 
which would entitle him to relief when all Inlerences are read in favor of plaintiff. (Hollander 


pp 38-39). Plaintiffs opposition further asserts that the issue on a motion to dismiss is not 
whether he will prevail but whether the plaintiff is entitled to offer evidence to support his 
claims. (Hollander p, 39). The defendants do not dispute those legal statements. However, 
as demonstrated infra and in the defendants' Initial motion papers, the plaintiff has still not 
pled sufficient claims. 

Conveniently absent from plaintiffs characterization of the legal standard is the fad 

. J - J * 7it^' jV tf-‘ ■’ ... - 1 

that the plaintiff must sufficiently set forth well pleaded factual legations not bald oondusory 

statements and allegations, and that legal conduslons. deductions, opinions couched as 

factual allegations and unwarranted deductions of fact are not given a presumption of 

M'/.-'i' n--.lt 

truthfulness. See Friedman v. US. 2003 WL 1460525 (S.D.N.Y 2003): GoWfine v. Sichenzia. 
118 F. Supp.2d 392, 396-97 (S.D.N.Y. 2000); Lakonia Mg mi. Lid. v. Meriwether, 106 F. 
Supp.2d 540. 543 (S O N Y. 2000); De Jesus v. Sears. Roebuck & Co.. 87 F.3d 65.70 (2d 

Cir. 1996); LFureopeenr.e de Banque v. La RepubSca de Venezuela. 700 F. Supp 114, 122 

ItirS'-ili '-•.n o''-* r\ 

(SONY. 1988). 

i • ■ , / 

It is no wonder that plaintiff interestingly fails to address this case law, although cited 


in the defendants' initial motion papers, given that his entire complaint and now his 
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opposition, Is based upon nothing more than bald conclusory allegations, conjecture and 
suspicion. While virtually every other line of the defendants' motion was addressed by plaintiff. 
It is noteworthy that this line of cases was Ignored by plaintiff. Instead, plaintiff has 
Inaccurately suggested, against the case law above, that conclusory allegations are 
acceptable as long as he provides fair notice of the claims against* the defendants. 
(Hollander 31-2). Alternatively, plaintiff s opposition inaccurately suggests that if his complaint 
is comprised of bald conclusory statements, deduction and opinions, then the defendants 
should have moved for a more definite statement as opposed to dismissal. (Hollander 39-2). 
Unfortunately for the plaintiff, the line of cases cited above is contrary to his view of the law. 
Knowing this, the only support plaintiff t»n muster up to support of this statement is the case 
SMtoMtwfcz v. Sorema AM, 534 U.S. 506,156 l.E.2d 1.122 S.Ct 992 (2002), which merely 
indicates that a defendant can move for a more definite statement if the pleading fails to 
specify allegations in a manner that provides sufficient notice, (Hollander 39-2). 

In reviewing this motion to dismiss pursuant Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6), the Court can look 
not to only the complaint, but the documents attached or incorporated by reference thereto. 
International Broth, of Teamsters v. Carey. 163 F. Supp.2d 271,279 (S.O.N.Y, 2001): Kramer 
v. Time Warner Inc. 937 F,2d 767,773 (2d Cir. 1991). In this context, the Second Circuit has 


held that a complaint is deemed to "include...documents that the ptelatiff either possessed or 
knew about and upon which they relied in bringing the suit.* Rothman v. Gregor. 220 F.3d 81, 

88 (2d Cir. 2000). In fact, plaintiff admits that the documents attached to the defendants' initial 

»• 

motion papers can be considered by this Court. (Hollander 40-1). Plaintiff further admits that 

lAwftj.&a+r . -'/tu i'v ■ 'XT y f .v 

he had knowtedge of such documents. (Hollander 40-1). Ptaintilf also cannot deny that he 

has knowledge of the documents appended to the attached Reply Declaration since he 


drafted each and every letter, card and agreement appended thereto. Thus, the defendants 


-yj g- d 
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assert that the plaintiff had possession and full knowledge of oach and every exhibit attached 

•iirSj, Ur, .V i +*-1 fAt 4tc. Tp ips< « <U~^W *“ 4-ff-c* 

to the instant motion, that the exhibits go to the heart of the complaint and tho voracity of tho 

statements mace by the plaintiff therein, and if is therefore appropriate for this Court to 
consider the same in deciding the instant motion.** 

POINT II 

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST. SECOND. THIRD AND FOURTH CAUSES OF 
ACTION FOR RICO VIOLATIONS SHOULD BE DISMISSED 

A. The Threshold Requirements to Sustain RICO Claims 

Plaintiffs complaint alleges ctvtl RICO violations under 18 U.S.C. §1962(a). (b). (c) and 
(d). (Ex, A, ffl886-893). To prevail on a claim for damages under RICO, this Court has 
consistently employed the standard set for by the United States Supreme Court, the elements 
of which are set forth in the defendants' initial motion papers as wet as above. Plaintiffs 
opposition concedes that these elements are necessary to plead RICO. (Hollander 44-3). 

Despite the fact that the plaintiff is aware of these elements and has simply alleged 
that they have been satisfied, the plaintiff has clearly failed to sufficlenttyi allege (1) the 
existence of two or more predicate acts against Mundy and Petrovich. (2) a pattern. (3) that 
Mundy and Petrovich invests, maintains or participates in an enterprise, (4) or that an 
enterprise even exists. Further, the plaintiff does not have standing to maintain this action. 

Lastly, tho plaintiffs claim of conspiracy to commit RICO violations similarly fails. 


/ j/\ I 

"Despite plaintiffs protestations lo the contrary lha del end ants arc not attempting to argue lads, 
am no! aaemptng to ten this motion silo one for summary judgment, and are not aOwnptng lo compel the p 
Court lo apply a hgfher standard than required for pleadirg* (Hollandnr S-2,6-1. 77-1). To tho cont-ary, the 
defendants' assort that the plaintiff has been unable to property ar«ge his RICO and state law dalms as 
required under mo Federal pteadng standard and pursuant to Fed. R. C<v- P 12(b)(6), Fed. R Cm P 6(a)(2) 
and Fed. R. CM. P 8(b) based upon a rearing of »e complaint itself and the documents attached to this 
melon when the ptiamtJf has knowledge of In fact, even the plaintiffs' opposton acknowledges. afc«t 
unintentionally. wh*e otng to GWemtarr v. Vnoufis, 564 F. Supp 46. 49 (S.D.N.V, t982) trial the legal 
feashkty of lha complaint must be tested, as opposed lo merely accepting an aaega lions as true (Hollander 
4-1L Further, plaint* ertes to VHogorPond. Inc v. Town of 0*nen 66 F 3d 376,378 (2d CM 1995) lor the 


proposition that the Court should determine whetier the complanl itself la legally sufficient* (Holander 39-1). 


- - .v 

/f. ..'i n,-/ 


f v ; J 
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B. Plaintiffs Complaint Fails To Adequately 
Allege Predicate Acts and Is Dismissable 

I. Predicate Acts Based Upon Fraud Must Be Pled 
With Particularity under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) 

As demonstrated in tho defendants' initial Memorandum of Law. allegations of fraud 

that are pled as predicate acts in a RICO claim must satisfy Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). See Miffs 

v. Polar Molecular Corp.. 12 F. 3d 1170.1176 (2d Cir. 1993); Economic Opportunity Comm'n 

of Nassau County v. County of Nassau. Inc., 47 F. Supp.2d 353. 361 (E.D.N.Y. 1999) In 

I iniriuK. Lrffr vJ 1 x g 

fact, the plaintiff acknowledges that when the '. ..predicate acts are fraudulent in nature, then 
Fed R. Civ. P. 9(b) applies;..' (Hollander 45-1). The plaintiff even cites to Supreme Court 
cases Leaiherman v. Tarrant County Narcotics Intelligence & Coordination Unit, 507 U.S. 

163.168.122 L.Ed.2d 517,113S.CL 1160(1993) and Swrerkiewicr v. Sonoma N. A 534 U.S. 
at 513 for the proposition that allegations and predicate acts based upon fraud require greater 
particularity under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). (Hollander 46-2). 

The Second Circuit has made clear that *p]n the RICO context. Rule 9(b) calls for the 
complaint to specify the statements it claims were false or misleading, give particulars as to 
the respect in which plaintiffs contend the statements were fraudulent, state when and where 
the statements were made, and identify those responsible for the statements' Moore v. Paine 
Webber, Inc.. 189 F.3d 165, 173 (2d Cir. 1999) (citations omitted) (quoting McLaughlin v. 

Anderson, 962 F.2d 187.191 (1992). This rule Is clear and has been followed by many courts. 

See Economic Opportunity Comm'n of Nassau County v. County of Nassau, Inc. 47 F. 

Supp.2d at 361-362; Spoto v. Herkimer County Trust, 2000 WL 533293 *6 (N.D.N.Y. April 27. 

2000); Official Publications. Inc. v. Kable News Co. Inc.. 692 F. Supp 239, 245 (S O N Y. 

1988). rav'd on other grounds. 884 F.2d 664 (2d Cir. 1989). Allegations that do not specify 
the time, place, speaker or content of the allegedly fraudulent statements do not satisfy the 

28 
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particularity requirement of Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). Denny v. Barber. 576 F.2d 465,469, (2d Or. 
1978). 

Unable to dispute these line of cases, plaintiff instead, can only cite to Inti Motor 
Sports Croup v. Gordon. 1999 WL 619633 at *3 (S.D.N.Y 1999) for the proposition that this 
Court decided, in the circumstances of that particular case, that la) plaintiff need not plead 
dates, times and places with absolute precision, so long as the complain! 'gives fair notice 
and reasonable notice to defendants for the claim and the grounds upon which it is based.” 
(Hollander 47-2). ^However, plaintiff conveniently fails to mention that this Court quoted the 
Second Circuit and stated 'to plead fraud with sufficient particularity, a complaint 'must (1) 
detail the statements (or omissions) that the plaintiff contends are fraudulent, (2) identify the 
speaker. (3) state where and when the statements (or omissions) were made, and (4) explain 
why the statements (or omissions) arc fraudulent." Int'l Motor Sports Group v. Gordon. 1999 
WL 619633 at *3 {quoting Harsco Corp. v. Segui. 91 F3d 337,347 (2d Cir. 1996). This Court 
even acknowledged the use of the word "must" by Harsco Id. The decision went on to 
acknowledge that "[t)he purpose of the rule is (1) to provide a defendant with fair notice of 
plaintiffs claim. (2) to safeguard a defendant's reputation from 'improvident charges of 
wrongdoing and (3) to protect against the institution of a strike suit.'" td (quotations omitted) 
(citing Harsco 91 F.3d at 347 quoting Ac,'to v. IMCERA Group, Inc. 47 F.3d 47, 52 (2d C«r. 
1995) Plaintiffs attempt to convince this Court to ignore the line of cases cited above 
requiring specificity, in favor of a decision determined in a different context but which still 
acknowledged the specificity requirement under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) and the important 
purpose for doing so. should not be countenanced. 

Alternatively, plaintiff attempts to overshadow the cases cited above and Rule 9(b) by 
continuously citing to Berk v. Tradewetl. 2003 WL 216664679 "13 (S.D.N.Y. 2003) and 
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suggesting that since information is within the defendant's knowledge, Rule 9(b)'s 
requirements should be read pemlssively. (Hollander 47-2). Unlike that case where the ^ 
defendant was a corporate insider who possessed certain documents and the Court 
acknowledged that Rule 9(b) applies more leniently to complaints against corporate insiders, 
these defendants here are not corporate insiders and plaintiff has not shown what information 
Is exclusively within the possession of the defendants, other than his general statement that 
details of predicate acts by the Russian mafia are not public. (Hollander 47-2). Further, 
plaintiff overlooks the fact that this Court acknowledged the Importance of pleading fraud with 
particularity under Rule 9(b) and the policy goals behind this rule in its decision Id at ‘12. 

Finally, where multiple defendants are involved, the complaint must inform each 
defendant of the nature of his alleged participation in the fraud. DiVittono v. Equktyne 

Extractive Indus.. Inc.. 822 F.2d 1242,1247 (2d Cir. 1987). This is not disputed by plaintiff. 

Ye* i •/ ?S 

(Hollander 48-3). 




As shown in the defendants' initial Memorandum of Law and below, the defendants 
predicate acts based upon fraud have not been alleged with sufficient particularity under Fed 
R. Civ. P. 9(b). Despite plaintiffs suggestions to the contrary and In light of the case law cited 
infra above and in the defendants' initial Memorandum of Law. merely alleging the 'gist' of 
was said, some unspecified time period of when it was said and how the statements wore 
generally made and misleading, is insufficient to plead predicate acts based upon fraud 
(Hollander 48-1). In addition, the complant has not informed Mundy and Petrovich specifically 
of their alleged participation in the fraud Likewise, the plaintiff has not sufficiently alleged 
other non-fraudulent predicate acts. f 

a ?7 r ns zir,z76 l fn,ni 

3to, Sn 
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ii. Predicate Acts Based Upon Fraud Have Not Been Plod 
with Particularity by Plaintiff under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) 

aa. Fraud Misuse of Visas and Procurement of Nationality Unlawfully 

Plaintiff acknowledges that these a’Jeged predicate acts are susceptible to the 
particularity requirement under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). (Hollander 49-3). 

In respect to the plaintiffs allegations that Mundy and Petrovich participated in the 
predicate criminal acts of fraud, misuse of visas and procurement of nationality unlawfully, 
nothing is sot forth in the plaintiffs complaint other than vague conclusions Plaintiffs 
opposition highlights the sections of the complaint which reference these predicate acts. (Ex. - 
A HI 9.1528-29,1PI32-33. H223-225. H324-325. 11327-328. 11408-409. 11467-468.1)491 • 
H493,1)603 1505. (J514. H522.1524). (Hollander 50-3). As indicated in the defendants' initial 
motion papers, the plaintiff merely condudes that Mundy and Petrovich paitidpated In the 
predicate crirrinal ads of fraud and mrrsuse of visas and procurement of nationality unlawfully 
by running an alien registration and visa mill operation. There is absolutely no other support. 


or particularity, for the plaintiffs conduscry allegations that Mundy and Petrovich participated 

rJHi ■- H-A1 

in such illegal activity. (Ex. A. 119.1128-29,1132-33.11223/225.11324-325,11327-328. 
11408-409.11467-468.1491.1493,1503 1505.1514.1522.1524). (Hollander 50-3). 

The defendants highlighted this fad in their initial motion papers and noted that with 
the exception of his ex-wife, Ms. Shipilina, the plaintiff failed to name a single person (or 
whom or with whom these purported Illegal activities were performed The plaintiff has 
provided absolutely no specifics whatsoever. No specific dales, times, names or places have 
been furnished Plaintiff fails to identify a sing-'e document or statement that purports to show 
such conduct on the part of Mundy and Petrovich. In essence, the plaintiffs complaint does 

--i}<cj 

not demonstrate by any stretch of the imagination that Mundy and Petrovich participated in 
fraud, misuse of visas, or procurement of nationality unlawfully. Rather, the only thing lhal is 



31 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/jtreply.htm[9/28/2019 9:47:22 PM] 



jtreply 


clear upon a review of these paragraphs of the plaintiffs complaint is that Mundy and 
Petrovich assisted Ms. Shipitina with immigration matters and advocated on her behalf in 
connection with her divorce proceedings. U‘‘ ' 

Plaintiffs silence in addressing these failures constitutes an admission that they he has 
not pied such acts with the requisite particularity as they pertain to Mundy and Petrovich 
(Hollander pp. 49-50). Plaintiff has not addressed any of the concerns noted above, and he 

continues to ding to this bare allegation in the complaint. Rather, plaintiff only states that such 

hi 

information is in the possession of the defendant and asks this Court to ignore the cases cited 
above requiring particulanty m favor of reading Rule 9(b) permtssively. (Hollander 50-3). 
However plaintiff fails to state whal information is in the defendants' knowledge and why the 
pleading of fraud as required under the Federal Rules should be gnored. In addition, despite 

4 A* 

plaintiffs contentions that the complaint in general provides fatr notice (Hollander 50-3), the 
complaint must inform each defendant, including Mundy and Petrovich, of the nature of his 
a'leged participation In this fraud, where multiple defendants are involved. See DiVittorio v. 
Equidyno Extractive Indus.. Inc.. 822 F,2d 1242,1247 (2d Cir. 1987). The al egations in this 
regard, cited above, which reference Mundy and Petrovich in particular, do not accomplish 
this. (Holander 50-3) The other condusory allegations cited by plaintiff in his opposition that 
reference the other defendants' engagement in such activities also do not provide adequate 
notice to Mundy and Petrovich, or sufficiently demonstrate their involvement. (Hollander 50-3). 
bb. Mall and Wire Fraud as Predicate Acts ' 

The plaintiff has still not pled the requisite elements of mad and wire fraud, nor has he 
pled these acts with particularity as required under Ihe Federal Rules. 

The defendants' initial Memorandum of Law property set for the elements that must 
be satisfied for a complaint ateging mail and wire fraud: (1) the existence of a scheme to 
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defraud. (2) defendant's knowing or intentional participation in the scheme, and (3) the use 
of interstate mails or transmission facilities in furtherance of the scheme. S.Q.K.F.C., Inc. v. 
Bell Atlantic Tricon Leasing Corp.. 84 F.3d 629. 633 (2d Clr. 1996). See also Browning 
Avenue Realty Corp. v. Rosenheim. 774 F. Supp. 129.137 (S O N Y. 1991) (to plead mat 
and wire fraud, plaintiff must allege participation in a scheme to defraud and knowing use of 
interstate malls or interstate wires to further the scheme). These cases are clear and the 
plaintiffs opposition has not indicated that they have been overruled or distinguished. 

Nevertheless. In a blatant attempt to mislead this Court into believing that the 
defendants have provided the incorrect elements necessary to allege such claims, plaintiff 
asserts that 1t]he Enterprise movants exploit the sirrularity between mail and wire fraud to foist 
the false assumption that when a letter is sent or delivered by the US Postal Service, it must 
cross state lines...Not true, whether a letter sent through US Postal Service travels across 
town or around the world is irrelevant for mail fraud.* (Hollander 58-2). Essentially, the plaintiff 
argues against the cases cited above, and asserts that, in respect to element three above. 
Interstate use is only required under the wire fraud statute, not the mail fraud statute. 
(Hollander 58-2) Although plaintiff cites to US v Zagari, 111 F.3d 307. 327 (2d Cir. 1997J 
tor this contention, this case does not stand for this proposition, no matter how badly plaintiff 
would like it to (Hollander 58-1)". 

Plaintiffs opposition cannot satisfactorily dispute that he has not alleged any facts to 
support the allegations that there was a scheme to defraud the plaintiff by interstate mails or 
wires or that these defendants knowingly participated in such a scheme, even if all allegations 
of the complaint pertaining to Mundy and Petrovich as referenced by plaintiff in his opposition 


un 

UM 


H U.S v lagan. 11 1 F 3d 307.327 (2d Cir 1997) only states trial tho essential elements of am* or 
fraud violation am (1) schema to defraud, (2) money or property as the cOject of the scheme, and (3) 
of malt or wires to further the scheme. This Is far different than w*ial ptaknrt has set forth (Hollander 58- 


1 ) 


33 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/jtreply.htm[9/28/2019 9:47:22 PM] 



jtreply 




are read. (Ex. A131.11227-228.1232.1234.1236.1240.1241,1243.1245,1254,1265, 

1273.1275. H280-282.11287-289. H293-295.1298. H300-301, H306-308. H315-318. 

1488.1493,1 r 495-498.1505, H507-510) (Hollander 57-1. 59-3). Plaintiffs mere conclusion 

that Mundy and Petrovich acted with the intent to defraud is still not sufficient. In fact. 

,J44 Jew liWi? • \ .n 

plaintiffs opposition onty highlights that Mundy and Petrovich did not participate in any 

scheme to dofraud. Plaintiff asserts, *i his opposition, that the scheme was that the Russian 

mafia tricked American men into bringing mafia managers and prostitutes to America as 

companions and wives (Hollander 59-1) and that the scheme falsely depicted Its managers 

and prostitutes as honest, hard-working women who want to raise a family because it the truth 

were told the mafia knows American men would run the other way" (Hollander 59-1). Even 

assuming that these are "schemes to defraud" as contemplated by the statute, there is no 

allegation that Mundy and Petrovich knowingly participated in these schemes. 

Moreover, the crux of the plaintiffs allegations Is that Mundy and Petrovich used only 

intrastate and international mail and wire systems, not interstate systems. (Ex. A131. H227- 

228.1232.1234.1236.1240.1241.1243.1245.1254.1265.1273.1275. H280-282. H287- 

,; V‘ ; Ly I 

289. H293-295.1298. H300-301.11306-308,11315-318.1488,1493. H49S498.1505, , . 
H507-510). Despite plaintiffs protestations to the contrary, to property plead mall and wire 
fraud violations, the plaintiff must demonstrate interstate use as cited in the cases above and 
in the defendants' initial motion papers. Although plaintiff asserts that intrastate mail 
communications are covered by the mall fraud statute, he can only cite to the Eighth Circuit 

{US v. Elliot 89 F.3d 1360,1364 (8th Clr 1996)). which is contrary to this Circuit (Hollander 

j c rj'/f cd • FjJ>. 

58-2). f 

Although plaintiff asserts that international wire communications are covered by the 
wire fraud act. he can only cite to a dissenting opinion in the Th.rd Circuit {US v. Goldberg, 
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VvJk t-sJ v-'h* 

630 F.2d 459 (3d Cir. 1987)) and the Ninth Circuit (Wentz v. US. 244 F2d 172.175 (9th Cir. 
1957)) for this proposition, which, in any event, is contrary to the Second Circuit and Southern 
District decisions cried above. (Hollander 62-1), The defendants' initial Memorandum of Law 
has sufficiently demonstrated that plaintiff has not alleged such interstate use on the part of 
Mundy and Petrovich, and these arguments wilt not be rehashed herein. (Dubin pp. 25-28). 
Plaintiffs opposition does not alter this fact. (Hollander pp. 62-64). 

Given that the plaintiff has failed to demonstrate a scheme to defraud or that Mundy 
and Petrovich knowingly participated in the scheme, and has further failed to show That they 
used interstate mall or wire communications in furtherance of the scheme, the plaintiff cannot 
state a claim for mail or wire fraud. 

Additionally, plaintiff acknowledges that these alleged predicate acts, based upon 
fraud, are susceptible to the particularity requirement under Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). (Hollander 
57-2) Despite admitting this, they try to lessen the standard apparently recognizing that they 
have not property plead such predicate acts. (Hollander 57-2.56-1. pp. 64-66). In fact, plaintiff 
suggests that he is unaware of any specifics, and. instead, asks this Court to atlow them to 
embark on a fishing expedition at the expense of over sixty defendants to determine whether 
such predicate acts were committed. (Hollander 67-1). Examining all of the paragraphs, as 
cited by plaintiffs' opposition, which purportedly allege the predicate acts of mail and wire 
fraud as they pertain to Mundy and Petrovich. (Ex. A *31,1TI227-228, *232. *234, *236, 
|240. *241.1243. (1245. f254. *265. *273. *275,1*280-282.1*287-289. **293-295, *298. 
**300-301. **306-308, **315-318. *488. *493. **495498. *505. **507-510). It is dear that 
the requisite specificity is not provided. Again, the deficiencies of the plaintiffs pleading of 
these allegations are addressed fu«y in the defendants' initial motion papers and will not be 
repeated herein. (Oubin pp. 28-30). Further, the plaintiffs opposition provides no further 
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details than what has already been deficiently alleged in the complaint, despite his best efforts 

i 

to make it appear as though he has done so. (Hollander pp. 67-69) 

_ _ A ?r* 

cc. Bribery as a Predicate Act 

Despite plaintiff’s citation to the Eighth Circuit case of Abel v. Farmers Commodities 
Corp.. 259 F.3d 910.919 (8th Cir. 2001) for the propos tion that Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b) does not 


apply to the predicate act of bribery (Hollander 70-2). this Circuit has stated that when an 
allegation of bribery is a predicate act for a RICO claim, it must meet Fed. R Civ. P. 9(b) 
particulanty requirements Mayalexttl v. Liztex, 1993 WL 51094 (S.D.N.Y. 1993) (citing 



Cregoris Motors v. Nissian Motor Corp.. 630 F. Supp. 902.912 (S.D.N.Y. 1986), 

Plaintiffs opposition identifies those paragraphs which relate to his allegations of 
bribery. Specifically, the plaintiff references AU254-255.11323. H499.1)511. 517 and H523, 
(Hollander 70-2). A reading of these paragraphs, however, reveals that only HH254-255,11499 
and H511 are alleged against Mundy and Petrovich. The plaintiff's conclusions that Mundy 
and Petrovich participated m the predicate act of bribery are sb* insufficient under Fed. R. Crv. 
P. 9(b), (Ex. A.. K499.11511). Even affording the rest of the plaintiff’s complaint a liberal 
reading it is again clear that the plaintiff's allegations do not meet the heightened pleading 
requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). (Ex. A. 1U254-255). This lack of particularity is fully 
addressed in the defendants' initial motion papers and ptaintiff s opposition has not cured IWs 


deficiencies nor addressed any of the issues raised by the defendants. (Dubin pp. 30-32) 

Rather, plaintiff essentially concedes that he has not pled this predicate act with any 

iff', 

particularity, and, therefore, begs this Court to merely apply Rule 9(b) permissively In 
contradiction of the case law cited above. (Hollander 70-2). 
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iii. Non-Fraudulent Predicate Acts Have Still Not Been Pled Properly 

aa. White Slave Trade and Importing Aliens for 

Immoral Purposes as Predicate Acts 

Even if the predicate act of white slave trade and importing aliens for immoral purposes 
must only comply with general notice requirements as opposed to Rule 9(b) specificity such 

allegation still must be sufficiently pled- (Hollander 50-2), Conclusions and Inferences of 

- - \¥* 

wrongdoing are simply not sufficient. 

In respect to the plaintiffs allegations that Mundy and Petrovich participated In the 
predicate criminal acts of white slave trade and importing aliens for immoral purposes, nothing 
is set forth in the plaintiffs complaint other than vague conclusions. Plaintiffs opposition 
highlights the sections of the complaint which reference these predicate acts. (Ex. A. 1J19, 


HH22-231127. 133. 138. 1320,1322,1329.1)403.1)410.1434. I486,1485.1490.1502.1521). 

(Hollander 50-2) -A . 

r i'* 

A careful review of these sections, however, reveals that only 127.133.1)485 and 1490 
reference Mundy and Petrovich. These paragraphs do nothing more than simply conclude 

■ L. 

that Mundy and Petrovich participated in the predicate criminal acts of white slavery trade and 
importing aliens for immoral purposes by running an alien registration and visa m;l operation. 

Even without a Rule 9(b) specificity analysis, the pleading of these conclusions is simply 

__ _ 

Insufficient as a matter of larw Plaintiff has not indicated one person with or for whom these 

activities have been carried out. except for Ms. Shipilina. Plaintiff's allegations are simply 

I <vl ” 

Inadequate, especially where plaintiff cannot allege, with the exception of his ex-wifo Ms. 
Shipilina, a sing'o person for whom or with whom these purported illegal activities were 
performed, or any dates, times, names or places where such activities took place. 
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bb. Witness and Informant Tampering As Predicate a Act 


Trie plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich tampered with witnesses and informants 
in connection with the Russian criminal defamation case, the plaintiffs divorce proceeding 
and the INS' Investigation Into the deportation of Ms. Shipihna. (Ex. A. H224-225. 11228-229. 
U232. fl234. H1236-237. H239-241, *[243-245.11265-268.1273. H280-284.11286-290. 
1293. 11297-298. 1H3O2-304. H306-312. 1316-318, 1487, 1492. 1504. 1506. 1509} 
(Hollander 51-1. 52-3). Even if the Court determines that the particularity requirement under 
Ru-e 9(b) does not apply lo the predicate acts alleged in these contexts, it is stilt dear that the 
piaintifTs conclusion that Mundy and Petrovich engaged in witness and informant tampering 
is ^sufficient. The defendants' initial Memorandum of Law fully demonstrated how the 
plaintiffs vague and condusory allegations, at this pleading stage, are Insufficient to allege 
the predicate act of tampering. (Oubin pp. 16-25).* As such, this portion of the defendants' 
initial Memorandum of Law will not be repeated herein. Notably, other than cnticumg the 



defendants, the plaintiff has not attempted to sufficiently plead his daims of tampering beyond 

the general allegation already contained in the complaint, nor has plaintiff addressed any of 

’ ^ _ a 

the arguments set forth in the defendants' initial Memorandum of Law. (Hollander pp. 53-55) 

cc. Money Laundering as a Predicate Act 


Even if the predicate act of money laundering must only comply with general notice 
requirements as opposed to Rule 9(b) specificity as plaintiffs opposition suggests (Hollander 
73 - 3 ) 8UC h allegations must still be pled with sufficient particularity to withstand a motion to 


"Aiswutfi owe are eertam paragraphs of the plaintff* comptent lhat were not adUresiiid »ecfca^ 
^ e«riion of de'en&ar.is' irubad memorafKJuro of law. but which lha plaintiff haa now mcfcjded in hia 

*224-225. *225.229. *232-2*. *235-237. *239-24, 
*297-298. *302-304, *308 312, *317-3,8. *87. *92. *504-506,1509. these paragraphs * rn *arty fail 
lor ihe reasons oclakxl in the defendants' initial motion papers 
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dismiss. Casio Computer Co. v. Sayo, 2000 WL 1877516 (SONY. 2000 ). Cooc.us.ons and 
inferences of wrongdoing are simply not sufficient. 

The plaintiffs conclusions that Mundy and Petrovich participated in the predicate act 
of money laundenng remain insufficient' The plaintiffs opposition has highlighted those 
paragraphs of the complaint which allege that Muhdy and Petrovich engaged in the laundering 
of money. (Ex. U293.1*295-299. 11301-302). A reading of these paragraphs, however. 

reveals they have not been sufficiently pled. 

dd. Aiding In Racketeering Activity as a Predicate Act 
Lastly, plaintiffs opposition makes dear that ho is allegmg aiding In racketeenng 
activity as a predicate act. (Hollander 70-3. 71-1. 72-3. 73-2. 74-4. 117-2). Plaintiffs 
opposition references paragraphs 1294. fl298-302.1495.1497.1507.1532. however such 
allegations are not sufficient to plead this predicate act As outlined below, plaintiff has been 
unable to sufficiently allege any sort of link between Mundy. Petrovich and the other 
defendants to adequately plead that Mundy and Petrovich aided and abetted racketeonng. 

indeed, the pUwitiff has set forth nothing more than legal conclusions, deductions and 
opinions in support of his allegations of not ohty aiding in racketeering activity by Mundy and 
Petrovich, but white slave trade and importing aliens for .mproper purposes, misuse of visas, 
procurement of nationality unlawfully, witness tampering, mai and wire fraud, bribery and 
money laundering. The Court must not give such conciusory statements a presumption of 

truthfulness tn determining this motion to dismiss. 

Thus. Mundy and Petrovich respectfully submit that smce the plaintiffs complaint fails 
to adequately allege predate acts in support of his RICO daims. the first, second, third and 
fourth causes of action must be dismissed as a matter of law. 
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C. Plaintiffs Complaint Fails to Adequately 

Allege a Pattern of Racketeering Activity 

To sufficiently plead a pattern of racketeering activity, a ptaaitiff must alege "(1) at least 
two predicate acts of racketeering occurring within a ten-year period; (2) that the predicate 
acts are related to each other, and (3) that the predicate acts amount to or pose a threat of 
continuing criminal activity ' Price v. Gasf, 2000 Wl 36981 '6 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 11. 2000). "It 
Is this factor of continuity plus relationship which combines to constitute a pattern.* H.J. Inc. 
v . Northwestern Bell Telephone Co.. 492 U.S. at 238-39,109S.Ct at290 (citationsomitted). 
To satisfy the "continued criminal activity* prong in alleging a pattern of racketeering activity 
under a RICO cause of action, the plaintiff must make a showing of either "ctosed-ended 
continuity* or 'open-ended continuity.* Id. The plaintiffs opposition concedes that this Is the 
standard for alleging a pattern of racketeering activity. (Hollander 77-2). 

PlaintifTs complaint fails to sufficiently allege a pattern of racketeering activity since the 
plaintiff has not property plead closed-ended continuity or open-ended continuity. (Hollander 
pp. 76-85) 

I. Closed-ended Continuity 

As addressed more fully in Ihe defendants' Initial Memorandum of Law, in order to 
measure whether dosed-ended continuity exists, several factors may be considered including 
the length of time over which the alleged predicate acts took place, the number and variety 
of acts, the number of participants, the number of victims, and the presence of separate 
schemes GICC Capital Cotp. v. Tech. Finance Group, Inc., 67 F.3d 463.467 (2d Cir. 1995). 

However, the plaintiff must prove a senes of related predicates extending over a 
substantial period of time. H.J. Inc. v. Northwestern Ben Telephone Co., 492 U.S. at 242.109 
S.Ct. at 2902. Predicate acts extending over a few weeks or months and threatening no 
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future criminal conduct do not satisfy this requirement. Id. 'Since the Supreme Court decided 
H.J. Inc., this Court [Second Circuit] has never held a period of less than two years to 
constlute a substantial period of timo.* for the purposes of the closed-ended continuity test. 
De Falco v. Bemas. 244 F.3d 286,321 (2d Clr. 2001). The plaintiff does not dispute this case 
law (Hollander 81-1). 

Under this line of cases, and despite plaintiff's opposition, the plaintiffs complaint fails 
to properly plead a pattern of racketeering since closed-ended continuity is not sufficiently 
alleged. Specifically, the plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich first met with Ms. Shipllina 
at the 'end of October. 2000" (Ex. A. $223) even though they did not appear on her behalf 
until after the plaintiff commenced the annulment/divorce proceedings in February. 2001. (Ex. I, 
B) Therefore, no predicate act is even alleged to have been committed by Mundy or 
Petrovich prior to October. 2000. The allegations in the complaint also reveal that neither 
Mundy nor Petrovich ever met with any other members of the purported enterprise prior to 
October. 2000 or participated with them in predicate acts. (Ex. A). The last predicate act 
alleged to have been committed by Mundy or Petrovich was in March. 2002. (Ex. A, $293. 
$298, '[$315-318. $715). The allegations in the complaint reveal that neither Mundy nor 
Petrovich ever committed any other predicate or criminal acts after March. 2002 or had any 
connection with other members of the enterpnse after that date. (Ex. A). Hence, the period 
of tune between the predicate acts purportedly committed by Mundy and Petrovich amounts 
to. at most, merely one year and five months. It is well settled that etosod-ended continuity 
cannot exist over such an abbreviated period of time. See De Falco v. Bamas. 244 F.3d at 
321 (Court held that approximately one year and a half is too short of a period of time and 
does not satisfy the closed-ended continuity requirement). See also CofacrodH. S.A. v. 
Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc. 187 F 3d 229.242 (2d Cir. 1999), 
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Significantly, plaintiff does not dispute that he has onty alleged predicate acts on behalf 
ol Mundy and Petrovich for a period of one year and a half, at most. Plaintiff does not even 

( if 

attempt to now allege that predicate acts were committed by them extending over a longer 
period of tine (Hollander pp. 80-82) Thus, plaintiff admits that he has not aflogod that Mundy 
and Petrovich committed predicate acts over a 'substantial period of time * Instead, his entire- 
opposition in this regard focuses on the predicate acts of other defendants. (Hollander pp. SO¬ 
BS). Plaintiff cites to Do Falco v. Bemas. 244 F.3d at 321 and asserts that this Court must 
look at the predicate acts of the defendants together in determining duration. (Hollander 80-2, 

81-1). Under this theory, the plaintiff alleges that the predicate acts began in 1999. when Ms. 

Shipilina and member Perlin targeted plaintiff, and continued unti June. 2003 when plaintiff 
received a threatening telephone call (HoCander pp. 81-82). Plaintiff makes this argument. , 
however, against a back-drop of facts which undoubtedly shows no relation whatsoever 

i 

between Mundy and Petrovich and any of the other defendants in this action (other than that 
they represented Ms. Shipilina In her divorce). As discussed infra. Ihc plaintiff even admits 
that he knows of no connection between the defendants. (Hollander 29-1). To therefore assert 

that he has satisfied the prong of ctosed-ended continuity based upon ads committed by 

n A Ux 

other defendants, where plaintiff admittedly cannoi allege a connedion between Mundy. 

■ 

Petrovich and these other defendants, is insufficient. 
ii. Open-ended Continuity 

As addressed more fully in the defendants' Initial Memorandum of Law. to satisfy open- 
ended continuity, "the plaintiff need not show that the predicates extended over a substantial 
period of time but must show that there was a threat of continuing criminal activity beyond the 
period during which the predicate acts were performed." Cofecredit. S.A. v. Windsor Ptumbtng 
Supply Co. Inc.. 187 F.3d at 242; The Jordan (Bermuda) Inv. Co. v. Hunter Green /nv. Ltd.. 
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154 F. Supp.2d 682. 694 (SONY. 2001). Plaintiff acknowledges that if ho cannot plead 

TU 

closed-ended continuity, then he must allege a throat of continuing racketeering activity which y (| • 
is ongoing and that will project into the future. (Hollander 82-1). 

Despite plaintiffs opposition, however, the plaintiffs complaint fails to properly plead 
a pattern of racketeering since open-ended continuity is also not sufficiently alleged. As 
Indicated, the predicate acts alleged to have been committed by Mundy and Petrovich 
occurred from October. 2000 through March. 2002. at best. (Ex. A). There is no allegation 
that Mundy and Petrovich committed predicate acts after March, 2002 or until the complaint 
was filed and served in Apr*, 2003. (Ex. A) Even taking the plaintiffs allegations as true, they 
go no further than describing past criminal acts by Mundy and Petrovich with finite goals, 
which were completed. The plaintiffs allegations, taken at their lace value, if proved, would 
establish, at most, that there was a ‘discrete and relatively short-lived scheme - to defraud the 
plaintiff, which is insufficient to establish a daim of open-continuity. Cofacredit. S.A. v. 
Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc.. 187 F.3d at 244. The plaintiff has not sufficiently alleged 
that the past alleged wrongdoing on the part of Mundy and Petrovich in representing Ms. 
Shipilina in her divorce and immigration matters now implies a threat of continued criminal 
adivity. De Falco v. Semes, 244 F.3d at 323. 1 ' 

Certainly recognizing that there is no sufficient continuing threat by Mundy and 
Petrovich alleged, plaintiffs opposition, instead, again refies upon acts committed by other 
defendants and alleges that the Russian mafia wilt continue to commit predicate acts upon 
him and other American targets in the future. (Hollander 82-2.83-2). Plaintiff further suggests 
that because Mundy and Petrovich are members of this Russian mafia, the requirement of 

’’Although the glMvsffs opposaon highlights that Mundy continues to represent Mj. Shlprina mere*/ 
r. connection with ragulw immiyacon matters. Siere Is ho alegacon at * ti« such representation threatens 
continued criminal actrnty. (Hollander 83-2). 
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open-ended continuity has been satisfied as it pertains to them. (Hollander 83-1) Again, the l< 

h 

plaintiff improperly relies upon the acts of other defendants in this context to establish the 


requirement of open-ended continuity despite the fact that he is unable to show^any 
connection between Mundy. Petrovich and the other defendants and despite the fact that he 
cannot show that Mundy and Petrovich are part of this purported enterprise, as discussed 
below. To therefore assert that he has satisfied the prong of open-ended continuity based 
upon acts afiegodty committed by other defendants, where plaintiff admittedly cannot allege — 




uy> 


a connection between Mundy. Petrovich and these other defendants, is insufficient 

Thus, without sufficiently alleging closed-ended or open-ended continuity, the plaintiff 
has failed to plead a 'pattern' of racketeering activity, and, thus plaintiffs RICO claims must 
fail as a matter of law. 

D. Plaintiffs Complaint Falls to Adequately 
Allege The Existence of a RICO Enterprise 

As detailed fully In the defendants - Initial Memorandum of Law. a RICO plaintiff must 
plead each defendant s participation in the 'operation or management' of an 'enterprise' as 
those terms are defined by the statute. Dietrich v. Bauer. 76 F. Supp.2d 312, 347 (S.O.N.Y 
1999). This is not disputed by plaintiff. (Hollander pp. 97-104) 

A RICO enterprise is a 'group of persons associated together for a common purpose 
or engaging in a common course of conduct..,(It is) proved by evidence ]of an ongoing y 
organization, formal or informal, and by any evidence that the various associates function as 
a continurg unit.' United States v. Turketta. 452 U.S. 576.563.101 S.Cl 2524.2528 (1981). 
See also Kashetkar v. Rubin & Rothman. 97 F Supp.2d at 391; First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt 
Funding Corp. 820 F. Supp.. 89 (S.O.N.Y. 1993). Plaintiff acknowledges that this standard 
must be satisfied to allege an enterprise. (Hollander 99-1). ! / 
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The purported enterprise alleged by plaintiff is the Russian mafia, which is identified 

.»ti ^ 

as the 'Russian Mafiosi in the media and by law enforcement agencies; the targets of 
the.. FBI unit on Russian organized dime; various Russian, Chechen. American. Cypriot and 
Mexican gangsters along with those of other nationalities; assorted Chechen Islamic terrorists; 
and the more than thirty Russian gangs now operating In the US. most notably New York, 

Miami, San Francisco. Los Angeles and Denver...' (Hollander 2-4, 82-2, 83-1,98-2. PP 26- 
31). Mundy and Petrovich are alleged by plaintiff to be some of the members of the Russian 
mafia (Hollander 27-2, 28-2. 83-1.98-2) 

The plaintiff spends various paragraphs In his preliminary statement, five pages in his 

statement of fads and over seven pages In section E of the argument sedion of his 

opposition using every trick imaginable to obscure the case law cited above and one simple 

concept, namely that his complaint has not alleged an enterprise within the meaning of the 

statute as defined by this Circuit, and. more importantly, that Mundy and Petrovich are part 

of this purported enterprise. (Hollander pp. 26-31.97-104). One trick utilized by plaintrff is his 

request that the Court simply 'take judicial notice of the Russian mafia' from various news 

sources to demonstrate that he has adequately pled the existence of an enterprise and that 

- '.1 • / 

Mundy and Petrovich are part of iL despite the fact that the law in this Circuit certainly 

demands much more. (Hollander 6-2. 27-1). Another trick employed by the plaintiff Is his 

_ - 

assertion that the existence oI an enterprise and its members does not have to be sufficiently 
alleged^ this pleading stage, but rather, at the end of the discovery phase. (Hollander 27- 
1) As much as the plaintiff would like to use discovery, at the expense of over sixty 
defendants all over the world, as a fishing expedition to ascertain whether the enterprise, as 
he has alleged it. even exists, and who its members are. the cases interpreting the RICO 


statute requires more. 


uJLSi-t Vk 
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Taking a step bsck from the nearly three hundred pages of documents that the plaintiff 
has set before this Court (consisting of plaintiffs complaint, declaration with exhibits and 

• v 

the most deficient part of his complaint. 

Regardless of the plethora of cases and creative arguments set forth by plaintiff in his 


memorandum of law in opposition), it becomes eloar that the plaintiffs fadure to properly 
plead the existence of an enterprise, and that Mundy and Petrovich are part of it, Is perhaps 


opposition, he still cannot change the fact that a reading of the complaint makes clear that the 
entire foundation and configuration of the alleged enterprise centers around Ms. Shlplina and 



the people she purportedly encountered and places to which she purportedly traveled. Based. 
upon the tracking of Ms. Shlpllma's purported dealings and travels, the plaintiff alleges that 
the Russian mafia exists and these srxty three domestic and foreign persons and entities are 

-- 5 , f 

members of this enterprise. 3 In fact, plaintiff admits that Ms. Shipilina is the only link: 
the RICO defendants do have some connection with Enterprise movant Shipilina because 




she's Ihe thread that weaves through this section of the Russian mafia..." (Hollander 9-2). 
Even Mundy and Petrovich's association with Ms. ShipAna is tenuous as they have only been 
alleged to have represented her in the divorce/annulment proceedings commenced by the 
plaintiff and in isolated immigration matters. 



»Tha same argument was elaborated upon in Ihe detendanls initial mown paper* The plaintitt has 
been unable to discredit dus argument AWuxgh the ptemt/l suggests diet this is not In*, he cannot «ter any 
vt*d argument In support In particular, die ptarWf steles: -The Enterprise movant also try to discreet the 
existence ot me Russian mafia by ctoming 'the ccnbgwaticn of Ihe alleged [E|nterptise centers around Ms. 
Ship Una and the people she purportedly oncowitered and places 1o which she purporteay traveled 
(Memorandum p 7-2). The Russxan mafa does not center around SWptma although the defendants n this 
case do have eomedtSens to her Enterprise movant Shipaina a a md-tevnl manager and asset o(the RtAttan 
mafia, who wortts wth, wcrk .1 lor. cooperates with or drects obier members of the ersruna! enterprise When 
I waked Into But cross bars of Ihe Russian mob Shipina was Ihe one dispatched by defendant Partin to 
sucker me Mo unknowingly hewing the mob Miniate another ot its members inlo Ihe USl. (Hollander 2IM) 
Althoutfi pteMfl states that die entetpnse does not center around her, he cannot adequately state why not. 
wid. m fact, appears to admft urintonbonaiy tha* it does carter around har 
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However, there is still absolutely no other connection offered by plaintiff among any of 
the defendants composing this purported enterprise, or at least between Murtdy. Petrovich 
and the other defendants, other than that they have had some form of contact wtth Ms. 


JJi 


Shiplina. The plaintiff has been provided with an opportunity to show a connection, but stil 

-Jp l 

has not done so. In fact, the plaintiffs opposition explicitly admits that he knows of no other 
connection between the defendants other than the fact they have some connection with Ms 
ShipHina. In the plaintiffs own words: The Enterprise movant object. There is absolutely no[ 

* h 

connection offered by plaintiff among any of the defendants comprising the purported 
enterprise'...The Enterprise movant Kuba. Mundy and Petrovich claim their only connection 
with the delendants in this case is with Enterprise movent Shjpdina...l don’t know that and 
neither does this Court because there has been no discovery' (Hollander 29-1 emphasis 


added). 


7 


What we are left, with when taking a step back, is not an enterprise, at least not one 

j 

that includes Mundy and Petrovich. The complaint has failed to allege any sensible, logical, 

or coherent explanation as to how Mundy and Petrovich are joined to all these other 

defendants together as a group of the Russian mafia to perpetrate the acts and frauds alleged 

in the complaint. Indeed, there can be no such explanation, because no ‘association - exists 

■■ // 
The complaint dearly fails to allege any sufficient facts revealng a continuous structure of the 

enterprise, interrelationship of alleged actons or coordinated roles played by the members 

of the purported enterprise which include Mundy and Petrovich. There is no other connection 


yjtc 


among Mundy and Petrovich and the other defendants, other than that Mundy and Petrovich.. [ 
represented Ms. ShipiUna m isolated matters Condusory allegations that Mundy and 


"Even though plaintiff has not piad any connection batman Mundy. Petrovich and any ot the 
defendants, other ttniwi Ms. Shlpdina. and admits to be unaware of any such connection, the ptaintilf late' 
attempts to divert Iha Court's attention away from this defect by painting the defendants' emphasis o* Bv* 
defed as ‘abated* and providing an analogy v^Ch » unmowng (Hollander 90-1) 
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Petrovich and disparate partios are associated in fact by virtue of their involvement with Ms. 

I 

Shipilina are insufficient to sustain a RICO claim, absent specific afegatsons as to how the 
members were associated together in an enterprise. First Nationwide Bank v. Getr Funding 
Corp.. 820 F. Supp. at 98. Thus, the plaintiffs allegations do not plead as a matter of law an 
enterprise known as the Russian mafia, and certainly do not sufficiently allege that Murtdy and 
Petrovich are a part of it.** 

To deal with the fact that plaintiff has neither sufficiently a leged an enterprise or that 
Mundy and Petrovich are members, the plaintiff makes the most ridiculous argument yet. He 
states that Igjiven tho notoriety of the Russian mafia, the Court could actually take judicial 
notice of its existence. Whether the defendants are members of it is another matter, which 
must await discovery, for the Complaint only does what »t is suppose to: allege they are 
members..." (Hollander 99-3). 

This is flawed in so many ways, First, the law cited in the defendants" initial 
Memorandum of Law and below reveals that plaintiff must sufficiently allege tho existence of 

an enterprise, including its members, at this pleadng stage, not at some later time as plaintiff 

1 , L 

suggests. Plaintiff is not ent iled to conduct discovery to discover facts that would establish 
a RICO enterprise Black Radio Network. Inc. v. NYNFX Corp . 44 F. Supp.2d 565, 580 
(S.D.N.Y. 1999) (ating G/anr.acopoious v. Credit Suisse. 965 F. Supp. 549,552-53 (S.D.N.Y.J 
1997), Moreover, the parade ol horrible would be endless, if no! devastating, if this illog-cal 


’'Besides the feci the! tho plaintiff has not sufficiently alleged the existence ol an enterprise and its 
momoers under New York law. a common sense approach also dictates dial ptoinMfs allegations are highly 
deficient. In other words, a* that has been alleged is that Mundy and Potrovch came hlo contact with and 
represented Ms Shplina. an alleged member of the enterprise, in isolated matters. II no further connection 
is requred to be alleged among the defendants, by plaintiffs reasonrtg. anyone can be deemed to be a 
member of this enterprise and susoepobe to a RICO dam merely by comng InSo contact wen Ms ShipSna^. 
at least at IN* stage of the oction Outsets the context ot this matter, by plenums reasoning, any person or 
attorney who comes nlo contact with or represents someone alleged to be affiliated with organized crime 
could bso then be named as a member of the RICO enterprise if that person « a member of the enterprise, 
even if no association to the enterprise exists ether than that they came into contact with or performed legal , 0 ‘ 

work for an iieged member on an occasion. 
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reasoning by plaintiff was the law Unde* the plaintilfs theory, any person or entity aBeged 
to be part of the "Mafia" (which the Court would take judicial notice of as constituting an 
enterprise) would be susceptible to a RICO claim simpty because they are alleged to be part 


to 


•K 


of this group, and these alleged members could not succeed on a motion to dismiss (even 
if they had no involvement in the "mafia* and their involvement was not shown other than the 


fU J 

[ft 


^ £ 


conctusion that they were a member) because discovery would be the correct forum to 
determine whether they are or are not a member. This Is preposterous, To show how 

-ll I 

ridiculous this argument really is. this Court, under plaintiffs reasoning, could be deemed to 
be a member of the Russian mafia in this RICO clai m if it hss had some association with Ms. 
Shipilina since judicial notice could be taken of the Russian mafia’s existence as an 
enterprise, and a determination as to whether this Court was a member would have to await 
the conclusion of discovery. 

Thus, even if this Court does take judicial notice that the Russian mafia presently exists 
and that it constitutes an enterprise, there sbll must be a. sufficient showing that the 
defendants plaintiff has namod. like Mundy and Petrovich, are actually members of the 
enterprise The allegations that they are connected to Ms. Shipilina. whereby they merely 
represented her in a divorce proceeding and certa n immigration matters, remains insufficient 
as a matter of law. 

Lastly, it is dear that the plaintiff has not sufficiently alleged the existence of an 
enterprise under another line of cases recognized by the United States Supreme Court and 
this Court. "It is frmly established that, to slate a daim under RICO, a Plaintiff must allege and 
prove the existence of an enterprise which is ’separate and distind from the alleged pattern 
of racketeering activity." GotdUna v. Sictwnzra, 118 F. Supp.2d at 400 (quoting Black Radio 
Network. Inc. v. NYNEX Corp., 44 F. Supp.2d 565.580 SONY. 1999). In Goktfim. since the 


I 


frttr 

<5tf 
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fejlSi* 

V>jjl 


alleged enterprise would nol have existed but for the alleged pattern of racketeering adrvly, 
the RICO claims were dismissed against the defendants Id 

The Untied State Supreme Court held In Untied States v. Turkette. <52 U.S. at 583. 
101 S.Ct at 2524 that the “enterprise’ is not the ’pattern of racketeering activity; it Is an entity 
separate and apart from the pattern of activity in which it engages." 

In Black Radio Network. Inc. v. NYNEX Corp. the RICO claims were dismissed 
because the plaintiff did not allege an enterprise separate and apart from its pattern of 
racketeering activity. The Court found that even assuming that the defendants were part of 
a continuing enterprise.« was part of that enterprise only by virtue of the alleged racketeering 
activity. Therefore, plaintiff had not alleged an ascertainable structure distinct from that 
Inherent in the alleged pattern of racketeering activity, and the alleged enterprise including 
the defendants would not have existed were the predicate acts removed from the equation 
Black Radio Network, Inc. v. NYNEX Corp. 44 F, Supp. at 581. 

JP- 

Despite plaintiffs best efforts to prove otherwise, each of these cases cited above are 
still valid law and have never been overturned (Hollander pp. 100-101). In fact, many other 
Courts including Courts in this Circuit have agreed and followed their reasoning. See Brewer 
v Village of Old Field, 2004 WL 691715 (E.D.N.Y. 2004) (to survive a Rule 12(b)(6) motion 
«t a civil RICO case, the plaintiff must allege the existence of an enterpnse which is separate 
and distinct from the alleged pattern of racketeering activity); G-l Holdings Inc. v. Baron & 
Budd. 238 F. Supp.2d 521 (2602) (plaintiff adequately alleged an enterprise that was 
sufficiently distinct from defendant's law firm to support claim alleging racketeering adivity): 
Anatian v. Coutts Bank Switzerland Ltd. 193F.3d85(2d. Cir. 1999) (affirm the Distrid Court's 
ruling that the enterprise must be sufficiently distinct from the pattern of racketeering adivityV 
Mark v. J.l. Racing Inc.. 1997 WL 403179 *4 (E.D.N.Y. 1997) (the enterprise must have some 
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sort of existence independent of the commission of the predicate acts); Department of 
Economic Development v. Arthur Andersen & Co., 924 F. Supp. 449 (S.D.N.Y. 1996) (must 


allege a distinct person and enterprise to state a RICO claim). 3 


i , L** 


iff 


In light of the cases cited above, plaintiffs RICO claims further fail since the plaintiff 
has not plead an enterprise which would exist as a continuous structure, separate and distinct 
from the alleged pattern of racketeering actrvity. To the contrary, plaintiffs alegations reveal fit 
that the defendants are only part of the purported enterprise by virtue of the alleged 
racketeering activity The plaintiff has not alleged that the this purported segment of the 
Russian mafia would still exist if the predicate acts alleged were removed from the equation. 

The plaintiffs attempt, with nothing more than conclusions and gigantic inferences, to claim 
that the Russian mafia, or at least this segment, would exist separate from the predicate acts 

\-rJr 

alleged by running strip dubs is unpersuasive, unfounded, speculative and simply insufficient. 
(Hollander 103-2). 

E. Plaintiff Lacks Standing to Assert a RICO Claim 

Plaintiff acknowledges that he must setisfy.three requirements to have standvig to 
assert a RICO violation: (i) violation of section 1962; (S) injury to business or property; and (iii) 
causation of the injury by the violation. First Nationwide Bank v Gelt Funding Corp.. 27 F.3d 






“ptantltfs opposition most hearty roes upon Psvtov r. Bank oI We® York Co. toe.. 25 FeO. App 
70.2002 WL 83576 (26 Or. 2002) tor the proposition that toe Second Circuit disagreed with the Ine of caws 
cited above (Hc*ander p 100) PtamtilTi opposition Is misplaced First, pit of tho cases cited above by the 
defendants are s* vaU tew despite plaintiff’s efforts to mslead toe Court into besevng they are not Further, 
there aro cases, which are cited above, that came down dump the same year as Pavlov and alter Pavlov 
winch held differently than Pavlov. Nonetheless, even it this Court ignored at the cases eked above by the 
defendants mo adopted Pavlov, the plainers aregation that an enterprise exists would sir be deficient. In 
other words, the ptantiff ekes to Pavlov for the contention fiat "The entorpr-.se need not necessarily have a 
continuity extondiig Beyond the performance of toe pahern ot racketeering acts alleged or a structural 
hierarchy, so long as it a in feet an enterprise dedned in the sfahif* . * (Hollander 100-1 emphasis added) The 
Pavlov Court may not have required dstrictness of toe enterprise and raekeleerng activity in that context, 
but that conclusion was based upon the assumpbon that the enterprise satisfied the dofmeon contemplated 
by the statue As fu»y detailed above, plant rtf has not satisfied the statute and .suffxsentiy alleged the 
exstence of an enterprise among the defendants Therefore, it the facts of this matter were presented to the 
Court in Pavlov, that Court may have reached a (Shore rj conclusion, 
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763, 767 (2d Cir. 1994) cert denied 513 U S. 1079 (1995); Hecht v. Commerce Clearing 
House, Inc.. 897 F.2d 21, 23 (2d Cir. 1990). Plaintiff further acknowledges that this third 
retirement is satisfied if his Injuries are both factually and proximalety caused by the alleged 
RICO violation. Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection Corp., 503 U.S. 258, 268, 112 S.Ct. 


fici. 



1311,1316-1318 (1992); Lower v. Fleet Bank, N.A. 318 F.3d 113 (2d. Cir. 2003). (Hollander 
105-2). 


While the term proximate cause is utilized, the Second Circuit has held that liability 
under statutes such as RICO does not ’depend on whether there is proximate causation as 


that term is used at common law.’ Abrahams v. Young 8. Rubicam Inc., 79 F.3d 234.237 (2d 
Cir. 1996). The Abrahams Court went on to slate that with statutory daims. the Issue is one 
of statutory intent "was the plamtiff...in the category the statute meant to protect, and was the 
harm that occurred., the ‘mischief" the statute sought to avoid.* Id at 237 Despite plaintiff s 
attempts to portray otherwise, this law is still valid in this Circuit Two years later In re 
American Express Co. Sholders Lttig v. Robinson, 39 F.3d 395.400 (2d Cir. 1994). the Court 
determined that to have standing, the plaintiff must show that he was "the intended target" of 
the RICO violation, and that any alleged RICO injury must have been the ’preconceived 
purpose’ of the RICO activities- Again, despite plaintiffs attempts to distinguish Ihis case and 
its holding as an antiquated concept. Ihis case and the law contained therein is still valid in 
this Circuit 

The plaintiffs assertion that this Circuit has moved away from the body of law 
embraced by the defendants is inaccurate and disingenuous since those cases are st* valid 
later and many Courts in this Cacuit have held consistently since then (Hollander 106-1). In 
fact this very Court In Bona v. Barasch. 2003 WL 1395932 ’24 (S O N Y. 2003) cited to In 
re American Express Co. S'holders Litig v. Robinson tor the proposition that the plaintiff did 


f 



lu 

w 
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not have standing because injury to shareholders was neither the "preconceived purpose" nor 
the "specifically intended consequence" of a scheme to discredit an American Express 
competitor. Bona v. Barasch. 2003 WL 1395932 *24. This Court also cited to Hecfil v. 

Commerce Clearmg House Ins.. 897 F.2d 21, 23-24 (2d Cir. 1990) for the proposition that 
there was no proximate cause because the plaintiff was not "the target of the racketeering 
activity." Bona v. Barasch. 2003 WL 1395932 *24. 

In 6 / Holdings v. Baron & Budd. 238 F. Supp. at 548, the Court held that while the 
term proximate cause is used, the Second Circuit has made dear that liabiity under the RICO],' i 

^ ' i i*. 

statute does not depend on whether there is proximate causation as that tone is defined in 
common law. Rather, the question is whether the plaintiff was in the category the statute 
meant to protect and whether the harm that occurred was the mischief the statute sought to 
avoid. Thus, the Court heW that to have standing the plaintiff must show that he was the 
intended target of the RICO violation and that any RICO injury must have been the ■iK. 

preconceived purpose of the RICO activities. Id. See also Information Resources. Inc. v. The 

4 

Dun 4 Bradstreet Corp.. 260 F Supp.2d 659 (S.D.N.Y. 2003) (plaintiff must show that he is 

within the class the statute sought to protect and that the harm done was one that the statue 

wants to prevent; with statutory dalms. the issue is one of statutory intent: was the plaintiff 

in the category the statute meant to protect and was the harm that occurred the mischief the 

statute sought to avoid); Giro v. Banco Espanol De Cred/lo. 208 F.3d 203. 2000 WL 287694 

(2d Cir. 2000) (plaintiff must show that he is within the dass the statute sought to protect and 

— . -n 

the harm done was one the statute sought to prevent); BCCI Holdings (Luxembourg) Societe 

Anonyme v. Pharon. 43 F. Supp 2d 359 (S.D.N.Y. 1999) (plaintiff must show that he was the 

intended target of the RICO violations and that any injury was the preconceived purpose of 

the RICO activities); Laborers Local 17 Health 4 Benefit Fund v. Phitiip Morris. Inc., 191 F.3d 
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229.236 (2d Cir. 1999) (the zone of interest test Is an inquiry into whether the plaintiff is within 


tf 


the class of persons sought to benefit by the provision at issue). 

The plaintiff does not have standing to allege RICO against the defendants under this 
line of cases. Plaintiffs allegations do not sufficiently demonstrate that the plaintiff, or people 
like plaintiff In this situation, were within the dass of people that the RICO statute meant to 
protect. Further, the harm claimed by plaintiff hero was not the mischief the statute intended | 


r y 
'y 


to protect In fact, the injuries daimed by plaintiff would be better dealt with by governmental 
agendas like the F8I. INS or District Attorneys' office In the event they occurred. The injuries 
daimed by plaintiff here were no! the preconceived purpose nor the specifically intended 
consequence of the scheme to carry out the predicate ads and RICO activity alleged Most i j/ 
tatting is the plaintiffs inability to explain how a reasonable person could conclude that the 
s xty-lhree named defendants, located throughout the world, are engaged in a RICO 
enterprise with the preconceived purpose of intentionally targeting him in order to injure his 
business or property. 

Knowing that the law cited above is still valid and severely detrimental to his RICO 
claim as applied to the fads of this matter, plaintiff spends two pages discussing Lemer v 
Fleet Bank. 318 F.3d 113 and suggests that Lemer demonstrates that the Court has moved 
away from the holdings ot Abrahams and In re American Express Co. S'holder Ltltg, 




discussed above (Hollander pp 106-107). Howovor, Lomor doos r>ot overrule these cases 
or the other cases cited above, which came after them. Further, despite plaintiff s suggestions 1 
to the contrary. Lemer did not indicate that common law principles for determining proximate 
cause seems favored, and this Circuit is moving away from the zone-of-interost test detailed 
above. (Hollander 106-1. 107-1). Rather, the Lemer Court suggested that in light of the 
complexity ot applying the zone-of-interest test to the RICO statute, it appeared wiser end 


54 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/jtreply.htm[9/28/2019 9:47:22 PM] 



jtreply 


more prudent to resolve mat case on grounds of proximate causation, and. therefore, they 
limited their discussion to that concept. Since the action was dismissabte for lack of standing 
under the lesser proximate cause standard, the Court indicated that they would not ‘delve 
deeply into the implications" of the zone-of-mterest test to determine standing in the RICO 
context. Id at 121-122. In fact, plaintiff acknowledges mat Itjhe Lamar court, however, took 
a circuitous route to get here and, to a degree, left its options open for defining proximate 
causation.' (Hollander 106-1)." 

Nonetheless, even If this Court adopts Lamer and a more relaxed proximate cause 
standard, the plaintiff still has no standing to allege his RICO claim because he has not 
adequately alleged that he was injured "by reason or me RICO predicate acts. Bona v. 
Barasch. 2003 WL 1395932 ‘24. The Court in Batsch v. Callina, 346 F.3d 366 discussed 
terrier's two-part test for proximate causation. Even when applying mis tamer two-part test, 
me plaintiff still does not having standing to assert this RICO daim. 

‘First, the plaintiff's injury must have been proximately caused by a pattern o( 
racketeering activity violating (18 U.S.C. § (1962 or by individual RICO predicate acts." 
Boisch v. Gallina, 346 F.3d at 373 (quoting Lamer v. Fleet Bank. 318 F.3d at 122-23). The 
Baisch Court clarified this to mean that ‘plaintiff does not have standing it he suffered an 
injury that was Indirectly (and hence not proximately) caused by the racketeering activity or 
RICO predicate acts, even though mo Injury was proximately caused by some non-RICO 
violations committed by me defendants." Baisch v GaSttna. 346 F.3d at 373 In Lemer. the 


"in tact, in Baiseh v Galina, J46 F. 3d 366.372 (2d Crr. 2003) me Court discussed the lamer case. 
Tim Com confirmed me Interpretation above Namely. 'In Homer, we concluded that 'it Die standing 
issue may be resolved on proximate cause grounds, the question whether me p amort must also satisfy the 
staming requirements ot the underlying statutes whose vocations constitute the predicate acts need not be 
reached " W Thus, lemerdid not indrcate that the Court was mowng from me rone of interest test as plantrt 
suggests. Rather, he merely ndicated mat they would nee address that higher, more complex, standard I the 
case ootid resolve under the lesser proximate causa standard 


y 
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plaintiffs injuries were proximately caused not by the racketeering activity itself, but by the 
defendant s violation of the stale reporting requirements, which were nof RICO predicate 
acts...Thus ptaintiff therein lacked standing. Id. 

In applying this first part of the Lemer test, the Court in Bona v. Barasch referenced 
three policy reasons for RICO's directness requirement outlined in the Supreme Court Case 
of Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection Co/p., 503 U.S. 258,112 S.Ct 1311,117 L.E.2d 
532 . First, the less direct an injury is. the more difficult it becomes to ascertain the amount 
of a plaintiffs damages attributable to the violations as distinct from other independent 
factors. Second, recognizing claims for the indirectly injured would force Courts to adopt 
complicated rules apportioning damages among plaintiff s removed at different levels of Injury 
from the violative acts to obviate the nsks of multiple recoveries. Third. Ihe need to grapple 
with these problem is simply unjustified by the general interest in deterring Injurious conduct 
since the directly injured victims can generally be counted on to vindicate the law as private 
attorneys general, without any of the problems attendant upon suits by plaintiffs injured more 
remotely. Bona v. Barasch, 2003 Wl 1395932 '24 (citing Holmes v. Securities Investor 
Protection Corp.. 503 U.S. at 269). 

Thus, a plaintiff, who complained of harm flowing merely from Ihe misfortunes visited 
upon a third person by the defendants acls. was generally said to stand at loo remote a 
distance to recover. Bona v. Barasch. 2003 WL 1395932 *24; Commercial Cleaning Services. 
L.LC. v. Colin. 271 F.3d 374. 381 (2d. Cir. 2001). 

With these legal considerations in mind, the plaintiff here has not demonstrated that 
his purported injuries were proximately/directly caused by a pattern of racketeering activity 
violating section 1962 or by individual predicate acts on the part of Mundy and Petrovich and 
or any other defendants. If plaintiff sustained any injuries to his business or properly, which 
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is denied, they were caused by his own acts, of at worst, by Ms. ShipiUna and her infidelities, 
which is not a RICO predicate ad. Alternatively, they were caused by other non-predicate 
state law violations. Despite plaintiff conclusions that his injuries were direct, unfortunately for 
plaintiff, the facts detailed infra reveal otherwise, and his conclusions are not enough. 



Jo 


(Hollander 108-1). 


•Second, the plaintiff must have suffered a direct injury that was foreseeable Central 

to the notion of proximate cause (under RICO( is the idea that a person Is not liable to all 

those who may have been injured by his conduct, but only those with respect to whom his 

acts were a substantial factor In the sequence of responsible causation, and whose injury was 

reasonably foreseeable or anticipated as a natural consequence." Raisch v. GaEina. 346 F.3d 

at 374 (quoting Lamer v. Fleet Bank, 318 F.3d at 123). Elaborating on the second prong, 

'Lamer notes that 'the reasonably foreseeable victims of a RICO violation are the targets, 

competitors and intended victims of the racketeering activity." W (quoting Lerner v. Fleet 

Bank, 318 F.3d at 124. The connection between the alleged RICO violation here and the 

injury to the plaintiffs business and property alleged to have been caused by Mundy and 

Petrovich is too attenuated to satisfy this prong of the proximate cause requirement. The 

alleged acts by Mundy, Petrovich or the other defendants cannot be deemed to have been 

a substantial cause of the injuries alleged, and, further, plaintiffs claimed injuries here were 

certainly not reasonably foreseeable or anticipated as a natural consequence. The plaintiff 

is not a reasonably foreseeable victim of the RICO violation because he is not a target, 

competitor or intended victim of the racketeering activity 

F. Plaintiff Has Failed to Plead Conspiracy 
to Violate RICO within 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) 

As plaintiff acknowledges, a claim under 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) requires that the 
iants conspire to commit a substantive RICO violation under 18 U.S.C. §19€2(a)(bXc). 
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To slate a claim under 18 U.S.C. §1962{d), plaintiff must adequately allege that the 
defendants agreed to form and associate themselves with a RICO enterprise and agreed to 
commit two predicate acts in furtherance of a pattern of racketeering activity in connection 
with that enterprise. CofacredW. S-A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc.. 187 F.3d 229.244 
(2d Cir. 1999)" 


In any event, this Court has been clear that 1i]n order to allege a conspiracy under 
§1962{d), the plaintiff must assert that 'each defendant by words or actions manifested an 
agreement to commit two predicate acts in furtherance of the common purpose of a RICO 
enterprise, United States Fire Ins. Co. v. United Limousine Service Inc., 303 F Supp.2d 432 
(S.D.N.Y. 2004) (quoting Colony el Holbrook. Inc. v. Strata Inc., 928 F. Supp. 1224.1238 
(E.D.N.Y. 1996)." 

However, a conspiracy claim under 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) will not survive if the complaint 
contains nothing more than "conclusory statements’ o' a conspiracy. Morin v Trupin, 747 F, 
Supp. 1051, 1067 (S.D.N.Y. 1990) Case laiw is unequivocal that ’(b]are allegations of 
'conspiracy 1 ...are insufficient to support of a civil RICO daim'. Id at 1067 (quoting Crunwald 
v. Bomfreund. 668 F. Supp. 128,133 (E.D.N.Y. 1987). ’Indeed, even a mere [allegation of 
an) agreement to commit the predicate acts is not sufficient to support a charge of conspiracy 
under §1962(d)\* Morin v. Trupin. 747 F. Supp. at 1067 (quoting Seville Indus. Machinery 


"Plaintiffs opposition states ttjtw Enterprise movants’ mptcafton mat a necessary eloment of a 
RICO conspiracy is the (sic] conspirators agreed to form' a RICO enterprise makes no sense i a RICO 
enterprise a'readyexists, suck as the Russon MaSo’ (Hot'-ander 115-1). Plarntifl cites Cetaawttt. SA v 
Windsor PEmDmg Supply Co me . 187 F3d at 744 tor tho preposbon that the ' complaint only needs to alege 
the onslence of an agreement to vetate 1962(a). (b)or (c) (Hollander 115-1) As shown <nha, however, this 
statement ooes make logical sense given *iat piantif* has 'sled to allege that an enterprise esisls which 
includes Mundy and Petrovich PlantVfs entre case is premised upon the inaccurate notion that he has 
alleged an enterprise. -4 

"Plantilfs oppoedon fats to address this and instead ires to hold Mundy and Petrovich liabte tor 
purported agreements made between others (Hollander 115-2.3) 

a ^ 


it' , 


i 
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Co/p. v. Southmost Machinery Corp. 742 F2d 786.792 N. 8 (3d Cir. 1984), cert, denied. 469 


«Cb »r 



U.S. 1211.105 S.Ct. 1179(1985). 

Knowing that his conspiracy claim is promised upon nothing but conclusions, the 
plaintiff again attempts to divert this Court's attention away from such failures by employing 
various tactics. First, the plaintiffs opposition objects to the word 'condusory" and then 
defines it, despite the fact that this Is the carefully chosen word of many courts <n defining 
allegations that are insufficient. (Hollander 114-1). Next, the plaintiff tries to Justify his 
condusory allegations by suggesting that such case law is inapplicable since the underlying 
facts are purportedly within the defendants' knowledge and discovery is necessary to obtain 
them (Hollander 114-1). Again, the plaintiff tries to ignore the pleading standard set forth by 
the courts in favor of a fishing expedition to determine if a conspiracy exists. Then, the plaintiff 
tries to distinguish Morin based upon the fact that the allegations set forth in Morin are 
essentially more barethan the allegations set forth in this action. (Hollander 114-2). However, 
plaintiff cannot dispute that Morin still stands for the proposition dted, and. further many other 
courts, have held consistently with Morin. See United States Fire Ins. Co. tr. United Limousine 
Service Inc.. 303 F. Supp 2d 453-54; Mernll Lynch, Pierce. Fenner & Smith Inc v. Young. 
1994 WL 88129 *30 (S.D.N.Y. 1994); Oak Beverages v. Tomra of Massachusetts. L.L.C.. 96 


TnJ^r 

1 v/W*’ 



F. Supp.2d 336 (S.D.N.Y. 2000); Kadosh v. TRW. Inc.. 1994 WL 681763 (S.D.N.Y. 1994) In 
fact, in FD Property Holding, Inc. v. US Traffic Corp, 206 F. Supp 2d 362 (E.D.N.Y 2002). the 
Court held that allegations of a RICO conspiracy should stale with specificity what the 
agreement was. who entered Into the agreement, when the agreement commenced, and what 
actions were taken in furtherance of it. 

The plaintiff alleges that Mundy and Petrovich conspired to commit predicate and other 
acts of white slave trade, importing aliens for immoral purposes, fraud and misuse of visas, 
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the procurement of nationality unlawfully, witness tampering, mail and wire fraud, bribery and 
money laundering. (Ex. A. 1469. f 501.1513. 1705,1706.1722.1723.1738.1739) (Holander 
115-2) Plaintiffs opposition makes clear the allegations set forth in support of such 
conspiracy claims are continued In various paragraphs. (Ex. A. H135-136,1228,1)234,1236, 
1243.1254. f265.1275,1280.1287,1293,1298.1306,1316,1319.1321.1326). (Hollander 
113-2). Although these allegations are replete with the term "conspired" and the phrase 
'agreed to." those bald allegations, which are drected towards Mundy and Petrovich, are still 
insufficient. The plaintiff has failed to adequately plead specifically when or where such 
purported agreements occurred, with whom they were entered into with, the specific nature 
of Ihe agreements, what the terms of the agreements to conspire were and what actions were 
taken in furtherance of it. AS that is provided are vague dates of conspiracy to harm plaintiff. 
Plaintiff has failed to sufficiently allege that Mundy and Petrovich manifested an agreement 
to commit to commit two predicate acts in furtherance of the common purpose of a RICO 
enterprise. The plaintiff is under the misguided Impression that if he repeats the same 
speculation and bare conclusions enough times using the words "agreed to." his claim will 
survive He Is inaccurate. 

Additionally, there can be no RICO conspiracy without a substantive RICO violation 
NRB Indus., Inc. v. R.A. TaylorS Assocs., Inc.. 1998 WL 3638 '3 (S.D N Y. Jan. 7.1998). In 
other words, if the plaintiff fails to slate a claim for violation of §1962(a), (b) or (c). the RICO 
conspiracy claim must also fall. Id. See also Discon v. NYNEX Corp.. 93 F,3d at 1064, rav'd 
on other grounds. 525 U.S. 128 (1998). The plaintiff has failed to assert a substantive RICO 
violation against Mundy and Petrovich, therefore, plaintiff's conspiracy claims against Mundy 
and Petrovich under 18 U.S.C. §1962(d) must fail. The plaintiff cannot dispute this. (Hollander 
P-116). 
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Instead, plaintiff cites to Beck v. Prupis, 529 U.S 494, 507,146 LE.2d 561,120 S.Ct. 
1608 (2000) for the proposition that Icjo conspirators who might rvot themselves have 
violated one of the substantive provisions of 1962 can still be sued provkfhg others were 
alleged lo have done so* and that ‘conspiracy is...a mechanism for subjecting co-conspirators 
lo liability for the tortious acts of one of their members, and a tortious act is a 1962(a), (b), or 
(c) violation or may even be the commission of one predicate act.* (Hollander p. 116). 

This statement Inaccurately presumes that the plaintiff has sufficiently alleged a 
substantive RICO violation against the other defendants, and. further, even if he has, that 
Mundy and Petrovich are "co-conspirators* and conspired with such other persons to violate 
1962 (a), (b), or (c) or to commit a predicate act. As detailed infra and in the codefendants' 
motion papers, in addition lo failing to sufficiently allege a RICO violation against Mundy and 
Petrovich, plaintiff has similarly faied to adequately allege a RICO violation against the other 
defendants. In any event, as demonstrated infra, plaintiff has not been able to allege that 
Mundy and Petrovich are liable for the acts of the other defendants and are "co-oonsplrators* 
with them. In fact, plaintiff has admitted that ho is unaware of any relationship or connection 
between Mundy, Petrovich and the other defendants with the exception of Ms. Shipilina 
Therefore, plaintiffs attempts to hold Mundy and Petrovich liable for the acts ol these others 
"alleged members* based upon nothing more than plaintiffs conclusion that they are *co- 


f 


conspirators' must fall. 

G. There Is No Valid Claim for Aiding and Abetting Rico Violations 

Plaintiff has made it dear that he is not alleging a private nght of action for aiding and 
abetling a RICO violation. (Hollander 117-2). 


ffl * 1 

H/v ** 4 
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POINT III 

PLAINTIFF’S PENDANT STATE LAW CLAIMS STILL FAIL AS A MATTER OF LAW 

A. This Court Should Exercise Its Discretion and Retain 
Jurisdiction Over Plaintiffs Pendant State Law Claims 

Even if the plaintiffs RICO claims are dismissed, this Court may exercise its discretion 

and retain jurisdiction over plaintiffs pendent state law claims. See 28 U.S.C. §1367(a)(7), 

Perez v. Ortiz. 849 F.2d 793. 798 (2d Cir. 1988). There are certain factors including judicial 

economy, convenience, fairness and comity which guides the Court in determining whether 

to keep the state law claims. See 28 U.S.C. §1367(c). United Mine Workers of America v. 

Gibbs. 383 U S 715. 726. 86 S.Ct 1130, 1139 (1986) (Hollander 119-4). It Is respectfully 

submitted that this Court should exercise its discretion and address the instant state law 

claims in the interest of judicial and party economy, taking into consideration the plaintiffs 

abuse of the legal system and history of litigation. This Court should exercise supplemental 

jurisdiction over plaintiffs pendent state claims so that they too can be dismissed since they 

are barred by the statute of Imitations and are not properly pled. 

8. Plaintiffs Pendant State Law Claims Do Not State a Cause 
of Action and Are Barred by the Statute of Limitations 

i. Plaintiffs Claim for Intentional Infliction 

of Emotional Distress Should be Dismissed 

The plaintiffs fifth cause of action alleges Intentional infliction of emotional distress. 

(Ex. A. (]894, (|895). To state such a claim, the plaintiff must demonstrate (1) extreme and 

outrageous conduct (2) Intent to cause, or d.-sregard of a substantial probability of causing. 

severe emotional distress, (3) a casual connection between the conduct and injury, and (4) 

severe emotional distress Bender v. City of New York. 78 F.3d 787, 790 (2d Cir. 1996). 

Howell v. New York Post Company, Inc., 81 N.Y.2d 115. 121. 612 N.E.2d 699, 702. 596 
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N.Y.S.2d 350, 353 (1993). Plaintiff concedes that these elements must be satisfied. 
(Hollander 121-1). The requirements of this standard are very strict, and liablity has been 
found only where the conduct has been 'so outrageous in character, and so extreme in 
degree, as to go beyond all possible bounds of decency, and to be regarded as atrocious, and 
utterly intolerable in a civilized community.' DHton v. City of New York, 261 A.D.2d 34.41.704 
N.Y.S.2d 1.7 (1st Dep'l 1999). Plaintiff again agrees, and. further, indicates that whether the 
acts are extreme and outrageous is susceptible to determination as a matter of law. 
(Hollander 122-2). 

Plaintiff summarizes Ns allegations supporting his intentional infliction of emotional 
distress claim and provides a comprehensive list. (Ex. A f 137. 1168, HIP 71-172.Hi 75-181, 
1)185. 1216.1H228-230. H232.1)234. H236-237. H239-241.1)243.1)245.1)1257-259. f273. 
UD280 284.11)287-292.11)306-309.11)316-318) (Hollander 120-3.122-1.123-2). Among the 
acts plaintiff claims has caused his alleged emotional distress are slipping drugs into his food 
(Ex. A1137.1168. H171-172, H175-181.1185,1)216), filing false reports about plaintiff (Ex. 
A H228-230. 1)234. H239-241). threatening plaintiff with death (Ex. A H236-237). 
threatening plaintiff with physical harm through telephone cals (Ex. A11280-284.11)287-292. 
11316-318). and using police power to threaten plaintiff with jail (Ex. A11306-309). (Hollander 
122 - 1 ). 

Plaintiff continues to fail to sufficiently plead every element of a claim for intentional 
infliction of emotional distress. First, if the Court locks at each allegation, it becomes apparent 
that plaintiff fails to demonstrate any conduct that is 'atrocious, and utterly intolerable in a 
civilized community," on the part of Mundy and Petrovich, which would qualify as 'extreme 
and outrageous conduct." (Ex. A 11)228-230,1232,1234,11236.1TJ240-241.1243,1245. 
1273.11260.1287. H306-307,1316). At most, ptantiffs allegations show that Mundy and 
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Petrovich zealously represented Ms. Shipilina in her divorce and certan immigration matters, 
and sought protection for her against from her former husband. In any event, as far as the 
allegation that drugs were secretly fed to plaintiff, he does not even attempt to hold Mundy 
and Petrovich liable, nor does he allege that they are responsible for using police power to 
threaten plaintiff. Any purported throats are a dear result of plaintiffs hysteria as opposed 
to Mundy and Petrovich's conduct For example, plaintiff references H240 and indicates that 
Mundy's February 5. 2001 letter evidences the defendants' intention to threaten and 
intimidate plaintiff. This letter was attached to Mundy and Petrovich's initial motion papers 
as Exhibit P The Court can compare plaintiffs allegation in f240 with the letter Itself and 
reach its own conclusion as to whether this demonstrates 'extreme and outrageous conduct- 
on the part of Mundy and Petrovich. This letter is nothing short of amicable. The alleged filing 
of false reports about plaintiff does not rise to the level of extreme and outrageous conduct, 
even i it dd happen which is denied. The acts plaintiff claims caused his emotional distress 
do not qualify as extreme and outrageous, at least not at the hand of Mundy and Petrovich. 
In addition, any attempt by plaintiff to hold Mundy and Petrovich responsible for the alleged 
"extreme and outrageous conduct' of the other defendants fails given that plaintiff has. 
admittedly, boon unable to show or sufficiently even allege any connector between Mundy. 
Pelrovich and the other defendants. 

Second, plaintiff also lais lo demonstrate, let alone even allege in the complaint, that 
Mundy and Petrovich intended to cause severe emotional distress. Plaintiffs statement in his 
opposition that HJhe Complaint alleges that the Russian mafia, through Its members ..Kuba, 
Mundy, Petrovich . engaged in acts lo intentional or recklessly cause the plaintiff emotional 
distress' is insufficient. (Hollander 121-2). Third, plaintiff has (ailed to show a casual 
connection between the conduct ol Mundy and Petrovich and plaintiffs purported injuries. If 
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anything, the correlation alleged, is a connection between Ms. Shipilina's infidelities and 
plaintiffs distress. Lastly, plantiff has laved to sufficiently allege emotional distress. Plaintiff s 
opposition indicates that his 'emotional distress is alleged in 11284. 1292, 1905 of his 
complaint." (Hollander 123-3). Plaintiffs daim of emotional distress continues to be bare and 
eonclusory. with uncorroborated injuries. Insofar as the plaintiff even suggests that he has 
sustained some form of severe distress or depression it was not caused, intentionally or 
otherwise, by any conduct on the part of Mundy or Petrovich. 

Moreover, plaintiff concedes that a daim for Intentional infliction of emotional distress 
In New York has a one year statute of Imitations. N.Y. Civ. Prac. L.&R. 215(3) (McKinney 
2003); Stordeur v. Computer Assocs. Inti. Inc., MS F. Supp. 94, 98 (E.O.N.Y. 1998); Brown 
v. Bronx Cross County Medical Group, 834 F. Supp 105. 110 (S.D.N.Y. 1993); Campbell v. 
Chabot . 189 A.D.2d 746, 747, 592 N.Y.S.2d 423 (2d Dep'l 1993); Gallagher v. Directors 
Guild of America. Inc.. 144 A.D.2d 261. 262, 263. 533 N.Y.S.2d 863. 864 (1st Dep t 1988) 
(Hollander 123-4) 

The time within which an action must be commenced, except as otherwise expressly 
prescribed, shall be computed from the time the cause of action accrued to the time the claim 
is Interposed.' N.Y. Civ. Prac. L. & R. §203(a) (McKinney 2003). The daim "accrues when 
the wrong is done, regardless of when it was discovered..." Sfordeur v. Computer Associates 
Inti, Inc., 995 F. Supp. at 98. See also Britl v. The Legal Aid Society. Inc., 95 N.Y.2d 443, 
741 N.E.2d 109, 718 N.Y.S.2d 264 (2000). Plaintiff is under the misguided assumption that 
the daim accrues at the time of his awareness It does not, (Hollander 124-1.2). 

Plaintiff has set forth all allegations in support of intentional infliction of emotional 
distress claim (Ex. A 1137,1168.11171-172. HI 75-181,1185,1216. H226-230.1232. 
1234. H236-237. H239-241,1243,1245.11257-259.1273. H280-284,11287-292, H306- 
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309,1H316-318) It Is apparent that only ^228-229. H232, {234. {{236, {{240-241, U243. 
1J245,1273, { r 280. {287. {{306-309 and {316 are directed towards Mundy and Petrovich. 
A review of these allegations reveal that the last possible date that the plaintiffs claim for 
intentional infliction of emotional distress could have accrued is prior to March. 2002. 
Paragraphs 228-229,232,234.236 references alleged wrongs during December of 2000 and 
January of 2001 Paragraphs 240, 241, 243 and 245 reference alleged wrongs in February 
and March of 2001. Paragraphs 273 and 280 reference alleged wrongs in July 2001 and 
October of 2001 respectively. Paragraph 287 references an alleged wrong in February of 
2002. All of these paragraphs make dear that the last date any wrongs could have accrued 
was prior to March of 2002. 

Paragraphs 306-309 alleges that Mundy and Petrovich agreed to bribe Detective 
Henning in March of 2001 and that Detective Henning telephoned plaintiff on March 27.2002 
regarding his surrender for arrest.” Paragraph 316 references an alleged threatening 
telephone call In March of 2002 by Madison or Pierre at Mundy and Petrovich's behest 
However, these allegations are not sufficient to demonstrate that Mundy or Petrovich Inflicted 
emotional distress upon plaintiff at these Ume periods. At besl, these allegations show that 
other parties, which the plaintiff has been unable to sufficiently connect to Mundy and 
Petrovich, may have committed wrongdoing in March, 2002. In fact, plaintiff concedes that 
the alleged wrongdoing on March 27.2002 was the date that movant Henning threatened 
the plaintiff with arrest and member defendant Madison, a.k.a, Pierre, threatened the 
plaintiff.. (Hollander 125-1) Mundy and Petrovich are not mentioned in this regard In plaintiffs 
opposition. Plaintiffs emotional distress claim is again wrongfully premised upon holding 

”lt« wictoar whether March at 2001 was aie Cma period thar Mundy and Petrovich are afeged lo 
have breed Detective Henning or whether lhat is a typographical error which la supposed lo read March. 
2002 (Ex A1306) 
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Mundy and Petrovich liable for the ateged wrongs of others where he cannot even show an 
adequate connection among them. What would be considered extreme and outrageous is if 
the plaintiff was allowed to extend the statute of limitation period on an intentional tort claim 
against Mundy and Petrovich, based merely upon the allegation (with nothing more) that 
some other person performed some act at a later date. 

As such, even assuming that the Summons with Notice in the State Court action was 
actually served upon Mundy and Petrovich, which is vehemently denied, and, further, lhat the 
filing and service of that action tolled the statute of limitations as to the intentional infliction 
of emotional distress claim, the claim is still time barred against Mundy and Petrovich given 
that the last alleged wrong on their part occurred prior to March 27, 2002,” and the slate 
Court action was not commenced within one year ol that date. 

Plaintiffs opposition references a June, 2003 threatening telephone call (Hollander 
123-4) Again, there Is no indication that this telephone call was made by or on behalf of 
Mundy and Petrovich. An allegation, which is not even in the complaint, that some unspecified 
telephone call was made by some unspecified person cannot extend the statute of limitation 
period for plaintiffs emotional distress claim against Mundy and Petrovich. 

Plaintiffs opposition also lamely attempts to extend the statute of limitations period by 
referring to two other dates. First, plaintiff tries to aryre that the statute of limitation did not 
expire until April 23,2002 because "the wrongs earliest possible termination was not until the 
plaintiff became aware of the unwillingness of movant Henning to go forward with the arrest 
of the plantiff." This occurred on April 23,2002 when the plaintiffs attorney told him that the 
matter had been referred to the Queen District Attorney for a decision on whether to arrest 

“Further, n shown below and «i It* attached aWktawt of Peter Petrovich, the Summons w*i Note*, 
even assuming that e was served at Mixid/s office, was not property served upon Petrovich given lhat l*s 
actual place of business was not there Therefore, ptantiffs emotional distress daim was not tolled on March 
27,2003 against Petrovich 
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Ihe ptasmitt. (Hollander 124-2). It is entirely unclear what wrong, relative to his emotional 
distress claim, that plaintill ts even talking about here. However, the statute of limitation 
accrues when the wrong was done, not when plaintiff became aware of it. Nevertheless, there 
is no indication that this would extend the statute of limitation period against Mundy and 
Petrovich. 

Second, plaintiff tries lo argue that the statute of limitation did nol expire until October 
11.2003 because '...even after April 23, 2002. there was continuing uncertainty caused by 
the threat of the future outrageous act of arresting Ihe plaintiff for exercising his rights that 
was as effective in causing emotional distress as acts continuously committed In fact, the 
plaintiffs uncertainty untl October 11,2003 when he finally learned that he was not going to 
be arrested after reading movant Henning's affidavit In this action...So, the statute of 
limitations did not start running until October 11.2003' (Hollander 124-2). Again. It is unclear 
what plaintilf is talking about here because there cannot be an accrual of an alleged wrong 
for something that was not done. Further, a claim accrues when the wrong is done, not when 
plaintiff becomes aware of something. Additional, this act which may have been committed 
by Detective Henning, does not extend the statute of limitations period as to Mundy and 
Petrovich. As the Court can see. plaintiff will try anything to create the Indlca that his 
emotional distress claim Is not time barred. 

Thus, the plaintiff failure to commence his daim for intentional infliction of emotional 
distress within the applicable statute of limitations is yet another basis for dismissal as to his 
filth cause of action. 

ii. Plaintiff's Claim for Abuse of Process Should be Dismissed 

To state a claim lor abuse of process, plaintiff must demonstrate: (1) regularly issued 
process, either civil or criminal, compelling Ihe performance of forbearance of some 
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prescribed act; (2) that defendant intended to do harm without excuse or social or economic 
Justification and plaattiff did sustain injury to or an interference with his person or property, and 
(3) that defendant used the process in a perverted manner and sought some collateral 
advantage or corresponding detriment tying outside the legitimate ends of the process. Id. 
at 403 See also Cutiano v. Soozzi. 63 N.Y.2d 113, 116. 469 N.E.2d 1324. 1326, 480 
N.Y.S.2d 466,468 (1984). Plaintiff does not dispute that these are the elements that must be 
alleged. Where the defendants utilize legal procedure in a manner consonant with the 
purpose for which Ihe procedure was designed, the cause of action for abuse of process will 
not stand. See Raved v. Raved. 105 A D 2d 735. 481 N.Y.S.2d 170 (2d Dep t 1984). The 
plaintiff must allege facts sufficient to establish how this process was diverted from its lawful 
purpose to withstand a motion to dismiss. Id. 

The plaintiffs sixth cause of action alleging abuse of process is premised upon the 
claims found in 1)228,1234,1)1239-241,11306-313 a® confirmed by plaintiffs opposition 
(Hollander 121-1,126-2), A reading of the plaintiffs allegations in these paragraphs makes 
absolutely no chronological. or other, sense To the degree that the allegations can be 
grasped, it appears that paragraphs 228 and 229 allege that Ms Shipilma filed a false 
December 13.2000 report against plaintiff at the direction of Mundy and Petrovich. Paragraph 
234 alleges that Mundy. Petrovich and Ms. Shipilina agreed in December. 2000 or January. 
2001 to obtain an order of protection against plaintiff based upon falsehoods. Paragraphs 239 
through 241 alleges that on January 31.2001. Ms, ShipJina actually obtained a temporary 
order of protection based on false testimony in an ex-parte court proceeding in the Queens 
Fairaty Court.” It is then alleged In paragraphs 306 through 313 that Mundy. Petrovich and 


”ai a M3e not*,«is perlectty common lot an order lo prosecton kks the lobeissued ean xfiilt 
proceeds^ despite p'airiMTs attempts 10 make it appear as though such a proceeding was improper 
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Mrs. Shipiiina improperly used the order of protection to initiate the criminal process by having 
Detective Henning threaten plaintiff with arrest for violating the restraining order. (Hollander 
126-2,3). Essentially, plaintiffs opposition alleges abuse of process based upon (1) the 
temporary order of protection issued by the Family Court and (2) a threatened arrest for 
plaintiffs violation of the protection order. (Hollander 127-1). 

Plaintiff still fails to sufficiently plead the elements of a claim for abuse of process 
against Mundy and Petrovich At the outset, plaintiff must do more than just plead the 
elements of survive, abuse of process to motion to dismiss. In addition to merely pleading 
the elements, there must be some basis of truth to his allegations. 

First, the plaintiff has not sufficiently alleged that Mundy or Petrovich Intended to do 
harm without excuse or social or economic justification. Taking a step back once again, the 
only thing that becomes dear from plaintiffs allegations is that It was necessary for Mrs 
Shipiiina to obtain an order of protection aganst him due to his improper conduct arvd It was 
necessary for her to seek police protection from his potential violation of the order. Hence, 
there certainly was social Justification for seeking the order and enforcing it. 

Moreover, plaintiff still cannot sufficiently allege that process was utilized in a perverted 
manner to seek some collateral advantage or corresponding detriment lying outside the 
legitimate ends of the process. Plaintiff cannot sufficiently allege that the process to obtain 
an order of protection was utilized in a perverted manner given that a court determined that 
issuing an order of protection was legitimate There is no allegation that seeking the order of 
protection was found to be frivolous Even if the order of protection was found to be 
unjustified, that still does not mean that process was abused in a perverted manner outside 
the legitimate ends of the process EIGreco Leather Products Co.. Inc. v. Show Worts, Inc.. 
6523 F. Supp. 1038 (E.D.N.Y. 1985). 
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In respect to the alleged acts by Detective Henning, plaintiff has not sufficiently alleged 
that there was any regularly issued process by which threatened plaintiff with arrest for 
violating the Protective Order, nor is it sufficiently alleged that Detective Henning used 
process in a perverted manner. There must be some basis of credibility to plaintiffs 
allegations that Detective Henning acted outside the police process. Was a disciplinary 
complaint taken against him, was the police department sued, was he reprimanded, was this 
incident reported to the news, etc In any event, plaintiff cannot sufficiently allege abuse of 
process against Mundy arvd Petrovich by the acts of Detective Henning where no connection 
has been adequately alleged. Further, plaintiffs conjecture that such procedures were 
employed for collateral advantage, such as to intimidate plaintiff into lying to the INS, keeping 
plaintiff quiet about the Russian mafia, ceasing his cooperation with the INS or prevent him 
from reopening the Russian defamation case. Is speculative at best (Hollander 126-4). In 
fact, it is entirely unclear and nonsensical that an order of protection (which merely sought to 
protect Ms. Shipilina from plaintiff) was carried out for the purposes plaintiff now conveniently 
claims above. It is obvious plaintiff is grasping, a beit unsuccessfully, for any reason he can 
thirik of to show that some sort of colateral advantage was sought by the measure of process. 

Furthermore, plaintiff acknowledges that a one year statute of limitations governs his 
abuse of process claim, See Biltner v. Cummings, 188 A.D.2d 504, 506, 591 N.Y.S.2d 429, 
431 (2d Dep'l 1992); Gallagher v. Directors Guild of America, Inc , 144 A.D.2d 261, 533 
N.Y.S 2d 863 (1st Dep t 1988): Hansen v Pefrone, 124 A.D.2d 762. 508. N.Y.S 2d 500 (2d 
Dep't 1986) (Hollander 127-2). Plaintiff alleges that the statute of limitations did not expire 
by the time he filed the instant action on April 18. 2003 because *[s)lnce the bogus case 
against the plaintiff for allegedly violating the temporary order of protection was not closed 
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until June 19.2003...the abuse of process wrong did not terminate [sic] unti then.' (Hollander 
127-2). 

Despite this statement, the abuse of process claim is still time barred against Mundy 
and Petrovich. First and foremost, nowhere in the complaint are any of the claims, or dates, 
that plaintiff now conveniently sets forth in an attempt to extend the statute of limitations, 
alleged. It is not alleged that the violation of the temporary order of protection case was 
dosed or when it was closed, nor is it alleged how this constitutes abuse of process in light 
of the elements above. Mundy and Petrovich had no notice of plaintiffs assertions poor to 
receiving plaintiffs opposition. (Ex. A). 

Nevertheless, plaintiffs argument that this daim is not time barred is based only upon 
the improper assumption that Detective Henning's referral of the plaintiffs violation of the 
protection order to the District Attorney's office was abuse of process, which It was not as 
detailed Mrs, In any event, this action was undertaken by Detective Henning, not Mundy or 
Petrovich Therefore, the statute of limitations cannot be extended due to Detective Henning's 
actions unrelated to Mundy and Petrovich. 

If anything, the only abuse of process that can even be claimed against Mundy and 
Petrovich anse out of their efforts to obtain an o<der of protection. Although this is not abuse 
of process, such actions were completed by January, 2001. 

Lastly, this Court should note that the dates showing that plaintiffs abuse of process 
daim is lime barred as argued above are the defendants' best guesses at what the plaintiff 
is actually alegng in connection with his abuse of process claim and the corresponding dates. 
In other words, the plaintiff has made dear m his opposition that 1)228. f234, U1J239-241, 
1HJ306-313 are the only allegations set forth In support of his abuse of process claims. A 
reading of these paragraphs, however, is confusing and the dates make no logical sense. In 
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any event, a literal reading of these paragraphs Indicates that the very latest date that Mundy 
and Petrovich specifically are alleged to have committed any wrongful acts in support of the 
plaintiffs abuse of process claim Is March 27,2002. (Ex. A U308). Any alleged wrongdoing 
on the part of the codefendants cannot be attributable to Mundy and Petrovich as discussed 
extensively above. This action alleging abuse of process was not commenced within the one 
year hme period. 

iii. Plaintiffs Claim for Malicious Prosecution Should be Dismissed 

The elements necessary to maintain a cause of action for malicious prosecution are 

(1) the defendant either initiated or continued a prior judicial proceeding against the plaintiff; 

(2) the prior proceeding terminated in plaintiffs favor; (3) there was no probable cause tor the 
prior judicial proceeding; (4) the prior judicial proceeding was instituted with malice; and (5) 
the plaintiff suffered a special injury of interference with his person or property as a result of 
this proceeding). Homsletn v. Wolf, 109 A.D.2d 129,132,491 N Y.S.2d 183, 186 (2d Dept 
1985), affd 67 N.Y.2d 721.499 N Y.S.2d 938,490 N.E.2d 857; Engel v. CBS, Inc.. 93 N Y 2d 
195, 711 N.E.2d 626. 689 N.Y.S-2d 411(1999). 

Additionally, an essential element of a claim for malicous prosecution is that the 
proceeding was terminated In favor of the accused. This requirement Is satisfied only when 
the case has been tried on the merits and the outcome was a finding of innocence. Martin 
v Adler. 135 Misc. 2d 383, 515 N.Y.S.2d 400 (Rockland County Ct. 1987). In Martin. 
because the charges were dropped for neglect to prosecute, the merits were never reached 
Since there was an absence of an affirmative finding of Innocence, the cause of action for 
malicious prosecution was dismissed. Id. The New York Court of Appeals held similarly in 
Hollander v. Trump! VII Coop. 58 N.Y.2d 420 (1983). A malicous prosecution daim was 
dismissed where the person bringing the action did nol show that the matter terminated In his 
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favor. The Court slated 'only when [the] final disposition is such as to indicate innocence that 
this bufden is met ' Id (citations omitted). Thus, where dismissal on the merits was never 
reached, the absence of an affirmative finding of innocence on the merits forecloses a cause 
of action sounding in malicious prosecution. Sokol v. Sofokles. 136 A.D.2d 536.523 N.Y.S.2d 
155 (2d Dept 1988); Davis v Slate of Now York. 124 A.D.2d 420.507 N.Y.S.2d 520 (3d Oep't 
1986). See also Reinhart v. Jakubowski. 139 A.D.2d 765,657 N.Y.S.2d 802(3d Dep't 1997) 
(disposition terminates favorably to accused when the final disposition of the proceedings 
involves the merits and indicates the accused's innocence); Nadeau v. La Pome. 272 A.D.2d 
769,707 N.Y.S.2d 704 (3rd Dept.) (adjournment In contemplation of dismissal bars recovery 
for malicious prosecution as it is not a determination of guilt or innocence) 

The plaintiffs seventh cause of action alleging malicious prosecution is promised upon 
the claims found in U228, H234, f|239. HJ306-310 as confirmed by plaintiffs opposition 
(Hollander 121-1, 128-1, 129-1). These are the same aitegations set forth in support of 
plaintiffs abuse of process cause of action cited above. Thus, plaintiffs malicious of 
prosecution is based upon the fact that (1) Mundy. Petrovich and Ms. Shipilina initialed a 
Family Court proceeding in Queens County seeking an order of protection (Ex. A fl228, H234. 
f239) and (2) Mundy and Petrovich with the assistance of Detective Henning used that 
injunction to have the District Attorney open a case against plaintiff and to threaten him with 
an arrest (Ex. A W1306-310). 

The plaintiffs malicious prosecution claim is deficient in every respect The Family 
Court proceeding allegedly initiated in Queens County at the behest of Mundy and Petrovch 
was not terminated in plaintiffs favor. A dismissal on the merits was never reached, and the 
absence of an affirmative finding of innocence on the merits forecloses a cause of action 
sounding in malicious prosecution. Plaintiff concedes that a finding on the merits was never 
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reached. (Hollander 128-2). Socond. there Is absolutely no sufficient allegation that there 
was no probable cause for the commencement of an application for a protection other than 
plaintiffs generic allegation that procuring such protection was based upon falsehoods." 
(Hollander 129-1) Third, similarly has been no sufficient allegation of malice on the part of 
Mundy and Petrovich, notwithstanding plaintiffs condusory allegations of such. (Hollander 
129-1.2). Condusory allegations of malice are insufficient to form the factual basis for such 
an allegation See Homstain v. Wolf. 109 A.D.2d at 132.491 N.Y.S.2d at 186. 

Further, the violation of the protection order by plaintiff, which was investigated by 
Detective Henning and then referred to the Dlstnd Attorney, also does not constitute 
malicious prosecution, at least not against Mundy and Petrovich.” 

It is absurd that plaintiff is tryag to hold Mundy and Petrovich liable for an Investigation 
that was undertaken by the police department and Dislhd Attorney. The plaintiff can offer no 
explanation how Mundy and Petrovich influenced the police and Distrid Attorney. What is 
dear is that these two officers saw it necessary to investigate plaintiffs action for violating a 
protection order. 

In any event, the investigations by the Police Department and the District Attorney's 
office do not constitute an initiation of a judicial proceeding against the plaintiff. Most telling, 
is plaintiff s inability to cite any law for such a proposition. (Hollander pp 127-130). Because 


"Knowng mat he has no< pad lack of probable cause for the commancsmanl of sue* proceed rips, 
ptatobtf stain Ihm since Ms. Shipdina Detained she order of protection based upon falsehoods, lack of 
probable cause should be Inferred. (Hollander 129 1) This is Insufficient 

u As a sde note, pianist muss do more dan simply make any allegation to property plead his causes 
of tetan tor meSoous proscci/.on and abuse of process. In other words. ptonUff makes Bus second ar^iment 
that Oeleclive Henning abused process and maliciously prosecuted him because he was rrvcsKalod, 
Ifveetoned with arrest and Oils matter was referred to the District Attorney lor vdehng the order However, 
(here has been no shoeing or firtong of pohoe wrongdoing (cehor man ptonUff s seH-serv.ig aaegations), no 
metkgabon by me peace department nto Defective Henning, no new reports of misconduct on this mddenl, 
etc Piartffs acompl to assert far fetched ahegaltons merely to satisfy the eitmenis of abuse of process snd 
mafccous prosecution claims is nsuffeiert 
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no proceeding was commenced, there was no termination In plaintiffs favor. Nothing was 
tried on its merits. Moreover, there certainly was probable cause for both the New York police 
department and District Attorney's office to investigate plaintiffs behavior and violation of the 
order of protection. If there was no such probable cause, the plaintiff cannot explain why the 
District Attorney's offioe investigated for as long as they did. I n fact, ptaintiff s opposition does 
not even allege that the police and District Attorney had no probable cause to investigate him 
tor violating the protection order. Rather, plaintiff asserts that the 'bribing or rewarding 
Henning for instituting proceedings to arrest the plaintiff also infers lack of probable cause 
(Hollander 129-1). 

Lastly, plaintiff has not sufficiently alleged any malice. Plaintiffs contention that a case 
was opened up by both the police department and District Attorney to 'force plaintiff to lie to 
the INS in order to protect the Russian mafia's Scheme...prevent the plaintiff from exposing 
some of the mafia's activities, stop his cooperation with the INS in Moscow and avoid 
reopening of the Krasnodar criminal case" Is not only speculative at best, but nonsensical. 
(Hollander 129-2). Plaintiff is essentially arguing that the entire New York Police Department 
(or at least the supervisors of Detective Henning) and the District Attorneys' office are part of 
the Russian mafia or are working at the behest of the Russia mafia. Plaintiff has shown no 
malice on the part of the Detective Henning and the District Attorney in investigating the 
violation of the protection order 

Additionaty, plaintiff concedes that his daim for malicious prosecution is governed by 
a one year statute of limitations period. N.Y. Civ. Prac. L.&R. § 215(3); Preston v. New York, 
223 F Supp 2d 452, 468 (S.D.N.Y. 2002); Hansen v. Petrone. 124 A.0.2d at 782. 508 
N.Y.S.2d at 500. (Hollander 130-1). The daim begins to run when the action terminates In 
plantiffs favor See Dudick v. Gtryas. 277 A.D.2d 686, 716 N.Y.S.2d 407 (3d Dept. 2000). 
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Plaintiff claims that Mundy. Petrovich and Shipilina "abandoned and failed to prosecute the 
temporary of protection when Ihoy did not appear at a court hearing, which caused dismissal 
of the petition. (Complaint 311)." (Hollander 123-2). Paragraph 311 in the complaint indicates 
that the temporary order of protection has been dismssed nine months earlier in July 2001." 
(Ex. A ipi 1). Therefore, assuming that the dismissal or abandonment can even be construed 
as a termination in favor of plaintiff (which is against the case law cited above), the statute of 
limitations began to run in July. 2001. Plaintiffs attempt to extend the statute of limitations 
running date to June 19. 2002. which represents the date that the District Attorney and 
Oetedive Henning purportedly determined that there had been no violation of the protection 
order, is inadequate as this claim pertains to Mundy and Petrovich. In addition, it makes no 
sense how their decision not to prosecute plaintiff in June. 2002 can extend the running of the 
statute of limitations. 

Lastly, looking at this daim realist caily. It is dear that the tort of malicious prosecution. 
Ike abuse of process, was not meant to redress the alleged wrongs plaintiff is daiming here. 
Malicious prosecution and abuse of process were not designed to allow a plaintiff to seek a 
remedy against a private law firm for seeking an order of protection for its client arising out 
of harassment by her ex-husband- Further, these torts were not designed to allow plaintiff to 
seek a remedy against a private law firm for reporting to a police officer, which in turn reported 
the matter to the Drstnct Attorney, that an ex-husband was violating an order of protection 

Even citing the definition of such torts as set forth by plaintiff it becomes dear that 
seeking an order of protection and police assistance for a potential violation of that order does 
no! fit within the definition: (1) Abuse of Process: The misuse or perversion of regularly issued 
court process for an improper collateral purpose not justified by the nature of the action" 
(Hollander 125-2; (2) Malicious Prosecution: "one that is begun In malice, without probable 
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cause to believe it can succeed, and which finally ends in failure.' (Hollander 127-2). This 
Courts needs to look no further than these definitions to see that plaintiffs allegations do not 
a state a claim for such torts. 

iv. Plaintiffs Claim for Prima Facie Tort is Withdrawn 

Plaintiffs sixth and seventh causes of action alternatively alleging a daim for prima 
facie tort have been withdrawn by plaintiff, (Hollander 130-3). 

POINT IV 

PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT FAILS TO CONTAIN A SHORT 
AND PLAIN STATEMENT OF THE CLAIMS SHOWING 
THAT THE PLEADER IS ENTITLED TO RELIEF AND 
THEREFORE SHOULD BE DISMISSED AS A MATTER OF LAW 

It Is respectfully submitted that the plaintiffs complaint should also be dismissed 
pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. §8(a)(2) Courts have not hesitated to dismiss actions under Fed. 
R. Civ. P. §8{aX2) where a complaint sets forth 'a meandering, disorganized, prolix narrative' 
that defy comprehension or was "so verbose, confused and redundant" that its true 
substance, if any. is wet disguised." Brown v. Cakfano. 75 F.R.D. at 499. See also Preoi v. 
Scheffer. 469 F.2d 691.692 (2d Clr. 1972). cert, denied, 411 U S. 935, 93 S.Ct. 911 (1973) 
Korimsky v. New York Racing Ass'n Inc.. 310 F. Supp. 937, 939 (S.D.N.Y. 1970). 

Plaintiffs ninety-one page, nine hundred and fifteen paragraph, complaint is a prime 
example of a pleading which fais to comport with Fed. R. Civ. P. §8<aX2). It is meandering 
proftx narrative which defies comprehension It is of no moment that the defendants were abte 
to work through plaintiffs extensive meandering complaint and file a sixty-six page motion to 
dismiss. (Hollander 131-1). 

Furiher, plaintiff attempts to paint a picture of a plaintiff who has merely instituted a few 
lawsuits. (Hollander 131-3). This Court only needs to read the statement of facts above to 
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realize that this is untrue. The reality is that the plaintiff has commenced an onslaught of 
litigation and applications for investigation all arising out of the plaintiffs marriage and divorce 
to Ms Shipillna. Including an annulment proceeding, a divorce action, a motion to set aside 
the settlement of the divorce, two petitions to the New York County Court for orders of 
protection, an action for emotional distress in the New York County Court, a defamation case 
in Russia, a disciplinary complaint and the Instant RICO action The plaintiff has also 
petitioned the FBI. INS. District Attorney, this Court and other governmental agencies for 
orders of protection and applications for Investigation. All of the allegations In these actions 
and investigations overlap in some manner. In addition, plaintiff has noticed his intention to 
commence a class action lawsuit (as he references the website www.been-scammed.com to 
search for a class of persons), in addition to whatever creative lawsuits he ponders next. 
(Hollander 136-2) 

Lastly, it is submitted that the plaintiff has already been given the opportunity to plead 
his claims on the merits. To allow the plaintiff to amend his pleading and force the defendants 
as wel as the Court to respond once again would be a needless waste of party and judicial 
resources and cause great prejudice to such parties Accordingly, plaintiff should nol be 
allowed lo amend his complaint. It is respectfully reguested that the instant complaint be 
dismissed with prejudice pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. § 8(a)(2). 

POINT V 

DEFENDANTS ARE ENTITLED TO INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

It is well established in this circuit that a defendant may seek to enjoin a party who has 
a history of litigation entailing vexation, harassment and needless expense to other parties 
and who poses an unnecessary burden on the courts and their supporting personnel. Becker 
V. Dunkin Donuts of America, Inc,, 665 F. Supp 211 (S.D.N.Y. 1987) (cifafions omitted) 
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(quoting In re Martin- Tngona v. Lavbn, 737 F.2d 1254.1262 (2d Cir. 1984). Although plaintiff 
has tried to distinguish the facts in Becker from the present matter, he cannot deny that this 
Court has discretion to enjoin a party in this regard. 

Although plaintiff has tried to distinguish the facts in Lipin v. National Union Fire Ins. 
Co. of Pittsburgh. PA. 202 F. Supp.2d 126 (S.O.N.Y. 2002). he cannot deny that the Court 
will consider various factors in determinng whether lo restrict a litigants future access to the 
Court including: (1) the litigant's history of litigation and whether it entailed vexatious, 
harassing or duplicative lawsuits; (2) the litigant's motive in pursuing the litigation, o.g. 
whether the litigant have an objective good faith expectation of prevailing; (3) whether the 
litigant is represented by counsel; (4) whether the litigant has caused needless expense to 
other parties or has posed an unnecessary burden on the court and their personnel; and (5) 
whether other sanctions would be adequate to protect the court and other parties. Id. 

An application of these factors to the facts of this action demands that nothing short 
of injunctive relief will subvert the plaintiffs continuing course of harassment. The plaintiffs 
history of abusive, harassing and duplicative lawsuits and applications is apparent. Plaintiff 
has commenced an annulment proceeding, a divorce action, a motion to set aside the 
settlement of the divorce, two petitions to the New York County Court for orders of protection, 
a disciplinary complaint, an action for emotional distress in the New York County Court, a 
defamation case in Russia, a disciplinary complaint. Ihe instant RICO action and various 
petitions to the FBI. INS. District Attorney, this Court and other governmental agencies for 
protection and to investigate certain acts In the context of these actions, plaintiff has 
engaged in abusive litigation tactics as evidenced by the exhibits submitted in support of this 
motion. In addition, plaintiff has noticed his intention to commence a class action lawsuit. 
(Hollander 136-2). It is certainty logical to presume that plaintiff will not stop there, 
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Plaintiffs motive in pursuing all of this litigation arises out of his marriage and divorce 
from Ms. Shipilina and his efforts to punish her and those who have assisted her. The fact 
that the disciplinary committee, courts and governmental agencies have all found his 
applications to t>e without merit best evidences his lack of an objective good faith expectation 
for prevailing In addition, the fact that Ms. Shipilina found it necessary to'file criminal 
complaints and seek orders of protection demonstrates plaintiff's harassment outside the 
litigation context. The exhibits submitted herewith demonstrate the lengths plaintiff will go to 
control and harass. Lastly, the plaintiff is not represented by counsel and has caused 
needless expense to over sixty-three defendants across the world as well as lo the Court. 

POINT VI 

PLAINTIFF HAS NOT PROPERLY SERVED PETROVICH AND 

THEREFORE THIS COURT HAS NO JURISDICTION OVER PETROVICH 

In the event this Court finds that the plaintiff has stated a cause of action against 
Mundy and Petrovich, the plaintiffs claims against Petrovich still cannot stand, because this 
Court does not have Junsdxdan over him. The plaintiffs complaint has never been served 
upon Petrovich 

The plaintiffs opposition confirms that he attempted to served Petrovich only at his 
‘actual place of business" and with a follow-up mailing at his "actual place of business" 
pursuant to N Y. Civ. Prac. L. 4 R. §308(2) (Hollander pp. 137-139). 

The plaintiff served the complaint upon Petrovich at the office of Kuba, Mundy 4 
Associates located at 321 Broadway, New York, New York 10007. (Hollander 137-1,138-1, 
Hollander Declaration Ex. D). As the attached affidavit of Petrovich details, however. 
Petrovich does not mainta n his place of business at the office of Kuba, Mundy 4 Associates 
located at 321 Broadway, New York, New York 10007. nor has Petrovich ever maintained his 

81 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/jtreply.htm[9/28/2019 9:47:22 PM] 



jtreply 



place of business al such an address. Petrovich is not an employee of Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates, but rather, has merely served as a translator for the law firm on occasion. 

Further, Petrovich has not been 'ducking service' as plaintiffs opposition suggests. 
(Holander 138-2). Rather, it appears that plaintiff has now been trying to serve Petrovich al 
a location where he does not reside. Plaintiff has never requested Petrovich's correct address 
from counsel and it is disingenuous for plaintiff to assert that his efforts to "personally serve 
Petrovich have been thwarted.' (Hollander 138-2). 

Accordingly, since the plaintiffs complaint has never been served upon Petrovich 
properly, Petrovich respectfuly requests that this action be dismissed since this Court has no 
jurisdiction of the person of Petrovich. 

CONCLUSION 


For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that this Court issue an Order 

dismissing the plaintiffs complaint in Its entirety with prejudice, granting an injunction 

prohibiting plaintiff from filing any further related claims, and for such other and further relief 

as this Court may deem )ust and proper. 

Oated: New York. New York 

May 13. 2004 

McManus. Cottyitj & Richter. P.C. 

By:. 


Bradley E. Dubin (BD0217) 
Attorneys for Defendants. 

Kuba. Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. 
Mundy and Peter Petrovich 


48 Wall Street. 25th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212)425-3100 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

...X 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER, : 

Docket No. 

Plaintiff, : CV-03-2717 (MBM) 

- against - : 

REPLY 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, et al., : DECLARATION 

Defendants. : 

.-.X 

EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY hereby declares the following to be true 
under the penalty of perjury: 

1. 1 am a member of the firm of Zane and Rudofsky, co-counsel 

(together with Charles F. Axelrod, Esq.) for the defendants named in the 
above referenced action as "Hash Dancers Topless Club,” 1 "Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc.,” “Lynn Lepofsky, CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc.,” “Barry- 
Night Manager Flash Dancers,” and “Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5” 
(collectively referred to herein as “FlashDancers Defendants”); am fully 


1 As set forth at note 1 to my declaration dated September 19. 2003 (“FlashDancers 
Declaration"), previously submitted herein, “Flash Dancers Topless Club" is not a 
legal entity and has no capacity to sue or be sued. "FlashDancers" is the tradename 
under which defendant Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. conducts business at premises 1674 
Broadway. New York, New York. It is also a federally registered service mark owned 
by defendant Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. 
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familiar with the matters set forth herein; and submit this Reply 
Declaration in regard to the motion on behalf of defendants Kuba, 
Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich (collectively 
referred herein as “Mundy/Petrovich Defendants") dismissing this action 
pursuant to Rules 8(a)(2), 9(b) and 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure (“F.R.Civ.P."). 

2. The FlashDancers Defendants have previously joined in the 
motion of the Mundy/Petrovich Defendants, except with regard to 
matters pertaining solely and exclusively to the Mundy/Petrovich 
Defendants and not to all defendants generally. The FlashDancers 
Defendants likewise join in the reply which the Mundy/Petrovich 
Defendants are anticipated to serve and file herein, and, furthermore, 
incorporate by reference all generally applicable legal arguments made 
or hereafter made by any of other co-defendants in support of dismissal 
of the Complaint pursuant to F.R.Civ.P. 8(a), 9(b) and/or 12(b)(6). 2 

3. The plaintiffs’ opposition to the Mundy/Petrovich motion 
consists of a 147 page memorandum of law and a book of exhibits. 

a Also as previously explained, the FlashDancers Defendants have no independent 
knowledge of the factual matters asserted in the motion of the Mundy/Petrovich 
rvfrn Hants. or those which mav be asserted in the reply to be filed by those 
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defendants or any other defendant. Accordingly, it would be inappropriate under 
F.R.Civ.P. 11 for the FlashDancers Defendants to join in those particular assertions. 


2 


4. Plaintiff addresses his claims against the FlashDancers 
Defendants at pp. 139-142 of his memorandum of law. 

5. Plaintiff devotes nearly his entire presentation to supporting 
the proposition that the enumeration, in H 3 of the FlashDancers 
Declaration, of plaintiffs allegations against the FlashDancers 
Defendants is incomplete. (PI. Mem. Law pp. 139-142.) In reply, 
declarant respectfully submits that SI 3 of his prior declaration, which is 
more than four (4) pages long and refers to at least sixty-five (65) 
different allegations of the Complaint, is more than a fair summary of 
the plaintiffs allegations against the FlashDancers Defendants, and that 
the additional twenty-three (23) paragraphs of the Complaint referred to 
in the opposing memorandum of law are, at best, cumulative and/or 
otherwise immaterial to testing the sufficiency of the Complaint on this 
motion pursuant to F.R.Civ.P. 8(a), 9(b) and 12(b)(6). 

6. Plaintiff next complains (PI. Mem. Law p. 142) that the 
FlashDancers Defendants’ summary of OT 402 and 408-410 of the 
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Complaint is inaccurate. Declarant believes the prior summary of these 
allegations was completely appropriate and, in any event, the de 
minimus distinction between declarant's characterization of these 





allegations and the present characterization by plaintiff is immaterial for 
purposes of the present motion(s). 

7. Finally, plaintiff urges that RICO liability is “joint and 


/3Gl 

several”, citing Fleischauer v. Feltner , 879 F.2d 1290 (6 th Cir. 1989). 
This post-trial appellate decision, which is factually inapposite to the 
case at bar, does not deal with Rule 8(a), 9(b) and 12(b)(6) issues, but 
rather with a host of issues irrelevant to the case at bar. Moreover, the 
“joint and several” formulation quoted by plaintiff is taken out of 
context. Again, the Fleischauer issue was not pleading sufficiency, but 
rather whether one RICO co-defendant was entitled to a charge to the 
jury on the issue of contribution by co-defendants. Indeed, when this 
section of the Fleischauer opinion is cited, it is for the proposition that, 
“there is no right to contribution under RICO,” rather than in response 
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to pleading sufficiency motions. See. e.g., Dept, of Econ. Develop, v. 
Arthur Andersen & Co. . 747 F.Supp. 922 (S.D.N.Y. 1990) (Stewart. J.). 3 


8. That being said, declarant reiterates the basic thrust of his 


3 Ironically, one of the propositions for which Fleischauer is most often cited is that 
“courts have uniformly held that Injuries such as emotional distress or physical injury' 
are not cognizble under RICO. Shaw v. Rolex Watch U.S.A., Inc. . 776 F.Supp. 128 
(S.D.N.Y. 1991) (Conner, J.). See. also. Maves v. Ixrcal 106. I.U.O.E. . 1999 U.S.Dist. 
LEXIS 1118 (N.D.N.Y. Feb. 5. 1999) ("Unquantifable harm ... is not actionable under 
civil RICO. Nor is personal injury, such as to reputation or for emotional distress, 
generally considered an injury to business or property' that is compensable under 
RICO.") 


4 


earlier declaration, which despite plaintiffs nit-picking over those 


paragraphs of the Complaint mentioned and those not mentioned in <11 3 


of the FlashDancers Declaration, is nowhere denied by him : 

6. Out of the 915 numbered 
paragraphs of the Complaint, the only 
allegations made of alleged culpable conduct 
involving any of the FlashDancers Defendants 
and the plaintiff are the allegations that 
certain “managers" of the “FlashDancers" 
night club, together with defendant A. 
Shipilina, arranged for allegedly 
"threatening” telephone calls to be made to 
plaintiff. (Complaint, ‘HSI 281, 288 and 317.) 
[Emphasis added.] 
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9. As well established in the motion of the Mundy/Petrovich 
defendants, this is simply not the stuff of which a Civil RICO case can be 
made. 

WHEREFORE, declarant urges the Court to dismiss this action as 

against the FlashDancers Defendants, with costs. 

Executed under the penalty of 
perjury at New York, New York 
on the 14 th day of May, 2004. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OP NEW YORK 


Roy Den Hollander, 


Plaintiff, 


••against-- 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, et 

al ■, 


Defendants. 


01 CV 2717 (HBK) 

DEFENDANT DR. PAULSON'S 
REPLY IN FURTHER SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO DISMISS 


Return date: January 30, 
2004 


PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Defendant Dr. Mare Paulsen, by his attorney Nelson M. Stern, 
respectfully submits this Reply in further support of the motion 
to dismiss the complaint with prejudice. Plaintiff has named 
sixty-three defendants in a ninety-one page complaint and hopes 
that by shear volume he will avoid being dismissed. Taken as a 
whole, the defendants' motion papers dissect the claims and 
illustrate their deficiencies.1 

As it relates to defendant Paulsen, plaintiff's complaint is 
a vindictive assault in retribution for his refusal to testify at 

1 As instructed by the Court and in an effort to preserve judicisl resources, 
defendants did not aubmit nunerous notions to dismiss and defendant Paulsen 
joins ths notions submitted by the other defendants and incorporatss their 
legal argueents here. 

1 
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plaintiff's divorce proceeding. The claims are frivolous and 
lack factual merit even under the liberal pleading rules.2 Dr. 
Paulsen asks this Court to dismiss the complaint by applying its 
inherent authority to maintain the Integrity of our judicial 
system. 

ARGUMENT 

Defendant Paulsen seeks an Order as follows, none of which 
were sufficiently opposed by Plaintiff: 

1. Dismissing the complaint in its entirety, with 
prejudice, under FRCP 8(a)(2) for failure to contain a short and 
plain statement of the claim showing that the plaintiff is 
entitled to relief, and 

2. Dismissing the causes of action as against Dr. Marc 
Paulsen alleging violations of the Racketeer Influenced and 
Corrupt Organizations Act ('-RICO"), 18 tl.S.C. Sec. 1962(a) - 
(d), for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted, FRCP 12(b)(6), and for failure to plead predicate acts 
with sufficient particularity, FRCP 9(b), and 

3. Dismissing the pendent state law claims for failure to 

2 The present case might be a result of plaintiff's adeitted drug 
addiction which he alludes to repeatedly in hia initial coeplalnt. 

2 
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•tat* claiaio upon which relief can be granted, FRCP 12(b)(6), and 

4, Enjoining Plaintiff from filing any further claims 
against Dr. Marc Paulsen. 

Plaintiff's XICO claims against Dr. Paulsen are barred by 
the applicable four year statute of limitation. Agency Corp. y. 
Malley-Duff 6 Assocs., Inc. . 483 (J.S. 143, 146-7 (19870, Merrill 
Lynch Ltd. Partnerships Litigation v. Merrill Lynch t Co,, Inc. , 
1S4 F3d 56, 58 (2d Cir. 1988). In hie opposition papers. 
Plaintiff alleges that defendant Paulsen's conduct constituting 
RICO violations occurred in October 1998. Plaintiff’s Opposition 
Memorandum of Law, page 143. Plaintiff filed the summons in this 
case on April 18, 2003, more than four years later. Plaintiff's 
claims against Dr. Paulsen are barred by the statute of 
limitation. 

Plaintiff named Dr. Paulsen as a defendant as retribution 
for his refusal to testify for plaintiff in his divorce 
proceeding. The complaint was an act of vengeance and should not 
be countenanced by the Court. The Court is urged to use its 
inherent authority to maintain the integrity of judicial process 
and not allow this misuse. 

Finally, defendant vehemently denies all the allegations of 
the complaint, 

3 




Kj 

M 

v 
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Datedi New York, NY 

January 28, 2004 


Attorney for Defendant Dr. Hare 
Paulson 

TOs 

Roy Dan Hollander 
Attorney at law 
545 East 1«°* Street 
New York, NY 10009 

Bradley B. Dub in 

McManus, Collura 8 Richter, P.C. 

48 Wall Street 
New York. NY 10005 

Jack Sachs 
111 Jon Street 
Suite 1504 
New York, NY 10038 

2ane and Rudofsky 

The Starrett Lehigh Building 

601 West 26”' Street 

Suite 1111 

New York, NY 10001 

Vikrant Pawar 

Assistant Corporate Counsel 
Special Federal Litigation Division 
100 Church Street 
New York, NY 10007 

David L. Peinberg 

Attorney 

283 Maple Street 


JUJjk:_ 

NELSON N.l/STERN, ESQ. (NMS8646) 
964 Third Avenue 
5th Floor 

Now York, NY 10155 
TEL: 212-223-8330 


4 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 
Plaintiff, 


-against - 


FLASII DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, cl al., 
Defendants. 


Index No. 03 Civ. 2717 (MUM) 


•x 


MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS 


Claugus 5. Mitchell 

*0 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 
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A PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION RELIES ON SPECULATION 
AND UNWARRANTED DEDUCTIONS AND FAILS TO 
ALLEGE ANY FACTS THAT ENTITLE HIM TO REUEF.3 

1. Plaintiff Has Failed lo Plead Causal Nexus of the Requisite 
Investment in an Enterprise. His First Cause ("Use of Income 

from Racketeering Activities") Must Be Dismissed.3 

a. Plaintiff Musi Allege a Causal Nexus Between the 

Offending Acts and His Injury.4 

b. Plaintiff Has Not Pleaded Any Causal Nexus ..4 

e. Plaintiff Has Not Alleged that the Bank Invested in 

an Enterprise ...5 

2. Plaintiff Has Not Pleaded Interest In or Control of an Entctprisc. 

His Second Cause ("Racketeering Activities To Maintain 

Interest or Control") Must Be Dismissed...5 

3. Plaintiff's Has Not Pleaded Conduct or Direction of an 
Enterprise. His Third Cause ("Participation in the Conduct 

of the Enterprise’s Affairs") Must Be Dismissed .6 

4 Plaintiff Has Failed To Plead Knowing Agreement to Participate 
in a Conspiracy. His Fourth Cause of Action (“Conspiracy") 

Must Be Dismissed ...g 

5. Plaintiff Has Failed to Plead Proximate Cause.g 

B. PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT MUST BE DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE..9 

IV. CONCLUSION ...9 
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Unuce A. Cuuoul <BC-2306> 

Clkuous & Mitchcu. 

80 Brow Strict 

New York. New York 10004 

<2121 425-2200 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


Plaintiff, 


-against- 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, c< at, 


Index No. 03 Civ. 2717 (MBM) 


REPLY MEMORANDUM 
OF LAW IN FURTHER 
SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS 


Defendants. 


This reply memorandum is submitted in (uniter support of the motion by 
Defendant Bank ofCypms, Ltd (Use "Bank") to dismiss, with prejudice. Plaintiffs complaint (the 
"Complaint") pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure ("FRCP") for 
failure to state a claim upon which relief may be granted and to grant such other relief as the court 
should deem fitting and proper. 

1. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Plaintiff has invested tremendous effort in this action. He os produced a complaint 
nearly one hundred pages in length, comprised of 91S paragraphs and seven counts alleged against 
over sixty defendants He lias opposed other motions and opposes this motion in papers fifty-four 
pages m length Despite his effort and his voluminous output, however, he has failed to establish 
any link between the Bank and himself or any defendant and he has failed to establish that tire 
Bank played any role in this unfortunate affair. There is no bank account. "Stephanos" has no 
surname There has been no business anywhere in tire world between the Bank and Plaint! ff or his 
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cx-wife. There is no causal nexus between any activity of the Bank and any injuty suffered by 
Plaint! ff. All there is speculation. There has been no investment by the Bank in any "enterprise"; 
no interest in or control of any "enterprise"; no conduct or direction of any "enterprise"; and no 
knowing agreement to commit wrongful acts. There is no and can be no cause of action and there 
should be no more litigation The Co urt must dismiss counts one through four as against the Bank 
with prejudice or, on its own motion, fashion a resolution that will spare all parties - including 
Plaintiff- any further disruption, turmoil, or expense. 

11. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The facts of this case remain as set forth in the Affidavits of Yiannis Kypri, dated 
June 17, 2004, Athos Hadjimitsis, dated June 17, 2004, and Zaliaro Softanou, dated June 30, 
2004, and in the Bank's prior Memorandum of Law (the "Bonk Memo"), except to tlac extent the 
accompanying Declaration of Alina Shipilina, dated July 21,2004, reinforces the aforesaid sworn 
statements that the Bank has never done business with Ms, Shipilina. The only specific 
associations alleged by Plaintiff between the Bank and any of the defendants is that between Ms 
Shipilina and a "Stephanos" and an account she purportedly maintained with the Bank As her 
declaration slates, Ms. Shipilina is unable to provide either a last name for "Stephanos" or the 
name of the bank for which he may have worked. 1 Moreover, despite the Bank's clear statement 
that there is no account bearing the number J4660, Plaintiff has supplied no account statement or 
any oilier indication that the account actually exists. Succinctly put, the Bank has had no role in 
any aspect of this matter 


' See Ihc rccompanyinc detbraliou ef AUto Shipvtliu dHn) July 21.2004 

2 
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III. ARGUMENT 

A. PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION RELIES ON SPECULATION AND 

UNWARRANTED DEDUCTIONS AND FAILS TO ALLEGE ANY FACTS 

THAT ENTITLE IIIM TO RELIEF 

A court should grant a motion to dismiss under Rule l2fl>X6) if. ailer construing 
the allegations liberally and in a light most favorable to tire pleader, it appears beyond doubt that 
the pleader can prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief 
Harris v. City of New York, el ai. 186 F.3d 24). 247 (2 - Cir. 1999) (citations omitted). In 
evaluating the underlying allegations, the court is not required to accept as true "unwniran' ' 
deductions." Firs! Nationwide Bank v Gelt Funding Corp.. 27 F.3d 763. 771 (2d Cir. I!/;-., 
(citations omitted). 

Plaintiff has failed to provide even the most tenuous support for any of his claims 
against the Bank His pleading is founded entirely on wild speculations which do not permit any 
reasoned conclusion or inference. He attempts to slip around this fundamental flaw by arguing that 
mere notice pleading is required. Plaintiff is correct - as far as he goes. In simple terms, notice 
pleading is the standard; however. Plaintiff may not rely on speculation and unwarranted 
deductions and he must, at least, plead the elements of each cause of action This he lias 
dcmonstralcly failed to do, despite a multitude of speculative claims. 

I. Plaintiff Has Failed to Plead Causal Nexus or the Requisite 
Investment in an Enterprise. Ills First Cause (“Use of Income 
from Racketeering Activities”) Must Be Dismissed. 

Plaintiff s argument that he lias pleaded a violation of IS U.S.C. § 1962(a) is three 
pronged First, he argues that a violation of IS U.S.C § 1962(a) does not require injury flowing 
from the investment of racketeering income. Opposition at 18. Next, Plaintiff back peddles and 
baldly stales that "if (, however.) tire Court requires a racketeering injury" then the Complaint has 

3 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/bcrply.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:39 PM] 



bcrply 


satisfied such requirement. Id. at 19. Finally, he asserts Hut the investment comprising a required 
element in this cause of action need not be in the '‘enterprise" in question These arguments all 
fail. 

a. PlalntilT Must Allege a Causal Nexus Between the 
Offending Acts and Ills Injury. 

To state a claim under Section 1962(a), "a plaintiff must allege injury ‘by reason 
of defendants' investment of racketeering income in an enterprise." Ouaknine. el at v. 
MacFarlane, el ol.. 897 F.2d 75. 82-83 (2- Cir. 1990) (internal citations omitted). See R.C.M 
Executive Gallery Corp, el at. v. Rots Capital Co.. e/<t/.,90l F. Supp, 630,642 (S.D.N.Y. 1995). 
Plaintiff incorrectly contends that the racketeering investments need not have caused his injury. 
Opposition at 18. The opposite is true. The failure to plead a causal nexus between the injury and 
the racketeering investment requires dismissal of lire claim. See Dangerfield v. Merrill Lynch, et 
at., No. 02-2561 2003 U S. Dist. LEXIS 16908 at 25-26 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 26. 2003); See also 
Discon Incor/mrateil v. Nynex Corporation, et a/., 93 F.3d 1055, 1063 (2 1- Cir. 1996). 

b. Plaintiff lias Not Pleaded Any Causal Nexus. 

Plaintiffs fallback position - that, if he must plead a causal nexus between his 

injury and the investment of racketeering income, then he has done so, is incorrect. PlaintilT relies 
on three sections of his Complaint to make this argument. Tire first section, paragraphs 633-636, 
provides mere conclusory allegations against the Bank of predicate acts. “[TJhe essence of a 
violation of § 1962(a) is not commission of predicate acts but investment of racketeering income." 
Ouaknine. 897 P.2d at 83. Allegations of predicate acts arc insufficient to state a cause of action. 
Id\ see also. Allen, et al. v New IVorid Coffee. Inc., No. 00-2610,2001 U.S. Dist LEXIS 3269 at 
22-23 (S.D.N.Y. Mar. 27.2001) 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/bcrply.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:39 PM] 



bcrply 


The second section, paragraphs 874 and 875, speaks to the effect of the Enterprise 
(as defined in the Complaint) on interstate and foreign commerce and alleges that "JtJhc 
Enterprise member defendants generate funds , . . through numerous predicate acts . , , ," 
Plainti ff again refers to predicate acts. He simply has not alleged Use essential nexus between any 
investment by the Bank and his inj ury and. in consequence, he has not stated a cause of action, 

Finally, according to Plainti fT. the third section, paragraphs 900 - 908, alleges Dial 

PlainlifT has been injured by the Enterprise activities. None of these paragraphs allege that the 

Bank's investment of racketeering income caused PlaimifTs injury. These paragraphs are baldly 

conclusory and PlaintifT simply is wrong He has not staled a cause of action. 

c. Plaintiff Has Not Alleged that the Hank Invested in an 
Enterprise. 

In stark contrast to his conclusory allegations about his injuries. Plaintiff 
specifically alleges that the Bank engaged in the alleged acts "to generate revenues for its banking 
operations Complaint 1636. On its face, this allegation defeats Plaintiffs cause under Section 
1902(a). He has it backwards. PlainlifT lias specifically pleaded that llie acts attributed to tl*c 
Bank resulted in an investment in the Bank, not an investment in the enterprise. Accordingly, 
Plaintiffs first cause of action must be dismissed. See. R CM. Executive Gallery Corp. 901 F 
Supp. at 642. Neither causal nexus nor the requisite investment lias been pleaded. 

2. Plaintiff Has Not Pleaded Interest In or Control of an 
Enterprise. Ills Second Cause ("Racketeering Activities To 
Maintain Interest or Control") Most Be Dismissed. 

“The purpose of Section 1962(b) is to prohibit the takeover of a legitimate business 
through racketeering . . " Goldberg v. Merrill Lynch. No. 97-8779, 1998 US. Dist. LEXIS 
1187 at 11 (S D.N.Y. Feb. 9. 1998). To state a claim under this Section, n plaintiff must allege 

S 
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that he or she was injured because the defendant acquired or maintained an interest in. or control 
oC, an enterprise through a pattern of racketeering activity. 18 U.S.C. § 1962(b). 

Plaintiff argues that he has sufficiently pleaded a violation of Section 1962(b) by 
alleging that the Bank "operates a money laundering business for the Russian Mafia ... (and) 
engages in the predicate acts necessary to launder and hide Russian mafia money ... in order to 
maintain its money laundering business in which it has a properly interest". Opposition 19-20. 
The Bank's purpose, according to Plaintiff's own words, is not to maintain an interest in an 
enterprise, but to maintain an interest in itself; not to generate revenues for the Russian Mafia, nor 
die Enterprise, but to generate revenues for itself. Complaint 1 636. PlaintifT again has it 
backwards. Plaintiff must allege that the Bank maintained or acquired an interest in or control of 
the Enterprise. Solow v DM. No. 90-2273. 1992 U.S. Dist LEXIS 14234 al 16 (S.D.N.Y Sept 
21, 1992). He has not and his second cause of action must be dismissed 

3. Plaintiffs lias Not Pleaded Conduct or Direction of an 
Enterprise. Ills Third Cnnsc (“Participation in Ihc Conduct of 
the Enterprise’s Affairs”) Must Be Dismissed. 

To sute a claim under 18 USC. § 1962(c). a plaintifT must allege that the 

defendant conducts or directs the enterprise Mere subordinate or discretionary activity on behalf 

, t 1 / 

of the enterprise is insufficient See U.S. v. Viola, el al.. 33 F.3d 37, 41 (2d Cir. 1994) Plaintiff 

mistakenly relies on the First Circuit’s opinion in United Stales v. Otero. 37 F.3d 739, 750 (I* Cir 

1994). ccrt denied. 513 U.S. 1177, 130 L Ed. 2d 1116. 115 S. Q. 1161 (1995). which held that 

"one may take part in the conduct of an enterprise by knowingly implementing decisions as well 

as by making Diem " Id. Plaintiff further argues that lie has satisfied Otero. Opposition 20-21. 

The Supreme Court of the Unitod States lias sci a higher standard than Otero and 
the Second Circuit follows this higher standard. To conduct or to participate directly or indirectly 
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in tlic conduct of an enterprise's affaire, "one must participate in the operation or management of 
the enterprise itself and play "some part in directing the enterprise's affairs" /fever v. F.rnsi <t 
Young, $07 U S. 170, 18$ and 179. 122 L Ed. 2d $2$. $40 and $36-$37. 113 S. Cl 1163, 1173 
and 1170 (1993)). '1T]he simple taking of directions and performance of tasks tliat are 'necessary 
and helpful' to the enterprise, without mote, is insufficient to bring a defendant within the scope 
of § 1962(c)". Viola, 33 F.3d at 41 (2d Cir. 1994) (citation omitted). 

PlointifT falls back on tire argument that the Complaint includes allegations tliat the 
Bank exerts control over mob activities by making decisions and exercising broad discretion, 

The Complaint makes no such allegations. Complaint 1 637. Simple allegations that the Bank 
exercises "broad discretion" when deciding how to cany out “the laundering and hiding of illegal 
funds” fail to state the requisite participation in management or control. See Industrial Bank of 

Latvia v Bailie Financial Corp.ctal, No. 93-9032. 1994 U S. Disl LEXIS at 8 (S.D.N V. July 

A-/y (jL 

27. J 994) (providing "banking services - ev en with the knowledge of the fraud - is not enough to 

Ti t•-» . nwc ( 0-ht f ' ut'd '<xcr\ic (jfan •tta.vUj t* l- -*'/ 

state a claim under § 1962(e)"); Lasalle Nai 7 Bank v. Duff <t Phelps Credit Rating Co., el at., 9$ I 

F Supp. 1071, 1090-1091 (S.D.N.Y. 19%) (knowing assistance in a fraudulent bond rating 
scheme where the defendant had influence or "substantial persuasive power" in structuring the 
bond program did not constitute operation or management of live enterprise); Redtail Leasing v. 

Belleza, No. 9$-$l9l, 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 14821 at 14 (S D.N.Y. Sept. 30. 1997) (“a 
defendant docs not 'direct' an enterprise’s affaire under 5 I %2(c) merely by engaging in wrongful 
conduct that assists the enterprise") Accordingly, Plaintiff's third cause of action fails to state a 
cause of action and must be dismissed. 
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4. Plaintiff Has failed To Plead Knowing Agreement to 
Participate in a Conspiracy. Ills Fourth Cause or Action 
(“Conspiracy’*) Must Be Dismissed 

To slate a claim under 18 U.S.C. § 1962(d), a plaintiff must plead facts alleging that 
each defendant "knowingly agreed to participate in the conspiracy". Colony at Holbrook, Inc. v. 
Strata GC. Inc.. 928 P Supp 1224,1238 (E.D.N.Y. 1996); see, Schmidt v Fleet Bank. 16 F Supp. 
2d 340,354 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) A plaintiff must further allege that “the defendants understood the 
scope of the enterprise and knowingly agreed to further its affaire". Connolly v. //mens, 763 F. 
Supp. 6,14 (S.D.N.Y. 1991) (citations omitted). 

Plaintiff*s allegations that “the Bank agreed to commit the predicate acts . . . with 
the requisite mens rea . . . and such acts furthered the Enterprise's purpose" (Opposition at 21- 
22), at best, merely parrot the applicable standard. Partoling does not obviate the need to provide 
specific factual allegations that (I) the Bank consciously agreed to participate in a conspiracy, (2) 
understood the scope of the enterprise, and (3) knowingly agreed to further the enterprise’s afTaire. 
Connolly, at 13-14. There must be an informed agreement ami there is none. Moreover, because 
PlaintifT has failed to plead any substantive RICO violation in Counts I through III or the 
Complaint, there can be no RICO conspiracy Schmidt, at 353. Accordingly, like tbc odter 
causes, PlaintifTs fourth cause must be dismissed 

5. Plaintiff Has Failed to Plead Proximate Cause 

Rcpnsing a portion of his attempt to salvage his first count, PlaintifT concludes by 
arguing that he has alleged a causal relationship between the Bank's acts and his injury He relies 
primarily on paragraph 683 of the Complaint. This paragraph speculates that "each predicate act 
was committed on behalf of every Member of the Enterprise, since cadi act was committed with 
knowledge of. or was reasonably foreseeable lo each of the Members" Opposition at 23. The 
aforesaid conclusion is unsupported by any fact whatever It is simply wild speculation. 
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Moreover, to plead a RICO violation, a Plaintiff must allege acts which are "a substantial factor in 
the sequence of responsible causation” and the injury must be "reasonably foreseeable or 
anticipated as a natural consequence". Slandartlhred Owners Ass n. v. Roosevelt Raceway 
Assort, 985 F.2d 102, 104 (2d Cir. 1993) (citing Hecht v. Commerce Clearing House. Inc.. 897 
F.2d 21,23 (2* 1 Cir. 1990). PlaintifTs speculations are insufficient, Casio Computer Co.. Utl. v. 
Sayo. No. 98-3772. 2000 WL 1877516 at 19 (S.D.N Y. Oct. 13.2000). Counts one through four 
must be dismissed. 

B. PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT .MUST BE DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE 

Plaintiff s opposition fails offer any substantive argument as to why his Complaint 
should not be dismissed with prejudice. Nor could he. There is no bank account. “Stephanos" 
has no surname and no identified place of employment. The Bank engages in no financial 
transactions in New York with customers anywhere and there is no connection whatever between 
the Bank and PlaintifT or his ex-wife. There simply is no cause of action against live Bank and 
Plaintiff should not be granted leave to amend his Complaint. Coffee Industries. Inc. v. Sum 
Holding LP., 949 F.2d42,48 (2dCir. 1991) (failure to plead any fact sufficient to support claims 
requires dismissal of with prejudice). T7i* unfortunate problem that exists in this case cannot be 
solved in a court of law. Plaintiff must look elsewhere and the Court should facilitate this effort, 
to tlie extent it can, by dismissing Plaintiffs complaint with prejudice. Alternatively, the Court, 
on its own motion, might fashion appropriate relief for the Bank. It is entirely blameless. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully requested that the motion of Defendant 
Bank of Cyprus, Ltd , to dismiss the Complaint, with prejudice, and to grant such other relief as 
the Court should deem fitting and proper, be granted in its entirety. 
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Dated: New York, New York 
August 27,2004 


Respectfully submitted, 

CLAUGUS & MITCHELL 
Attorneys for Defendant Bank of Cyprus. 



Bruce A. Claugus (BC 
A Member of the Fini^ 

80 Brood Street 
New York, New York 10004 


(212) 425-2200 (telephone) 
(212) 425-2225 (facsimile) 



Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Brood Street 


New York, New York 10004 
(212) 425-2200 (telephone) 
(212)425-2225 (facsimile) 
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Oral Argument Bank Cyprus Mtn Dismiss 

(Responds to B/C Reply) 

(Refers to page and paragraph number in B/C reply) 

I. Preliminary Statement 

(1-2, 2-1) Bank claims plaintiff failed to “establish” li nks among defendants and to 
plaintiff and “establish” Bank played a role. Establish means “to prove,” Blacks Law 
Dictionary, 8 th ed. P 586. The function of a complaint is to give notice, not prove. NOW. Inc v. 
Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249. 256. 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994). The bank makes 
allegations in its memo more appropriate for an answer. The bank’s attorneys invoke a new rule 

of law that when the attorneys for the defense say there are no.the Court must believe them 

and “[t]he Court must dismiss” the case purely on their say-so. Such a rule would put an end to 
litigation as we know it with defendants avoiding the consequences of their misdeeds by merely 
having their attorneys claim that the allegations against them are false. 

The defendants can spare the plaintiff their hypocritical compassion and crystal ball 
analysis that the plaintiff is experiencing “disruption, turmoil and expense.” 

The arrogance of the ha nk ’s attorneys has so inflated their self image that now they 
presume to speak for the plaintiff. The plaintiff speaks for himself 

II. Statement of Facts 

(2-2) Once again, a motion to dismiss presents a question of law, not of fact. See Bell v. 
Hood . 327 U.S. 678, 682, 90 L.Ed. 939, 66 S.Ct. 773, 776 (1946). But as another example of the 
Enterprise movants dissembling the information in papers already presented, Shipilina’s 
declaration does not indicate she never did any business with the bank. 

Can’t the B/C read, the allegations against it are contained in the Complaint 101-103, 
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456-458, 633-637, 682, 683 and 827-830. The allegations concerning Shipilina’s account are 
allegations against her not the bank, Complaint 450-2, 767. Stephanos is alleged to be either an 
employee of the bank or some other financial institution in Limassol, Cyprus, Complaint 104. 
Without the assistance of discovery, pinpointing Stephanos last name and his employer is 
unlikely; besides, the federal procedure does not require parties to prove their allegations in 
pleadings. Cater Constr. Co. v. Nisehwitz , 111 F.2d 971, 973 (7 th Cir. 1940); see Scheuer v. 
Rhodes . 416 U.S. 232, 236, 40 L.Ed.2d 90, 94 S.Ct. 1683, 1686 (1974). That’s why the federal 
courts pennit using “John Doe,” Lowenstein v. Rooney . 401 F.Supp. 952, 960 (EDNY 1975) and 
pleading “on infonnation and belief,” Gitterman v. Vitoulis . 564 F.Supp. 46, 50 (SDNY). The 
affidavits the bank provided the Court concerning Shipilina’s account are extraneous material, 
but beyond that, they are limited to the Bank of Cyprus Ltd, which is just part of the Bank of 
Cyprus Group conglomerate that includes mutual funds. 

III. Argument 

A. Rule 12(b)(6) Standard 

(3-1) What’s with these guys, they keep using the same tricks over and over. Once again 
they omit the same crucial part of the standard for detennining a 12(b)(6). The only difference is 
this time they cite a difference case, Harris v. City of NY . 186 F.3d. 243, 247 (2 nd Cir. 1999). 

“On a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6), the court must accept as true the factual allegations 
in the complaint, and draw all reasonable inferences in favor of the plaintiff.” They also omit 
another statement by that Court in the same paragraph, “[a]ny ... movant for dismissal faces a 
difficult (though not insurmountable) hurdle....” (Citation omitted). 

(3-2) Refer Plaintiff Opp Bank 17-1,2. B/C uses terms attacking the Complaint but 
doesn’t define them or furnish cites that define them, “even the most tenuous support,” “wild 
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speculations.” They apparently have added these to their list of opprobrium descriptors of 
“insufficient,” “conclusory,” “bare” after the plaintiff showed what the courts really meant by 
such terms and that they didn’t apply to the Complaint. Re: Plaintiff Opp Bank 13, 14, 15, 22-2 
The plaintiff will leave it to the bank to define the meanings of its new tenns that it hopes will do 
what its old terms couldn’t. On one hand the bank admits that pleadings are meant to provide 
notice, but then accuses the plaintiff of trying slip something over on the Court but stating that 
rule. How can a party slip something over on the Court, if his statement of a legal rule is 
correct? Sounds Orwellian to me. The Bank makes a blanket objection that the Complaint 
“must, at least, plead the elements of each cause of action.” So which elements doesn’t it plead? 
Why didn’t they move for a more definite statement under Rule 12(e)? Further the banks 
statement is not fully accurate. There has been some ambiguity among SCt and other federal 
court decisions as to whether pleading must allege the ultimate facts, or elements, of each cause 
of action. The Rules eliminated “facts” and “cause of action” from the codes and put in “claim 
showing that the pleader is entitled to relief.” W&M Civ 1216, pl48. Complaint need not plead 
law or match facts to every element of legal theory, Kreiger v. Fadelv . 211 F.3d 134, 136 (D.C. 
Cir 2000). Complaints need not spell out every element of a legal theory; that’s the big 
difference between notice and code pleading. Hemenway v. Peabody Coal Co. . 159 F.3d 255, 
261 (7 th Cir 1998)(Easter brook J.) 

1. Use of income from racketeering activities 1962(a) 

(3-3) Plaintiff does not “back peddle” but argues in the alternative. The bank complains 
the plaintiffs alternative argument “baldly” states a disjunctive. The defendants seem much 
enamored with the word “baldly,” presumably the archaic definition which means “lacking 
merit.” Websters Third New International Dictionary. But how can a disjunctive phrase be 
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lacking in merit? Perhaps the bank uses “baldly” to mean lacking amplification. But in order to 
achieve that definition, the bank reengineers the Plaintiffs Opp Bank p 18-3, p 19-1 by not fully 
recounting what it states. That way they get to use that favored lawyerly expression “baldly.” 

a. Must the injury flow from the investment of racketeering income or from the predicate acts. 

(4-2) Refer Plaintiff Opp Bank p 18-3. The bank claims the law requires an allegation of 
injury flowing from the investment of racketeering income by citing Ouaknine v. MacFarlane . 
897 F.2d 75, 82-83 (2 nd Cir 1990). Ouaknine dismissed the argument that the Supreme Court in 
Sedima did not require the injury come from the investment of racketeering income. Ouaknine 
recounted the Supreme “Court stated that ‘[I]f the defendant engages in a pattern of racketeering 
activity in a manner forbidden by [§ 1962(a-c)], and the racketeering activities injure the plaintiff 
in his business of property, the plaintiff had a claim under § 1964(c).’” Sedima at 495, 105 S.Ct. 
at 3284. “That statement is not controlling here, however, for the Court was dealing only with § 
1962(c)....” So the question then is what carries more weight, Supreme Court dicta or a holding 
by the 2 nd Circuit. I’ll go with S.Ct. dicta. Dangerfield v. Merill Lynch . 2003 U.S. Dist. Lexis 
16908 at *28, n 2 states that Fourth Cir does not require a claim under 1962(a) to allege a distinct 
investment injury, see Busby v. Crown Supply. Inc., 896 F.2d 833, 836-40 (4 th Cir. 1990) and the 
plaintiff might have been able to make a good faith argument for the adoption of the 4 th Cir 
standard. [ RCM . 901 F.Supp. 630, 642 (SDNY 1995) rules against injury from using income to 
invest in oopertaions.] 

b. If 1962(a) requires injury from investment then the Complaint alleges so. 

(4-3) The bank complains about the plaintiff making reference to predicate acts to 
reargue what they argued in section (a) above in an effort to muddy the waters of what Plaintiff 
Opp Bank memorandum says, which is, if the court requires a racketeering investment injury, 
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then the Complaint alleges such injury. Before there is racketeering income to be invested there 
has to be predicate acts that generate that income. Can’t have racketeering income unless there 
exists a pattern of racketeering activity; that is, predicate acts. This the ha nk ignores. Let’s try 
to make it simple for the bank. 1962(a) states, “It shall be unlawful for any person who has 
received any income derived, directly or indirectly, from a pattern of racketeering activity ... to 
use or invest, directly or indirectly, any part of such income, or proceeds of such income, in 
acquisition of any interest is, or the establishment or operation of, any enterprise which is 
engaged in ... interstate or foreign commerce.” The “income” must come from a “pattern of 
racketeering activity,” which is defined by the 18 USC 1961(5) as at least two acts of 
“racketeering activity.” According to 18 USC 1961(1), “racketeering activity” means any 
number of a list of predicate acts that included those alleged against the Bank of money 
laundering under 18 USC 1956 and use of international facilities to distribute the proceeds from 
unlawful Enterprise activities in aid of a racketeering enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 1952. Once the 
predicate acts are alleged, then the Complaint alleges the bank engages in those predicate acts in 
order to generate revenues for its banking operations, which affect interstate and foreign 
commerce, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a). Complaint 636. 

(4-3) The bank repeats in it’s reply the same objection as in its first memo that the 
predicate act allegations and use of racketeering income are “mere conclusory.” As stated in 
Plaintiff Opp Bank pp 13-14: But “[wjhether these charges [in the complaint] be called 
‘allegations of fact’ or ‘mere conclusions of the pleader,’ we hold that they must be taken into 
account in deciding whether the [plaintiff] is entitled to have its case tried.” U.S. v. Employing 
Plasterer’s Ass’n . 347 U.S. 186, 188, 98 L.Ed. 618, 74 S.Ct. 452, 454 (1954). For “the ancient 
distinction between “facts” and “conclusions” is no longer significant.” Oil, Chem. & Atomic 
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Workers Inf 1 Union v. Delta Ref. Co. , 277 F.2d 694, 697 (6 th Cir. 1960)(citing U.S. v. 

Employing Plasterer’s Ass’n , 347 U.S. 186, 188). The plaintiff need only give the defendants 
notice of the claims. See Leatherman v. Tarrrant County Narcotics Intel. & Coordination Unit . 
507 U.S. 163, 168, 122 L.Ed.2d 517, 113 S.Ct. 1160, 1163 (1993). “A complaint that complies 
with the federal rules of civil procedure cannot be dismissed on the ground that it is conclusory 
or fails to allege facts. The federal rules require (with irrelevant exceptions) only that the 
complaint state a claim not that it plead the facts if true would establish ... that the claim was 
valid.” Higgs v. Carver . 286 F.3d 437, 439 (7 th Cir. 2002)(Posner, J.)(citation omitted). And 
“what may be insufficient in New York courts need not necessarily be insufficient” in Federal 
court. Mueller v. Rayon Consultants. 170 F.Supp 555. 558 (S.D.N.Y. 1959). The pleader need 
only “disclose adequate information as the basis of his claim for relief as distinguished from a 
bare averment that he wants relief and is entitled to it.” Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ 
2d 1216, p 165 (citing October 1955 Report of the Judicial Conference of the United States). 

(5-1) The Bank deletes one of the Complaint’s paragraphs (881) cited in the Plaintiff Opp 
Bank p 19 and mischaracterized another (875). The Bank claims 875 deals with the Enterprise’s 
effect on interstate and foreign traffic. They are wrong, it addresses, as does 881, the pattern of 
racketeering activity. I just don’t see how attorneys so full of themselves could miss the 
boldfaced underlined heading in the Complaint that include these two paragraphs: XIIT. Pattern 
of Racketeering Activity . And, once again, under the law, a pattern requires at least two 
predicate acts. So why does the bank keep complaining about the Complaint referring to 
predicate acts? Because they will twist the law, the allegations and the plaintiffs memoranda 
any which way in order to win. 
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(5-2) The Bank once again deletes a pertinent paragraph in the Complaint when it claims 


none of the paragraphs 900-907 allege that the Bank’s use of racketeering income caused the 
plaintiff injury. The deleted U 683 states, “[ejach predicate act was committed on behalf of every 
Member of the Enterprise, since each act was committed with the knowledge of, or was 
reasonably foreseeable to, each of the Members.” And the Complaint alleges the Bank as a 
member of the Enterprise at 101-03. Besides 900-907 do not, as the Bank falsely states, 
allege injury by “Enterprise activities,” they allege injury from, among other acts, the use of 
funds from racketeering activites. 

(5-2) The Bank also claims the allegations of injury from investment income are “baldly 
conclusory”—all this legal lingo must come from too many Perry Mason shows. More seriously, 
the U.S. Supreme Court held that on a motion to dismiss general factual allegations of injury 
resulting from defendant’s conduct embrace those specific facts necessary to support the claim. 
NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798, 803 (citing Luian v. 
Defenders of Wildlife . 504 U.S. 555, 561, 119 L.Ed.2d 351, 112 S.Ct. 2130, 2137 (1992)). 
c. Investment in an enterprise and what is an enterprise anyway? 

(5-3) Income from racketeering activity that is invested in a RICO enterprise or a 
legitimate enterprise violates 1962(a). See U.S. v. Godov. 678 F.2d 84, 86-87 (9 th Cir. 1982), 
cert, denied, 464 U.S. 959 (1983); U.S. v. McNarv . 620 F.2d 621, 628 (7 th Cir. 1980). 

2. 1962(b) 

(5-4, 6-1) Despite the cite by the Bank that the purpose of 1962(b) is to prohibit the 
takeover of legitimate businesses, Professor Lynch found that only a handful of cases under 
1962(b) involved defendants infiltrating legitimate businesses. 87 Colum. L. Rev. 661, 726-28 
(1987). Also, the Bank failed to state entire requirement of 1962(b) by deleting the phrase 
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“directly or indirectly.” 1962(b) states, “unlawful for any person through a pattern of 
racketeering activity ... to acquire or maintain, directly or indirectly, any interest in or control of 
any enterprise which is engaged in ... interstate or foreign commerce.” 

(6-2) Once again the Bank tries to put words in the plaintiffs mouth by falsely claiming, 
“The Bank’s purpose, according to Plaintiffs own words, is not to maintain an interest in an 
enterprise, but to maintain an interest in itself; not to generate revenues for the Russian mafia ... 
but to generate revenues for itself. Complaint ]J 636.” The Bank is deceptively trying to confuse 
the allegations concerning 1962(a) with 1962(b) in order to claim the defendant Bank is not 
distinct from the enterprise in which it seeks to maintain an interest under 1962(b). As the 
plaintiff explained in Plaintiff Opp Bank p 19-2,3, the tenn “enterprise” can mean the criminal 
RICO association or another organization. The Bank had mistakenly believed “enterprise” only 
applied to the RICO association. Contrary to the Bank’s deception, the Complaint actually states 
at K 636: “Member Bank of Cyprus engages in the predicate acts [of money laundering and using 
foreign facilities to aid the Russian mafia] in order to generate revenues for its banking 
operations, which affect interstate and foreign commerce, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a) ....” 
Here the money comes from the money laundering and aiding the Russian mafia and flows back 
into its operstions. In addition, “Member Bank of Cyprus engages in the predicate acts [of 
money laundering and using foreign facilities to aid the Russian mafia] ... to maintain its money 
laundering business with the Enterprise [the Russian mafia] in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) 

....” Here the Bank engages in money laundering and aiding the Russian mob because if it did 
not it would lose its interest in the Russian mafia or RICO Enterprise. The Bank’s interest in the 
RICO Enterprise is the money laundering operations they as part of it. The U.S. Supreme Court 
adopted a broad definition of the word “interest” as “[t]he most general term that can be 
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employed to denote a right, claim, title or legal share in something.” Russello v. U.S. , 464 U.S. 
16, 21, 104 S.Ct. 296, 78 L.Ed.2d 17 (1983)(quoting Black’s Law Dictionary). 

3. 1962(c) 

(6-3, 4) The Bank’s statement that to violate 1962(c) requires “that the defendant 
conducts or directs the enterprise,” is wrong under the U.S. Supreme Court, wrong in the 2d 
Circuit and wrong in the 1 st Circuit. “[T]he phrase ‘directly or indirectly’ [in 1962(c)] makes 
clear that RICO liability is not limited to those with a fonnal position in the enterprise.. Reves 
at 179, or that only primary responsibility for the enterprise’s affairs is required, but “one must 
have some part in directing those affairs.” Id What is needed is that a person participates in the 
operation or management of the enterprise. Reves at 185. But an enterprise is “operated” not 
just by upper management but also by lower rung participants who are under the direction of 
upper management or by others associated with the enterprise. Reves at 184. But the Court did 
not decide how far down the ladder of operation 1962(c) reaches. Reves at 184, n. 9. An 
enterprise is also operated or managed by others associated with it who exert control over it. 
Reves at 184. “One is liable under RICO if he ... has ‘discretionary authority in carrying out the 
instructions of the principals.’” Baisch v. Gallina , 346 F.3d at 376 (2d Cir. 2003)(citing US v. 
Diaz. 176 F.3d 52, 93 (2d Cir. 1999)). In addition, a defendant may also take part in the conduct 
of an enterprise by knowingly implementing decisions as well as making them. US v. Oreto , 37 
F.3d 739, 750 (1st Cir. 1994). 

(6-3, 4) U.S. v. Viola . 35 F.3d 37, 41 (2d Cir. 1994) to which the Bank gives the wrong 
cite, perhaps to hide the Bank’s misstatement of the case’s holding, does not hold that 
“discretionary activity on behalf of the enterprise is insufficient” for a defendant to violate 
1962(c). It does hold that where the defendant played no part in the management or control of 
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the enterprise as defined by Reves but only took directions and performed acts, functions or 
duties that were necessary or helpful to the operation of the enterprise, that is still not enough for 
liability under 1962(c). Id at 40-41. In fact, in the Second Circuit case Napoli v. U.S. . 45 F.3d 
680, 683 (2d Cir. 1995), defendants were liable under 1962(c) for exercising discretion. The 
defendants—investigators working pursuant to directions form attorneys in their firm to bribe 
witnesses and falsify evidence—though not acting in a managerial role exercised broad 
discretion in carrying out instructions from the law firm principals. Not only does the 
Complaint satisfy Otero , but Reves . Baisch. Viola and Napoli . 

(7-2) Once again the Bank misleads the Court about what the plaintiff has said. The 
Bank claims the plaintiff argues, “that the Bank exerts control over mob activities.” That’s not 
accurate, Plaintiff Opp Bank states, “the Bank exerts control over that aspect of the mob’s 
activities by making and knowingly implementing decisions in which it exercises broad 
discretion in carrying out the laundering and hiding of illegal funds.” “That aspect” refers to 
money laundering operations. The Bank’s intentional dissemblance tries to mislead the Court 
into believing the plaintiffs claims the bank controls all mob activities. In addition, as to what 
Plaintiff Opp Bank really states, the Bank further lies by claiming the Complaint makes no such 
allegation and refers the Court to U 637 but fails to alert the Court to the cites given by the 
plaintiff, which are 15, 101-03, 456-58, 633-636, 874(b), (d), (j), (k), 881, but not 637. Why 
must these lawyers lie, prevaricate and dissemble repeatedly? 

(7-2) The Bank is not an outside money manager but the conductor of the segment of the 
Enterprise’s business that launders money. As alleged, the Bank directs those affairs of the 
Enterprise, but even if that were not alleged, and the Bank considered a lower rung participant of 
the Enterprise, the Bank’s commission of crimes that advance the Russian mafia’s objectives 
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must be assessed by a fact-finder to determine whether or not its criminal activity, assessed in the 
context of all the relevant circumstances, constitutes participation in the operation or 
management of the Enterprise’s affairs. U.S. V Allen . 155 F.3d 35, 42 (2d Cir. 1998) 

(7-2) If that’s not good enough then and still considering the Bank a lower rung 
participant them: 

“Reves makes it clear that a defendant can act under the direction of superiors in a RICO 
enterprise and still participate in the operation of the enterprise within the meaning of 1962(c),” 
Wong . 40 F.3d at 1373; 

“[W]e agree with the First Circuit that one may be liable under the operation or 
management test by ‘knowingly implementing decisions, as well as by making them,”’ U.S. v. 
Starret. 55 F.3d 1525, 1548 (11 th Cir. 1995). 

The Bank cites three SDNY cases for the proposition that a RICO defendant who 
exercises “broad discretion” does not meet the “requisite participation in management and 
control.” None of the cited district court cases deal with “broad discretion.” 

Industrial Bank Latvia the Bank still doesn’t provide the full lexis cite and even deletes 
the WL cite. The Bank relies on dicta and the only alleged misconduct of Asia Bank was 
allowing a defendant to maintain an account and receive transfers into that account. 

Lasalle Nat’l Bank . 951 F.Supp. 1071, 1090-91, dealt with an outsider to the RICO 
enterprise. 

Redtail Leasing , reiterates that a rung participant must do more than just assist a RICO 
enterprise. 
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4, Conspiracy 1962(d) 

(8-1) To repeat Plaintiff Opp Bank at p 21: ). “[T]he Second Circuit established that the 
core requirement of a RICO conspiracy claim is an agreement to commit the predicate act.... 
[T]he Second Circuit held that a complaint must, at a minimum, specifically plead such an 
agreement... ‘to commit at least two predicate acts.’” Colony at 1238. So in the Second Circuit, 
a complaint must allege the defendants concurred, consented, settled upon, assented or agreed to 
the committing of two predicate acts. It is the agreement to commit predicate acts in furtherance 
of the common purpose of the RICO enterprise that infers a RICO conspiracy. See Colony at 
1238. And furthering a RICO’s purpose can be met by merely adopting the goal of advancing or 
facilitating violations of RICO 1962(a-c). See Salinas v. U.S. . 522 U.S. 52, 65, 139 L.Ed.2d 352, 
118 S.Ct. 469, All (1997). By agreeing to launder and hide money from Russian mafia 
activities, the Bank, at the very least, advanced and facilitated the Enterprise’s criminal 
endeavors that include violations of 18 U.S.C. 1962(a-c). 

(8-2) The Bank concurs with the above law when it states, “Plaintiffs allegations that 
‘the Bank agreed to commit the predicate acts ... with the requisite mens rea ... and such acts 
furthered the Enterprise’s purpose’ (Plaintiff Opp Bank at 21-22), at best, merely parrot the 
applicable standard.” Parrot means to repeat, Webster’s Third New International Dictionary, so 
the Bank agrees that the standard for 1962(d) conspiracy is agreement to commit predicate acts 
that further the Enterprise’s purpose. 

(8-2) In Connolly v Havens . 763 F.Supp. 6, 14 (SDNY 1991) the Court gave three 
reasons for rejecting a complaint: 

(1) It just repeated the language from the statute’s conspiracy section, which this 
Complaint does not do, ]fl[ 637, 682, 683, regardless of the Bank’s parroting the Connolly court. 
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(2) Connolly also stated the complaint before it failed to indicate which two activities 
constituted the alleged mail fraud predicate acts. Mail fraud pleading requires Rule 9(b) 
particularity, the predicate acts alleged against the Bank do not because they are financial 
transactions involving money from illegal Enterprise activities in order to hide the origin and 
ownership of the funds and avoid U.S. reporting requirements in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956(a) 

(1) (B)(i) & (ii); transfers of funds from illegal Enterprise activities in order to hide the origin and 
ownership of the money and avoid U.S. reporting requirements in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956(a) 

(2) (B)(i) & (ii); and use of international facilities to distribute the proceeds from unlawful 
Enterprise activities constitutes actions in aid of a racketeering enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 1952. 
(Complaint m 15, 101-03, 456-58, 633-35, 874(b), (d), 881) 

(3) The Connolly complaint failed to even state that the defendants agreed to commit at 
least two predicate acts or further the Enterprise’s affairs through the commission of various 
offenses. Not so with the Complaint, which states the Bank agreed to commit the predicates 
specified in 633-635 in order to further the purpose of the Enterprise. (Complaint ]j 637) 

(8-2) The Bank complains, “There must be an informed agreement and there is none.” 
What the Bank really means, unless it is again foolishly demanding the Complaint provide 
evidence, that the Complaint allege an agreement, which it does in fflj 637, 682, 683. 

(8-2) Co-conspirators who might not themselves have violated one of the substantive 
provisions of 1962 can still be sued providing others in the Enterprise were alleged to have done 
so. Beck v. Prupis . 529 U.S. 494, 506-07, 120 S.Ct. 1608, 1617 (2000). Conspiracy is a 
mechanism for subjecting co-conspirators to liability for the tortious acts of one of their 
members, and a tortious act is a 1962(a), (b), or (c) violation or may even be the commission of 
one predicate act. Beck at 506 n. 10. The Complaint alleges numerous violations of 18 USC 
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1962 and predicate acts committed by the movants in furtherance of the Enterprise’s Scheme. 
(Complaint 466-547, 556-559) 

5. Proximate Cause 

(8-3) The Bank’s mendacity is showing again. Contrary to its claim, the Complaint does 
not “primarily rely off 683”for alleging direct injuries but on it along with ff 900-907, as 
Plaintiff Opp Bank states at p 23. In addition, its misguided belief that the Complaint must 
provided evidence is showing again when it states, “unsupported by any fact whatever.” The 
plaintiff must not be put to the test to prove his allegations at the pleading stage. NOW. Inc v. 
Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249. 256. 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994). “The purpose of a motion 
to dismiss is not to test the weight of the evidence which might be offered in support of it but to 
assess the legal feasibility of the complaint.” (Citing Geisler v. Petrocelli , 616 F.2d 636, 639 (2d 
Cir. 1980)). If the allegations of injury are “simply wild speculation,” then it will come out in 
discovery. “[Pjleading standard relies on liberal discovery rules and summary judgment motions 
to define disputed facts and issues and to dispose of unmeritorious claims.” Swierkiewicz v. 
Sorema NA. 534 U.S. 506, 512, 152 L.Ed.2d 1, 122 S.Ct. 992 (2002). 

(9-2) The Bank’s prevarication as to the law is showing again. The Bank cites an appeal 
from a summary judgment case Standardbred Owners Ass’n. v. Roosevlet Raceway . 985 F.2d 
102, 104 (2d Cir. 1990) for the proposition that proximate cause requires “a substantial factor in 
the sequence of responsible causation’ and the injury must be ‘reasonably foreseeable or 
anticipated as a natural consequence.” The Bank on its own adds the introductory phrase: “a 
Plaintiff must allege acts which are” such, which hides the fact that the Second Circuit had the 
benefit of evidence from discovery in reaching its decision. The Bank also fails to point out that 
“This rule is intended to preclude recovery by plaintiffs who ‘complain of harm flowing merely 
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from the misfortunes visited upon a third person.’” Standardbred at 104. Derivative injuries are 
not claimed in the Complaint. The Bank continues its ploy of making its self-serving rule 
applicable to Rule 12(b)(6) motions by citing a magistrate’s report and recommendation 
discussion of proximate cause in Casio Computer v. Sayo , 2000 WL 1877516 at *19 (SDNY Oct 
13, 2000) without even mentioning that the magistrate recommended dismissal of the third 
amended complaint for the plaintiffs “failure to plead the predicate act of wire fraud with 
particularity” as required by Rule Rule 9(b). Id. at *31. There are no fraud allegations against 
the Bank. Further, in Casio the judge actually dismissed the third amended complaint on the 
grounds of forum non conveniens, id at *1, another salient fact not mentioned by the Ba nk . The 
U.S. Supreme Court’s position on pleading injury is more appropriate than lawyers making their 
own self-serving rules based on concealing the facts of a cited case. The Supreme Court said on 
a motion to dismiss general factual allegations of injury resulting from defendant’s conduct 
embrace those specific facts necessary to support the claim. NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 
256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798, 803 (citing Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife. 504 U.S. 555, 
561, 119 L.Ed.2d 351, 112 S.Ct. 2130, 2137 (1992)). 

Finally, the Bank completely ignores Plaintiff Opp Bank section at p 24 on joint liability 
of RICO members 

B. The Complaint should not be dismissed. 

(9-2) The Bank fails to offer a legitimate legal argument as to why the Complaint with 
respect to it should be dismissed with prejudice. Especially, since leave to amend is ordinarily 
granted unless presiding court gives reasons why leave should be denied. Verdon v. 
Consolidated Rail Corp. . 828 F.Supp. 1129 (SDNY 1993). 
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(9-2) Again for the third time, Shipilina’s Global Equity Fund account is not an allegation 
against the Bank, yet. The use of fictitious names are permitted by the Rules to prevent wrong 
doers whose identities are subsequently revealed by discovery from going free. Does the Bank 
state that it has no employees in Cyprus with the name Stephanos? No. The Bank has a global 
Internet network for dealing with customers. A Wall Street hotel refers its guest to the Bank’s 
Broad Street office. The plaintiff never alleged he had dealings with the Bank, and the Bank’s 
statement of no connection with movant Shipilina is an allegation for its answer. The Bank cites 
to Cortrec Industries v. Sun Holding . 949 F.2d 42, 28 (2d Cir. 1991) for grounds that the 
Complaint should be dismissed with prejudice. But the Cortec court dismissed the complaint 
with prejudice because the plaintiff was a third party in the transaction and liability under § 12(2) 
of the 1933 Securities Act did not flow to third parties, so the plaintiff could not make any 
allegations that brought it within the Act. Cortec at 49. The allegations against the Bank bring it 
within the RICO act. 

(9-2) The only way to lessen the harm caused by members of the Russian mafia 
furthering that mob’s effort to infiltrate and expand it’s illegal activities into hard currency 
markets is through civil RICO, the weapon that America’s elected officials gave to this country’s 
citizens knowing that in a democracy based on laws there can be no successful appeal from the 
ballot to the bullet. The Bank’s lawyers state, “It is entirely blameless.” Given the source of that 
statement, it means nothing. Defense lawyers don’t admit their clients are to blame, so why 
should their affirmation that their clients are blamelessness mean anything. 
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Memorandum of Law in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendants’ 
Exhibits O through Z for Failure to Authenticate and to Strike the Reply 
Memorandum’s References to those Exhibits. 


The defendants’ Reply Memorandum submits documentary evidence in support 
of their motion to dismiss. A motion to dismiss is not the place for presenting evidence, 
Hickman v. Taylor . 329 U.S. 495, 500-01, 91 L.Ed. 451, 67 S.Ct. 385 (1947). If the 
Court, however, decides to allow the defendants to turn a motion for dismissal into a 
litigation of personal destruction targeting the plaintiff, then the defendants should be 
required to show that their evidence is genuine by authenticating it. 

When documentary evidence is submitted in support of a motion, it must be 
authenticated by an affidavit or affidavit substitute of an individual having first hand 
knowledge of the document. 1 Matthew Bender Federal Litigation Guide: New York and 
Connecticut § 9.75, (2004). The document should be attached to the affidavit or affidavit 
substitute. Id The defendants failed to provide any authenticating affidavits or 
substitutes to the documents in their Exhibits Q through Z. 

In addition, Exhibit Z purports to contain translations of foreign public 
documents, but, except for a handwritten document in Russian that may or may not be a 
public document, there are no other Russian language public documents included in that 
exhibit from which the English translations could have been made. All very convenient, 
since the inclusion of copies of foreign public documents require an attestation by the 
person authorized to make attestations for those documents and a final certification as to 
the genuineness of the signature and position of the attester. Fed. R. Civ. P. 44(a)(2). 

The reason for these requirements are to make sure the documents are what they purport 
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to be, but the defendants blithely ignore the Rules and include only alleged translations 
but not copies of the original Russian documents, if there are any. Further, there is no 
translator’s signed and notarized affidavit as to his qualifications for making such 
translations and the necessary apostile so that it can be used in an American court in 
accordance with the Hague Convention. T.I.A.S. 10072; 33 U.S. Treaty Series (UST) 
883; 527 U.N. Treaty Series (UNTS) 189: Martindale-Hubble International Law Digest 
or http://www.state.gOv/m/a/auth/cl267.htm. So what good are these documents, except 
to further the defendants’ efforts to bias the Court against the plaintiff. 

Furthermore, Exhibits Q and U also contain purported translations of apparently 
non-public documents without any notarized affidavits or apostiles. 

The plaintiff requests the defendants Exhibits Q through Z be stricken from their 
Reply Memorandum along with all references to those Exhibits. 


Dated: New York, New York 
June 14, 2004 

By:_ 

Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney and Pro Se Plaintiff 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995 5201 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Defendants, Kuba. Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy (collectively referred herein 
as ’Mundy') and Peter Petrovich (’Petrovich'), by their attorneys, McManus. Collura & Richter, 
P.C.. respectfully submil this Memorandum of Law together with the Affidavit of Alinia A 
Shipilina in opposition to the plaintiffs motion to strike Exhibits Q through Z attached to the 
Reply Declaration of Bradley E. Du bin dated May 13. 2004. which were submitted in further 
support of the defendants' motion to dismiss the plaintiffs complaint, and to strike all 
references by the defendants to such exhibits, together with such other and further relief as 
this Court deems just and proper. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The facts giving rise to the instant action as well as the facts and procedural history 
relevant to this action are fully detailed in the defendants' Memorandum of Law dated 
September 29.2003 and the defendants' Reply Memorandum of Law dated May 13, 2004 
submitted in support of the defendants' motion to dismiss the plaintiffs complaint. 

In evaluating the instant application by plaintiff and this opposition, the Court is 
respectfully referred to Exhibits Q through Z themselves, which are attached the Reply 
Declaration of Bradley E. Dubin dated May 13. 2004. 

ARGUMENT 

The plaintiff moves to strike Exhibits Q through Z attached to the reply motion to 
dismiss the plamtiff s complaint on behalf of Kuba and Petrovich on essentially two grounds. 

First, plaintiff submits that Exhibits Q through Z should be stricken in their entirety, 
because they are purportedly not authenticated by an affidavit or an affidavit substitute of an 
individual having first hand knowledge of the documents. 
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Second, plaintiff submits that Exhibits Q, U and Z are translations of foreign public 
documents and non public documents that do not comport with the proper procedures for 
translations. 

Tellingly, nowhere ir, the plaintiffs motion to strike Exhibits Q through Z does he deny 
having prepared, drafted and/or executed those documents alleged to have been prepared, 
drafted and executed by him. In addition, nowhere in the plaintiffs motion does he indicate 
that the translations are not true and accurate. Plaintiffs motion is significant for what it 
slates as for what it does not state. The plaintiff is in the best position to deny having 
prepared such documents or indicate that the translations are inaccurate, however, he fails 
to do so and presumably will continue to be unable to do so in reply to this opposition. 
Rather, he seeks to have this Court ignore admissible information which dispute his allegation 
and chronology of events as outlined in his complaint and opposition to the defendants' 
motion to dismiss. 

In any event, the attached Affidavit of Alinia Shipilina, the plaintiffs ex-wife and the 
person to whom most of these documents were directed against, authenticates such exhibits. 

Accordingly, plaintiffs motion based upon the fact that Exhibits O through Z have not been 

/Jut i’Ci'*! 

supported by an affidavit of a person with knowledge is now moot and must be ignored. 

v/ln addition, the plaintiff criticizes Exhibit Q (various letters and cards written by plaintiff 
to Alinia A. Shipilina) for containing translations of non-public documents without a notarized 
affidavit by the translator. First, it is the Russian version of document itself that is the evidence 
in support of the motion to dismiss. The translation of the documents attached as Exhibit Q 
was simply provided by the defendants as a courtesy to this Court. In any event the plaintiff 
submits no controlling law to support the proposition that such non-public documents must 
be supported by a notarized affidavit from the translator. Nor does plaintiff indicate that the 
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documents, created by him, are inaccurate or was not truly translated as indicated. 
Nonetheless, the translated documents contain a stamp verifying that such documents have 
been translated and by whom. The translator has also signed the document below the stamp 
Further, a copy of the document in Russia has been attached to the translation The 
defendants also submit that an original of each of these documents can be inspected by the 
Court at the Court's request. Lastly, the attached affidavit of Alinia Shipilina attests to the 
veracity of the documents contained in Exhibit Q. 

The plaintiff also criticizes Exhibit U (Marriage contract between plaintiff and Alinia A. 
Shipiina) (or containing a translation of a non-pubhc document without a notarized affidavit 
by the translator. Again, it is the Russian version of the contract itself that is the evidence in 
support of the motion to dismiss The translation of the contract was simply provided by the 
defendants as a courtesy. The plaintiff also, again, fails to submit any controlling law to 
support the proposition that such a non-public document must be supported by a notarized 
affidavit. Nor does the plaintiff indicate that the contract is inaccurate or was not translated 
as indicated. Nonetheless, the translated documents has been certified by the translator. 
Yefim, Krasnyanski. and. further, the notary public affirms that Vorobyova, Valeria 
Aleksandrovna executed the document after reading the contents aloud to plaintiff and Alinia 
Shipilina. Lastly, the attached affidavit of Alinia Shipilina attests to the veracity of contract 
attached as Exhibit U. 

' Finally, the plaintiff criticizes Exhibit Z (complaints, affidavits and decisions in 

0 r.tU/Cv'Vh 

connection with plaintiffs defamation case in Russia) for containing English translations of the 
foreign public documents without the original Russian version of the documents, containing 
translations without an attestation by the person authorized to make attestations for those 
documents and a final certification as to the genuineness ol the signature and position of the 
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attester, and without an executed and notarized affidavit of the translator reflecting his 
qualifications 

/interestingly, the plaintiff does not indicate that the documents attached as Exhibit Z 
are inaccurate or were not translated as indicated. Nonetheless, the translated documents 
contain a stamp verifying that such documents have been translated and by whom. The 
translator has also signed the document below the stamp. The defendants submit that they 
do not maintain a copy of the Russian version of such documents. In the event this Court 
deems these documents attached as Exhibit Z as inadmissible on the grounds that the 
original Russian version of the documents are unavailable, it is submitted that these 
documents do nothing to alter the fact that this matter should be dismissed for all reasons set 
forth in the defendants' motion to dismiss. 


CONCLUSION 


For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the plaintiffs motion to strike 


Exhibits Q through Z attached to tho Reply Declaration of Bradley E. Oubin dated May 13, 
2004 and all references by the defendants to such exhibits be denied, together with such 


other and further relief as this Court deems fust and proper. 


Dated New York. New York 
August 3. 2004 


McManus. Collura & Richter. P.C. 



Bradley E. Dubln (BD0217) 
Attorneys for Defendants, 

Kuba. Mundy 8 Associates. Nicholas J, 


Mundy and Peter Petrovich 
48 Wall Street. 25th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212)425-3100 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

Roy Den Hollander 

Plaintiff. 

- against - 
Domestic 

Flash Dancers Topless Club et al 


Docket No 03 CV 2717 

AFFIDAVIT 


STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
ss: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

Ahna A. Sbipilina. being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am a defendant in the above entitled action, represented by Jack Sachs, 
Esq. I am fully familiar with the facts and proceedings giving rise to this action and the 
contents contained in this affidavit 

2. I submit this affidavit in opposition to the plaintiff s motion to strike Exhibits 
Q through Z attached lo the Reply Declaration of Bradley E Dubin dated May 13.2004, 
which were submitted In further support of the defendants' motion to dismiss the plaintiff's 
complaint, and to strike all references by the defendants lo such exhibits, together with 
such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper 

3. I have reviewed the Reply Declaration of Bradley E. Dubin dated May 13. 


2004. with my counsel, and have reviewed Exhibits Q through Z that arc attached to the 
Reply Declaration ol Bradley E. Dubm The motion papers and attached documentation 
were submitted in support of the defendants. Kuba, Mundy S Associates. Nicholas J. 
Mundy's ("co*ectively referred herein as "Mundy") and Peter Petrovich's ("Petrovich ). 
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motion to denxss the plaintiffs complaint My counsel, on my behalf, has also joined in the 
motion to dismiss submitted by Kuba and Petrovich. I have knowledge as to each ot the 
exhibits attached to the Reply Declaration of Bradley E. Dubin. and that the documents are 
true and accurate The contents of the documents speak for themselves 

4. Specifically. I respectfully refer this Court to the attached exhibits in support 
of the defendants' motion to dismiss, which are identified as follows: 

a Attached as Exhibit Q are six separate documents which represent various 
letters and cards written by the plaintiff to me in both Russian and English In particular, 
the first document attached as Exhibit Q is a letter wntton by plaintiff to me dated February 
17,2000. The second document attached as Exhibit Q is a card written by plaintiff to me 
dated October 30.1999. The third and lourth documents attached as Exhibit Q represent 
a letter written by plainfiff to me dated August 7. 1999. Tho fifth document attached as 
Exhibit Q is a letter written by plaintiff to me which represents a diary ot plaintiff s thoughts. 
The sixth document attached as Exhibit Q is an undated letter written by plamlift to me. 

b Attached as Exhibit R is a hand-made card dratted by plamtiff and forwarded 
to me. dated February 20.2000 

a Attached as Exhibit S is a card sent by plaintiff to me. dated February 19. 

2000 . 

d Attached as Exhibit T is a card sent by plamtiff to me. dated March 21.2000 

e Attached as Exhibit U is a mamage contract drafted by plaintiff. dated March 

11.2000. 

f. Attached as Exhibit V is a card sent by plaintiff to me. dated June 18.2000 
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g Attached as Exhibit W is an August 1. 2000 Agreement drafted by plaintiff 
which was presented to mo. The Agreement incorporates oarltor June 18.2000 and July 
31.2000 agreements. 

h. Attached as Exhibit X is a Personal and Business Management Agreement 
prepared and drafted by plain lift in July, 2000. 

i. Attached as Exhibit Y is an investigation report/tetter prepared by plaintifl and 
forwarded to me, posing various questions. 

j. Attached as Exhibit Z are plaintiffs complaint, my mother. Innessa Shipilina's 
affidavits and Court determmations/decisions In connection with the defamation case 
commenced by plaintiff in Russia, 

5. Each of the documents, identified as Exhibits Q through Y, were personally 
received by me from the plaintiff, An original of each of Exhibits Q through Y is available 
and can be inspected by the Court at the Court's request. The documents are in 
possession of counsel lor Kuba and Petrovich, 

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully submitted that the plaintilfs motion to strike Exhibits 
Q through Z attached to the Reply Declaration of Bradley E. Du bin dated May 13.2004 and 
to strike all references by the defendants to such exhibits be denied, together with such 
other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 


Alinia A. Shipilina 


Sworn to betdfo me imb. 
3rd day oLAwgust 2004J 
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Preliminary Statement 


This is the plaintiffs memorandum of law in reply to the Enterprise movants’ opposition 
to the plaintiffs motion to strike certain exhibits and references in the Enterprise movants’ 
motions to dismiss memoranda. 

A. Nomenclature 

The tenn “Enterprise movants” or “movants” refers to all the defendants who have 
submitted motions to dismiss. The Enterprise movants are Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc.; Lepofsky-CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc.; Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers; Flash 
Dancers Managers 1 to 5 (collectively “FlashDancers”); Cybertech Internet Solutions; Kuba, 
Mundy & Associates; Mundy; Petrovich; Shipilina; Paulsen; Henning and the Bank of Cyprus. 
Other defendants in this action who are not presently moving to dismiss are referred to as “mafia 
defendant” followed by their proper name. 

This memorandum of law (“Plaintiff Reply Strike”) replies to the Enterprise movants’ 
opposition memorandum (“Defendants Opposition Strike”) to the plaintiffs motion to strike 
memorandum (“Plaintiff Memo. Strike”). The designations for the other papers are the Bank of 
Cyprus’ motion to dismiss memorandum (“Defendant Bank Memo.”), the plaintiffs opposition 
memorandum to the Bank’s motion (“Plaintiff Opposition Bank”). The defendants who have 
appeared in this case, except for Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva, joined in a joint memorandum 
in support of dismissal (“Defendants Joint Memo.”) and a joint reply memorandum (“Defendants 
Joint Reply”), those defendants are FlashDancers, Cybertech Internet Solutions, Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates, Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina, Paulsen, Henning and the Bank of Cyprus, since it 
confirmed before Judge Castel that it joined all the arguments advanced by all the other 
defendants to the extent applicable. July 13, 2004, Conf. Tr. p 5, In 17-22. The plaintiff 



submitted an opposition memorandum (“Plaintiff Opposition Memo.”) to defendants’ joint 
memorandum and the separate short motion to dismiss papers submitted by FlashDancers, 
Cybertech, Shipilina, Paulsen and Henning. 

Cites to any memoranda submitted are in parentheses stating the designated name and 
followed by the page number with a hyphen to a number that indicates the paragraph on that 
page whether a full paragraph or not. For example, (Defendants Opposition Strike p 3-1) refers 
to page 3, the first group of lines on that page. Cites to the Complaint are in parentheses stating 
“Complaint” followed by the paragraph number. For example, (Complaint 2) refers to the 
Russian mafia’s Scheme to infiltrate and expand its illegal and ancillary operations into the U.S. 

The plaintiff uses the term “Russian mafia” to mean the Russian International Crime 
Organization or the “Enterprise” as stated in the Complaint ](]f 1, 10-15. The “Russian mafia” 
includes those identified as Russian Mafiosi in the media and by law enforcement agencies; the 
targets of the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s unit on Russian organized crime; various 
Russian, Chechen, American, Cypriot and Mexican gangsters along with those of other 
nationalities; assorted Chechen Islamic terrorists; and the more than thirty Russian gangs now 
operating in the US, most notably New York, Miami, San Francisco, Los Angles and Denver, 
Robert I. Friedman, Red Mafiya: How the Russian Mob Has Invaded America , p. xix-xx, Little 
Brown & Company (2002). The defendants in this action comprise part of the Russian mafia. 
(Complaint Tjl 5) 

Argument 

A. The Enterprise movants continue their improper efforts to bring before the Court 
extraneous material on Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss. 




The movants’ memorandum in opposition to the plaintiffs motion to strike certain 
exhibits continues their strategy to interject extraneous material into Rule 12(b)(6) motions to 
dismiss. Enterprise movants in their various memoranda of law have submitted 47 separate 
documents divided into 30 exhibit tabs. The fewer number of exhibit tabs hides the actual 
number of extraneous exhibits they ask the Court to consider in deciding their motions to 
dismiss. The Enterprise movants argue without legal support “the plaintiff had possession and 
full knowledge of each and every [of the 47 documents] ..., and it is therefore appropriate for 
this Court to consider the same in deciding the [motions to dismiss].” (Defendants Joint Reply p 
27-1) Their argument ignores the law in the Second Circuit for considering external documents 
as part of the complaint: “[W]e reiterate here that a plaintiffs reliance on the terms and effect of 
a document in drafting the complaint is a necessary prerequisite to the court’s consideration of 
the document on a dismissal motion; mere notice or possession is not enough.” Chambers v. 
Time Warner. Inc. . 282 F.3d 147, 153 (2d Cir. 2002)(emphasis is the Court’s). Further, when 
deciding motions to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6), the Court’s consideration is limited to the 
allegations in the complaint, which are accepted as true; documents incorporated by reference 
into the complaint; matters of which judicial notice may be taken; and documents relied on by 
the plaintiff in drafting the complaint. Brass v. American Film Technologies. Inc.. 987 F.2d 142, 
150 (2d Cir. 1993). 

The plaintiff used only 8 of the 47 documents submitted by the Enterprise movants: (1) 
the annulment-divorce complaint, Exhibit B; (2) the police report based on perjured statements 
of attempted extortion in which the charges were never pressed, Exhibit D, second document; (3) 
movant Shipilina’s masturbation video clips produced by movant Paulsen and mafia defendant 
Perlin, Exhibit G; (4) the plaintiffs petition in state court for an order of protection to stop 



threatening calls from the defendants, Exhibit H; (5) motion for a subpoena duces tecum on the 
F.B.I. to discover the identity of a threatening caller, Exhibit I, fifth document; (6) disciplinary 
complaint against movant Mundy for attempted coercion, Exhibit J; (7) Enterprise movant 
Mundy’s February 5, 2001 letter threatening “difficult” divorce proceedings, Exhibit P; and (8) 
the criminal indictment by the Krasnodar, Russia prosecutor of mafia defendant Inessa Shipilina, 
Exhibit Z, the second to last document. The plaintiff also relied on other sources—and no, I am 
not waiving the attorney work product privilege—including movant Shipilina’s diary of over one 
hundred pages. Gee whiz, the movants didn’t include the diary in their voluminous exhibits. I 
guess it doesn’t support their so-called facts and false inferences. 

So why all these exhibits and statements of alleged facts from the Enterprise movants on 
a motion to dismiss? After all, “Whether a complaint states a cause of action on which relief 
could be granted is a question of law...,” Bell v. Hood . 327 U.S. 678, 682, 90 L.Ed. 939, 66 
S.Ct. 773, 776 (1946), and it is the allegations in the complaint, not those in the defendants’ 
memoranda of law, that are considered as true, see Brass at 150. The answer quite simply is 
“the defendants seek to argue the merits ... in the context of a 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss, which 
is not the purpose of the motion.” T.S. Haulers. Inc, v. Town of Riverhead . 190 F.Supp.2d 455, 
464 (E.D.N.Y. 2002)(citing see Villager Pond Inc, v. Town of Darien. 56 F.3d 375, 378 (2d 
Cir.l995)(holding that the issue to consider is not whether a plaintiff will ultimately prevail but 
whether the claimant is entitled to offer evidence to support the claims). 

Under the disguise of motions to dismiss, the Enterprise movants attempt to slip by their 
own allegations of fact that belong in answers or allege findings of facts that belong in summary 
judgment motions in order to finesse the Court into using extraneous material to dismiss a RICO 
complaint. Basically, the Enterprise movants seek under the cloak of Rule 12(b)(6) either (1) a 



judgment on the pleadings without the plaintiff having the opportunity to respond to movants’ 
answers simply because there are no fonnal answers, although there are before the Court the 
allegations that the movants would have included in their answers only those are now found in 
the movants’ memoranda of law, or (2) a summary judgment in which the Court views the 
assertions in movants’ memoranda as findings of fact that the plaintiff had no opportunity to 
rebut because the movants brought motions to dismiss. If successful, such a strategy would 
violate the plaintiffs due process rights to reply to counterclaims, or move to reply to answers 
and amend the complaint, or to a reasonable opportunity to make his record before the Court. 

The plaintiff requests the Court not accept or consider any extraneous material in 
deciding the motions to dismiss. 1 If the Court, however, decides to go the route of conversion, 
then the plaintiff requests notice and a reasonable opportunity to show that genuine issues of 
material facts do exist. Davis v. Bryan . 810 F.2d 42, 45 (2d Cir. 1987)(citations omitted). In 
such event, the plaintiff preserves his right to appeal any possible conversion decision at the 
appropriate time. 

B. The Enterprise movants cannot seem to distinguish discovery from a Rule 12(b)(6) 
motion to dismiss. 

The Enterprise movants claim in the tradition of a feudal inquisitionist that silence means 
what they decide it to mean. “Plaintiffs motion is significant for what it states as for what it 
does not state.” (Defendants Opposition Strike p 2-2) Are they mind readers, or is this another 
ploy to have the Court consider extraneous matter in the fonn of the movants’ inferences they 

1 The comparatively few exhibits attached to the plaintiff s memoranda of law were provided in response to the 
numerous misrepresentations, mischaracterizations, prevarications, omissions and dissemblings of the 
Enterprise movants in order to illustrate for the Court the extent to which they will go to keep their mafia 
activities in the shadows. As the late Sen. Paul Tsongas stated during the 1992 Presidential Primaries, he 
couldn’t just stand by and do nothing while Bill Clinton attacked with his false and misleading ads. 




ascribe to the plaintiff not responding to what are effectively discovery demands during Rule 
12(b)(6) motions to dismiss. 2 “The plaintiff is in the best position to deny having prepared such 
documents or indicate that the translations are inaccurate, however, he fails to do so and 
presumably will continue to be unable to do so in reply to this opposition.” (Defendants 
Opposition Strike p 2-2) A motion to dismiss is not discovery and lacks the procedural 
protections of discovery. If the Enterprise movants want admissions or the answers to questions 
that may lead to admissible evidence, then they have to wait for the discovery stage or request 
discovery now on specific limited issues, which they haven’t. They shouldn’t be allowed at this 
stage of the proceeding to even attempt to sway the Court with inferences of ultimate fact, 
especially when these inferences are based on the plaintiff not answering in his memoranda the 
depositions questions and requests for admissions the movants would otherwise make during 
discovery. 

Let’s take an example of the danger posed by the movants using the sounds of silence as 

a tool for discovery during a Rule 12(b)(6) proceeding. The movants state, “[NJowhere in the 

plaintiffs motion [to strike] does he indicate that the translations are not true and accurate.” 

(Defendants Opposition Strike p 2-2) Meaning, according to the movants’ Animal Farm logic, 

that the Court should accept that the translations are true and accurate. Exhibit Z of the 

Defendants Joint Reply contains the alleged translations of maybe five Russian language 

documents. Except for one handwritten document in Exhibit Z, there are no other Russian 

language documents in that exhibit or other exhibits from which the English translations could 

have apparently come. But that doesn’t matter to the movants, they assert the Court should still 

accept those translations as accurate because the plaintiff does not come out and deny their 

2 At the July 23, 2003 conference, Chief Judge Mukasey specifically stayed discovery pending the outcome of the 
motions to dismiss. 



accuracy. Even if the plaintiff was required, which he is not, to confirm or deny the accuracy of 
translations submitted by the movants, how could he do it without the Russian language 
documents from which the translations were allegedly made. It’s comparable to being indicted 
by the Spanish inquisition and not allowed to look at the indictment. The accused can’t plead to 
any count because he doesn’t know what it says, so his silence is construed as guilt. It’s heads 
they win; tails due process loses! 

C. Enterprise movants continue their attempt to try the case during a Rule 12(b)(6) 
motion even using unauthenticated documents. 

The attorneys for the Enterprise movants are beginning to behave like pro se defendants. 
Perhaps the special rules accorded non-attorney pro se parties should apply to them. First, they 
improperly submit extraneous exhibits on a motion to dismiss and don’t even bother to take the 
time and effort to authenticate those documents. Then after an objection by the plaintiff, they 
still don’t do all that is required to authenticate their extraneous exhibits. Rather, they invent an 
excuse for part of their failure by claiming some of the exhibits don’t need authentication 
because they are provided as a “courtesy to this Court.” (Defendants Opposition Strike p 2-4, p 
3-2) That’s a slick rationale for the whispering of untrustworthy evidence into the Court’s ears. 
Take Exhibit U for example, the only document there is the purported English “courtesy” 
translation. How’s the Court suppose to know whether it is authentic without the Russian 
language version? Because the movants claim it to be, I don’t think so. 

But even slicker are the movants arguing for the acceptance of their documents by 
claiming the plaintiff is “seeking] to have this Court ignore admissible information.” 
(Defendants Opposition Strike p 2-2) By “admissible information” they mean “evidence.” (See 
Defendants Opposition Strike p 2-4, p 3-2) But it is not the Court’s function at this stage of the 





proceedings to weigh the evidence that might be presented at trial; instead, the Court should 
merely determine whether the complaint itself is legally sufficient. Geisler v. Petrocelli , 616 
F.2d 636, 639 (2d Cir. 1980). I just don’t understand why the Enterprise movants blatantly 
ignore the Federal Rules of Procedure, unless they are trying to slip something by. And, of 
course, they are. They want the Court to ignore the due process concerns built into the Rules and 
try the case here and now._ 

1. Unauthenticated Foreign Official Records. Fed. R. Civ. P. 44(a)(2) 

The Enterprise movants infer that because “the plaintiff does not indicate that the 
documents attached as Exhibit Z are inaccurate or were not translated as indicated” (Defendants 
Opposition Strike p 4-2) those documents are authentic. Where in the law did the movants find 
this Joseph Heller Catch-22? If a party doesn’t claim the English translations of foreign records 
are inaccurate, then they are accurate, even though there are no copies of the foreign language 
records for a party to compare to the alleged English translations. Give me a break, except for a 
handwritten document in Russian, which is unlikely a public record unless the Russians have run 
out of typewriters, there are no copies of the original Russian official records from which the 
English translations purportedly came. 

Further, if the documents in Exhibit Z are themselves copies of foreign records, they do 
not comply with Rule 44(a)(2) on authentication. The documents only contain copies of stamps 
and signatures. There are no original stamps or signatures or raised seals. The stamps that are 
legible all state “Translated in translation service department Krasnodar Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry.” It’s unclear whether the Chamber of Commerce is the attester or certifier of the 
attester’s signature and attester’s official position. Since attesters are government officials, a 
private association like the local chamber of commerce is most likely not the attester. It’s 




probably not the certifier either for how would a local chamber of commerce know the signature 
of the official authorized as the attester and the attester’s official position. 

Moreover, the documents in Exhibit Z do not comply with the Hague treaty in which 
public documents executed in the territory of one contracting state, Russia, are used in another 
contracting state, America. Hague Legalization Convention . Oct. 5, 1961, Art. 1, Fed. R. Civ. P. 
44 Treaties & Conventions. The Convention, which is U.S. law, requires such documents be 
certified, icf Art. 4. The movants failed to do the necessary homework under the Rules and the 
Hague treaty to authenticate the Exhibit Z documents. 

Just an aside here, the movants’ statement “complaints, affidavits and decisions in 
connection with plaintiffs defamation case in Russia” (Defendants Opposition Memo, p 3-3) is 
typical of the classic dissembling attorney. The defamation case referred to was not a civil 
defamation case brought by the plaintiff as the movants imply, but a criminal indictment of mafia 
defendant Inessa Shipilina brought by the city prosecutor of Krasnodar—big difference. Movant 
Shipilina uses the same dissemblance in her affidavit at paragraph j. 

2. Other Unauthenticated Foreign Language Documents 

Concerning the Russian language documents in Exhibit Q, the Enterprise movants ask the 
Court to accept the truth of the matters asserted in the purported English translations even though 
they (1) were made by a person in Krasnodar, Russia whose name cannot be determined; (2) lack 
a notary seal or notary stamp although there is some type of stamp but the movants don’t say 
what it states; and (3) lack verifying statements as to the translators’ qualifications and that the 
English translations are accurate. The movants argue such requirements do not matter because 
“it is the Russian version of (sic) document itself that is the evidence in support of the motion to 
dismiss.” (Defendants Opposition Strike p 2-3 (emphasis added)) Once again, “The purpose of 




a motion to dismiss is not to test the weight of the evidence which might be offered ... but to 
assess the legal feasibility of the complaint.” Gitterman v. Vitoulis . 564 F.Supp. 46, 49 
(S.D.N.Y. 1982)(citation omitted). So why do the Enterprise movants keep coming back to 
argue evidentiary issues on a motion to dismiss? Because they want to short-circuit the 
procedures that protect the plaintiffs right to due process. 

The movants also claim the plaintiff provides “no controlling law” (Defendants 
Opposition Strike p 2-4) requiring fonnalities for authenticating the English translations of 
Russian documents in Exhibit Q. Common sense requires that more is needed then just the copy 
of a foreign stamp and illegible signature to meet the movants’ burden that the alleged 
translations are what they purport to be. See U.S. v. Branch . 970 F.2d 1368, 1370 (4 th Cir. 1992). 
So, in addition to stamps that a ten year old could fabricate, the movants rely on Shipilina’s 
affidavit which states, “the documents are true and accurate.” Considering movant Shipilina’s 
obvious bias, which cannot be tested at this stage, there is also no indication by the movants that 
she, a Russian alien, has a proficiency in English sufficient to translate from Russian into 
English. The movants have not met their burden. 

Concerning Exhibit U, the movants make the same arguments about this purported 
English translation of a Russian marriage contract. However, there is no copy of the Russian 
original in Exhibit U. But that doesn’t stop the movants from contending that the Russian 
version, even though absent, serves as the evidence (Defendants Opposition Strike p 3-2), and, 
therefore, the English translation need not exhibit incidences of being what it purports to be. 

Fed. R. Evid. 901(a) . Interesting argument, I assume the Court is some how suppose to divine 
the missing Russian language document, so it can be used as evidence. Actually, the movants 
clearly want the Court to rely on the alleged English translation based solely on the copy of a 



signature claiming the translation accurate even though that signature is not notarized. That’s 
not enough to show the translation is what it purports to be, and calling it a “courtesy” translation 
doesn’t get around the authentication requirements either. Id (Defendants Opposition Strike p 
3-2) Further, if the Russian version shows up and was executed before a notary, a copy of it 
must be certified according to the Hague Legalization Convention . Art. 1(c). In addition, 
notaries in Russia are government officials who maintain records that are considered official 
documents, so the Russian version is a foreign official record under Fed. R. Civ. P. 44(a)(2) that 
requires attestation and certification. If Rule 44 does not apply, then Fed. R. Evid. 902(3) does, 
since it applies not only to public records but to the broader category of public documents, 
Weinstein’s Federal Evidence . § 902.05[3], and also requires attestation and certification. 

Further, there is no indication that movant Shipilina has sufficient English language 
ability to attest to the translation’s accuracy in Exhibit U. Even if she did, there’s no original for 
her to compare with the translation. 

Conclusion 

The plaintiff requests the Court strike all extraneous materials submitted in deciding the 

Rule 12(b)(6) motions to dismiss. 

Dated: New York, New York 
August 27, 2004 

Respectfully submitted 
Attorney plaintiff pro se 


Roy Den Hollander (RDH 1957) 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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June 23.2004 


Honorable P. Kevin Castcl 
United Stain District Judge 
Southern District of New York 
United States Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, NY 10007-1312 


Re: 


Dear Judge Caste): 


Roy Pen Hollander v. Hash Dancer? 

03 Civ. 2717 (PKC) 


This office represents Alina Shipilina, one of the sixty-live defendants, in various parts of 
the world, in the above matter. Concerning the conference scheduled for July 13. 2004.1 
am booked to leave on a cruise to Alaska July 11*, reluming the IS*, and will be unable 
to attend. I do not think it necessary for me to request an adjournment due to my absence, 
since I am working closely with another of the attorneys, Bradley E. Dubin (who 
represents Kuba. Mundy & Associates), and have joined in his motion to dismiss. He said 
he will let me know what will have transpired at the conference. 


As to the information requested prior to the conference, as of this juncture there has only 
been motion practice, unusually voluminous' considering the action was brought by a 
single individual. As to others of the items, an examination of the pleadings will reveal 
that it is premature to estimate the length of a trial, or. for that matter, if one may actually 
take place, or what type of settlement, or with whom, may be attempted. 


Your consideration in excusing me from attending die conference will be much 
appreciated 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 

June 28, 2004 

Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 

Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 tPKC) 

Dear Judge Castel: 

I received a copy of the letter that attorney Jack Sachs sent your Honor on June 23, 2004 
in which he requested to be excused from the July 13, 2004 conference. (Copy attached) I have 
no problem with Mr. Sachs not being there, but I do believe it improper that he, as an attorney 
for one of the defendants, used his request to gratuitously further arguments previously made in 
the defendants’ papers. 

I don’t see what bearing it has on Mr. Sachs’ request to be excused by saying he 
represents “one of the sixty-five defendants, in various parts of the world....” He is clearly 
trying to bolster the defendants’ position as presented in their memoranda of law, which 
criticizes the number of defendants and their locations. 

I also believe it improper for Mr. Sachs to unilaterally respond to your Honor’s request 
for a joint status report, and under the guise of doing so, imply there is something amiss with an 
individual filing papers of many pages, which again is another argument presented in the 
defendants’ memoranda of law. Further, Mr. Dubin, the lead counsel for the defendants, and I 
have already had three telephone conversations in our effort to provide you with a joint report. 

There is a proper place and time for presenting arguments, and I do not believe it is fair 
to use ministerial letters for reiterating one sides’ position. 


Respectfully, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 
Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 



New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Bradley Dubin, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
NY, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Vikrant Pawar 
Asst. Corp. Counsel 
Special Fed. Fitigation Div. 

100 Church St. 

NY, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David F. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 

Bruce A. Claugus 
Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Broad Street 
NY, NY 10004 
Tel. 212 425 2200 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
2876A South 46 St. 

Greenfield, WI 53219 
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July 9. 2004 

Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court 
tor the Southern District of New York 
500 Pearl Street, Courtroom 12C 
New York. New York 10007 

Re: Client: Kuba, Mundy & Associates and Nicholas J. Mundy 

Matter: Roy Den Hollander v. Kuba. Mundy & Associates and Nicholas J. 

Mundy 

Docket No.: 03 CV 2717 
Dear Honorable Sir: 

Our office represents the defendants Kuba. Mundy & Associates. Nicholas J. Mundy 
(collectively referred herein as 'Mundy") and Peter Petrovich {'Petrovich') in connection 
with the above-referenced matter, Kindly allow this correspondence to serve as a formal 
response to Your Honor's June 21. 2004 request that the parlies submit to your Court a 
joint status report. This correspondence is being written on behalf of all of the defendant 
who have appeared in this action and who have executed this correspondence below. The 
plaintiff has advised that he will be providing his own report 

1. Nature of Action andfor Principal Defenses 

a. Nature of Action 

The plaintiff, pro se\ commenced the Instant action in the United States District Court for 
the Southern District of New York on April 18.2003 against sixty-three separate domestic 
and foreign defendants spanning tho globe, located in the United States, Russia, Cyprus 
and Mexico, by virtue of a 91 page. 915 separately numbered paragraph, complaint. 
Plaintiff alleges that these sixty Three defendants compose a segment of the Russian Mafia 
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wWch have caused him harm Accordingly. the oomplaint alleges seven causes of action. 
The first (our causes of action allege violations of various sections of the RICO statute. 18 
U S.C § 1962(a), (b). (c) and (d). against all defendants, The remaining three causes of 
action allege supplemental state law claims against certain defendants for intentional 
infliction of emotional distress, abuse of process, malicious prosecution and alternatively 
prima facie tort Since serving the complaint, the plaintiff has withdrawn his cause of action 
for prima facie tort 

b. Potential Defenses 

It is the defendants’ position that the plaintiff has not sufficiently pleaded the dements of 
his RICO claims, and, as such, these causes of action must be dismissed In addition, the 
plaintiffs state law claims fail to state causes of action and are time barred by the 
applicable statutes of limitations, In asserting that the plaintiff has failed to property plead 
his RICO and state law claims, it Is submitted that this action, as well as the plaintiffs 
abusive litigaton preceding this action, are nothing more than an attempt by Ihe pla ntiff 
to use this forum to re-live the consequences of his marriage to and divorce from the 
defendant Alinia Shipilina while at the same time attempting to punish Ms. Shipilma and 
anyone who has over come into contact with her or assisted her in preventing him from 
harassing her. 

There are many pending motions which are discussed in detail below 

2. List of All Exisllng Deadlines, due date and/or cut-off dates 

There is only one existing deadline/due date in connection with this action. By Order dated 
June 15 2004, Judge Mukasey ordered that answering papers to the Bank of Cyprus 
motion to dismiss must be served by August 13. 2004. and any reply papers due by 
September 10, 2004. 

3. Description of Motions Mado. Decided and Outstanding 

Many motions have been made in connection 'with this action. The motions are detailed 
below 


a. Plaintiffs Motion for a Protective Order 

The plaintiff applied for a Protective Order on June 19. 2003. The defendants. Flash 
Dancers Topless Club. Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc.. Lynn Lepofsky, CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, inc.. 
Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers and Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5 (collectively 
referred herein as •Ftashdancers"). opposed the application on June 25. 2003. Judge 
Mukasey denied the plaintiffs application by Order dated July 28. 2004 

b. Defendants' Motions to Dismiss 

The defendants Kuba and Petrovich moved to dismiss the plaintiffs complaint on 
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September 19,2003 The defendant Dr. Marc Paulsen fix Paulsen') joined in Kuba and 
Petrovich's motion on September 19,2003. The defendant Alinia A. Shipltina (“Shipiina') 
also joined in Kuba and Petrovich's motion on September 19, 2003. The defendants 
Flashdancers also joined in Kuba and Petrovich's motion on September 19. 2003. The 
defendant Detective Robert W. Hennings ("Detective Hennings') served his own motion 
to dismiss on October 6. 2003. -< ■ 

The plaintiff submitted his papers m opposition to the motions of Kuba and Petrovich. 
ShlpHina, Or Paulsen, Flashdancers and Detective Hennings on December 19,2003 On 
March 29, 2004, Cybertech Internet Solutions, Inc. ('Cybertech') moved to dismiss 
plaintiffs complaint The plaintiff submitted an addendum to his December 19, 2003 
opposition on April 30.2004 in response to the motion to dismiss submitted by Cybertech. 

The defendants Kuba and Petrovich submitted their reply papers on or about May 13, 
2004. The defendant Shlpllina submitted her reply papers on May 14 , 2003. The 
Flashdancers, defendants submitted their reply papers on May 14, 2003. The defendant 
Dr Paulsen rnpled on January 28, 2004. The defendants Cybertech and Detective 
Hennings do not intend to reply to the plaintiffs opposition. 

Hence. Kuba and Petrovich's motion to dismiss. Flashdancers' motion to dismiss. 
Cybertech's motion to dismiss, Shipilina's motion to dismiss, Dr. Paulsen's motion to 
dismiss and Detective Hennings' motion to dismiss have been fully submitted to the Court. 
All of the aforementioned motions to dismiss are currently pending as no decision has yet 
been rendered. 

On June 30. 2004. the defendant, the Bank of Cyprus, moved to dismiss the plaintiff's 
complaint for failure to slate a claim Judge Mukasey ordered that opposition papers are 
due by August 13, 2004 and reply papers are due by September 10.2004. 

c. Plaintiffs Motion For Default 

The plamtiff moved on December 27.2003 for an entry of default against Cyberlech and 
Anastasia A Vas lyevo and Nicolay N. Vasilyev listed m the complaint as Dima-Husband 
Anastasia Vasiyeva. Cybertech opposed this motion on January 8, 2004 The plaintiff 
repked on January 13.2004 Anastasia Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev did not respond. 

On January 12. 2004. Judge Mukasey issued an order denying plaintiffs motion without 
prejudice to renewal, if appropriate, after the Court decides the defendants' outstanding 
motions to dismiss. The Court further directed the plaintiff not to seek entries of default 
against any other defendants pending further order of the Court. 

d. Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Exhibits 

The plaintiff moved on June 14.2004 to stnke exhibits Q to Z attached to the defendants 
Mundy and Petrovich's reply motion in support of their motion to dismiss. Mundy and 
Petrovich have not yet opposed this motion, but intend to do so. The plaintiff has verbally 
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indicated that he intends to reply to Mundy and Petrovich's opposition. Therefore, it is 
requested that the Court set forth a schedule in connection w>lh Mundy and Petrovich's 
opposition and plaintiffs reply regarding plaintiffs motion to strike exhibits. 

4. Description of Discovery Completed 

At the July 23. 2003 conference, Judge Mukasey stayed all discovery in this action. 
Accordingly, no discovery has been conducted and none has been completed 

5. Identification of Discovery Necessary to Engage in Settlement Negotiations 

In the event the motions to dismiss are denied, all defendants will need to engage in 
discovery to even begin discussing settlement Document and deposition discovery will be 
essential. 

6. The Estimated Length of Trial 

It is difficult to accurately estimate the potential trial length at this time Many parties have 
not yet entered appearances in this action and it is unclear whether they intend to do so. 
In addition, it is unciear whether certain defendants will be drsmissed out of the action 
Therefore. If is uncertain how many parties would be involved Hi this action should it 
proceed to trial. In light of the fact that sixty-three defendants have been named as parties 
and there will be extensive documents and witnesses associated with this action, the 
defendants anticipate a trial length tasting at least one month, assuming this matter 
survives dispositive motions. 

7. Description of Prior Settlement Discussions 

There have been no settlement discussions in this matter. No settlement demand has been 
made by plaintiff. Likewise, no settlement offers have been made by the defendants 
There have been no settlement conferences with the Court. 

8. Other Relevant Information to Advance This Matter to Trial or Settlement 

The defendants are not aware at this time of any other relevant information which would 
advance this matter to trial or settlement. 

Counsel for the defendants will appear on July 13, 2004 before your Honor and will be 
prepared to discuss the entry of a revised scheduling order 1 Thank you for attention to 
these matters. If Your Honor has any questions in the interim, we remain available at the 
Court's convenience. 


*Jack Sachs, attorney lor me defendant Amis Shp4ne. hue requested to be excused from attending 
the conference PtetnuH has consented to this request See letters from counsel to your Honor dated June 
23.2004 (Sachs) and June 28,2004 (Hollander). respecSivoly. 
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Respectfully submitted. 


Bradley E. Dubin (BD0217) 

McManus. Collura & Richter, Esq 

Attorneys for Defendant Kuba. Mundy & Associates. Nicholas J. Mundy 

and Peter Petrovich 

48 Wall Street 

New York. New York 10005 

(212)425-3100 


eusmj, 

Edward S. Rudofsky. Esq. ( ER903 


ER9037) 


Edward! 

Zane & Rudofsky 
Attorneys for Defendant, Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al 
601 West 26th Street - Suite 1111 
Now York. New York 10001 
(212)245-2222 


<&»chs. Esq. (JS< 




Jack«achs, Esq. (JS4241) 

Attorney fwDefendanl. Alina A. Shiplina a.k.a Chipilma a.k a Angelina 
111 John Street - Suite 1504 
New York, New York 10038 
(212)233 : foOO . 

uA 

Nelson Stern, Esq. (NMS 8646) 

Attorney for Defendant, Dr Marc L. Paulsen 
964 Third Avenue - 5th Floor 
New York, New York 10155 
(212)223-8330 

\;ib4^r (fivaf fo/} 

Vikrant Pawar, Asst. Corp. Counsel (VP9101) 

Special Fed. Litigation Div 

Attorneys for Defendant, Detective Hennings 

100 Church Street 

New York. New York 10007 

(212) 788-0775 
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07/81/28*4 B7:55 2124253175 


CDLUPA RICH 


PMC Ml/08 




David L. Fotnberg, Est;. (DF7379) 

Attorney tor Defendant Cytoortoch Internet Strip Ckib NetwotK 
2 S3 Maple Street 

West Hempstead. New York 11652 
(516)539-2106 



Michael Davis VcSsco. K*q. (MD4779) 
Claugus S Mitchell 

Attorneys tor Defendant. Bank at Cyprus 


80 Bread Street 

New York. New York 10004 

(212)425-2200 


cc Roy Don Hoflander 
Attorney at Law 
Plaintiff Pro So 
545 East 14th Street 
New York. Now York 10009 
(212)995-5201 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


x 


Roy Den Hollander 

Plaintiff, Docket No. 03 CV 2717 (PKC) 

-against- Plaintiff’s Status Report 

Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al., 

Defendants. 

-x 

1. Nature of the Case 

This is a civil R.I.C.O. action under 18 U.S.C. 1961-68 against the Russian Mafia, 
the Chechen Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime clan and a relatively small number of 
alleged members and associates of those organized crime groups. 

Pimps, prostitutes, pushers, pornographers and assorted criminals from the former 
Soviet Union have joined with underworld characters in Western markets over the past 
decade to create a global web of smuggling, protection, extortion, counterfeiting, 
tampering with witnesses, revenge, evasion of taxes and other illegal activities. The 
R.I.C.O. complaint alleges a Russian-New York enterprise that violates R.I.C.O. and 
numerous other laws. The enterprise brings prostitutes to New York and other states in 
the U.S.A., passes drugs and huge sums of money back and forth between the countries, 
creates and traffics in pornography, and threatens physical violence to anyone who might 
get in the way. A central member and site of the enterprise’s illegal actions is the 
establishment called “Flash Dancers Topless Club,” located on Broadway and 52d Street 
in New York City. In addition, the enterprise often acts in other countries where there is 
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a link of some kind, such as a connection to brothels in Cyprus and Mexico City that 
some defendants run, or to specific participants in the enterprise traveling in other places. 

The plaintiff, a business consultant and attorney representing himself pro se and 
former writer and political producer for Channel 5 and Channel 7 TV News in New York, 
instituted the R.I.C.O. suit to recover damages for loss of profits to his business, loss of 
business opportunities, harm to his business reputation and other injuries, which resulted 
from the plaintiff unwittingly falling victim to one of the Russian mafia’s schemes: 
duping and secretly feeding narcotics to American men so that they will marry mafia 
members, usually prostitutes, in order for these gangsters to obtain legal entry into the 
U.S.A. to carry out and expand the enterprise’s activities. 

This case grew out of discoveries by the plaintiff that began while managing Kroll 
Associates in Moscow. A number of the plaintiffs witnesses in Krasnodar, Russia have 
been threatened, and the plaintiff has received four threats so far of which he tape- 
recorded three. The FBI has identified one of the threatening callers, but is afraid that by 
interviewing him it would provoke him to hann the plaintiff. As such, the FBI has told 
the plaintiff not to open his door to anyone he does not know and to be careful when out 
in public. 

2. Existing Deadlines 

July 9, 2004 Defendant Bank of Cyprus to join the unified motion to dismiss by 

certain U.S. defendants or serve its own motion to dismiss. 

August 13, 2004 Plaintiff to serve answering papers if defendant Bank of Cyprus 

files its own motion to dismiss. 

September 10, 2004 Defendant Bank of Cyprus to serve reply to the plaintiffs answer. 
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3. Motions So Far 


September 19, 2003 


December 19, 2003 
December 27, 2003 


January 8, 2004 

January 13, 2004 


March 29, 2004 


Defendants Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc.; 
Lepofsky-CEO Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc.; Barry-Night Manager Flash 
Dancers; Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5 (Flash Dancers 
Defendants); Kuba, Mundy & Associates law Finn; Mundy; 
Petrovich; Shipilina; Paulsen; and Henning served a unified motion 
to dismiss. 

Plaintiff served an answer to the unified motion to dismiss. 

Plaintiff served application for certificates of default against U.S. 
defendants Cybertech Internet Solutions, listed in the complaint as 
Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network, which is operated by 
Cybertech Internet Solutions, and against Anastasia and Nicolay 
Vasilyeva. 

Cybertech Internet Solutions served a letter in opposition to the 
plaintiffs application for a certificate of default. Defendants 
Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva did not respond. 

Plaintiff answered Cybertech Internet Solutions’ letter but, 
unknown to the plaintiff, the Court had decided on January 12, 
2004 to deny the application for default without prejudice pending 
the Court’s decision on the unified motion to dismiss. 

Defendant Cybertech Internet Solutions served a letter in which 
Cybertech joined the unified motion to dismiss and made its own 
motion to dismiss with respect to issues specific to it. 
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April 30, 2004 Plaintiff answered Cybertech’s motion to dismiss with respect to 

specific issues concerning it. 

May 14, 2004 The unified motion to dismiss’ reply was served as were replies 

relating to specific issues concerning the Flash Dancers Defendants 
and defendant Shipilina. No replies relating to specific issues 
concerning defendants Henning or Cybertech were served. 

June 15, 2004 Plaintiff served a motion to strike certain exhibits and references to 

those exhibits submitted in the defendants’ unified reply 
memorandum of law for failure to authenticate. No date has been 
set for an answer or reply. 

4. Discovery 

Judge Mukasey ordered at the preliminary conference on July 23, 2003 that all 
discovery was stayed pending further order of the Court. 

5. Remaining Discovery for Settlement Talks 
Judge Mukasey ordered at the preliminary conference on July 23, 2003 that all 
discovery was stayed pending further order of the Court. 

6. Length of Trial 
Insufficient infonnation at this time to estimate. 

7. Settlement Discussions 

None. 


8. Other Issues 


4 




Waiver of Process Expenses: 

The plaintiff, in order to avoid the unnecessary cost of serving a summons, 

followed Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d) in notifying the defendants listed below, all of whom are 

located in the U.S., of the commencement of the R.I.C.O. action and mailed a request to 

each for a waiver of service. Exhibit A . None of the defendants below responded; 

therefore, the plaintiff, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d)(5) requests reimbursement for the 

costs of serving the summons in the amount of $1,144.50, broken down by the defendants 

listed below. Exhibit B . 

Flash Dancers Topless Club $55 

1674 Broadway 
NY, NY 10019 

Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. $55 

General Agent: Mr. Nunzio 
1674 Broadway 
NY, NY 10019 

Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network $35 

Officer Paul Brown 
38 Birchdale Road 
Port Washington, NY 11050 

Lynn H. Lepofsky $35 

160 East 38 Street, Apt. 9 A 
NY, NY 10016 

Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers $55 

C/O Flash Dancers 
1674 Broadway 
NY, NY 10019 

Kuba, Mundy & Associates $35 

321 Broadway 
NY, NY 10007 


Nicholas J. Mundy $35 

C/O Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
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321 Broadway 
NY, NY 10007 


Peter Petrovich $ 141 

C/O Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
321 Broadway 
NY, NY 10007 

Alina A. Shipilina a.k.a. Chipilina $105 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, Queens 11103 

Doctor Marc L. Paulsen $175 

2855 Pinecreek Drive 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

Anastasia Vasilyeva $ 125 

2876A South 46 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 

Dima-Husband Anastasia Vasilyeva or $ 125 
Nicolay Vasilyev 
2876A South 46 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 

Bob Henning-New York City Police Detective $35 
C/O 114 Police Precinct 
34-16 Astoria Blvd. 

Queens, NY 11103 

Copying of complaint $127.30 

Taxi to process server $6.20 

Total $1,144.50 

Service of Process: 


All identified defendants for whom no fictitious names were used in the complaint 
have been served except for: 

1. Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan-Russian organized crime boss 

2. The Albatross Club 


6 



3. Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan 


4. Rey-Krasnodar procurer 

5. Tanya-Phodes Studio prostitute 

6. Stephanos-Bank employee 

7. Juginta Raszyukevichina-prostitution partner with Alina Shipilina 

8. Salvador-Phodes Studio partner 

9. The following defendants in Mexico are presently in the process of being served via 

the Hague Convention on the Service Abroad of Judicial and Extra-Judicial Documents: 

The Malbros Agency (formerly the Julia Heart Agency) 

Leibnitz 34 

202 Col Nueva Anzures 
Mexico City, Mexico 

Maria Serrato 

C/O The Malbros Agency (formerly the Julia Heart Agency) 

Leibnitz 34 

202 Col Nueva Anzures 
Mexico City, Mexico 

The Men’s Club, Mexico City 
Varsovia 54 
Zona Rosa 
Mexico, D.F. 11560 

Roberto Quilan-Manager Men’s Club 

C/O Men’s Club 

Varsovia 54 

Zona Rosa 

Mexico, D.F. 11560 

Rosa Elina Quilan-Manager Men’s Club 

C/O Men’s Club 

Varsovia 54 

Zona Rosa 

Mexico, D.F. 11560 

Max Gracia Appedole 
C/O Labastida 
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Plaza Rio De Jainero No. 50 
CCL. Roma 

C.P. 06700, Mexico, D.F. 

Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo 
Director General 
Grupo Ibarra AISA, De C.V. 
Av. Chapuletec 444-503 
06700 Mexico, D.F. 


Dated: June 29, 2004 

New York, New York 


Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney and pro se plaintiff 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995 5201 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

Roy Den Hollander, 

Plaintiff 


03 Civ. 2717 (PKC) 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, el al. 

Defendants 


-X 


DECLARATION 


STATU OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 


,._. Al >na ShiplUna. one of the defendants in the above-captioned matter, at the 

dnocuon of theCourt during the conference held on July 13.2004. maics the following 
declaration under the penalties of perjury: 


My attorney. Jack Sachs, has informed me that the plaintiff in this action told the 
Court, at the conference of July 13,2004. that I knew of, and should furnish, 
the addresses of four other parties mentioned as defendants in the complaint, to wit: 


A. Tanya, Phodes Studio Prostitute 

B. Stephanos 

C. Juginta Rnszyukcvichina 

D. Salvador 


I lave the following to reply to the assertion of the ptaintifTas to my knowledge 
of the whereabouts of the four co-defendants: 

A. In 1999, in Moscow, 1 was introduced to a woman named Tanya, who I 
believe at the time was seeing one Leonid Perl in, another co-defendant, who I believe 
was a principal in Phodes Studio Co., yet another defendant in this matter. From the start 
wc did not get along, and die few limes we were together were very unpleasant I did not 
sodaliw with her. nor did 1 have any reason to know tier last name, or her address. 
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B. I knew a man named Stephanas (a very common name in Cyprus), who 
worked in a bank (of which there arc many in Cyprus) there. 1 never knew his lost name, 
nor do 1 remember in which bank he worked. 1 never had any reason to know his address, 
nor can 1 tell if this is the same person to whom plaintiff refers. 

C. I first met Juginta Rasxyukcvichina during my brief (3 months) slay in 
Mexico in 1999. After I left Mexico, I had only one contact with her, a telephone call to 
me in New York in the year 2000.1 believe she said she was calling from The 
Netherlands at that time. Daring tire time I knew her I became aware that sire traveled a 
great deal, and in the short time I knew ber she never gave me any address, let alone one 
at which she could be reached years later. 

D. I rod a man named Salvador during the same brief slay in Mexico, in 1999.1 
was never informed as to the nature of his business connection, if any, with Phodcs 
Studio. I never knew his last name, and although I was at his house once or twice, I went 
with oilier people, and was unaware of his specific address. I have had no contact with 
him whatsoever since I left Mexico in 1999. 

Dated: New York, New York 

July 21,2004 


Sworn to before me this 21“ day 
of July, 2004 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 20, 2003 


Special Agent Barry P. Babler 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
330 E. Kilboum Ave. 
Milwaukee, WI 53202 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York, CV-03-2717 (MBM) 


Dear Special Agent Babler: 

On August 18 th I left a voicemail message for you concerning your interview with 
Anastasia A. Vasilyeva, Nicolay N. Vasilyev and apparently the father of one of them. I have 
enclosed a copy of the letter that the Vasilyevs sent to the US district court in the above 
captioned action. Also attached is a translation. 

Once again, I do not represent the Vasilyevs who are defendants in this case. I would, 
however, like to talk to you concerning this letter. I will be in Wisconsin until August 25 th and 
can be reached at 917 687 0652. 

Thank you very much. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



Zahnow, Cynthia “Cindy” D. Interview 


On 8/22/3 RDH and GWJ visited Custom Tailoring 18900 W. Bluemound Rd., 
Brookfield, Wise 53045, tel. 262 796 0434. The shop is small and in the back of the Galleria 
West Mall. Is is next to the Valentina women’s clothing store that sells expensive designer 
clothes and specializes in expensive wedding dresses. 

Custom Tailoring and Valentina are geographically arranged and present the same image 
as Vasilyeva’s Fashion House in Krasnodar. Valentina has a storefront with tall model like 
attendants and manikins draped with fashionable clothes. Off to the side is the apparently 
captive tailoring shop, Custom Tailoring, that serves Valentina’s clients. 

Approximately from 11:50am to 12:05 pm, RDH interviewed Cindy Zahnow in the 
presence of GWJ, a young (20s) male employee with black hair and a seamtress with bumette 
hair in her 30s or 40s. Purpose was to confirm information that Vasilyeva provided the court in a 
letter. 


After RDH introduced himself as a NYC lawyer in an ongoing case in the federal court in 
NY, Zahnow did not recall Anastasia’s patronymic but said she would check her records and for 
RDH to call her Monday at work. 

Zahnow said that Anastasia had left to work at the Boston Store in downtown Mil. 
within the last few weeks. The young said Vasilyeva left work on July 25 or 28. 

Zahnow found Vasilyeva the job because it paid benefits. 

Zahnow said that one of Vasiyeva’s child was born with defects and that Anastasia was 
probably at that moment in Children’s Hospital. 

Anastasia’s father arranged to come to America to help with the child, but the FBI had 
delayed his entry for about six weeks while it conducted an investigation into Anastasia’s father. 
The FBI had visited Custom Tailoring as part of it investigation. 

Zahnow said she was not Russian. 

Zahnow said she knew what was going on it the case concerning the “kook”. She asked 
of RDH are you the “kook”? I asked who mentioned the work “kook”. Zahnow said that 
Anastasia had shown the complaint to “everybody”. But Zahnow would not say who used the 
word kook in describing the plaintiff. 

RDH asked again whether Zahnow knew Anastasia’s last name and she said no and that 
she probably didn’t have it in her files. 

I gave Zahnow my card. 
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RDH and GWJ left and returned to aske for Zahnow’s card. She did not have one. As 
RDH and GWJ left, Zahnow sneaked up behind them and asked if they were talking about her to 
which RDH replied that he nevers defames people as others do. 

Zahnow then walked into Valentina. 

Cynthia Zahnow was arrested in 12/27/00 for disorderly conduct. Case dismissed on 
proscecutor’s motion. 

There are no Corporation records for Custom Tailoring and no telephone listings. 

Valentina is owned by Gina Chirchirillo and Anthony “Tony” J Chirchirillo. Gina was 
arrested 3/14/95 for issuing worthless check, dismissed on prosecutor’s motion and 12/18/95 for 
issuing a worthless check, pleaded guilty. Gina and Tony live at 1725 Old Oak Ct, Brookfield, 
WI 53005, which is also the Register Agent Office for Valentina, telephone number is 
unpublished. 
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Barry P. Babler FBI Special Agent Interview 

(414 276 4684, direct 414 291 4258) 

8/22/3 at around 1:05 to 1:18pm, RDH interviewed Babler at FBI office 330 Kilbourn Ave, 
Milwaukee, WI 532202. 

Babler came out into the waiting room to talk to me alone. (Usually two FBI agents talk to 
someone.) Babler was very nervous but had a good tan. 

I introduce myself and mentioned the RICO case. 

Babler apologized for not returning my call of Monday 8/18/3. 

Babler said that Anastasia Vasilyeva had come to him concerning the RICO case and asked for 
advice on what to do. Vasilyeva said the case involved Russian organized crime. Babler told 
her that he couldn’t give her legal advice, and that he did not give her legal advice. Babler had a 
copy of the complaint, which he said he had read. 

Babler said that the FBI only conducted a routine inquiry into Anastasia’s father after he had 
arrived in America. Babler said the inquiry resulted form a random choice of papers that 
normally flow across his desk. The inquiry entailed confirming the paper work was accurate. 
Such routine inquiries never take six weeks and are done only after the alien arrives. The inquiry 
of Anastasia’s father did not take 6 weeks; did not take a month. It was done quickly after the 
father had already arrived. (Contradicts Zahnow.) 

Babler does not read Russian. 

I asked him whether he knew Anasatasia’s middle name. He said it would be the first name of 
her father. He thought the father’s first name was Anatole. I asked if he would check. He said it 
was in his records in his office and would check later because he had an appointment at that 
moment. Babler told me to call him in an hour and a half and he would give me the name. 

Babler said he heard about similar situations as mine. 

After I mentioned to him I had been traveling to Russia since 1991, he said he was surprised that 
I was not on their list. 

At around 3:20pm, RDH telephoned Babler. 

Babler was no longer nervous; he was in the typical FBI authoritarian mood. He refused to 
provide the name of Anastasia’s father because it is infonnation that impacts one of our 
investigations and cannot give it out. (Babler previously indicated it was only a routine inquiry 
that had been completed. Now it was an investigation, apparently ongoing.) 
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He said he was involve in another investigation of a gentleman in my situation but nothing could 
be done because the fraud occurred in Russia. He said it was not at all infrequent for an older 
American man to marry a younger Russian woman who only wants to get to America. Babler 
asked me whether I lived in Wisconsin or NY. I told him NY, but it seemed a strange question. 

After hanging up with Babler, I called Vasilyevas’ home number which was busy for at least 5 
minutes later. 

8/25/3 from around 12:45 to 1pm, RDH was at the FBI Office on Kilbourn Ave. trying to meet 
with a supervisor to find out why the FBI was interfering with his investigation into the RICO 
case. The boss of the office and head for the state, David Mitchell, was out of town for a week. 
His assistant, Jeffrey Troy, was busy, and the receptionist told me to call back around 2pm. The 
receptionist made a point that I should call back at 2pm and not stop by. At 2pm I called Troy’s 
office, the secretary said we have a lot of things going one this week, but she would call me back 
in 15 minutes. At 2:20pm Troy’s office called me back to say that Troy was busy in meeting all 
day and that he would contact me by telephone tomorrow, 8/26/3. 
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Brookfield Town Police 

(262 796 3798) 


8/25/3 at 8:15am Officer Sean Schmidt received a telephone complaint from Cindy Zahnow 
concerning the 8/22/3 interview with her. Case No. 031776. 

At around 8:45am Schmidt called RDH on his mobile. Schmidt very nastily said that if I 
contacted Zahnow again I would be arrested for aggravated harassment and that I had no 
legitimate reason for contacting her. To add to the intimidating effect, Schmidt said Zahnow told 
him that an FBI agent had talked to me concerning my interview of Zahnow. Schmidt was 
clearly implying I was the subject of an FBI inquiry. 

I explained to Schmidt about the letter by one of her employees to the court in the Federal case. 

I said I have a right to confirm the infonnation in the letter. Schmidt went on that I have no 
legitimate right to contact her again, to visit her shop and if I do I will be arrested for aggravated 
harassment. 

Schmidt added that Zahnow told him that an FBI agent had contacted her and told her to call the 
local police concerning the interview. Zahnow did not tell Schmidt the name 

Around 11:30am, RDH visited the Town of Brookfield police and talked with Acting Chief 
Chris Perket. Told the Chief I did not appreciate the intimidation implicated in the threat to 
arrest me. I informed him about the RICO case in federal court, that the defendants in Wisconsin 
were Russian and Zahnow was the former employer of one defendant. I added I was within my 
rights to continue my investigation into the case. I requested a copy of the complaint that they 
later provided. 

8/26/3 at around 10:50am, RDH called Sean Schmidt and asked why his report did not included 
that Zahnow told him an FBI agent told her to call the Brookfield police to file a complaint. 
Schmidt confirmed that is what she said but did not put it in the report because it was not 
confirmed. I told Schmidt that I would probably need a statement as to what she said and he 
agreed. Schmidt said he did not include Zahnow’s statement about the FBI because he had no 
way of confirming whether it was true. 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 28, 2003 


Robert S. Mueller, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
J. Edgar Hoover Building 
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20535-0001 


Dear Director Mueller: 

I want to know why the Milwaukee, Wisconsin office of the FBI is interfering with my 
investigation of the facts in a civil RICO case presently in the US District Court for the Southern 
District of New York. 

I am the plaintiff in the RICO action, and as a lawyer, I represent myself pro se . The 
defendants include Russian, Chechen and American organized criminals, an Islamic mafia group 
once headed by Arbi and Movsar Baraev, and others. The case is titled Rov Den Hollander v. 
Flash Dancers Topless Club et ah . 03 CV 2717 and is before Chief Judge Michael B. Mukasey. 
Currently, the domestic parties are proceeding through the Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b) motion stage. 

Two of the defendants, Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva, are currently alien residents 
living in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. As the RICO complaint alleges, they also run a call-girl 
operation through a model and fashion house in Kransnodar, Russia by providing prostitutes to 
local officials and criminals and exporting prostitutes to Cypriot brothels/strip-clubs that are run 
by Russian organized crime and to other countries such as the USA. 

In July 2003, the Vasilyevas sent a letter to the New York Southern District Court with a 
copy to me that responded to the complaint. See attached Exhibit A . copy of the original letter 
with an English translation. From August 21 st to the 25 th I traveled to Milwaukee to detennine 
the accuracy of some of the statements in the letter and continue my investigation into the facts 
of the case. 

On August 22 nd at around noon, I interviewed Anastasia Vasilyeva’s former employer 
and apparent friend, Cynthia Zahnow, who manages a small tailoring shop that seems to be part 
of the upscale Valentina fashion house in the Town of Brookfield outside of Milwaukee. Ms. 
Zahnow answered a number of my questions during the 10 to 15 minute interview that provided 
me with some useful infonnation. Other people were present during the conversation. I left my 
business card with her. 



On the same day at a little after one o’clock in the afternoon, I interviewed FBI Special 
Agent Barry P. Babler at the FBI’s Milwaukee office. The Vasilyeva’s letter to the Court stated 
that Mr. Babler had “inspected all of us” when Anastasia Vasilyeva’s father came to Wisconsin 
from Russia on December 25, 2002. See Exhibit A . p 3, last paragraph of the English 
translation. 

Mr. Babler talked with me for around 10 minutes in the waiting room of the FBI office 
and without another agent being present. Mr. Babler said there was no investigation into 
Anastasia Vasilyeva’s father, only a routine inquiry that resulted from a random check of aliens 
visiting Wisconsin. He stated the inquiry only concerned confirming the father’s paper work. 

Mr. Babler added that he was familiar with the RICO case, had read the complaint 
(which is 91 pages long) and had a copy of it in his office. According to Mr. Babler, Anastasia 
Vasilyeva had contacted him after being served the complaint (June 2003), told him it concerned 
the Russian mafia and asked him for advice. Mr. Babler recounted that he told her he could not 
provide any legal advice. 

Also during my interview of Mr. Babler, he agreed to give me the first name of Anastasia 
Vasilyeva’s father which is necessary for determining her patronymic and in turn finding any 
criminal records that may exist in Russia. He told me to call back later that day. When I called 
back, he refused to provide me the father’s first name as promised because, as he said, it would 
impact one of the FBI’s investigations. The routine inquiry was now an investigation and 
apparently ongoing. 

On August 25 at around 8:45 am, I received a call from Police Officer Sean Schmidt of 
the Town of Brookfield. Officer Schmidt said a complaint had been made against me by Ms. 
Zahnow and, if I contacted her again, I would be arrested for aggravated harassment. 

Officer Schmidt continued that he understood from Ms. Zahnow that an FBI agent had 
been talking to me concerning my interview with Ms. Zahnow on the same day that the 
interview took place, August 22 nd . In addition, Officer Schmidt said Ms. Zahnow told him that 
the FBI agent had contacted her and told her to call the local police to file a complaint against 
me. 


Ms. Zahnow had no way of knowing that I had a discussion with an FBI agent while in 
Milwaukee unless it came from the FBI itself. Since the only agent I talked to during my trip 
was Mr. Babler, the mostly likely chain of events is that after I interviewed Ms. Zahnow, she 
contacted Anastasia Vasilyeva who then called Mr. Babler. Mr. Babler then either contacted Ms. 
Zahnow directly or told Anastasia Vasilyeva to tell her to make a complaint with the local 
police. Either way, it’s the FBI interfering with a pending case in a federal court. 

On August 25 th before my plane left for New York, I visited the Milwaukee FBI office 
again to find out the reason for the FBI’s interference. The head agent, David Mitchell, was on 
vacation, and the acting manager, Jeffrey Troy, was busy in meetings, apparently because of the 
influx of tens of thousands Harley Davidson enthusiasts. Mr. Troy’s secretary said he would call 
me at my number in New York. He hasn’t, and, if he does, I doubt he will provide me with any 
reasonable answers. 
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This is the third in a series of what I can only characterize as “bizarre” responses by the 
FBI concerning the fact pattern of this RICO suit. The other two occurrences concerned the 
New York City office and a series of threatening telephone calls made to me. 

In closing, I want to know why the Milwaukee FBI is protecting two Russian alien 
defendants who ran and apparently still run an international prostitution ring centered in 
Krasnodar, Russia. I am taking this route of contacting you before I decide whether it is 
necessary to take up the District Court’s time with a motion for a preliminary injunction against 
the FBI. 

Thank you very much. If you have any questions, please contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Roy Den Hollander 
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fbigencnsl 


U-S. Department of Justice 

Federal Bureau of Invcsttgaiiun 


Ulk««CteOnnirna*l CT MJ1 

December 16, 2003 



Mr. Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14** Street 
New York, NY 10009 

Dear Mr. Den Hollander: 


Your letter, dated August 28, 2003, to the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) was referred to this 
office for response. 

Your allegation, in summary, is that an FBI agent in the 
Milwaukee Field Office interfered in your investigation in 
support of the civil RICO complaint you filed in the Southern 
District of New York. After reviewing the details set forth in 
your letter, and inquiring into the matter with cognizant 
personnel in the FBI Milwaukee Field Office, I am satisfied that 
the Milwaukee agent acted appropriately in his contacts with the 
parties in your complaint and did not, in any manner, interfere 
with your investigation. 

Specifically, the agent made it clear to all parties who 
contacted him that the FBI had no interest in the matters 
alleged in your civil coeplaint and that he could not advise 
them as to how to respond or proceed. The only exception was 
the agent's advice to one party to contact the police because 
that person had alleged that you were harassing her. 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/fbigencnsl.lltm[9/28/2019 9:47:54 PM] 



fbigencnsl 


Mr. Roy Den Hollander 


Furthermore, in refusing to provide you the name of your 
defendant's father or any other FBI record information, the 
agent was acting in compliance with the Privacy Act, which 
prohibits release of this information. Finally, I assure you 
that the FBI is not “protecting' your named defendants or anyone 
else, for that matter. In closing, let me reiterate that the 
FBI has no interest in your litigation or its outcome. 

I trust that this response addresses your concerns. 


Sincerely, ,, 

P-cgZ 

David C. Larson, Acting Chief 


Investigative Law Unit 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


January 5, 2004 


David C. Larson, Acting Chief 
Investigative Unit 
U.S. Dept, of Justice 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Office of the General Counsel 
Washington, D.C. 20535 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 (MBM1 


Dear Mr. Larson: 

Thank you for your letter of December 16, 2003 in response to my complaint that the FBI 
Milwaukee Field Office interfered with my investigation in the above captioned case. 

I am concerned that Special Agent Babbler provided legal advice to a particular party 
complaining about harassment by telling her to contact the police. I understand that the FBI 
rules and regulations prohibit agents from providing such advice to the public. 

In addition, Special Agent Babler’s action does not appear accidental or even negligent. 
He knew I was in Milwaukee conducting the type of research that attorney’s do on a case. 

(Please see the attached August 20, 2003 letter to Babler.) In this instance, I was trying to 
confirm the representations made to a federal court by two defendants. (Please see the attached 
letter to S.D.N.Y. court.) Despite this knowledge, Special Agent Babler went ahead and advised 
a member of the public to use the local police to complain of harassment. Being an experienced 
law enforcement officer in modern day America, Special Agent Babler had to have known that 
the police would respond to such a complaint from a woman by threatening me with arrest. As 
simple logic dictates, such a threat would have some deterrent effect or at least consume 
valuable time in my investigation of a pending case. Regardless of Special Agent Babler’s 
motives, his action negatively impacted my investigation into a matter before a federal court and 
he should be reprimanded. It is unacceptable in a republic for one law enforcement agency to 
use its street smarts to manipulate another agency into interfering with a lawful investigation in a 
civil case. 



Further, your letter did not indicate whether Anastasia Anatolyevna Vasilyeva (father’s 
first name Anatole) or Cynthia D. Zahnow (the interviewee) was the party that contacted Special 
Agent Babler. 

Lastly, I would like to know whether it is normal procedure for the FBI to investigate 
visitors to the USA from Russia as in the case of Special Agent’s Babler’s investigation of 
Anastasia’s father when he visited in December 2002? 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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l\S. Department of Justice 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 


OtfiM irf kOnmi'nml 



DC MJj 


January 29, 2004 


Mr. Roy Dan Hollander 
Attorney at Law 
545 East 14th Street 
Mew York, New York 10009 


RE: ROY DEM HOLLANDER V. FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, ET AL. 
CV-03-2717 (MBMi 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 


I received your letter dated January 5, 2004, requesting 
additional information with regard to your complaint that a special 
Agent (SAl assigned to the FBI’s Milwaukee Division interfered with 
your investigation in the above-captioned matter. As you were 
advised by ay previous letter dated December 16, 2004, the FBI’s 
Office of the General Counsel has determined that there was no 
impropriety on the part of the Milwaukee SA in you: case. Inasmuch 
as the FBI has no interest in this litigation, any further request; 
for information regarding the FBI's authority •. investigate foreign 
visitors or any other issues of interest tc you may be obtained 
through the Freedom of Information Privacy Act pursuant to 29 Code f 
Federal Regulations S 16.1 et seq. 



avid C. Larson, Acting'Chief 
Investigative Law Unit 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 

August 23, 2004 

Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 

Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 (PKC) 

Dear Judge Castel: 

I am the attorney-plaintiff representing myself pro se in this action 

In accordance with your Honor’s individual practice rules under Section 2(A)(1) Pre- 
Motion Conferences in Civil Cases . I am requesting a pre-motion conference so as to be able to 
make a motion to supplement the Complaint under Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(d). 

The supplemental complaint, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit A . will update the 
earlier Complaint filed on April 18, 2003 with subsequent occurrences and events that relate to 
the original Complaint as required by Quaratino v. Tiffany & Co. 71 F.3d 58, 66 (2d Cir. 1995). 

In addition to defendants FlashDancers, Cybertech Internet Solutions, Kuba Mundy & 
Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy, Peter Petrovich, Alina A. Shipilina, Doctor Marc L. Paulsen, 
Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva, Bob Henning and Inessa Shipilina, the supplemental 
complaint will include four new parties allegedly participating in the subsequent events as 
pennitted under Griffin v. County Sch. Bd. of Prince Edwards Co , 377 U.S. 218, 227, 84 S.Ct. 
1226, 1231 (1964); U.S. v. National Screen Serv. Corn. . 20 F.R.D. 226, 227 (S.D.N.Y. 1957). 

One of the basic policies of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure “is that a party should 
be given every opportunity to join all of his grievances against other parties regardless of when 
they arose.” Wright & Miller, Federal Prac. and Proc. : Civ.2d § 1506, p 193 of 1990 edition. 


Respectfully, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 



Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Bradley Dubin, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
NY, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Vikrant Pawar 
Asst. Corp. Counsel 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

100 Church St. 

NY, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 

Bruce A. Claugus 
Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Broad Street 
NY, NY 10004 
Tel. 212 425 2200 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
2876A South 46 St. 

Greenfield, WI 53219 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


x 


Roy Den Hollander, 


Plaintiff, 


Docket No. 03 CV 2717 (PKC) 


-against- 

Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al., 
Defendants, 


Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(d) 
Supplemental Complaint 


Magomet Ali Kurban 
Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko 
Baraev Mobster 1 
Cynthia D. Zahnow 


Additional Defendants. 
-x 

I. Introduction 


1. The events included in this supplemental complaint happened after the original complaint 
(“Complaint”) was fded on April 18, 2003. 

II. Krasnodar Is Calling 

2. Early on June 4, 2003, the plaintiff received a telephone threat from a thuggish-sounding 
man speaking in Russian who warned the plaintiff it would be “bad” for him if he 
traveled to Krasnodar, Russia to investigate some of the defendants in this RICO action. 

3. After the threatening caller hung up, the plaintiff dialed *57, the recorded message said 
the call had been traced; also the plaintiff noted the number that registered on his caller id 
by the threatening call. 

4. The plaintiff contacted a telephone supervisor at the foreign area code listed on his caller 
id, but that area code had no such number because, according to the operator, the caller 
likely used a device that sends out a false number. 

5. The plaintiff contacted his telephone provider’s Harassing Call Center but the *57 trace 
failed to show a working number because the call, according to the Center, probably 
came from a number that did not exist or a prepaid calling card, still the Center opened a 
case. 
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6. On June 19, 2003, the plaintiff filed a complaint with his local police precinct No. 13, but 
the case was subsequently closed because there was no information as to the telephone 
number from where the call was made. 

7. The plaintiff also notified the Federal Bureau of Investigation (“FBI”) about the 
threatening call. 

8. The FBI’s Russian Organized Crime Unit declined to take any action concerning the 
threatening call but began looking into other matters contained in the RICO Complaint. 

9. When the threatening call was made on June 4, 2003, none of the defendants had yet been 
served, but a number of them were on notice of the RICO action having been filed as a 
result of the plaintiffs request for waivers of service of summons that had been mailed to 
them, along with a copy of the Complaint, on April 20 or 26, 2003. 

10. The defendants who had notice of the RICO action and a copy of the Complaint before 
the threatening call of June 4, 2003 were Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, 
Cybertech Internet Solutions, Lynn Lepofsky, Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers, Kuba 
Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy, Peter Petrovich, Alina A. Shipilina, Doctor 
Marc L. Paulsen, Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyeva and Bob Henning. 

11. On information and belief, the defendants in ]{10 knew the plaintiff was an attorney 
admitted to practice in the Southern District Court of New York and therefore a Court 
officer. 

12. On information and belief, the defendants listed in 10, or some group of them, most 
likely Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina, agreed and arranged for the threatening call to be 
made in order to intimidate the plaintiff into not serving the Complaint or not otherwise 
prosecuting the RICO action. 

13. On information and belief, the defendants listed in ]f 10, or some group of them, most 
likely Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina, contacted Inessa Shipilina, Magomet Ali Kurban, 
Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko or Baraev Mobster 1 in Krasnodar to have one of them 
make the threatening call or arrange for it to be made. 

14. Magomet Ali Kurban and Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko are Krasnodar organized 
crime members who work closely with fellow Enterprise members Alina and Inessa 
Shipilina. 

15. Magomet Ali Kurban and Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko enabled defendants Alina 
and Inessa Shipilina to take control of the gymnasium at the Kuban State Physical 
Culture Academy, a state university, and use the gymnasium for personal profit by 
running various private enterprises out of it. 

16. The defendants listed in TJ 10, or some group of them, most likely Mundy, Petrovich and 
Shipilina, engaged in the predicate acts of obstructing justice by arranging for the 


2 



threatening of an attorney admitted to practice before the Court and therefore an officer 
of the Court, 18 U.S.C. 1503, tampering with a witness and victim via the threat, 18 
U.S.C. 1512, using interstate or foreign facilities to arrange for the intimidation of the 
plaintiff, 18 U.S.C. 1952, and communicating by foreign telephone facilities to protect 
and further the Enterprise’s Scheme, which is wire fraud under 18 U.S.C. 1343. 

17. The defendants listed in ]f 10, or some group of them, most likely Mundy, Petrovich and 
Shipilina, engaged in the predicate acts in ]f 16 to maintain, directly or indirectly, their 
interests in and control of part of the Enterprise and to participate in the operation, 
management or exert authority within the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & 
(c). 

18. The defendants listed in TJ 10, or some group of them, most likely Mundy, Petrovich and 
Shipilina, agreed to commit the predicate acts in f 16 in furtherance of the common 
purpose, the Scheme, of the RICO enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(d). 

19. Inessa Shipilina, Magomet Ali Kurban , Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko or Baraev 
Mobster 1 ’s conduct in arranging and making the threat constitute the predicate acts of 
obstructing justice by threatening an attorney admitted to practice before the Court, 18 
U.S.C. 1503, tampering with a witness and victim, 18 U.S.C. 1512, using interstate or 
foreign facilities to arrange for and intimidate the plaintiff, 18 U.S.C. 1952, and 
communicating by foreign telephone facilities to protect and further the Enterprise’s 
Scheme, which is wire fraud under 18 U.S.C. 1343. 

20. Inessa Shipilina, Magomet Ali Kurban , Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko or Baraev 
Mobster 1 engaged in the predicate acts in 19 to maintain, directly or indirectly, their 
interests in and control of part of the Enterprise and to participate in the operation, 
management or exert authority within the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & 
(c). 

21. Inessa Shipilina, Magomet Ali Kurban, Viktor Vladimirovich Kononenko or Baraev 
Mobster 1 agreed to commit the predicate acts in TJ19 in furtherance of the common 
purpose, the Scheme, of the RICO enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(d). 

ITT. The Letter 

22. On July 2, 2003, defendants Anastasia and Nicolay Vasilyva sent a letter to the Court that 
made a number of factual claims, including their employment or lack of and that FBI 
Special Agent Barry P. Babler had investigated the two of them as well as defendant 
Anastasia’s father who traveled from Russia to their Milwaukee, Wisconsin home on 
December 25, 2002. 

23. The plaintiff went to Milwaukee, Wisconsin from August 21 to 25, 2003 to check out the 
accuracy of the statements made by the defendants Vasilyevas to the Court. 
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24. On Friday, August 22, 2003, the plaintiff interviewed for about fifteen minutes Cynthia 
D. Zahnow in the presence of witnesses at the shop she managed, “Custom Tailoring,” 
where defendant Anastasia claimed in her letter to be working. 

25. Zahnow knew about the RICO action, had seen the Complaint and claimed Anastasia no 
longer worked for her. 

26. According to Zahnow, before Anastasia’s father visited Milwaukee, the FBI came to 
Zahnow’s store to ask her questions about the Vasilyevas as part of its investigation into 
the father, which delayed his visit for about six weeks. 

27. The plaintiff then visited the Milwaukee FBI office, about an hour after the Zahnow 
interview, where he talked with Special Agent Babler, who appeared very nervous, in the 
reception area of the FBI office without another agent present. 

28. According to Babler, he conducted an FBI inquiry into Anastasia’s father, but the inquiry, 
which he emphasized was not an investigation, did not delay the father’s visit, was done 
after the father arrived, didn’t even take a month, was routine and resulted from a random 
check of paper work that came across Babler’s desk. 

29. Babler was familiar with the RICO action, had read the 91 page Complaint and, 
according to him, the Vasilyevas’ requested legal advice from him as an FBI agent on 
how to deal with the Complaint that involved Russian mafiosi. 

30. Babler denied giving the Vasilyevas any advice. 

31. Babler added he was surprised that the plaintiff was not on the FBI’s list of people who 
travel periodically to Russia, apparently he checked. 

32. The plaintiff requested the first name of Anastasia’s father, which Babler agreed to 
provide if the plaintiff called him back later that afternoon. 

33. When the plaintiff called Babler back, he claimed he could not reveal the name because it 
would impact an FBI investigation, apparently the former inquiry was now a current 
investigation, and Babler asked whether the plaintiff lived in Wisconsin or New York to 
which the plaintiff replied New York. 

34. Early Monday morning on August 25, 2003, the plaintiff received a call from Police 
Officer Sean Schmidt of the Brookfield Town Police threatening him with arrest for 
aggravated harassment as a result of the interview with Cynthia Zahnow on Friday 
August 22 nd . 

35. According to Officer Schmidt, Zahnow claimed the FBI had talked with the plaintiff right 
after the plaintiffs interview with Zahnow, which she had no way of knowing unless told 
by the FBI, and that she was filing the aggravated harassment complaint against the 
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plaintiff after the FBI contacted her and told her to complain to the local police about the 
plaintiff. 

36. The complaint filed by Zahnow falsely and misleading claimed the plaintiff had been 
coming to her business and also calling her even though the plaintiff only made one visit 
and no calls. 

37. Since the only FBI agent the plaintiff talked to during his trip was Babler, the mostly 
likely chain of events is that after the plaintiff interviewed Zahnow, she contacted 
Anastasia Vasilyeva who then brought in Babler to figure a way to thwart the plaintiffs 
investigation. 

38. On information and belief, all three agreed on a course of action at Babler’s suggestion to 
intentionally thwart the plaintiffs investigation by having Zahnow make false harassment 
accusations against the plaintiff with the local police in order to harass and scare the 
plaintiff off his investigation and back to New York. 

39. The plaintiff, indignant and disturbed over FBI Special Agent Babler’s interference into 
the RICO investigation and apparent efforts to use the local police to scare the plaintiff 
out of town, visited the Brookfield Town Police at 11:30 am where he appraised Acting 
Chief Chris Perket of the RICO case and his lack of appreciation for the intimidation 
implicated in the threat of arrest. 

40. At around 12:45 pm, the plaintiff visited the Milwaukee FBI Headquarters to complain to 
someone in charge about Babler’s interference in a pending federal case, but the man in 
charge was out of town and the acting head, Jeffrey Troy, busy. 

41. At 2 pm the plaintiff telephoned the FBI’s acting head as instructed by Troy’s secretary, 
but he was still busy, and his secretary assured the plaintiff that Jeffrey Troy would 
telephone him on August 26, 2003 back in New York, the plaintiff is still waiting for that 
call. 

42. After returning to New York, the plaintiff mailed a letter to FBI Director Mueller 
demanding to know why FBI Special Agent Babler was trying to thwart the plaintiffs 
investigation into this RICO case by advising to have Zahnow file false aggravated 
harassment charges against the plaintiff. 

43. In a December 16, 2003 letter from David C. Larson, Acting Chief, Investigative Law 
Unit for the FBI, Exhibit A . Mr. Larson confirmed that Babler gave advice to a defendant 
in this case to contact the local police. 

44. On information and belief Zahnow, Babler and defendant Anastasia Vasilyeva knew the 
plaintiff was an attorney admitted to practice in the Southern District Court of New York 
and therefore a Court officer. 
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45. Zahnow, Babler and defendant Anastasia Vasilyeva intentionally committed the predicate 
acts of obstructing justice by corruptly influencing, intimidating and impeding an 
attorney admitted to practice before the Court and causing with false accusations the 
threat of arrest to be made against that attorney in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1503, and 
tampering with a witness and victim in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

46. Zahnow and defendant Anastasia Vasilyeva engaged in the predicate acts in ]f 45 to 
maintain, directly or indirectly, their interests in and control of part of the Enterprise and 
to exert control; that is, authority in conducting some of the affairs of the Enterprise in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & (c). 

47. Zahnow and defendant Anastasia Vasilyeva agreed to commit the predicate acts in ]{45 in 
furtherance of the common purpose, the Scheme, of the RICO enterprise in violation of 
18 U.S.C. 1962(d). 

48. Zahnow, Babler and defendant Anastasia Vasilyeva agreed to commit the offenses under 
18 U.S.C. 1503 & 1512, which constitute violations of 19 U.S.C. 371, the federal 
conspiracy statute. 

IV. Mundy’s End Run 

49. Defendant Mundy, after receiving the RICO Complaint along with the plaintiffs request 
for waiver of summons service, filed a complaint against the plaintiff with the Lawyers 
Disciplinary Committee for the Supreme Court, Appellate Division of New York State. 

50. Besides claiming to the Disciplinary Committee that the plaintiff “may indeed be 
mentally incompetent” and “paranoid delusion,” member Mundy “urge[d] the Committee 
to assist in any way possible in putting an end to [the plaintiffs] actionable conduct” by 
which he meant this RICO suit. 

51. Member Mundy’s disciplinary complaint states, “Mr. Den Hollander’s District Court 
complaint [RICO], prepared pro se, is 91 pages in length and contains 915 numbers (sic) 
paragraphs. It is a meandering, disorganized, prolix narrative, and an embarrassment to 
the justice system. A review of the caption alone should question whether Mr. Den 
Hollander is fit to practice law.” 

52. On information and belief, member Mundy used the U.S. Postal Service to send the 
disciplinary complaint to the Committee with the intent of protecting and furthering the 
Enterprise’s Scheme by his “urgent request” to have the Committee “censure or suspend” 
the plaintiff, which would threaten the plaintiffs livelihood and his ability to pursue the 
RICO action, or at least start an investigation that could intimidate the plaintiff into 
withdrawing the RICO claim. 

53. Member Mundy knowingly filed unproven and unfounded accusations against the 
plaintiff apparently with the intent of effectively denying the plaintiff access to the Court 
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by threatening him with a difficult disciplinary committee proceeding if the plaintiff 
continued with the RICO action. 

54. Tellingly, Mundy’s disciplinary complaint against the plaintiff cited no ethical canons or 
disciplinary rules the plaintiff was supposed to have violated that allegedly caused 
Mundy to invoke the power of the Committee. 

55. Member Mundy’s conduct constitutes the predicate act of mail fraud under 18 U.S.C. 
1341, since his attempt to misuse the Committee was incident to an essential part of the 
Enterprise’s Scheme that it remain untouched by the law. 

56. On information and belief, defendant Mundy knew the plaintiff was an attorney admitted 
to practice in the Southern District Court of New York and therefore a Court officer. 

57. Member Mundy’s conduct constitutes the predicate acts of obstruction of justice by 
threatening an attorney admitted to practice before the Court, which violates 18 U.S.C. 
1503 and tampering with a witness and victim in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1512. 

58. Member Mundy engaged in the predicate acts in 55 & 57 to maintain, directly or 
indirectly, his interests in and control of part of the Enterprise and to participate in the 
operation, management or exert authority within the Enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
1962(b) & (c). 

V. Shipilina’s Delusive Declaration 

59. On July 13, 2004, Judge Castel ordered defendant Alina Shipilina to provide the 
addresses for four other defendants if she had knowledge of those addresses. 

60. The four defendants are Tanya-Phodes Studio prostitute, Stephanos-bank employee, 
Juginta Raszyukevichina (“Azul”) and Salvador-partner Phodes Studio. 

61. In her July 21, 2004 declaration, defendant Shipilina knowingly made false, incomplete 
and misleading statements regarding her dealings and relationships with these four 
defendants. 

62. On information and belief, defendant Shipilina intentionally covered up the full extent of 
her dealings and relationships with the four defendants in order to protect and further the 
Enterprise’s Scheme. 

63. On information and belief, in order to facilitate the carrying on of the Enterprise’s illegal 
activities, defendant Shipilina intentionally covered up the full extent of her dealings and 
relationships with the four defendants. 

64. On information and belief, defendant Shipilina reasonably foresaw that her delusive 
declaration would be communicated to the Court and the plaintiff by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 
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65. Defendant Shipilina falsely and misleading says in her Declaration ][ A. that she only 
“believe[d]” defendant Perlin “was a principal in Phodes Studio,” she was together with 
Tanya only a “few times,” she “did not socialize with [Tanya] and she had no “reason to 
know [Tanya’s] last name.” 

66. Defendant Shipilina falsely and misleading says in her Declaration B. that she does not 
“remember in which ba nk [Stephanos] worked,” “never knew [Stephanos’] last name,” 
“never had any reason to know his address,” and cannot “tell if this is the same person” 
whom she visited at his bank in September 2000 in Cyprus. 

67. Defendant Shipilina falsely and misleading fails to say in her Declaration C. that she 
and Azul worked together at The Men’s Club in Mexico City, traveled together to resort 
locations with their customers and keeps Azul’s telephone numbers in her electronic 
organizer. 

68. Defendant Shipilina falsely and misleading says in her Declaration ]} D. that she “was 
never informed as to the nature of [Salvador’s] business connections, if any, with Phodes 
Studio,” she “went to his house with other people” when she went alone, and “was 
unaware of his specific address.” 

69. Defendant Shipilina’s conduct constitutes the predicate acts of mail fraud under 18 
U.S.C. 1343 and using the mail in aid of a racketeering enterprise under 18 U.S.C. 1952. 

70. By falsely concealing facts from the Court in her July 21, 2004 affidavit, defendant 
Shipilina also obstructed justice by corruptly influencing and impeding the due 
administration of justice by the Court in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1503. 

71. Defendant Shipilina engaged in the predicate acts in ^fl[ 69 & 70 in order to maintain, 
directly or indirectly, her interests in and control of part of the Enterprise and to 
participate in the operation, management or exert authority within the Enterprise in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962(b) & (c). 

72. By intentionally concealing facts in her affidavit, defendant Shipilina also committed 
perjury under 18 U.S.C. 1621. 

VI. Effect on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

73. The additional activities recounted in this supplemental complaint either impact interstate 
and foreign commerce directly or were carried out to protect and further the Enterprise’s 
activities cited in the Complaint that effect interstate and foreign commerce (Complaint 
874) 
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VIII. Pattern of Racketeering Activities 


74. The predicate acts recounted in this supplemental complaint illustrate the continuing 
nature of the Enterprise’s illegal activities to protect and further the Enterprise’s 
continuing Scheme to infiltrate and expand its activities into the U.S. and other markets. 

75. The predicate acts recounted in this supplemental complaint occurred over a temporal 
proximity of eleven months and when included with the activities in the Complaint, the 
period is approximately five years. 

76. The predicate acts recounted in this supplemental complaint illustrate that the Enterprise 
continues to further its Scheme by protecting valuable members from exposure and the 
law with obstruction of justice, tampering with a witness and victim, using interstate or 
foreign facilities and the mail, and engaging in wire and mail fraud. 

IX. Damages 

77. The Enterprise’s additional illegal activities recounted in this supplemental complaint 
have increased the hann to the plaintiffs business and property by causing loss of profits, 
business interruption expenses, loss of business opportunities and damage to the 
plaintiffs reputation and good will in the amount of $100,000. 


Dated: New York, NY 
August 23, 2004 


Roy Den Hollander (RDH 1957) 
Attorney-plaintiff pro se 
545 East 14 th St. 

New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995 5201 
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August 26,2004 

Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court 
for the Southern District of New York 
500 Pearl Street. Courtroom 12C 
New York, New York 10007 

Re: Client: Kuba, Mundy & Associates and Nicholas J. Mundy 

Matter Roy Den Hollander v. Kuba, Mundy & Associates and Nicholas J. 
Mundy 

Docket No.: 03 CV 2717 
Dear Honorable Sir: 

Our office represents the defondants Kuba, Mundy & Associates. Nicholas J. Mundy and 
Peter Petrovich (collectively referred herein as 'Mundy') in connection with the above- 
referenced matter. 

I am in receipt of plaintiffs August 23.2004 correspondence to this Court requesting a pre¬ 
motion conference in order to make an application to supplement his initial April 18.2004 
complaint Although Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(d) provides this Court with discretion to permit the 
plaintiff to serve a supplemental pleading setting forth purported transactions or 
occurrences which have happened since the date o( the initial pleading, these defendants 
respectfully submit that plaintiffs request should be denied at this time Each of the 
allegations and predicate acts as they refer to Mundy are merely repetitive of the 
allegations and predicate acts already set forth against Mundy in the plaintiffs initial 
complaint which has already been addressed in the defendants' motion to dismiss. In any 
event all other allegations set forth by plaintiff in h s proposed supplemental pleading have 
been addressed by the many motions to dismiss now pending before this Court. It is 
respectfully submitted that plaintiffs request should not be considered until these motions 
are determined by this Court 


Ann maaik Fontr 
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Thank you tor attention to this matter It you have any questions. I remain available at the 
Court's convenience. 

Respectfully submitted. 

. - 

Braclley E. Dubin (BD0217) 

McManus. Cotlura & Richter. P C 

48 Wall Street 

New York. New York 10005 

(212)425-3100 


cc. Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 

Zane & Rudofsky 

Attorneys tor Defendant. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

601 West 26th Street - Suite 1111 
New York. New Yoik 10001 
(212)245-2222 

Jack Sachs. Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant, Alina A. Shiplina a.k.a Chipilina a k a Angelina 
111 John Street - Suite 1504 
New York. New York 10038 
(212) 233-1400 

Nelson Stem. Esq. 

Attorney (or Defendant. Dr. Marc L Paulsen 
964 Third Avenue - 5th Floor 
Now York. New York 10155 
(212)223-8330 

Vikrant Pawar, Asst, Corp. Counsel 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

Attomoys for Defendant. Detective Hennings 
100 Church Street 
New York, New York 10007 
(212) 788-0775 

David L Femberg. Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant. Cybertech Internet Stnp Club Network 
283 Maple Street 

West Hempstead. New York 11552 
(516)539-2186 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mbyoppscmp.htm[9/28/2019 9:47:58 PM] 



mbyoppscmp 


Michael Davis Velasco. Esq. 

Claugus & Mitchell 

Attorneys for Defendant. Bank of Cyprus 
80 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 
(212)425-2200 


Anastasia A Vasilyeva and Ntcolay N. Vasilyev 
Defendants Pro Se 
2876A South 46th Street 
Greenfield. Wl 53219 

Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney at Law 
Plaintiff Pro Se 
545 East 14 th Street 
New York. Now York 10009 
(212)995-5201 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 30, 2004 


Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 (PKC) 

Dear Judge Castel: 

I am the attorney-plaintiff representing myself pro se in this action. 

Once again misleading statements by the moving defendants require a response. In their 
August 26, 2004 letter to the Court, the moving defendants request the Court deny a pre-motion 
conference to determine whether the plaintiff will be allowed to make a motion to supplement 
his complaint. 

The defendants falsely claim that the proposed supplemental complaint, as it concerns 
Mundy, is “merely repetitive of the allegations and predicate acts already set forth ... in the 
plaintiffs initial complaint.” Unless the defendants ascribe to a Doctor Who view of time, their 
statement as to the factual allegations makes no sense. The supplemental complaint alleges 
events that occurred only after the filing of the original complaint; therefore, the events in the 
original complaint and supplemental complaint cannot be “repetitive”, since the events in the 
supplemental complaint had not yet occurred on filing of the original complaint. As for the 
predicate acts alleged against Mundy in the supplemental complaint, the obstruction of justice 
section under 18 U.S.C. 1503 was not alleged against Mundy in the original complaint. 

Finally the defendants claim, “all other allegations set forth by the plaintiff in his 
proposed supplemental pleading have been addressed....” (emphasis added) by their motions to 
dismiss. There are no references in any of their memoranda of law to the events that transpired 
in Milwaukee, Wisconsin in August 2003 or to movant Shipilina’s delusive declaration to this 
Court. As for the threatening Russian telephone call and Mundy’s filing of a disciplinary 
complaint against the plaintiff, the defendants’ motions do not address the predicate acts such 
conduct specifically violated. 

Thank you for your time. 



Respectfully, 


Roy Den Hollander 


Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 

Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Bradley Dubin, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
NY, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Vikrant Pawar 
Asst. Corp. Counsel 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

100 Church St. 

NY, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 

Bruce A. Claugus 
Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Broad Street 
NY, NY 10004 
Tel. 212 425 2200 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
2876A South 46 St. 

Greenfield, WI 53219 
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Ml IOHN FYAilT • MtW TOM. MY KKtM • IMBIIIW* 

August 30. 2004 


Honorable P. Kevin ('and 
United States District Judge 
Southern District of New York 
United States Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York. NY 10007-1312 


03 Civ. 2717 (PKC) 

Dear Judge Castel: 

This office represents defendant Alina Shipilina in the above matter. Addressing the 
"Supplemental Complaint." which Plaintiff is requesting the Court to accept upon motion 
under Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(d), defendant Shipilina urges Ok Court to deny such 
request/motion for the following reasons: 

The first sentence of FRCP §t5(d) reads: 

“Upon motion of a party the court may. upon reasonable notice and upon such 
terms as are just, permit the party to serve a supplemental pleading setting forth 
transactions or events which have happened since the date of the pleading sought 
to be supplemented." Emphasis supplied. 

The language of the rule is plain enough. It is submitted that this simple requirement Isas 
not been met, since it appears that few, if any, of the events cited in the Supplemental 
Complaint ever really happened, as the rule requires, but are cither fabrications or, by 
their very wording, rampant speculation on the part of Plaintiff. 

To begin with, flll deal with a phantom “thrcatcrung" phone call, which was 
apparently impossible to trace, then summarily dismissed by the FBI Did that really 
happen? 1111 •13 begin with the phrase. “On information and belief." which is defined 
in Black's Law Dictionary, Second Pocket Edition (2001). as "based on secondhand 
information that the declarant believes to be true.” H 12 and 13 preface the occurrences 
with the phrase, "most likely," which indicates the events arc not based on any 
“information." secondhand or otherwise, but arc mete speculation, or even w ishful 
thinking on the part of Plaintiff. 

Ini 11. Plaintiff asserts that the defendants ini 10 knew plaintiff was an attorney 
admitted to practice in tire Southern District of New York. What my client, at least, was 
not aware of is that Plaintiff is also an employee of the office of the U. S. Attorney for the 
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Southern District of New Yort. presenting what closely resembles an indictment, tor 
crimes not even “alleged." but rather commuted. The “most likely" phraseology also 
appears, curiously, in the accusatory 71 16.17. and 18. It is submitted that the statements 
in ?! |9 through 21. insofar as my client is concerned, would constitute actionable libel 
were they not inserted in a court pleading, of which we arc certain plaintiff must be 
aware. 


Plaintiff's wrath, as befits a scorned loser, manifests itself most clearly in Section V of 
the proposed supplemental pleading, calling into play many or all of the pejorative 
adjectives in Plaintiff's vocabulary each time my client's name comes up in his 
unsubstantiated conclusoty statements. Ms. Shipilina stands by her declaration as 
submitted, and if her replies do not suit PlaintilTs agenda, so be it. 


It is apparent, as well, that much of what appears in the proposed supplemental pleading 
is duplicative of the reams of pleadings already filed by Plaintiff, and responded to by the 
wealth of defendants, throughout the world, as it were, w ho have all allegedly conspired 
to tread upon plaintifTs legal loes. 

Wherefore, it is most respectfully requested that plaintifTs request for permission to 
move to submit the supplemental pleading be denied 


JS:abm 

Copy mailed to: 


Respectfully. , 

L- a 2/ 

Jack Sachs (JS 4241) 


/ 

1 


Roy Den Hollander. Esq. 
545 East 14* Street 
New YotV,NY 10009 


Vikrant Power. Esq. 

New York City Corporation Counsel 
100 Church Street 
New York. NY 10007 


Edward S. Rudofsky. Esq. 
Zanc & Rudofsky 
152 West 57* Street 
New York. NY 10019 


* Plaintiff** «»ifr 


2 
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Bradley E. Dubin, Esq 
McManus. Collurn & Richter 
48 Wall Street 
New York. NY 10005 


Nelson Stem, Esq. 

964 Third Avenue. 5 ft FI 
New York, NY 10155 

David U. Feinberg. Esq. 

285 Maple Street 

West Hempstead. NY 11552 


Michael Davis Velasco. Esq. 

Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Broad Street 
Nework. NY 10004 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva * Nicotay N. Vasilyev 
2876A South 46“'Street 
Greenfield. Wl 53219 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 3, 2004 


Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 (PKC1 

Dear Judge Castel: 

I am the attorney-plaintiff representing myself pro se in this action. 

This is in response to attorney Jack Sachs’ August 30, 2004 letter to the Court in which 
he opposes the plaintiffs request for a pre-motion conference, but then rambles on to argue as 
though he were responding to a motion already made using the type of vitriolic invective that 
overly protective boyfriends do, such as “[pjlaintiff s wrath, as befits a scorned lover ....” Who 
is Mr. Sachs trying to impress with this sophomoric name-calling? His client is not accused with 
breaking hearts but breaking the law, 18 U.S.C. 1964(c). 

Mr. Sachs complains that some of the allegations in the proposed supplemental complaint 
“libel” his client. All the attorneys know, including him, that no matter what names he and the 
others call the plaintiff in this proceeding there is no recourse to a libel claim, so why even raise 
that non-issue. Me doth think Mr. Sachs protests too much, especially when the proposed 
supplemental complaint paragraphs he claims as libeling his client, 19-21, don’t deal with his 
client unless he now represents Inessa Shipilina and two notorious organized crime figures in 
Krasnodar: Magomet Ali Kurban (Kurban is the last name) and Viktor Vladimirovich 
Kononenko. 

Mr. Sachs emotionally objects to alleged “pejorative adjectives” in Section V. Shipilina’s 
Delusive Declaration , but doesn’t specify them. Further, he doesn’t claim they are libelous, 
since much of Section V is based on his client’s own diary. Mr. Sachs also calls the allegations 
in that section “unsubstantiated conclusory statements”—a little redundant on those modifiers. 
But, “[a] complaint that complies with the federal rules of civil procedure cannot be dismissed 
on the ground that it is conclusory or fails to allege facts. The federal rules require (with 
irrelevant exceptions) only that the complaint state a claim not that it plead the facts if true 



would establish ... that the claim was valid.” Higgs v. Carver . 286 F.3d 437, 439 (7 th Cir. 2002) 
(Posner, J.)(citation omitted). 

Mr. Sachs objects in a somewhat whiney manner that the pleadings are too long and the 
proposed supplemental complaint “is duplicative” of much already pled. As concerns his known 
client, Alina A. Shipilina, the original Complaint does not deal with the threatening call from a 
Russian-speaking goon nor Shipilina’s false declaration to the Court. Ah those events occurred 
after the Complaint was filed, so the supplemental complaint cannot be duplicative. 

The pre-motion conference request is for permission to move for a supplemental 
complaint, not to supplement evidence. We are not at that stage although that hasn’t stopped Mr. 
Sachs from demanding proof. Mr. Sachs absurdly believes the phrase “which have happened” in 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(d) means the supplemental complaint must prove to Mr. Sachs’ satisfaction its 
allegations. A supplemental pleading “stands with the original pleading and is a mere addition 
to, or continuation of, the original complaint or answer.” U.S. v Russell . 241 F.2d 879, 882 (1 st 
Cir. 1957). And the function of a complaint is to give notice, not prove. NOW. Inc v. Scheidler . 
510 U.S. 249,256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994). 

To compound his sophistic arguments, Mr. Sachs claims that ^ 11-13 are “fabrications” 
or “rampant speculation” largely because the plaintiff used the tenn “[o]n infonnation and 
belief.” Mr. Sachs may not like it, but the courts pennit “claimants to aver facts that they believe 
to be true, but that lack [admissible] evidentiary support at the time of pleading,” especially 
when the admissible evidence is within the defendants’ knowledge or control. Moore’s Fed. 
Prac.. 3 rd Ed., § 8.04[4]. Besides, complaints do not provide evidence. Hickman v. Taylor . 329 
U.S. 495, 500-01, 91 L.Ed. 451, 67 S.Ct. 385 (1947); Geisler v. Petrocelli . 616 F.2d 636, 639-40 
(2d Cir. 1980). Of course, these types of arguments should wait for the fonnal motion, if the 
Court allows such. 

But there is one dissemblance of Mr. Sachs’ that needs to be corrected now. The plaintiff 
never claimed to be “an employee of the office of the U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of 
New York.” 

In closing, it appears that Mr. Sachs’ unnecessarily nasty letter, which makes arguments 
more appropriate of an opposition to a motion rather than a request for a pre-motion conference, 
is largely the result of the inartful drafting of his client’s declaration that gave rise to 
supplemental allegations against her; therefore, the strident effort to prevent a pre-motion 
conference. 


Respectfully, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 
Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
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New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Bradley Dubin, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
NY, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Vikrant Pawar 
Asst. Corp. Counsel 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

100 Church St. 

NY, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 

Bruce A. Claugus 
Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Broad Street 
NY, NY 10004 
Tel. 212 425 2200 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
2876A South 46 St. 

Greenfield, WI 53219 


3 



dcdecsn 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

-x 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER. 


Plaintiff. 


-against- 


FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, el al„ 


03 Civ. 2717 (PKC) 


MEMORANDUM 

AND 

_ ORDER _ 


Defendants 
-X 


P. KEVLN CASTE L. U.S.DJ.: 

Plaintiff Roy Den Hollander ("Den Hollander''! brings this action prose 
against what be alleges to be a criminal enterprise that spans the globe, bom New York to 
Russia to Chechnya to Cyprus to Mexico The defendants arc alleged to be members of the 
enterpnse and include plaintiff*s former wife, her mother, associates and divorce lawyers, 
various exotic dancing clubs, mem ben of alleged organized crime groups, modeling and es¬ 
cort agencies, a Cypriot bank and New York City police detective. Various other actors are 
identified by partial name or by fictitious appellation ("Maria Prostitute Recruiter for Julia 
Heart Agency,” "Krasnodar Briber 1,” "California Pimp,” “Mexican Organized Criminal 
Gang I.” ■'Chechen Criminal Gangs I to 2”). Plaintiff’s Complaint, some 90 pages and over 
900 paragraphs in length, spins a tale of a dark netherworld of international intrigue and de¬ 
ception, detailing an alleged criminal enterprise among the defendants (the “Enterprise") that 
engaged in extensive criminal activities, including, but by no means limited to, drug traffick¬ 
ing, money laundering, immigration fraud, prostitution, pornography, extortion and fraud, in 
an effort “to infiltrate and expand its illegal and ancillary legal activities into hard currency 
markets, especially the United States" (the “Scheme"). (Complaint I*2,13, IS) Plaintiff 
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asserts claims under the civil enforcement provisions of the Racketeer Influenced and Cor¬ 
rupt Organizations Act ("RJCO"), 18 U.S.C. 5§ 1961-1968, in order to redress the alleged 
injury to plaintifT arising out of his discovery of this Scheme. Plaintiff also asserts various 
state taw causes of actions. 

Defendants Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy (together, 
"Mundy"), Peter Petrovich ("Petrovich”), Cybertcch Internet Solutions, Inc. ("Cybertoch”), 
Detective Robert W. Kenning ("Henning"). Bank of Cyprus, Ltd. ("Bank of Cyprus”), Dr. 
Marc Paulsen ("Paulsen”), and Alina Shipilina ("Shipilinn"), together with Flash Dancers 
Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Lynn Lepofsky, "Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers” 
and “Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5” (collectively, “Flash Dancers defendants”), now move 
to dismiss the Complaint for failure to state a claim pursuant to Rule 12(bX6). Fed. R. Civ. 
P.' Defendants also move to dismiss the Complaint for failing to plead fraud with the par¬ 
ticularity required by Rule 9(b), Fed. R. Civ. P. Defendants seek to dismiss the state law 
claims either because they fail to state a claim or because the Court, in their view, ought not 
exercise supplemental jurisdiction. 2 For the reasons set forth herein, defendants' motion is 
granted, and plaintiffs Complaint is dismissed with prejudice. 


' Separate motion papers were filed by defendants Mundy. Petrovich, Henning “d the Bank of Cyprus. 
Defendants Paulsen, Shipilina, Cybertcch and the Flash Dancers defendants filed papas joining. lo (he 
extent applicable, (he motion filed by the Mendy defendants, and in some cases filed separate reply pa¬ 
pers. Defetaianti also filed various sffida v.ts attempting to pul certain exhibits before the Court. In op 
position lo the motions, plaintiff, without poor consent of the Court and in contravrahco of my Individ¬ 
ual Practices, filed a 147.page tnctrvotandum of law, along with an affidavit and exhtbeu, tod • Motion to 
Strike certain material contained m defendant 1 affidavits I find u unnecessary lo consider any malehala 
outside (he Complaint in deciding the motion* to dismiss and I giant plaintiff's Motion to Stztke. 

1 Because of my disposstioo of this motion, it is nor necessary In reach the claims of lack of in personam 

- junsdiciioo asserted by defendant Petrovich. At a July 13, 2004 eonferenre, (he Court dismissed the 

Coop lame without prejudice as to ail domestic defendants who. as of then, had not been served, includ¬ 
ing the fictitious defendants 
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Facmil Background 

Because the Complaint includes some 900 paragraphs of allegations against 
the Enterprise and its members, many of which are not necessary to my decision on the mo¬ 
tion, I will not derail all of the alleged criminal activities and predicate acts outlined in the 
Complaint.’ 1 note that a large number of the allegations are mode on information and belief. 
For purposes of deciding this motion, 1 have, as required by the dictates of Rule 12(b)(6), ac¬ 
cepted the well-pleaded allegations as true. 

In brief plaintiff, a lawyer, member of the bar of this Court and former con¬ 
sultant for Kroll Associates in Moscow, alleges that the Enterprise has damaged his business, 
and that in the process he has been "dragged, defrauded, coerced and threatened .. with se¬ 
vere bodily harm" (Complaint 13) According to the Complaint, plaintiff was lured into the 
web of the Enterprise in July 1999 when he met, and eventually married, his former wife, 
defendant Shipilina (Complaint 128-140) Plaintiff alleges that his former wife is “a lu¬ 
crative member of the Enterprise,” and derails the criminal activities dial be asserts she has 
engaged in as part of the Enterprise, including "running prostitution, aiding pornography 


’ Complaint n 320465 set forth ••Other Criminal Operations by the Enterprise Out Jiupsct the US." de¬ 
oiling in alleged worldwide operation foe Ibe dtsmbsttioo of ptorWntn. pornography and nirconci with 
a neaos to Krasnodar, Moscow and Si Peteiabnr* in Rusks. Chlifoenss, Wisconsin and New Yoek in the 
United Soles: Cyprus sod Mexico Paragraphs 466-663 set forth the alleged predicate acts foe each of 
the defendants (including, huet slia mad fraud, "white slavery." witness tampering, disusbuton of por¬ 
nography. money laimdcnrp. imnJcr foe hire and brtbmg fore-go ofBcisls) sad the relevant statutory 
provisions alleged so have been viols ted Paragraphs 664453 set focth "Other Criminal Acts by Defen¬ 
dants," along with the federal and tote statutes allegedly violated by each defendant Paragraphs 654- 
673 detail 'TlaovtifFi Efforts to Obtain Asti stance from Enforcement Agencies and State Courts," and 
1674 alleges the effect of the Enterprise's activities on inlmtaw commerce, including, inier slia. lo 
"(i]ncrease the rah of sexually tramtratlcd diseases among lasersuse and foreign customers" and to 
"Ii]ncreaae health insurance preen urns nationwide by increasing the incident! of diseases among socnc of 
the insureds." Paragraphs 175485 set foe* allegations alleged to demonstrate s paltrre or racketeering 
activity by defendants. Finally, 13 686499 incorporate the preceding allegations said set forth causa of— 
action under 18 U.S.C. H 1962<lH<l) and stale law, and 906-914 set for* plainhfTs claim for datn- 
sgts. 
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rings, laundering money, smuggling drugs and building relationships among Russian, Che¬ 
chen and American organized crime groups." (Complaint 1 >6) He also alleges, on informa¬ 
tion and belief, (hat Ms. Shipilina and another member of the Enterprise "decided to target 
the plaintiff as part of the Enterprise's ongoing Scheme to infiltrate and expand its operations 
in the U.S." (Complaint 113$), and that, by ’’winning] the devotion and c!oud[ing] the mind 
of plaintiffby secretly feeding him narcotics” (1137), they would “use the plaintiff as an 
unwitting means for... Shipilina to fraudulently enter America where she would participate 
in expanding the Enterprise’s activities” fl 13d). To that end, plaintiff and defendant Shipil¬ 
ina were married on March 11,2000 in Krasnodar. (Complaint 13d) The couple chose the 
March date because, according to the Complaint, it “would follow the end of plaintiff" s con¬ 
sultancy with Kiel! Associates." (Complaint 1173) Plaintiff subsequently became suspi- -; 

cious of his wife's activities and motives, and in August 2000, "launched an investigation 


that continues to the present day and ended up diverting [plaintiff] from his law and consult¬ 


ing business for two years." (Complaint 1217) 

As a result of his initial investigation and continued suspicion of the Enter¬ 



prise's Scheme, plaintiff sought a divorce from defendant Shipilina. Plaintiff alleges, in con¬ 
siderable detail, that, as a result of his desire lo divorce Ms. Shipilina, defendants Kuba, 
Mundy & Associates (his wife's lawyers). New York Police Department Detective Henning, 
and others filed false documents and reports with the INS and the NYPD, and engaged, with 
the help of other defendants (including the “Baraev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan," the 


“Aaypyan Criminal Association" and other "gangsters"), in a campaign of intimidation and 
threats of violence (aided by the payment of bribes to public oflktals in the Untied Stales and 
Krasnodar) to prevent plaintiff from “providing testimony to any U.S. authorities, including 
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thc New York divorce court" and the INS about Ms. Shipilina’s immigration status and the 
Enterprise's illegal activities. See Complaint 11220-319. 

Plaintiff alleges that the defendants’ actions outlined above, along with nu¬ 
merous other acts sc? forth in the Complaint constitute, int er alia, "white slaver/' in viola¬ 
tion of IS U.S.C. § 2421, misuse of visas in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1546, concealment of 
prostitution activities in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341, unlawful procurement of nationality 
in violation of 18 U.S.C § 1425, intimidation and witness tampering in violation of 18 
U.S.C. 5 1512, bribing ofRussian public officials in violation of!8U.S.C. § 1952, murdcr- 
for-hirc in v.olatica of 18 U.S.C. § 1958, counterfeiting of visas in violation of 18 U.S.C. 

§ 1546, importing pornography for distribution in violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1462 and 1465, 
foreign travel in aid of a racketeering enterprise in violation of 18 U.S.C- § 1952 and intimi¬ 
dating plaintiff in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343, and constitute sufficient predicate acts to 
create a “pallem of racketeering activity" and give rise to a RICO violation. 

By letter dated August 23,2004, in accordance with this Court's individual 
practices, plaintiff sought leave to file a motion to supplement his Complaint. Attached to 
that letter was a proposed "Supplemental Complaint," which purports to "update the earlier 


p lf2z£ 
-t? 

IxfltnlUS 
/i> Tff, ltd 


Complaint... with subsequent occurrences and events that relate to the original Complaint. 

..The Supplemental Complaint, drafted with defendants’ motions to dismiss in hand, 
consists of allegations of additional “predicate acts," including the continued harassment of 
and interference with plaintiff as a result of his investigation of the Enterprise and its 
Scheme, and defendant Shipilina's obstruction of justice by filing false and misleading 
documents in this ease. The only allegation in the Supplemental Complaint relating to causa¬ 
tion and damages is that ''[t]he Enterprise’s additional illegal activities recounted in this sup- 
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plnnen'al complaint have increased the harm to the plaintiff's business and property by caus¬ 
ing loss of profits, business interruption expenses, loss of business opportunities and damage 
to tlte plaintiff's reputation and good will in the amount of S100.000." (Supplemental Com¬ 
plaint 177)‘ 

Rule 15(d) provides that the court may permit a party to supplement his plead¬ 
ings to set forth “transactions or occurrences or events which have happened since the date of 
the pleading sought to be supplemented.” Rule 15(d), Fed. R. Civ. P. Although defendants 
object to the proposed Supplemental Complaint on the grounds that few, if any, of the events 
set forth in the Supplemental Complaint every really happened (see Letter from Jack Sachs 
dated August 30.2004 at 1), it is not the Court’s role at this stage of the litigation to assess 
the truth or validity of plaintiff's allegations, do matter bow fanciful they appear or how dif¬ 
ficult they may be to prove. I grant plaintiff leave to file the Supplemental Complaint and, in 
reviewing the adequacy of plaintiff's pleadings on these motions to dismiss, I will consider 
the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint. 

Legal Standard 

It is axiomatic that in deciding a motion to dismiss pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6). 
the Court must accept all factual allegations as true and draw all inferences in favor of plain¬ 
tiff L ew v. Southbrook International Investments. Ltd.. 263 F.3d 10.14 (2d Or. 2001), 
cctt. denied. 535 U.S. 1054 (2002). For purposes of this motion, I have accepted, without 
deciding, that the allegations would otherwise state a claim under section 1962 and have rc- 


4 The Supplemental Comptamt alio adds four new defendant!—Magomet All Kurban, Viktor Vkadtml- 
rovfch Koaonenko. "Bareaer Mobster find Cynthia D. Zahnow. 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/ro)^een-scammed.co.uk/littpdocs/dcdecsn.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:03 PM] 



dcdecsn 


-7- 


strietcd my examination to whether plaintiff has adequately alleged the causation and injury 
necessary under section 1964(c). 

"Dismissal is not appropriate ‘unless it appears beyond doubt that the plaintiff 
can prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief.’" Chance 
V Armstrong. 143 F.3d 698, 701 (2d Ctr. 1998) (quoting Conley v. Gibson. 355 U S. 41,45- 
46 (1957)). "This rule applies with particular force... where the complaint is submitted pro 
sc.... At the 12(b)(6) stage, ‘[t]he issue is not whether a plaintiff is likely to prevail ulti¬ 
mately, but whether the claimant is entitled to offer evidence to support the claims. Indeed it 
may appear on the face of the pleading that a recovery is very remote and unlikely but that is 
not tile test (d, at 701 (citations omitted). As a result, where a plaintiff is proceeding prs 
sc, the Court must construe the pleadings liberally, and must "interpret them to raise the 
strongest arguments that they suggest" Burgos v. Hopkins . 14F.3d787,790(2dCir. 1994). 

In order to slate a claim for civil remedies, including treble damages, under 
RICO, a plaintiff must allege both that the defendant has violated the substantive RICO stat¬ 
ute, 18 U.S.C. 5 1962, and that he was "injured in his business or property by reason of a vio¬ 
lation of section 1962 ” 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c) (emphasis added).’ To satisfy the "by reason 
of' language of section 1964(c), a plaintiff must demonstrate both injury and causation. To 
do so, lie must allege facts demonstrating both that plaintiff's injury is to his business or 
property—and no! physical, emotional or reputational harm or any economic aspect of such 


1 Section 1962(a) makcl t! unlawful for ray person to me or nvest income derived bom a pattern of net- 
(leering activity toward! the acquisition, eiUbfclhrr»« or operation of an cnterpeiae engaged in oe (fleet¬ 
ing interstate c om mer ce Section 1962(b) makes it unlawful for any person 10 acquire oe maintain an m- 
rraeit in an enterprise engaged in oe affecting intmaare c omm erce through a pattern of racketeering 
actis-ily. Section 196J(c) make) li unlawful -foe any person employed by or aaaociated with aay 
enterprise engaged in. or the activities of which affect. interstate oe foetrgn commute, to conduct or 
participate, directly oe indirectly, la the eoodotl of inch entetpriac'a affairs through a partem of 

racketeering activity_" Finally, aeclaon 1962(d) makri it unlawful to (empire to violate any of the 

preview loctioo. 
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harm—and that plaintiffs injury is proximatcly caused by the act* constituting the RICO 
violation. See Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection Com. . 503 U-S. 258.26S-68 (1992); 
Sedima- S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co.. 473 U.S. 479,497 (1985); Idsalitff I SUWlY Cglt, V. Am*. 
373 F.3d 251,257 (2d Cir. 2004) (vacating 12(b)(6) dismissal finding that competitor had 
standing to assert a RICO claim); Maraon v Slacescu. 11 F.3d 1127 (2d Cir. 1993), de¬ 
nied 513 U S. 915 09941: Bankers Trust Co. v Rhoades, 741 F.2d 511, 515 (2d Cir. 1984). 
vacated on other pounds. 473 US. 922 (1985); Rvlewica v. Beaton Services, Lid,. 888 F.2d 
1175,1180 0* Cir. 1989); Grogan v. Platt, 835 F.2d 844,847 (11* Cir.) (“(P]ecuniary losses 
are so fundamentally a part of personal injuries that they should be considered something 
other than ipjury to 'business or property’."), rehearing denied. 851 F.2d 1423 (11 “ Cir.), 
cert denied. 488 U-S. 981 (1988); Shaw v, Rolcx Watch U S A- Inc. 776 F. Supp. 124,134- 
35 (S.D.N.Y. 1991) (emotional distress and physical injury not cognizable under RICO). 

“(A) defendant who violates section 1962 is not liable for treble damages to everyone he 
might have injured by other conduct, nor is the defendant liable to those who have not been 
injured." Sedima, 473 U.S. at 496-7 (citations and internal quotation omitted). Thus, to sur¬ 
vive a motion to dismiss, plaintiff must allege facts demonstrating that the unlawful activity 
in question was both the proximate cause of an injury compensable under the statute and the 
actual cause. Here, even taking plaintiff’s allegations as true and assuming, for purposes of 
this motion only, that plaintiff's allegations would state a claim for a violation of sections 
1962(a)-(d), plaintiff has failed to meet his burden with respect to pleading causation under 
section 1964(c). 

First, many of plaintiffs claimed injuries, including damages to plaintiff* s 
"business reputation and good will” (Complaint 71902-903,907(e)) and ”imperil[ing] his 
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safety, life, liberty and right not to live in fear" (1905), simply are not the type of injuries to 
“business or property” that are actionable under RICO- §cg Holmes . 503 US. at 265-6$; 

Man son. 11 F.3d at 1132-33; Shaw. 776 F. Supp. at 134-35 Second, to the extent that plain¬ 
tiff seeks compensation for “loss of profits,” “business interruption expenses,” “loss of busi¬ 
ness opportunities" and investigation expenses (1907), even if these could constitute the type 
of injuries contemplated by the statute, plaintiff alleges that they all arose out of “plaintiffs 
ongoing investigation of the Enterprise's Scheme” 0 907(a), (d)). As set forth in more detail 
below, because plaintiffs injuries are alleged to arise from his discovery and investigation of 
the Enterprise, plaintiff has not adequately alleged proximate causation, and lacks standing to 
bring hia claim. 

Lack of Proxi mate Causation 

A RICO pattern or predicate act has proximalcly caused a plaintiff s injury if 
it is “a substantial factor in the sequence of responsible causation, gad if the injury is rea¬ 
sonably foreseeable or anticipated as a natural consequence." Hcebt v. Com merce Clearing 
House. Inc . 897 F.2d 21,23-24 (2d Cir. 1990) (emphasis added); see also Ideal Steel. 373 
F.3d at 257; Leraer v. Fleet Bank. N.A- 318 F.3d 113,123 (2d Cir.), WTV de nied, 124 S. CL 
532 (2003). It is not enough to allege that but-for the alleged violation, the alleged injury 
would not have occurred, to re .American Express Co. Shareholder Litigation. 39 F.3d 395. 
399 (2d Cir. 1994). The real issue is “was the plaintiff in the category of people meant by the 
statute to be safeguarded, and was the harm that which the act meant to avoid?” Abrahams v. 
Young & Rubicam Inc. , 79 F.3d 234,237 & n.3 (2d Cir.), cert, denied. 519 U.S. 816 (1996). 
The Second Circuit has “repeatedly emphasized that the reasonably foreseeable victims of a 
RICO violation are tbc targets, competitors and intended victims of the racketeering enter- 
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prise." Lcmcr. 318 F.3d at 124. As a result, courts routinely find that the proximate cause 
requirement is not met, and plaintiffs lack standing to assert a civil RICO claim, where the 
plaintiffs injuries arc caused not by the RICO violations themselves, but by the exposure of 
those acts, or where plaintiff seeks to recover for injuries caused by his refusal to aid and abet 
the violations. 

For example, in American Express, the Second Circuit upheld a Rule 12(b)(6) 
dismissal of a RICO complaint where the alleged injuries were not proximately caused by the 
alleged racketeering injures of fraud and bribery, but rather were caused by the fact that those 
activities did not have their intended effect and instead were uncovered and exposed by their 
intended target 39 F.3d at 396. In that case, shareholders of American Express brought a 
civil RICO action against the company based on the deceitful acts of defamation directed to¬ 
ward a former board member and competitor. Edward Safra, by certain employees of Ameri¬ 
can Express. Id. at 396-98. Plaintiffs asserted standing based on the derivative pecuniary 
injury they suffered when the company experienced some S10 million in losses (including 
damage to 'business reputation and goodwill") following the revelation of the acts directed at 
Mr. Safra- & at 398,400. The Second Circuit found that plaintiffs, although injured, had 
not adequately alleged causation because the acts that caused the injury (principally the 
defamation of Mr. Safra and attendant circumstances) were directed at Mr. Safra, and not the 
shareholders or the company. Id. art 400. The American Express Court found that 'Ttlhc in- 
juries alleged thus were neither Ute ‘preconceived purpose’ nor the ‘specifically-intended 
consequence' of the RICO defendants' acts. Moreover, any losses to American Express were 
caused only because the scheme itself was exposed and thus failed. Therefore, the harm to 
American Express was neither the ‘necessary result' of the scheme nor... 'forcsec- 
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»blc'_" Id/, secslso Young & Ruhicam. 79 F.3d at 238-39 (upholding dismissal for fail¬ 

ure to state a claim where plaintiff was not injured by the scheme itself but rather "by the 
fallout from the scheme's exposure"); Hecht. 897 F.2d at 24 (upholding dismissal where 
plaintiff “was ‘neither the target of the racketeering enterprise nor the competitor]] nor the 
custom erf) of the racketeers,’” but rather an employee who lost his job and anticipated com¬ 
missions because of his failure to aid nnd abet his employer's RICO violations) (alterations in 
original; citations omitted). Specifically, the Second Circuit found that 

‘fT]bc commission of the RICO violations was not what injured American 
Express. Rather, it was the exposure of those acts that caused the appellants' 
harm.... Any fair reading of the complaint in the instant ease discloses that 
the RICO defendants’ 'preconceived purpose' was most assuredly not to 
cause some S10 million in losses to American Express. Instead, the com¬ 
plaint consistently alleges that the RICO defendants' actions, however mis¬ 
guided and injurious to American Express in the end. were undertaken to fur¬ 
ther American Express's competitive interests. .. . The injuries alleged thus 
were neither the 'preconceived purpose* nor the 'specifically-intended con¬ 
sequence' of the RICO defendants' acts.” 39 F.3d at 400. 

Similarly, in Hecht. supra, the Second Circuit upheld dismissal of allegations that made it 
clear that the plaintiff was not a target of the § 1962(d) conspiracy, but discovered the con¬ 
spiracy and was discharged for threatening to disclose it. 897 F.2d at 24. 

As the core allegations of plaintiff's Complaint m this case make clear, plain¬ 
tiff's alleged inj uries arise not as a result of any conspiracy directed at him, but rather as a 
result of his discovery and investigation of that conspiracy. The gravamen of plaintiff's 
Complaint is that the defendants sought to “infiltrate and expand its illegal and ancillary legal 
activities into hard currency markets" (Complaint 12); that is, to generate profits in the 
United States from the Enterprise's illegal prostitution, pornography, money laundering and 
other activities. (Complaint 1 -2,13 and passim) The factual allegations detailing these 
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activities largely predate plaintiff* s "discovery” of the Scheme in August 2000, and are not 
alleged to have caused plaintiff injury. Plaintiffs damages allegations, set forth in para¬ 
graphs 900-914 and read in the contest of the factual allegations of Use Complaint, further 
make clear that the damages be seeks arise from his discovery of the alleged Scheme, and not 
from the original purpose of the Scheme itself or any of the acts taken to effect that Scheme. 

To be sure, plaintiff alleges that defendants took actions directed at him—including threats of 
physical harm—that he deems “predicate acts," and that the Enterprise has harmed Ins busi¬ 
ness reputation and goodwill” (gs Complaint It 902,903). but as plaintiff himself asserts, 
any such injury—even if it were the type of injury compensable under RICO—arose from his 

f M 

day” (Complaint 1217).* 

Plaintiff, in essence, portrays himself in his pleadings as a whistleblower, al¬ 
beit one who is having a difficult time being beard. As the Second Circuit has made clear in 

-**■ i 

l( 1 ,»' . A 

the context of employee whistleblowers, retaliation for such actions, even if it results in fi- 
nancial harm in the form of job loss, does not give rise to RICO standing §« Hccht . atpia. 




897 F.2d at 24; Burdick v. American Express Co.. 865 F.2d 527 (2d Cir. 1989). 

In Burdick , while employed al the defendant company, plaintiff became aware 
of illegal practices that he alleged constituted a pattern of racketeering activity. PlaintifT 
complained about the practices, and refused to participate in such activities. As a result, be 


-rt uT- V 


I 


• Aldtotigh plsuttiifdorabschade general allegitioos that, jntajda UtilnIifTbas nffiml diimfnt to 
hi) bustnesa at financial interests by the arc of funds (tom racketeering acovincs to finance die En- 
Icipnse's Scheme'' (1900; trr tba fl 904-906). this Court need not accept ruch cenclusosy alfcgatioas 
foe purposes of lias motion. Amcrsran Sjuxcss . 39 F.3d at 400 n.3 ("While the coenplaiet docs cur¬ 
sorily assert that [plaintiff] eras a victim of the RICO defendant's acts and that these acta were the 
pro citrate cause of American Express's alleged injuries, these coactosacy allegations of die legal stares 
of defendants' acts need not be accepted as true fot the purposes of ruling on a motion to dismiss.") 
(citations attuned) 


0 
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was fired. He subsequently brought an action locking treble damages under section 1964(c). 




i 


865 F.2d at 528-29. The Second Circuit found that “in order to establish standing, [plaintiff) 
must show that the damage to his business or property resulted from the alleged mail and se¬ 
curities fraud, the predicate acts constituting the violation in this case. A careful review of 
[plaintiff's] complaint demonstrates that he cannot meet this requirement,” 865 FJd at 529. 
The Second Circuit further found that "Plaintiff's second claim, that he was discharged 'as a 
result of his complaints concerning Shcarson's fraudulent activities, fares no better.... His 
injury resulted from [defendant's] decision to fire him after he reported the [illegal] scheme 
to his superiors. Firing [plaintiff] under these circumstances was wrong, but it did not violate 



the RICO Act.’” Id. 


, 819 F.2d 547. 349 (l“ Cir. 1987)) 


(other citations omitted). 

That plaintiffs claimed damages in this case were caused by alleged retalia¬ 
tion for his discovery and subsequent investigation of the Scheme is highlighted in that por¬ 
tion of bis Complaint that attempts to quantify his damages: there, plaintiff itemizes such 
damages as "expenses... for the plaintiffs investigation and efforts to avoid and rectify in¬ 
jury from the Enterprise’s Scheme" and “plaintiffs ongoing investigation of the Enterprise's 
Scheme in order to prevent and rectify injury to the plaintiff (Complaint fl 907(a)-(c)). Al¬ 
though plaintiff conclusorily alleges as well that he has sustained damages to his "reputation 
and good will as a result of the false allegations made against the plaintiff in carrying out the 
Enterprise’s Scheme" (Complaint 1907(e)). the factual allegations in the Complaint make 
clear that plaintiff, while perhaps a means of effecting the Scheme, was not a target of the 
Scheme, and the object of the Scheme itself was to expand a prostitution and pornography 
empire "into the U.S. hard currency markets" and not to cause harm to plaintiffs reputation 



/ 
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and goodwill o: business. Indeed, taking plaintifTs allegations as true, the success of the 
Scheme depended on a lack of harm to plainlifT. for it was through plaintiff and with plain¬ 
tiff's (perhaps unknowing) cooperation that the Enterprise hoped to succeed in infiltrating the 
United States. The aim of even those alleged predicate acts aimed directly at plaintiff, such 
as bodily threats and harassment, was not to cause injury to plaintifTs business or property, 
but rather, to prevent him from interfering with defendant Shipilina’s efforts to obtain legal 
residency and, therefore, extend the Enterprise's Scheme into the U.S. hard currency mar- 



>tv 


kets. Cf. Mattson, supra . 11 F.3dat 1132-33 (affirming dismissal ofRlCO complaint where 


plaintiff alleged threats "which were made to intimidate him and to stop him from investigat¬ 
ing the alleged scheme"). That plaintiff would put his legal and consulting businesses on 
hold to investigate the Enterprise simply is not a reasonably foreseeable consequence of the 
predicate acts alleged; indeed, plaintifTs resistance to and investigation of the Scheme is 
what the predicate acts, as alleged, were designed to prevent. As a result, plaintiff has not 

a 

alleged causation and injury within the meaning of section 1964(c), and therefore lias net 
staled a cause of action under the civil RICO statute. 

Because I find that plaintiff has failed 10 adequately allege causation and in¬ 



jury—that is, that he was injured by reason of any purported violation of section 1962—1 
need not determine whether he has adequately alleged a violation of the substantive RICO 
statute. 

State Law Claims 

Defendants also move to dismiss plaintifTs state law claims for intentional in¬ 
fliction of emotional distress, abuse of process and malicious prosecution. Because I find 
thai plaintifTs RICO claims must be dismissed, this Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction to 
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hcar the stale law claims, bi light of the early stage of this litigation, the Court declines to 
assert supplemental jurisdiction over those claims under 28 U.S.C. § 1367. 

A district court’s exercise of supplemental jurisdiction is governed by 
28 U.S.C. § 1367(a), which provides in pertinent part, that "in any civil action of which the 
district courts have original jurisdiction, the district courts shall have supplemental jurisdic¬ 
tion over all other claims that are so related to claims in the action within such original juris¬ 
diction that they form part of the same case or controversy under Article III of the United 
States Constitution.” Subsection (c) provides that a district court “may” decline to exercise 
supplemental jurisdiction over a claim if the court has dismissed all claims over which it had 
original jurisdiction. 28 U.S.C. § !367(cX3). 

The Second Circuit has held that “in the usual case in which all federal-law 
claims are eliminated before trial, the balance of factors to be considered under the pendent 
jurisdiction doctrine... will point toward declining to exercise jurisdiction ova the remain¬ 
ing slate-law claims,” Valencia ex rel. Franco v. Lee. 316 F.3d 299, 306 (2d Cir. 2003); see 
?bo Travelers his Co, . v. K .WtoS. 996 F2d 1485, 1490 (2d Cir. 1993) (quoting Camggist 
Mellon Univ. v. CohilL 484 U S. 343,350 (1988)). The balance of factors to be considered 
includes judicial economy, convenience, fairness and comity. Valencia. 316 FJd at 305. 

Because this Court has dismissed all federal causes of action under the RICO 
statute, the court declines to exercise supplemental jurisdiction ova the state law causes of 
action While district courts arc capable and arc bound to apply the state law to claims, 
~fn]ecdlcss decisions of state law should be avoided both as a matter of comity and to pro¬ 
mote justice between the parties, by procuring for them a surer-footed reading of applicable 
law.” New York v. Niagara Mohawk Powq Coro.. 263 F. Supp. 2d 650.670 (W.D.N.Y. 
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2003) This is especially true where neither the courts nor the parties have yet invested time 
or other resources in conducting discovery or otherwise preparing this case fo' trial. Judicial 
economy, fairness, convenience and comity will be served best by declining to exercise sup¬ 
plemental jurisdiction over the remaining state law claims and, accordingly, they arc dis¬ 
missed. 

Leave to Amend 

A Court generally should not dismiss a prose complaint “‘without granting 
leave to amend a least once when a liberal reading of the complaint gives any indication that 
a valid claim might be stated."’ Thompson v. Carter , 284 F.3d 411,416 (2d Cir. 2002) 

(quoting Branum v, Clark. 927 F.2d 698,705 (2d Cir. 1991)). Here, however, plaintiff is a 
lawyer and member of the bar of this Court. He lias demonstrated that he is capable of draft¬ 
ing a detailed pleading, supplemented when necessary by additional allegations Under Rule 
15(a), Fed. R. Civ. P., although leave to amend a pleading should be “freely given when jus¬ 
tice so requires," amendment is not permitted when to do so would be futile—in other words, 
when the amended pleading would not itself withstand a motion to dismiss. See Milanese v, 
Rusl-Oleum Coro.. 244 F.3d 104, 110 (2d Cir. 2001); Whimsicality. Inc, v. Batlat. 27 
F.Supp. 2d 456,466 (S.D.N.Y. 1998). Tire sheer length and detail of plaintiffs Complaint, 
which sets forth in great detail the investigation into the allegations that plaintiff has already 

V 

conducted, makes clear that plaintiffhas put forward his best case for relief. Indeed, having 

• 

been frilly apprised of the bases for the morions to dismiss, he sought leave to file a Supple- 
menial Complaint, which leave I have granted. Plaintiff made no request to file an amended 
Complaint in the event the motions to dismiss were granted. Even the most liberal reading of 
the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint fails to indicate that, however restated, any valid 
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elaim would survive. Sss Mariam, supra, 11 F.3d at 1133 (holding that amendment would 
be futile where plaintiffs did not have standing to sue under RICO). As a result, I dismiss the 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint with prejudice. 

Conclusion 

Plaintiff's request for leave to file the “Supplemental Complaint" (dated Au¬ 
gust 23,2004) is granted and the Supplemental Complaint is deemed filed. Plaintiff s Mo¬ 
tion to Strike Exhibits Q-Z of defendants' Reply Memorandum for Failure to Authenticate 
(Docket Number $9) is granted. Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss the Complaint (Docket 
Numbers 21,26,28 and 62), as supplemented, is granted. Plaintiffs Complaint and the Sup¬ 
plemental Complaint are dismissed with prejudice Plaintiffs Motion for Default Judgment 
(Docket Number 47) is denied as moot. 


SO ORDERED. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 28,2004 



P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Judge 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/dcdecsn.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:03 PM] 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


October 4, 2004 


Hon. P. Kevin Castel 

United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Southern District Court of New York. CV-03-2717 tPKC) 


Dear Judge Castel: 

My years of living in this society have made me relatively tolerant of back handed 
sniping, even when it impugns my honor by subtly calling me a liar that spins tales, 
Memorandum and Order at 1, or makes fanciful allegations, Memorandum and Order at 6 (citing 
opposing attorney Jack Sachs' letter of August 30, 2004 at 1 as the source for this side comment). 

But I do find particularly trying when manifest partiality or personal prejudice singles out 
me, the pro se plaintiff, for criticism, especially when such censure is based on a false premise 
used to justify a chain of events that led to dismissal with prejudice of the Complaint. 

Yes, I filed a 147-page law memorandum with five exhibits in opposition to the 
defendants’ combined motion to dismiss while their two key memoranda totaled 148 pages with 
47 separate documents attached, but you saw fit to rebuke only me. Memorandum and Order at 
2, n.l, and that rebuke was unfounded. 

You claim my 147-page memorandum of law contravenes your Individual Practice 
Rules, but it did not contravene Chief Judge Mukasey’s rules who was the sitting Judge at the 
time it was filed. You claim I made a Motion to Strike extraneous materials without your 
consent, but that was because you were not on the case at that time—Chief Judge Mukasey was 
and my motion complied with his rules. Had I known then that you would end up with the case, 

I would have requested "prior consent," but I'm not that prescient. Your rules for which you 
wrongly accused me of violating in a written order did not apply because the case had not yet 
been transferred to you and there was no notice to me at the time that it would be. 



More important, however, is that the above incidents of partiality or personal prejudice 
and error in applying your Individual Rules contributed to overlooking controlling decisions 
cited in my memoranda, not fully considering the legal arguments I advanced and fundamentally 
misconstruing and overlooking allegations in the Complaint, which was reinforced by the failure 
to consider my memoranda of law, Memorandum and Order at 2, n. 1. Other indications in your 
opinion also indicate an ignoring of my memoranda but not the defendants’. And no, my Motion 
to Strike did not request striking my legal memoranda. 

After having been burnt once and not wanting to be falsely accused of violating any more 
rules, I am requesting a pre-motion conference in order to move for your recusal from this case 
because of impartiality that might be reasonable questioned under 28 U.S.C. 455(a) or personal 
prejudice under 28 U.S.C. 144 so that an impartial judge may hear any request for 
reconsideration under S.D.N.Y. Local Civil Rule 6.3. 

Thank you for your time. 


Very truly yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC J. Michael McMahon 
Clerk of the Court 

Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 

500 Pearl Street 

New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 

Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 

Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Bradley Dubin, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
NY, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 
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New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Vikrant Pawar 
Asst. Corp. Counsel 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

100 Church St. 

NY, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 

Bruce A. Claugus 
Claugus & Mitchell 
80 Broad Street 
NY, NY 10004 
Tel. 212 425 2200 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
2876A South 46 St. 

Greenfield, WI 53219 
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October 6.2004 

Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court 
for the Southern District of New York 
500 Pearl Street. Courtroom 12C 
New York. New York 10007 



MEMO ENDORSED 


Re: Client: 
Matter 


Kuba, Mundy 4 Associates and Nicholas J. Mundy 

Roy Den Hollander v. Kuba. Mundy & Associates and Nicholas J 
Mundy 
Docket No.: 03CV27T7 


Honoratoto Sir 

Our office represents the defendants Kuba, Mundy & Associate* Micho'ee J Munriu ann 
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McManus, Collura & Rlcbtor. P C 
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Mew York. New Yort 10005 
(212) 425-3100 


J- MIchBet McMahon 

United States District Court 

tof the Southern District of New York 

Clerk of the Court 
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Edward S. Rudoftsky. Esq. 
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Ne'soo Slam, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant. Dr. Marc L Paulsen 
964 Third Avenue - 51h Floor 
New York, New York 10155 
(212)223-5330 

Vikram Pawar. Asst. Corp. Counsel 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

Attorneys to’ Defendant, Detective Honnirms 
100 Church street 
Now York. New York 10007 
(212)788-0775 

David t. Fern berg. Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant, Cye»lach Internet Strip Ch/b Network 
283 Maple Street 

Went Hompsteed, New York 11562 
(518)539-2186 

Michael Davis Velasco, Esq. 

Ciaugus i Mitchell 

Attorneys for Defendant, Bank of Cyptus 
80 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 
(212)425-2200 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Ntootay N. Vasilyev 
Defendants Pro Se 
2876A South 46th Street 
Greenfield. Wl 53219 

Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney at Law 
Plaintiff Pro Se 
S45 EbsM 4th Street 
Now York. New York 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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JACK SACHS 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 
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October 11.2004 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 
545 H«st H* Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Mr. Hollander 


This is strictly between us. and could be considered in the nature of a housekeeping 
measure. 

As you will note from the letterhead, the final "s" in my name is an integral port of the 
name itself, not a post-apostiopiul possessive appendage. 


I'm flattered that 1 was singled out of the several attorneys for the various defendants for 
special mention in your motion. If you should do so in any further pleading, though, 
please get the spelling straight. 


JSabm 


Yours truly. 



Jack Sachs 
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Memorandum of Law in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to Disqualify Judge Castel 
Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et ah 03 CV 2717 (PKC) 


Judge Castel’s Memorandum and Order (“Order”) of September 28, 2004 in the case Rov 
Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. raises questions of partiality under 28 
U.S.C. 455(a) or indicates personal prejudice under 28 U.S.C. 144 toward the plaintiff. 

In the written Order, Judge Castel singles out the plaintiff—but not the defendants—for 
censure in violating his Individual Practice Rules. “[Pjlaintiff, without prior consent of the Court 
and in contravention of my Individual Practices, filed a 147-page memorandum of law, along 
with an affidavit and exhibits....” Order at 2 n. 1. Judge Castel saw fit not to rebuke the 
defendants even though their two key memoranda totaled 148 pages with 47 separate documents 
disguised as 30 exhibits and two affidavits. The plaintiffs memorandum contained only four 
exhibits and one affidavit, yet the plaintiff alone was criticized. Judge Castel also rebuked the 
plaintiff for filing a Motion to Strike without his prior consent. The motion requested exclusion 
of external documents the plaintiff did not rely on in drafting the Complaint. 

What makes the above one-sided censure of the plaintiff egregious is that it is based on a 
false premise. When the plaintiff submitted his memorandum of law and Motion to Strike, the 
case was before Chief Judge Mukasey, not Judge Castel. The plaintiffs memorandum and 
motion complied with Chief Judge Mukasey’s rules. The case was subsequently transferred to 
Judge Castel, but the Judge, or one of his clerks, over looked this obvious fact in order to take 
advantage of an apparent opportunity to discredit the plaintiff before the Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit, which is where this case is going. 

Perhaps this was just one of those inadvertent screw-ups, but I doubt it, since the 
plaintiffs nonexistent violation of the Judge’s rules apparently led to the Court ignoring the 


1 


plaintiffs memoranda but not the defendants. The first sentence of the first page of the Order 
plays off a sarcasm that the defendants used throughout their papers. The Complaint alleges the 
Enterprise, or Russian mafia, to be an organization that “spans the globe.” The defendants used 
this repeatedly in their papers to snipe at the plaintiffs Complaint as farfetched. The defendants 
can ridicule all they want, but when the Court repeats their derision in a written Order, it 
becomes a different matter entirely. Judge Castel also picked up another criticism directed at the 
plaintiff, this time concerning the Supplemental Complaint, leveled by one of the defendant’s 
lawyers. In opposing the plaintiffs request to file a Supplemental Complaint, Jack Sachs’ wrote, 
“[Sjince it appears that few, if any, of the events cited in the Supplemental Complaint ever really 
happened,....'’' (Sach’s August 30, 2004 letter to the Court, the emphasis is his.) Judge Castel 
went one better in citing to Sach’s letter by writing, “few, if any, of the events set forth in the 
Supplemental Complaint ever really happened ....” The Court conveniently left out Sach’s 
qualifier of “it appears” and went on to state “it is not the Court’s role at this stage of the 
litigation to assess the truth or validity of plaintiffs allegations, no matter how fanciful they 
appear or how difficult they may be to prove. ” (Emphasis added) Everyone knows on a Rule 
12(b)(6) motion to dismiss that the Court doesn’t determine fact issues, so why add this back 
handed slap to make sure everyone knows that the Court doesn’t believe the Complaint’s 
allegations and that it thinks they can’t be proved—unless to discredit the plaintiff. Moreover, 
how does the Judge know or why should he care at this stage in the litigation whether the 
plaintiff has a witness to the events in Wisconsin as described in the Supplemental Complaint. 
Does it matter that the plaintiff actually has a witness, since it shouldn’t even be an issue at this 
point? 
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The Judge also criticized the plaintiff for drafting the Supplemental Complaint “with the 
defendants’ motions to dismiss in hand .. Order at 5. But one of the basic policies of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure “is that a party should be given every opportunity to join all of 
his grievances against other parties regardless of when they arose.” Wright & Miller, Federal 
Prac. and Proc. : Civ.2d § 1506, p 193 of 1990 edition. Finally, the Court once again chose to 
denigrate the plaintiffs allegations for no discernable legal reason by stating on page one of its 
Order that the Complaint “spins a tale.” 

Such comments by Judge Castel are unnecessary, inappropriate and do not bolster the 
legal basis for the Order, but they do discredit the plaintiff for when he appears before the 
Second Circuit to argue his appeal. As such, the only conclusion is that these remarks manifest 
Judge Castel’s partiality, beyond that already held by Second Circuit courts against civil RICO 
actions, or personal prejudiced toward the plaintiff. 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff requests the recusal of Judge Castel from any further 
proceedings in this case. 

Dated: New York, New York 

October 8, 2004 

Respectfully submitted 
Attorney plaintiff pro se 


Roy Den Hollander (RDH 1957) 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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Memorandum of Law in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration of Judge 
Castel’s September 28, 2004 Memorandum and Order in 
Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al, 03 CV 2717 (PKC) 


In Judge Castel’s Memorandum and Order (“Order”), which dismissed the Complaint 
with prejudice, the Judge, or one of his clerks, wrote, “I find it unnecessary to consider any 
materials outside the Complaint in deciding the motions to dismiss and I grant the plaintiffs 
Motion to Strike.” Order at 2 n. 1. The plaintiffs Motion to Strike requested Judge Castel to 
ignore external documents, including 39 documents submitted by defendants, that the plaintiff 
did not rely on in drafting the Complaint in accordance with Chambers v. Time Warner. Inc. . 282 
F.3d 147, 153 (2d Cir. 2002). The Motion to Strike did not request the Judge to strike the 
plaintiffs memoranda of law submitted in opposition to the defendants’ memoranda of law, but 
the Judge, apparently on his on motion, did. As pointed out in the plaintiffs accompanying 
Memorandum for the Disqualification of Judge Castel at 1 & 2, the Judge’s apparent rationale 
for ignoring the plaintiffs memoranda, but apparently not the defendants’ memoranda, was the 
Court’s misconception that the plaintiff had violated Judge Castel’s Individual Practice Rules 
when the plaintiff had not. Judge Castel made a point of rebuking the plaintiff, despite his 
innocence. Order at 2 n. 1. In addition, Judge Castel’s partiality or personal prejudice against the 
plaintiff, as presented in the Memorandum for Disqualification, likely contributed to the Court 
overlooking the plaintiffs memoranda but not the defendants’. 

By not considering the plaintiffs memoranda of law, the Judge overlooked controlling 
decisions cited in the Memorandum In Opposition to Certain Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss at 
pp 104-112 and the Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant Bank of Cyprus at pp 23-25 that 
might reasonably have altered the result, Adams v. U.S. , 686 F.Supp. 417, 418 (S.D.N.Y. 1994). 
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In addition, by overlooking the plaintiffs memoranda of law the issues on the motion to dismiss 
were, in effect, not fully briefed, since the Court did not consider the plaintiffs arguments, 
Jacovitz v. Regency Maritime Corp. , 1994 U.S. Dist Lexis 13632 *3 (S.D.N.Y. 1994). And by 
fundamentally misconstruing and ignoring allegations in the Complaint, which were reinforced 
by the Court’s failure to consider the plaintiffs memoranda of law, the Court overlooked fact 
allegations, See Morin v. Trupin , 823 F.Supp. 201, 205 (S.D.N.Y. 1993). 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff requests reconsideration of the Order for the above reasons 
providing the motion to disqualify Judge Castel is granted. If the disqualification motion is 
denied, the plaintiff withdraws this Motion for Reconsideration. 


Dated: New York, New York 
October 8, 2004 


Respectfully submitted 
Attorney plaintiff pro se 


Roy Den Hollander (RDH 1957) 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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preliminary statement 

Defendants. Kuha, Mundy & Asiociates. Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich, by their attorneys. 
McManus. Collura Si Richter. P.C., respectfully submit this Memorandum of l-aw in opposition to the plaintiff! 
motion to disquilify Judge Caslcl from any further proceedings m this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 455(a) and 
28 DSC. { 144. together with such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

ARGUMENT 

Plaintiffs motion to disqualify arises only out of the Memorandum nnd Order dated September 28,2004 
m the case of Hollander v. Flash Pa item Topless Huh. rr al, 2004 WL 2 186558 f S.D.NY. 2004) ("Order"), 
PlamUiT alleges that the Order evidences reasonably questioned impartiality on the port of Judge Cartel pursuant 
to 2S U S C 5 455(a) and or personal prejudice on the part of Judge Caslcl pursuant to 28 U.S.C. (144 against 
the plaintiff. 

A. l egal Standard: 28 UAC $ 455(a) 

On the merits of the pending petition. Ihc applicable stambrd is well set! led. 28 U.S.C. ( 455(a) mandates 
that Judge Cartel "... shall disqualify himself on any proceeding in which lus impartiality might reasonably be 
questioned'* 

Ihc trial Judge himself must decide a motion (lied pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 4 455(a), In re Gamhlig Lottery 
Seeurtlies Litigation. 2001 WL 1020905 *6 (S O N Y. 2001) The instant application foe recusal is committed 
to Judge Castd's “sound discretion." U.S < Maggiore. 2004 WL 768646 *2 (H-D.N.Y, 2004); Lamhom v. 
Dlumer, 726 FSupp 510.514 (S D.N.Y 1989). The Second Circuit has captained thal die Judge presiding over 
the ease ts in the lies! position to appreciate the implications of those natters alleged m a recusal motion. In re 
Initial Fuhlk Offering Securities Litigation, 174 I- Supp’d 70 (S.D.N.Y. 2001) (citmg In re Drat! Bumlxa 
lamls-rt. lit, 861 F 2d U07. 1312 (2dCir. I988))i 

28 U.S.C. } 455(a) requires a showing Ihat would cause an objective, disinterested. observer fully 
informed of the underlying facts to entertain sigm fleam doubt tint justice would be done absent recusal. In re 
Gaminig Paten Securities Litigation. 2001 WL 1020905 *6. Thus, the lest to be apphed is an objective one 
which assumes Ihal a reasonable person knows and understands all the relevant facts. Id. See also hi re 
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huerttarUmal Urn, nos Mactttna Corp . 45 F.3d 641,643 (2d C*. 1995) Staled another way. the Court just asks 
whether a reasonable person, knowing oil the facts. would conclude that tlx Court's impartiality might reasonably 
be question* Biktrtm v. U.S. 1995 WL 758754 • I (S.D.N.Y. 1995) 

However, there is a substantial burden on the moving parly to show that the judge is not impartial 
bantam v. Darner. 726 FSupp 510,514 The remedy of mandamus will be invoked only where the petitioner 
has demonstrated that its right to such relief is "clear and indisputable 7>t re International Butinas Minima 
Carp . 45 FJd 641,643,(quoting Males H. Cone Memorial Hospital r Mercury Construction Corp, 460 U.S. 
I. 18, 103 S.Cl 927.93*. 74 L Ed.2d 765 (1983)). This is the standard that the Second Circuit has explicitly 
applied m the canted of a mandamus petitinr to challenge a judge's dental of a recusal motion In re 
International Business Minima Corp . 45 FJd 641, 643. Further, rt must be clear and indisputable that the 
conduct was “an extreme as to display clear nubility to render fair judgment." U S v .Ifuggiore, 2064 WL 768646 
•2 (quoting Lilekv V United States. 510 U S. 540. 114 S.CL 1147. 127 L.Ed.2d 474 (1994)). In other words, 
"before recusal would be appropriate, a judge must display so deep and profound a bias such tlut fair judgment 
wuuhl be impossible." Hilzenan v. U S. 1995 WL 75*754 • 1 (citing Liteky v Untied States 510 U.S. 540, 114 
S.CL 1147, 127 L.fid.2d 474) A judge should not recuse himself on unsupported, i manorial or highly tenuous 
speculation, tamtam s'. Diltmer. 726 F.Supp 510,514. 

Unless this standard is met. a judge is as much obligated not to recuse himself when tl is not called for 
as he is obliged to when It is. lu re Gamtuig tar/en* Securities' Litigation. 2001 WL 1020905 *6: Bihertan V. 
U.S. 1995 WL 75*754 • 1. Section 455(a) was not meant to require disqualification every mix one party can 
make some argument, no mailer how unreasonable, lhat the appearance of prejudice would result I he reason for 
this stringent standard is that the Court must he alert to avoid tlx possibility lhat those who would question the 
Judge's impartiality arc in fact seeking to avoid tlx consequences of his adverse decision, tamtam v. Burner 
726 FSupp 510,514. litigants arc entitled lo an unbiased judge, nul a judge of their choosing. In re Initial ISMic 
Offering Securities Litigation, 174 I Supp.2d 70.74; USr. Terry 802 F Supp 1094. 1097 (SONY. 1992). 

Of further significance, the Second Circuit, quoting the United States Supreme Court, has stated "... the 
ullimalc inquiry is whether circumstances satisfy section 455(a), t.c.. create an objectively reasonable basis for 
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questioning a judge's impartiality, by showing o deep-seated favoritism or antagonism (hat would make fan 
judgment impossible |J|udicial nilmgs alone the Court observed, almost never constitute a valid basis for a bias 
or partiality motion and can only in the rarest circumstances evidence the degree of favomism or antagonism 
required '* In re International Biasness Machines Crisp., 45 F.3d 641.644 (quoting Liteky v. UntiedStates 510 
ll.S. 540. II4S.CL 1147,127 L.Ed.2d 474 < 1994)) (mlcnul quotations smutted) See also In re Caminig Lottery 
Securities Litigation. 2001 WL 1020905 *6 (judicial lutings can only ul the rarest circumstances evidence the 
degree of favoritism or antagonism required when no extrajudicial source is involved. Almost mvanaWy. they are 
proper grounds for appeal not for recusal); Johnson v. John Doe, 2001 WL 619287 (S-D.N.Y. 2001) (adverse 
rulings do not create the appearance of bus that would prompt a court to disqualify itself), tiiizenan v. US, 1995 
WL 758754 • 2 (judicial nilmgs alone almost never constitute a valid basis for a bias or partiality motion. This 
is became in and of themselves they cannot show reliance on an extrajudicial source and only in the rarest 
circumstances evidence die degree of favoritism or amagonrsrn required); US V. Terry 802 F. Supp 1094, 1097 
(motion in recuse under 5 455(a) may be node only on the basis of alleged bias or prejudice from an estnyudicul 
source, mil upon trial rulinjt* or conduct). 

In light of the law detailed above and the arguments cited m Section C below, the plaintiff s application, 
left to the sound discretion of Judge CastcL must be denied. An objccuve, disinterested, observer fully informed 
of the underlying facts would no doubt conclude that the Court's unpurtiality is not reasonably questionable. The 
plaintiff has not satisfied the substantial burden of showing that his nght to relief is clear and indisputable, nor 
his he shown dial the conduct alleged was so extreme as to display clear inability to render fair judgment or that 
Judge Casid exhibited so deep and profound a burs such that fan judgment was impossible. In fact, plaintiff has 
shown no bias or prejudice oil live part of Judge Caste! In any event, Ihc Order a tone cannot constitute a legal 
basis for alleged bras or partiality to evidence the degree of favoritism or antagonism required.' 


'No exttijodicul source serving as a prcdieHe for Ihn applujlvm n even alleged. 

5 
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It. Legal Standard: 2Jt ILVC. $ 144 

28U.S.C.* 144 provides that: 

"Whenever a party to any proceeding m a district court makes and files a timely and sufficient 
affidasit that the judge before whom the mailer is pending lun a personal bias or prejudice either 
against him or in favor of any adverse party, such judge shall proceed no further therein, but 
another judge shall be assigned to hear such proceeding. 

lire affidasit shall stale the JitcLs and the reasons for the belief that bias or prefudicc exists, and 
shall be filed not less titan ten days before tire beginning of Use term at which the proceeding is 
to be bean), or good cause shall be shown for failure to flic it within such tunc. A party may file 
only one such affidavit m any care. It shad be accompanied by a certificate of counsel ofrecord 
stating that it Is made in good faith." (emphasis added) 

To begin with. plaintiffs motion under 2* U5.C. $ 144 is procedural!)' defective as a matter of law and 
must be denied based upon such deficiencies alone. Before esen teaching the merits of the recusal motion under 
2S USX. § 144. it is necessary foe the Court to determine wbcrhcf the procedural requirement under 28 USX 
i!44 base been met. lambent v. Dittmer. 726 F.Supp 510,514; Apple v. Jeseish Hospital and Medical Center, 
829 FJd 326,333 (2d. Ctr. 1987), They base not here. 

First. plauinff s application is untimely and was not filed while the truster was pending. To the contrary, 
this request is consenicnily bemg made after an advene decision dismissing the action. This Court hat indicated 
that in addition to lapse of time, four other factors are taken into account in considering the timeliness of such a 
motion. (I) whether movant t has participated m a substantia! manner in tnal or pre-tnal proceedings; (2) whclhcr 
granting the motion would represent a waste of judicial resources; (3) whether the motion was made after entry 
of judgement; and (4) whether the movant can demonstrate good cause for delay. Lamborn v. Dittmer. 726 
F-Supp 510. 514 (S.D.N.Y. 1989k Hmhneia v. Chamey. 1994 WL 455172 *2 (S.D.N.Y 1994). The 
underlying ralxin.il for the timeliness rule ts to prevent waste of judicial resources which would occur if 
proceeding! had to be duplicated after recusal, and to prevent a movant from hedging his bets by holding back 
md waning to sec the outcome of hts case before nuking hts recusal motion. Id: Apple v. Jmish Hospital and 
Uedxsa! Center, 829 F 2d 326.334 (judicial resources should not be wasted and a movant may not hold back and 
wait, hedging its bets against the eventual outcome). 

4 
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In the instant matter. as detailed below, plaintiff participated extensively in this action, filing various 
pleading* and motions and appearing in Court. He has repeatedly and vigorously presented his arguments to this 
Court Further. recusal isould certainly result in a waste of judicial resources if a third Federal Judge would now 
h»'e to preside over this matter and re-read the extensive record. Furthermore, the delay by plaintiff has certainly 
allowed him to hedge his bet Had plaintiff been successful on the defendants' motion to dismiss, he would not 
be filing this motion. Lambtrrn v Ditlmee 726 F.Supp 510, 514 (S.IJ N Y 1989). 

Second. 28 U.S.C. 5 144 mandates tint plaintiff was to provide "...a timely and sufficient affidavit that 
the judge before wham the matter is pending has a personal bias or prejudice against him or m favor of any 
adverse party...” 28 U.S.C. § 144 "Affidavits filed under } 144 are strictly scrutinized for form and timeliness.” 
lamborn v Dittmer, 726 F Supp 510. Sli Secolxo Galclla v (Mania. 487 F.2d 986. 997 (2d Cir. 1973) (a 
judge may he disqualified for baas only on motion supported by a written affidavit of facts supporting the claim 
of bos). IlmitnrtE v Chantey, 1994 WL 453172 *2 (ail application that a judge recuse herself pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. t I +4 must be accompanied by an affidavit); Applc V Jewish IlmpuaJ and Medical Center. 829 F.2d 326. 
333 ({ 144 requires a party to file an affidavit, though the filing of such an affidavit docs not automatically 
disqualify a judge) Here, the plaintiff has utterly failed to include any sufficient notarized affidavit 

Think. 28 U.S.C. 5 144 mandates that the affidavit "shall be accompanied by a certificate of counsel of 
record stating dull it n made m good fauh ” 28 IfS.C JI44 The Court in Lamhom H Ditimer noted that the 
defendant's motion was deficient in form because ihe affidavit was tvol accompanied by the certificate of good 
faith as required under die statute Tile Court staled dial dm requirement is importance because a judge is not 
allowed to scnitimrr a } 144 affidavit for accuracy even if he knows to a certainty that die allegations of personal 
prejudice arc lalse. lamhom i Dittmer, 726 F. Supp 510,515 Ihc Court went on to stale that if a certificate is 
to serve the purpose of shielding a court which cannot tc« the truth of claimed facts, it should at least cany die 
assertion that counsel believes the facts alleged to be accurate and correct. Id Here, no certificate has been 
provided by the plaintiffs lawyer stating that such a inquest was made in goad faith. Lamhom v Dittmer, 726 
F.Supp510. 514 
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Ilcncc. pcoccdtaal requirements under 28 U.S.C. JI44 arc slnctly construed and the tack of respect for 
such clear requirements by plaintiff in itself u sufficient grounds for denying Ihe motion for recusal under 28 
U.S.C. i 144. Id 

However, even though plaintiffs motion is deficient in bolh timeliness and form, his motion iranlariy 
Calls cn the merits Courts considering Ihe substantive standards of 28 U.S.C. § 144 have concluded that they are 
to be construed m pari materut with section 28 U S. } 455. Apple v. Jewish Hospital and Medical Center. 829 
l : 2d 226, 333. In large measure, the grounds for disqualification arc the same under both statutes. State of NY 
v Solid, 1996 WL 428381 *4 (S I).N.Y 19%). Sections 455 and 144 arc not redundant but complementary. Id. 

Ihe substantive test for bus or prejudice » identical in both Sections 144 and 455, lr„ whether an 
objective, disinterested, observer, fully informed of die facts underlying the grounds on which recusal is sought, 
would entertain significant doubt dial justice would be done if the judge were not recused. Id 

Ihe bias or prejudice that results in recusal is Ihe same under bolh sections, dial is. it looks to extrajudicial 
cooduct as the bans for making such a determination, not conduct which arises m a judicial contcaL Apple r. 
Jeuidi llosptlal and Medlad Center. 829F-2d326,333. That Is. die luas or prejudice must he extrajudicial, i.e. 
It must be established by mailers uutsadc and apart &um Ihe litigation. StateofNY. v. Soled. 19% WL 428381 *5. 
Another Court has stated "|i|n order tn succeed on a motion to recuse pursuant to 6144. petitioner must 
demonstrate that the Court's alleged bias or prejudice resulted from an extrajudicial source.” Hikenan v. U.S. 
1995 WL 758754 • I. "Pus requires evidence dust the judge formed 'an opinion on die merits on some basis other 
dun whai the judge learned from hts participation in the case.'” Biktrtan v. U.S 1995 WL 7S87S4 • 1 Ipmtwg 
US. S', (itmnell Corp., 384 U.S. 563, 583 (1966). See also Lambom v. Dittmer, 726 F.Stlpp 510, 515 
(disqualifyingprejudice must stem from an extrajudicial source and result in an opinion on die menu on some 
basts other than what Ihe judge has learned from Ins partieipaliun in ihe case); Henkmitz v Chantey 1994 WL 
455172 *2 (judicial nilings alone almost ncser constitute valid basis for a bias or partiality motion). 

In Ihe inslant action. an objective observer, fully informed of the facts underlying die grounds on which 
rteusa] is sought, wsuld not entertain significant doubt that justice would not lie dune if Ihe judge was not recused 


6 
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Further. il it not even alleged by plaintiff. because n cannot be. that the alleged bias was hated upon anything 
other than the Order. There was no extrajudicial conduct. 

C. Plaintiffs Motion 1‘tirtuanl to 28 H.S.C $ 455(a) and 28 U.S.C $ 144 Mutt Be Denied 

Based upon the foregoing, plaintiff t motion lot no basts in law or fact, and is nothing more than the 
result of a disgruntled litigant who now seeks to multiply this proceeding unreasonably and vcxattousJy simply 
because lus complauit and supplemental complaint lute been dismissed with prejudice by this Court and he is 
unhappy with that result 

Only now that the complaint and supplemental complaint hate been dismissed does plaintiff conjure up 
this purported impartiality and prejudice on the pan of the Court m an attempt to retry his claims and allow this 
mancr » linger longer than it already unnccessanly Isas. The platnlifTs real dispute is not with some of the 
statements issued by the Court in its Order, bul with the outcome of the Order. If the Court had concluded that 
the plaintiff s complaint should go forward, there is no doubt that he would welcome Judge Costcl proceeding 
with this action Plaintiff is desperate and figures he now has nothing to lose. Tins conduct by platnbfT is 
lemtntscent and consistent with his conduct tn the underlying proceedings whereby he sought to admonish anyone 
who stood m the way of his claims including the attorneys and Judges. However, simply because plaintiff dislikes 
like the result of Judge Cartel's decision or disagrees with his reasoning docs not provide him with authority to 
now Judge shop and seek Judge Cartel's recusal to this end. Eltis v Provident Lift A Accident Insurance 
Company. %2 F. Supp 445 (SONY. l997)(Thc court regularly cautioned against permitting judge shoppsng 
by litigants as inconsistent with the ends of justice). 

Plaintiff makes this application despite the fact that this matter lias been fully litigated an lU menu and 
tile pUintitl has Itad his day in Court on his claims The facts and procedural history related to this action reveal 
that plaintiff Ins ckariy had a fair and reasonable opportunity to litigate this matter. The plaintiff served a nine 
hundred and fifteen separately numbered |saragraph complaint totaling ninety-one pages in length, which was 
considered by Judge Cartel. In fact, the relative portions of the complaint were cited m Judge Cartel's decision 
and Judge Cartel explicitly stated that he accepted the allegations contained in the complaint and supplemental 
complaint as true m deciding the defendants’ motions to dismiss. The plainliffhad an opportunity to submil an 

7 
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extensive one hundred and forty-seven page memorandum of law in opposition to certain defendants' motions 
to dismiss as xvcll as had the opportunity to submit other motions papers in apposition to certain other defendants' 
motions to dismiss Theses motion papers were considered by the Court in deciding the defendants' motions to 
dismiss Indeed, plaintiff cannot point to a single reference or statement in the Order which demonstrates that 
plaintiffs opposition was not considered m determining the defendants' motions to dismiss Tile plamtifT was also 
provided vsrth the opportunity to mov e to strike the exhibits annexed to the defendants' reply motion submitted 
m further support of their motion to dismiss. In fact, this motion was granted by Judge Caste! and aQ exhibits and 
references to such exhibits contained in the defendants' motion papers were struck by Judge Castcl and not 
considered in the Order, further, the plainlilT was permitted the opportunity to move for a conference before 
Judge Castcl to lupplcment his complaint Judge Castcl again granted plaintiffs request, allowed the complaint 
to be supplemented, and considered the supplemental complaint, white taking the allegations as tine, in deetding 
the defendants' motions to dismiss. The plaintiff also conveniently fails to mention that he was afforded the 
opportunity before Chief Judge Mukascy. the Judge presiding m et this matter prior to Judge Caste!, to apply for 
ipnMcctivc order, and was similarly provided with an opportunity before Chief Judge Mukascy to move for an 
entry of default against certain defendants named in the complaint. 

Additionally, the plaintiff was present at all conferences on tills matter before Chief Judge Mukascy and 
Judge Castcl and was provided with an opportunity to address the Court at those limes Significantly, at no tune 
during any of these conferences or while the aforementioned motions were pending before the Court did plaintiff 
suggest any bus. prejudice or unpartuhty on the part of the Court, either verbally or m writing. 

Ikncr. Judge Cartel addressed plaintiffs complaint, plaintiff s supplemental complaint and all motions 
papers undecided by Chief Judge Mukascy and tendered an extensile seventeen page Order based upon 
controlling legal precedent in this Circuit. In rendering its decision, the Court granted plaintiffs motion to 
supplement his complaint and considered it along with the imtul complaint, took all relevant facts as true in the 
complaint and supplemental complaint, struck the exhibits of the defendant und staled that the Cusirt rcluscd to 
luok outside Ibe allegations m the complaint in nuking its determination Hated upon these rulings, the Order, 
which speaks for itself, clearly reveals that plaintiff s complaint and supplemental complaint were dismissed by 
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..a.rwi i,„.s C , ( 

**'* ”“** ,mp0n “ l,ty « «>*. conveniently mvented. adcihc-fact. by the fUkmtt. 

The plaintiffis request for dtsquahficanon of Jud^Cand ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

•nd Motuned in Judge (end's deeuioii, interprelcd by the [damnlf in contravention of its objectively 

^.ned meaning. which. tn -y even,. richer ,mp* u * ^ of Uwdcci*» nor Ulc Uw ^ „ 
support. 

Tl* butt ofpl«in,i(r» request foe recumi and Uw enure fin, page of hi, motion „ ^ up0fl m 
sorter coo tuned in foonwitc one of Judge Card's needy seventeen page dccuson which suws that In 
to the motion, ptatnuffi without pr«c coown, of the Coun tuw, „ contemn of my 

tm ‘ m ‘ UM “ U1 ™' mf,norandum ofU "- *«. "*> » -ffidhw end exhibits, and . Modon to Stake 
cenam material contained in defendants' affidavits" 

Jhu statement was made by Judge Castel m die context of providing nothing more than die procedural 
hmory related to tins action. Neither this statement by the Coun. nor any other statements throughout the decision, 
indicates tha, Uw Coon struck Uw pb,nl.tr , oppodtio. memorandum and dtd not consoler „ » connection with 
the defendants' mobon. todtsmtssdUctot,. length. Further. this statement by Judge Castel does no, indicate Uia, 

.he Court shuck the pbrntifT, tntKion « stnkc the cxhtbitx attaeited u. the defendants' reply mot,on ,o dtstntss 
and references to stadi exhibits m their motion papers. To the contrary, the Court considered plarntifTs motion 
.noted Hand then struck Uwexhtbt, and references to such cxhtbtts by Uw defendants. Thus, this statement by 
Judge Castel docs not evidence the staking of any motion papers submitted by the defendants, and. moreoser 
has absolutely no impict upon the substance of Judge CastcTs decision and the extensile legal precedent cited 

" “ P,,0n ,n ^ ^ - — - of dw Order all togcUwr. Uw decision 

vsixtld still remain the same The plainttffia amply looking for any excuse he can now rmuicT up m order to take 
a second bite at the apple. 

nx- remainder of pUmuffis monoa page, two and Uuee, cnticoe, ,he wnitng style of Judge Castel and 
Uw vanous phrases, nouns, adjectives and verbs used ut support. Plaintiff firw suggests that the phra.se "spans 
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the globe" used in ihe sentence by the Court that "Plaintiff Roy Den Hollander (“Den Hollander") brings tins 
action pro xr against what he allege* to be a criminal enterprise that spans the globe, front New York to Russia 
to Cheenya to Cyprus to Mexico" was a sarcastic attempt by the Court to rsdiculc phuntifr. To begin with, despite 
plaintiffs sensitive micrprctaiioo of the Court's use of the phrase “spans the globe." the criminal enterprise as 
alleged by plaintiff m (us complaint did in fact span the globe (as Judge Castel correctly noted) from New York 
to Russia to Chcchyna to Cyprus to Mexico and the truth of this statement by Judge Castel did no< creme the 
indicia of ridicule or sarcasm. Nevertheless, this statement certainly does not impact the substance of the decision 


nor the law cited in support, and the Court's holding would remain the same evert if the phrase was not present 
The plaintiff next takes issue, out of context, with Judge Castcl's statements “few, if any. of the events 
set forth in the Supplemental Complain! ever really happened" and “no matter how fanciful they appear or how 
difficult they may be to prove" ut the sentence by the Court that staled: “Although defendants object to the 
proposed Supplemental Complaint on the grounds that few. if any. of the events set forth m the Supplemental 
Complaint ever really happened (get letter from Jack Sachs dated August 30.2004 al 1). il rs not the Court's role 
at this stale of the litigation to assess live lruth or validity of plaintiff's allegations, no mailer how fanciful they 
appear or how difficult they may be to prose." I low the plaintiff believes that this sentence ts a “back handed slap 
lo make sure everyone knows that the Court doesn't believe Ihe Complaint's allegations and that it thinks they 
can't be prosed-unless to discredit the plamufl" is nonsensical Perhaps this objection by plaintiff bcH ill wtnttBi 
the lengihs he will go lo attempt to create the impression of impropriety where clearly none exists. 


The Court was merely selling forth Ihe stnndaid under Rule 15(d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 

In setting! forth this standard, the Court was actually granting platnti fTs request to supplement his complaint and 

v yt l« 

denying the defendants' opposition. The Court was not ndxsiling plaintiff, but rather, merely mdscatmg that 
despite Jack Sach's letter suggesting that few, if any. of tile cvcnis in the Supplemental Complaint ever teilly 
happened, it was not the Court's role to evaluate the validity of the events no matter how unbelievable or lanciful 
they nay appear to Jack Sachs m tins instance. How the plaintiff believes he was tebukrd when the Court 
accepted his pleading and his allegations contained therein is preposterous 
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lastly, plaintiff criticizes Judge Cartel for, in the context of providing procedural history, stating that 
*Thc Supplemental Complaint, drafted with the defendants' motions to dismiss in hand, consists of allegations 
of additional' predicate acts'../* Besides the fact that this statement is true, it bears no impact upon the decision 
by the Court or the bw cued in support. 

Besides the bet that the Order itsdf as a matter of bw cannot sene os a hosts by plaintiff to demonstrate 
bias or prejudice which justifies recusal, the referencing of these few phrases by plaintiff docs not m the least bit 
illustrate any bus or prejudice on the part of Judge Cartd towards plaintiff and cannot serve as a predicate for hts 
recusal in th» action. Rather, after reading the seventeen page decision, the reader is left with the impression that 
this miner has been dismissed because the allegations do not sufficiently allege a RICO claim, not because the 
p lam tiff is disliked or because the Court was based. This makes logical sense given that Judge Cartel has no 
mterert in the outcome of th« case other than the interest of every judicial officer that the truth be discovered and 
the l awcon cctly applied FJlts v hvntfenl Life it Accident Insurance Company, 962 F.Supp 445. Thus, the 
fact that the Court delivered an adverse ruling against plaintiff, without more, docs not provide a bam to question 
his rts impartiality and move for recusal. See Schiffv. US. 919 F.2d 830. 834 (2d C«r. 1990); United States v 
Wolfs on. 558 F.2d 59,64 (2d Cir. 1977). If the plaintiff is dissatisfied with the earlier Order, he should seek to 
appeal rather than move for recusal. D Amico v US, 2000 Wl. 686371 (SONY 2000) 

In conclusion, tins matter hx« been pending against sixty-three sqxiratc domestic and foreign defendants 
for eighteen months, which has prejudiced these defendants and presumably tlic other defendants as well. This 
matla has taken up the time and been considered by two Federal judgev The plaintiffs request that a third 
Federal judge should now be burdened with Itavmg to address all of these papers on a request for reconsideration 
would vitiate judicial economy as well as greatly prejudice the defendants by allowing this matter to remain open 
longer thin it already has ft is clear that plaintiff is attempting to relitigalc the same issues before a different 
Judge because lie does not like the result issued by Judge Cartel. Ilu motion must lie denied 


II 
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CONCLUSION 

For the forejouig rcuwcK, it is respectfully submitted Dial the plmnlifTs motion to disqualify Judge Cartel 

from any further proceeding, in this miner punuinl to 28 U.S.C. 5 455<a> and 28 U-S.C. $ 144 should be denied. 

together with such olher and furtlicr relief as this Court deems Just and proper. 

Dated: New York. New York 
October 15.2004 


McManus, ColluraA Richter, P.C. 



Bradley K. Dubm (BD02I7) 


Attorneys for Defendants. 

Kubu, Mundy & Associates. Nicholas J. 
Mundy and Peter Petrovich 
48 Wall Street, 25th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 
(212)425-J100 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

[fefcndattts. Kuba, Mundy Sc Associates. Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich, by their attorneys, 
McManus. C allura Sc Richter, P.C.. respectfully submit this Memorandum of Law in opposition to the 
Pontiff s motion to reconsider the decision of Hollander v Flash Dancers Topless Club. et al , 2004 Wl. 
2186558 (STXN.Y. 2004) ("Ordcr~X which dismissed the plamtilfs complaint and supplemental complaint 
with prejudice, together with such other and further relief ns this Court deems just and proper. 

ARGUMENT 

Ihc majority of the plaoitiff s application for reconsideration is based upon and repetitive of the 
arguments contained in the plaintiffs application for disqualification of Judge Caste I. These arguments have 
been sufficiently addressed in the defendants’ memorandum of law m opposition to that motion and will not 
be repealed fully herein In sum. that opposition memorandum of law submitted by these defendants reveals 
that Judge Caste! did not exhibit any bus or prejudice against the plamtflT. that plaintiff has not adequately 
demonstrated, m fact or law. that recusal is justified in this instance, nor has the pbmtiff demonstrated that his 
memorandum of law in opposition to the defendants' motions to dismiss was ignored. To Ihc contrary, the 
allegations m the plaintiffs complaint and supplemental complaint were taken as true and plaintiffs 
memorandum of law was considered in opposition to the defendants' motions to dismiss. Notwithstanding 
this fact, the Order, winch speaks for itsdf. clearly reveals that plaintifTs complaint and supplemental 
complaint were dismissed by the Court only because they failed to satisfy the standard for stating a claim under 
the civil enforcement provisions of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Orgont/alions Act ("’RKTf), 18 
U.S.C §$ 1961-1968. not because plaintiff s opposition was ignored Without rehashing the legal arguments 
already addressed by this Court, the defendants respectfully refer the Court to the defendants’ motions to 
dismiss and reply motions to dismiss as well as the Court’s extensive Order. The reasons for dismissal have 
been clearly spelled out in Judge Caste!’* Order. 

The plaintiff has not now sufficiently demonstrated that this Court overlooked relevant facts, 
controlling decisions or prevailing law tn rendering Us decision. In fact, the plaintiff cannot point to specific 
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facts or lets) precedent which was ignored by the Court or which held contrary to the Order. Instead, plaintiff 

simply refers to his initial memorandum of law submined in opposition to the defendants' motions to diimiss. 

and attempts to now rehtigate has arguemnts which were already addressed by this Court and found 

unpersuasise, 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the plamtifTs motion for reconsideration 

of the Order, which dismissed the plaintiffs complaint and supplemental complaint with prejudice should be 

denied, together with such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

Dated: New York. New York 

October 15,2004 

McManusXotojg^Richtcr. PC 

Bradley L. Dobm (BD0217) 

Attorneys for Defendants. 

Kuba, Mundy & Associates. Nicholas J. 

Mundy and Pclcr Petrovich 

48 Wall Street. 25th moot 

New York. New York 10005 
(212)425-3100 
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This memorandum Is submitted on behalf of defendants 'Flash 
Dancers Topless Club.'* “Jay-Jay Cabaret. lnc..“ 'Lynn Upofsky. CEO 
Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc..' "Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers.' and 'Flash 
Dancers Managers 1 to 5" (collectively referred to herein as 
‘FlashDancers Defendants"). In opposition to plalntlfTs motion 'to 
disqualify Judge Caste!' dated October 8. 2004. 


* 'Flash Dancers Topless Club' Is not a legal entity and has no capacity to sue or be 
sued. 'FlashDancers' la the tradename under which defendant Jay Jay Cabaret. Inc. 
conducts business at premises I67<l Broadway. New York. New York. It is also a 
federally registered service mark owned by defendant Jay .Jay Cabaret. Inc. 
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Plaint Ill's motion Is frivolous. The Court has said and done 
nothing that would lead anyone to suspect, much less conclude - • by 
any standard - - that the Court was not Impartial as between the parties. 

It is axiomatic that the fact that the Court may have criticized 
plaintifT in Us Memorandum and Order of September 28. 2004. or may 
have Inadvertently misstated en passant that one of plaintiffs 
submissions exceeded the Court's Individual Practices page limitation, 
notwithstanding that the page limitation did not apply, are not grounds 
for disqualification.* 

Read In the context of plaintiffs companion motion for 
reconsideration • • which plaintiff expressly seeks to have decided only if 
disqualification is granted - - It is Immediately obvious that what plaintiff 
really seeks Is a classic "second bite" at the litigation "apple." before 
another Judge. In this regard, this plaintiff Is no different than any other 
disappointed litigant, and his proper remedy is not "Judge-shopping" 
and/or a motion for reconsideration but an appeal as to any matter he 
believes was determined adversely to him and constitutes error 
cognizable error. 

' Indeed. even amimmr. aryurndo. ihat il mi improper by any standard for III* Coon 10 have oprraxd 
critic urn of plaintiff te ib* icon* mill lopcci to which he now eompiiuu. ami ce for the Coon lo have 
referred to in Individual I’memo, any xxh "error*" were, ai non. "hannleu" and mini be diuetarded 
pniaai toF.R.Ctv-P AI 
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WHEREFORE, it Is respectfully submitted on behalf of the 

FlashDancers Defendants that the plaintiffs motion for disqualification 

should be denied . 

Dated: New York. New York 

October IS. 2004 


ZANE and RUDOFSKY 

Affomei/s for FlashDancers Defendants 
The Starrctt Lehigh Building 
601 West 26*> Street. #1111 
New York. New York 10001 
(212) 245-2222 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


-X 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER. 

Plain till. 

• against • 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, et al.. 

Defendants. 


Docket No. 
CV-03-2717 fPKC) 


-X 


MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 

This memorandum Is submitted on behalf of defendants "Flash 
Dancers Topless Club." 1 "Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc.." "Lynn Lepofsky. CEO 
Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc.." "Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers." and "Flash 
Dancers Managers 1 to 5* (collectively referred to herein as 
"FlashDancers Defendants"). In opposition to plaintiff's motion for 
reconsideration dated October 8. 2004. 

At the outset, we note that plaintlfTs motion states that "If the 
plaintiffs [companion! motion requesting the disqualification of Judge 


• 'Flash Dancers Topless Club* Is not a legal enllty and lias no capacity to sue or be 
sued. 'FlashDancers* Is the tradename under which defendant Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. 
conducts business al premises 1674 Broadway. New York. New York. It Is also a 
federally registered service mark owned by defendant Jay Jay Cabaret, Inc. 
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Castel is denied, then the plaintiff withdraws this motion for 
reconsideration.* We respectfully submit, however. In the event recusal 


Is denied, that plaintiff not be permitted to withdraw this motion. 
Rather. In such event, the Court should proceed to determine and deny 
the motion for the reasons and In the manner set forth below. 

Plaintiffs motion is premised on plaintiff's misreading of Note 1 set 
forth in the margin of the Memorandum and Order herein dated 
September 28. 2004, at p. 2 ('Note 1"). Plaintiff apparently misinterprets 
Note 1 to state that the Court not only disregarded "alfidavlts and 
exhibits* submitted by both plaintiff and certain defendants land 
concomitantly granted plaintiff's Motion to Strike), but that the Court 
also disregarded the plaintiffs memoranda of law submitted in 
opposition to the various motions to dismiss. 

Note 1 savs no such thing . Nowhere In the Court's opinion Is there 
the slightest indication that the Court disregarded plaintiffs memoranda 
of law. 

The Court's observation cn passant that plaintiff filed a 147-pagc 
long memorandum of law “without prior consent of the Court and in 
contravention of my Individual Practices,* docs ual state or Imply that 
the Court disregarded either of plaintiffs memoranda of law. and It is 


2 
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obvious from the balance of the decision that the Court did nal ignore 
plaintiff's memoranda of law notwithstanding any confusion as to which 
set of Individual Practices apply In this case - - tills Court's or Judge 
Mukasey's (which do not contain such a page limitation). 

Accordingly, the misstatement in Note 1 on which plaintiff's motion 
is predicated Is. at most, a harmless error which did not affect the 
substantial rights of the parties and must be disregarded pursuant to 
F.R.CIV.P. 61: 

No ... error or defect In any ruling or order or In anything done or 
omitted by the court ... Is ground for ... vacating, modifying, or 
otherwise disturbing a Judgment or order, unless refusal to take 
such action appears to the court Inconsistent with substantial 
Justice. The .court ai every stage of the proceeding must disregard 
any cn-gf w defect in the proceedings which docs not affect. Uw 
substantial rights of Ihc parties . [Emphasis added.) 

In this case, denial of plaintiffs motion is clearly not ‘Inconsistent 
with substantial Justice.* Accordingly, there is no basis for substantive 
reconsideration of the motions to dismiss and plaintiffs motion should 
be denied. 

However, to avoid the slightest possibility of confusion as to the 
effect of Note 1. It is respectfully submitted that the Court may wish to 
clarify Note I to make it crystal clear that It was only the “affidavits and 
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exhibits* • • and not the plalntHTs memoranda of law • * which were 
disregarded in ruling on the motions to dismiss. This clarification will 
contribute to the ‘just, speedy and Inexpensive determination of (this] 
action* (see F.RCIv.P. 1) by making It clear beyond peradventure that 
any Inadvertent error by the Court In referring to its own Individual 
Practices did not prejudice plalntllT In any way. thereby avoiding any 
possibility of further confusion as to this point should plaintiff appeal. 

WHEREFORE, it Is respectfully submitted on behalf of the 

FlashDancers Defendants that the plaintiff's motion for reconsideration 

should be denied 

Dated: New York, New York 

October 15. 2004 


ZANE and RUDOFSKY 

Attorneys for FlashDancers Defendants 
The Starrett Lehigh Building 
601 West 26"* Street. #1111 
New York. New York 10001 
(212) 245 2222 


By: 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


x 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER. 


Plaintiff, 

-against- 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB. c« *1.. 

Defendants 


* 


03 Civ. 2717 (PKC) 

ORDER 


P. KEVIN CASTEL, U.S.D.J. 

Plaintiff has moved to disqualify me under 28 U.S.C. $ 455(a) arguing that my 
"impartiality might reasonably be questioned." Plaintiff's assertion is premised upon state¬ 
ments made in a Memorandum and Order dated September 28, 2004 (the “Mem. & Order"), 
that set forth my rulings on then-pending motions. 

The legal standard under section 455(a) is a simple one. "A judge is required to 
recuse ‘in any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned,' 28 U.S.C. 
$ 455(a) (1988), and 'the test to be applied is an objective one which assumes that a reasonable 
person knows and undent antis all the relevant facts , In re International Business Machines 
Coro.. 45 F.3d 641.643 (2d Cir. 1995) (quoting In re Drcxcl Burnham Lambert Inc. . 861 F.2d 
1307.1313 (2d Cir. 1988) (emphasis in original), cert denied 490 U S. 1102 (1989)). Except 
in the rarest of circumstances, adverse judicial rulings do not provide a basis to demonstrate a 
judge's lack of impartiality Sec In re International Business Machine . 45 F.3d at 644 (citing 
Litekvv. United Slates. 510 U.S. 540 (1994)). 
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Thi* action was commenced with the filing or the complaint on April 18,2003. 
The action was assigned to Chief Judge Michael B. Mukasey. Between September 22.2003 
and October 8,2003, various defendants moved to dismiss the complaint. Plaintiff responded 
to the motions on December 17,2003. Reply papers were filed on May 18,2004. In June, 
Chief Judge Mukasey set a briefing schedule for certain late served and appearing defendants, 
including the Bank of Cyprus that required their motion to dismiss to be filed by July 9,2001, 
answering papers by August 13.2004 and reply papers by September 10, 2004. Although the 
docket reflects a formal reassignment of the ease to me on August 13,2004,1 wrote to the par¬ 
ties on June 21,2004 advising them that the ease had been reassigned tome. I held a confer¬ 
ence on tile record on July 13,2004. It was the plaintiffs one and only appearance before me. 
As the transcript reflects, it was routine and dealt principally with scheduling matters. I left 
standing Chief Judge Mukascy’s deadline of August 13 for plaintiffs answering brief to the 
Bonk of Cyprus motion to dismiss but accelerated the date for the defendant's reply brief to 
August 27. At plaintiffs request, I ordered one defendant's counsel to provide addresses of 
four individuals, to the extent known, who had not been served. 

On August 23.2004, plaintiff sought leave to file a motion to supplement his 
complaint. In the Mem. & Order, I granted plaintiffs motion to strike certain exhibits from 
the record on the motion to dismiss and granted plainhfTleave to file Ihe Supplemental Com¬ 
plaint. As supplemented, I granted defendants' motion to dismiss Ihe complaint. 

In plaintiffs motion to disqualify, he argues that statements made in the course 
of Ihe Mem & Order display bias and lack of impartiality. The fust statement referenced by 
plaintiff was a comment upon the 147-page length of plaintiffs answering brief and the erro- 
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ncous assertion that the length of the brief violated my Individual Practices. Tlie comment ap¬ 
pears in footnote I (Mem. & Order at 1) and reads in full as follows: 

Separate motion papers were filed by defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Henning and 
the Bank of Cyprus. Defendants Paulsen. Shipilma, Cybertech and the Flash 
Dancers defendants filed papers joining, to the extent applicable, the motion filed 
by the Mundy defendants, and in some cases filed separate reply papers Defen¬ 
dants also filed various affidavits attempting to put certain exhibits before the 
Court In opposition to the motions, plaintiff, without prior consent of the Court 
and in contravention of my Individual Practices, filed a 147-page memorandum 
of law, along with an affidavit and exhibits, and a Motion to Strike certain mate¬ 
rial contained in defendants' affidavits. I find it unnecessary to consider any ma¬ 
terials outside the Complaint in deciding the motions to dismiss and I gram plain¬ 
tiffs Motion to Stnkc. 

The fact that a brief of such length was filed by plaintiff had bearing on whether 
plaintiff had a full and fair opportunity to advance his arguments and also on the issue of 
whether the Court, on its own motion, should grant plaintiff leave to further replead The 
Mem. & Order erroneously asserted that the 147-pagc plaintiffs memorandum violated the 
page limits in my Individual Practices; those page limits were inapplicable to plaintiff because 
the hriefhad been filed while the case was still before Chief Judge Mukascy, who docs not 
impose page limits. Plaintiffs memorandum was, of course, carefully reviewed and consid¬ 
ered in deciding the motions in the Mem. & Order but my comment on page limits was both 
erroneous and superfluous. The opinion will be amended to delete the inaccurate phrase. A 
reasonable person could not view the comment as evidencing bias or prejudice on my part 
against plaintiff. 

Plaintiff also points to another comment that he asserts betrays bias—a refer¬ 
ence to the fact that the alleged enterprise "spans the globe." This phrase, in his view, is a 
form of judicial adoption of the ridicule with which his allegations were treated by defendants. 
My full statement, the fust sentence in the Mem. & Order, reads in full as follows: "Plaintiff 
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Roy Den Hollander ("Den Hollander") brings Ihis action oro sc against what he alleges to be a 
criminal enterprise that spans the globe, from New York to Russia to Chechnya to Cyprus to 
Mexico. " In my view, it is a brief, accurate and non-pcrjorativc introduction to a description 
of his allegations. It reflects no bias or prejudice to a reasonable person. 

Plaintiffs motion to disqualify also takes me to task for writing dial "few, if 
any. of the events set forth in the Supplemental Complaint ever really happened." In context, 
the words I wrote referenced defendants' argument premised upon the factual plausibility of 
plaintiff s allegations. I flat-out rejected this argument and noted that "(i]t is axiomatic that in 
deciding a motion to dismiss pursuant to Rule !2(bX6). the Court must accept ail factual alle¬ 
gations as true and draw all inferences in favor of plaintiff" (Mem. & Order at 6) The words 
I wrote arc plain and clearly communicated a rejection—not an embrace—of this particular 
argument by defendants: 

Although defendants object to the proposed Supplemental Complaint on the 
grounds that few, if any, of the events set forth in the Supplemental Complaint 
every really happened (jss Letter from Jack Sachs dated August 30,2004 at IX it 
is not the Court’s role at this stage of the litigation to assess the troth or validity 
of plainlilTs allegations, no matter how fanciful they appear or how difficult they 
may be to prove. I grant plaintiff leave to file the Supplemental Complaint and, 
in reviewing the adequacy of plaintiffs pleadings on these motions to dismiss. I 
will consider die Complaint and Supplemental Complaint. 

No reasonable person could conclude that these comments reflect bias or preju¬ 
dice on my part against plaintiff. 

Plaintiff also asserts that he was unfairly criticized for drafting his Supplemen¬ 
tal Complaint "with the defendants' motion to dismiss in hand...(Mem. & Order at 5) 
What I wrote was as follows: 

The Supplemental Complaint, drafted with defendants' motions to dismiss in 
hand, consists of allegations of additional "predicate acts,” including the contin¬ 
ued harassment of and interference witli plaintiff as a result of his investigation 
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of the Enterprise and its Scheme, and defendant Shipilina’s obstruction of jus¬ 
tice by filing false and misleading documents in this case. The only allegation 
in the Supplemental Complaint relating to causation and damages is that “[t)hc 
Enterprise's additional illegal activities recounted rn this supplemental com¬ 
plaint have increased the harm to the plaintiff s business and property by caus¬ 
ing loss of profits, business interruption expenses, loss of business opportunities 
and damage to the plaintiff s reputation and good will in the amount of 
$100,000.” (footnote and citation omitted) 


Tl *' altv 


r is cor-' 
Ito 


Tile point cannot reasonably be viewed as criticism of plamtifT. Plaintiff is cor¬ 
rect lhat there is nothing inappropriate with seeking to cure a pleading deficiency called I 
one's attention by an opposing party. My comment was a legitimate observation lhat bore on 
the propriety of bolding plaintiff to his allegations and not granting him further lead to replead. 

Plaintiff, a member of the bar of this Court, was fully aware of the asserted pleading deficicn- rO 
cies raised in the motion to dismiss and, with those assertions in hand, he sought to supplement ; 
his complaint. Yet, the supplemental pleading added nothing of material significance to cure 


"fr 

v the deficiencies m his allegations The shortcomings in the pleading were not likely to have 

itM -- ~ | ' 




been the product of oversight but rather the inability to truthfully allege more. The observation 
^ was a fair comment upon the procedural history of tile case and no reasonable person would 
■' "j^ conclude lhat il displayed bias or prejudice against plaintiff. 

Whether taken separately or as a whole, none of the grounds asserted by plain- 
tifr would lead a reasonable person, aware of all of the facts, to question the judge’s impartial¬ 
ity. The statements, observ ations and. most importantly, rulings, expressed in the Mem & 
Order were all based upon Ihe pleadings, arguments and authorities submitted or cited to the 
Court and not upon any extra-judicial source. 

As an alternative, plaintiff seeks disqualification on the basis of 28 U.S-C- 
$ 144, which reads in full as follows: 
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Whenever a party lo any proceeding in a district court makes and files a timely 
and sufficient affidavit that the judge before whom the matter is pending has a personal 
bias or prejudice either against him or in favor of any adverse party, such judge shal I 
proceed no further therein, but another judge shall be assigned to hear such proceeding 

The affidavit shall state the facts and the reasons for the belief that bias or 
prejudice exists, and shall be filed not less than ten days before the beginning of the 
term at which the proceeding is lo be heard, or good cause shall be shown for failure to 
file it within such lime. A patty may file only one such affidavit in any case It shall be 
accompanied by a certificate of counsel of record slating that it is made in good faith. 

Section 144 requires the timely filing of an affidavit of bias, jjL actual personal 
bias or prejudice. No affidavit of any kind has been filed by plaintiff in support of the motion. 
While plaintiff is proceeding jus ss. he is a lawyer and member of the bar of this Court. The 
election not lo file an affidavit can most reasonably be viewed as a conscious choice on his 
part Because section 144 has not been properly triggered, I need not refrain from proceeding 
and have no reason to assign the motion to another judge of the Court 

The motion lo disqualify is denied. 

SO ORDERED. 

Dated New York, New York 
October 27.2004 



United States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


x 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Plaintiff, : 

-against- : 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB. e« at. 


Defendants. 


* 


03 Civ. 2717 (PKC) 

ORDER 


P. KEVIN CASTEL. U.S.DJ. 

Plaintiff moves to reconsider my Memorandum and Order of September 28, 
2004. His principal argument is that the Court failod to consider his 147-page memorandum 
in opposition to the motion to dismiss. Contrary to plaintiff's assumption, it was thoroughly 
and carefully considered by the Court. 

Although I considered plaintiff's memorandum, I incorrectly slated that it vio¬ 
lated the page limits in my Individual Practices. Accordingly, footnote I, page 1, of my 

Memorandum and Order is amended to delete the phrase “, without prior consent of the 

« 

Court and in contravention of my Individual Practices," As amended, it reads as follows: 

Separate motion papers were filed by defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Henning 
and the Bank of Cyprus. Defendants Paulsen, Shipilina, Cybertcch and the 
Flash Dancers defendants filed papers joining, to the extent applicable, the 
motion filed by the Mundy defendants, and in some cases filed separate reply 
papers. Defendants also filed various affidavits attempting to put certain exhib¬ 
its before the Court In opposition to the motions, plaintiff filed a 147-page 
memorandum of law, along with an affidavit and exhibits, and a Motion to 
Strike certain malcrta! contained in defendants' affidavits. I find it unnecessary 
to consider any materials outside the Complaint in deciding the motions to dis¬ 
miss and I grant plaintiff's Motion to Strike. 
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Exccpt insofar as the above amendment is ordered, the motion to reconsider is 


denied. 


SO ORDERED. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October 28, 2004 



United States District Judge 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 

February 17, 2006 

Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 

Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

Southern District Court of New York, CV-03-2717 (PKC), Second Circuit 04-6700-CV 

Dear Judge Castel: 

There is an unfinished cost issue in this case concerning reimburse to me for service of 
process under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d)(5) caused by the defendants failure to respond to a request for 
waiver of service under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d). (July 13, 2004 Status Conference Tr. In 24, p. 8 to 
In 12, p. 9.) 

You may recall that in your Endorsed Letter Order entered July 8, 2005, you stated that I 
should raise this issue within ten days of issuance of the Second Circuit’s mandate. That 
mandate will issue on February 24, 2006, and I will be petitioning the U.S. Supreme Court for 
certiorari. 

In accordance with the July Order, I am requesting an instruction from this Court 
directing the defendants to reimburse me for service of process. The amounts owed by each are 
listed below and documented in the Plaintiffs Status Report, which was served on June 29, 2004 
and sent to your chambers in preparation for the July 13, 2004 status conference. 

Flash Dancers Topless Club $55 

1674 Broadway 
NY, NY 10019 

Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., General Agent: Mr. Nunzio $55 

1674 Broadway 
NY, NY 10019 

Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network 
Officer Paul Brown 
38 Birchdale Road 
Port Washington, NY 11050 


$35 



Lynn H. Lepofsky 

160 East 38 Street, Apt. 9A 

NY, NY 10016 


$35 


Barry-Night Manager Flash Dancers $55 

C/O Flash Dancers 
1674 Broadway 
NY, NY 10019 

Kuba, Mundy & Associates $35 

321 Broadway 
NY, NY 10007 

Nicholas J. Mundy $35 

C/O Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
321 Broadway 
NY, NY 10007 

Peter Petrovich $ 141 

C/O Kuba, Mundy & Associates 
321 Broadway 
NY, NY 10007 

Alina A. Shipilina a.k.a. Chipilina $105 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, Queens 11103 

Doctor Marc L. Paulsen $175 

2855 Pinecreek Drive 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

Anastasia Vasilyeva $125 

3325 South 47 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 

Dima-Husband Anastasia Vasilyeva or $ 125 

Nicolay Vasilyev 
3325 South 47 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 

Bob Henning-New York City Police Detective $35 

C/O 114 Police Precinct 
34-16 Astoria Blvd. 

Queens, NY 11103 
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Copying of complaint 
Taxi to process server 

Total 


$127.30 

$ 6.20 

$1,144.50 

Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 

Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Anne Richter, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Deborah A, Brenner, Esq. 

Asst. Corp. Counsel, Appeals 
Office of the Corporation Counsel 
100 Church St. 

New York, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 
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Scott S. McKessy 
Reed Smith LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
Tel. 212 521 5400 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
3325 South 47 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 


4 



flshsrvccst 


ZANE and rudofsky 

-///. rruyu m/ _X... 

THE STAKRtrr LCHICH building 
goi west *e— smcer 
w« vom 10001 

1 * 1*1 **S £ 22 * 

April 17. 2006 
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»Vo FedEx* 


Hon, P. Kom Castcl. U.S.D.J. 

Southern District of New York 
Moymhnn Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York. New York 10001 

Re: Hollander v. Mash Dancers, etc., et al 

Pocket No 03-cv-2717 (PKCI 

Dear Judge Castcl: 

We represent Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. d/b.a “Flash Dancers - (s-h.* “Flash Dancers 
'lopless Club"), Lynn Lepofsky. “Barry - Night Manager Flash Dancers" and “Flash Dancers 
Managers I - 5" (collectively, the “Flash Dancers defendants"!, and submit this letter 
pursuant to Your Honor's endorsement dated April 4. 2006 on plaintifTs letter to the Court 
dated February 17,2006. 

PlaintifT seeks to recover costs of service on certain of the Flash Dancers defendants, 
pursuant to F.R.Civ.P. 4(d). as follows: 


(1) 

Flash Dancers Topless Club 

$55 

(2) 

Jay-Jay Cabaret Inc. 

$55 

(3) 

Lynn H. Lepofsky 

$35 

(4) 

Barry - Night Manager, etc. 

S55 


Plaintiff also seeks to recover his costs for “copying of complaint" (SI27.30). and 
“taxi to process server" ($6,20), These costs are not apportioned among the various 
defendants. 

We do not believe that plaintiff should be entitled to recover costs for naming and 
"serving" a non-existent entity , namely “Flash Dancers Topless Club." Any reasonable 
investigation would have revealed to plaintiff that “Flash Dancers" is merely the trade name 
(and Federally registered trademark) of Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., and that it was utterly 
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ZANE and RUDOFSKV 


iiupprnpnaic 10 name and serve "Flash Dancers Topless Club" as a defendant in this action 
tin addition to naming and serving both the corporation itself and its principal. Ms. Lepofsky). 

We also do not believe that the costs of "copying of complaint" and "taxi to process 
server" arc recoverable pursuant to Rule 4td). Rule 4(d)(2) provides that it is the costs 
“subsequently incurred in cITccting service" that are recoverable. The costs of making copies 
and taking a taxi to the process server arc not costs incurred in "effecting service." C-g.. the 
charges billed to the plaintiff by the process server 

Accordingly, we believe that plaintiff could, at roost, recover SI4S for serving Jay-Jay 
Cabaret. Inc.. Ms. Lepofsky and "Bany” 

However, the Flash Dancers defendants arc entitled to an offset , against this sum. on 
account of a Bill of Costs granted by the Court of Appeals in favor of the Flash Dancers 
defendants and against plaintiff in the sum of S33I.63 (copy enclosed). 

W'c moved for leave to file a Bill of Costs in the Court of Appeals "out of time" on 
February 23. 2006. Plaintiff then moved to impove sanctions on us for making this motion 
and to deny it. By full panel Order dated March 15. 2006. the Court of Appeals denied 
plaintiff s motion." Thereafter by Order dated April 11. 2006. the Court granted out motion. 
A certified statement of the Costs was thereafter transmitted by the Court of Appeals to the 
District Court on April 12. 2006. 

Therefore, assuming, arguendo, that plaintiff is entitled to recover SI45. on account of 
services of process on Jay-Jav Cabaret, Inc., Ms. Lepofsky and "Barry." and to credit that 
amount against the Flash Dancers defendants' Bill of Costs, the net due to the Flash D ancers 
de fendants is SI 86.63 . which plaintiff should be directed to pay at this time. 



Enclosure 
cc: All Counsel 


‘ Plaintiff » presently seeking rn bam review of Ihe denial of Ins mouoai 
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\ U Certified Mull Return Receipt Requested 

April 11.2006 

Honorable I*. Kevin Castcl 

United State* l)ivinci Court 

for the Southern District of New York 

500 Pearl Street 

New York. New York 10007 

Re: Client: Kuba. Mundy A Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich 

Matter Roy Den Hollander v Flash Dancers Topless Cluh, et al. 

Docket No.: 03 CV 2717 

Honorable Sir 

Our office represent* dcfendanU-appellces Kuha. Mundy & Associates ("Kuba Mundy"). 
Nicholas J. Mundy (“Mr Mundy") and l*cter Petrovich (“Mr Petrovich") (collectively, 
"defendants") in connection with the above referenced matter. 

I am in receipt of plaintiff-appellant Roy Den Hollander's ("plaintiffi') February 17. 2006 lener 
application seeking service of process cost* in the amount of $35 from Mr. Mundy. $35 from 
Kuba Mundy and $141 from Mr. Petrovich arising out of their alleged failure to acknowledge 
service of plaintiff s complaint pursuant to Fed R Civ. P. 4(d). Your Honor's Order dated Apnl 
4. 200b indicates that defendants should submit a written response by Apnl IX, 2006 Kindly 
allow this correspondence to service as our formal response, 

Fed R Civ. P. 4(d)(2) indicates that, to avoid cost* associated with service of the summons. 
ptainlifT may notify defendants of commencement of the action and request that defendants 
waive service of a summons. The notice and request 

(A) shall he in writing and shall be addressed directly to the defendant, if on individual, 
or else to an officer or managing or general agent (or other agent authorized by 
appointment or law to receive service of process) of a defendant subject to serv ice under 
subdivision (h); 


MM Mam ramnv 

CXMIOMR D t*OCRN 
BMOUf C C Kmm* 
Pf tin R McGowan 
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(B) shall be dispatched through lira-class mail or olher reliable means: 

(C) shall be accompanied by a copy of (Ik complaint and shall identify the court in which 
has been filed. 

(O) shall inform lire defendant, by means of a lest prescribed in an official form 
promulgated pursuant to Rule 84. of the consequences of compliance and of a failure to 
comply with the request; 

(E) shall set forth the date on which the request is sent; 

(Fl shall allow the defendant a reasonable tune to return the waiver, which shall be at 
least .10 days from the date on w hich tile request is sent, or 60 days from that date if the 
defendant is addressed outside any judicial district of the Untied States: and 

(G) shall prov ide the defendant w ith an extra copy of the notice and request, as well as a 
prepaid means of compliance in wnling. 

Additionally, Fed R. Ctv. P, 4<dX 2> indicates that “|t|f a defendant ...fails to comply with a 
request for waiver made by a plaintiff . the coun shall impose the costs subsequently incurred in 
effecting service on the defendant unless good cause for the failure be shown." 

Plaintiffs letter application provides absolutely no details or supporting documentation and 
uticrly fails to satisfy the burden of demonstrating that plaintiff served a w aiver of service upon 
defendants, that defendants failed to respond, that plaintiff complied with the aforementioned 
procedures designated under Fed R. Civ P 4<dM2XAHG| and that plaintiff incurred additional 
costs by defendants' alleged failure to respond. 

Furthermore, on September ’8. 2004, plaintiff's complaint was dismissed with prejudice See 
Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, el al . 3-40 F Supp 2d 45} (S.D.N.Y. 2004). Plamtilf 
subsequently moved for reconsideration, which was denied The dismissal of this action with 
prejudice wav thereafter affirmed by the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 
("Second Circuit"). See Hollander v Flash Dancers Topless Club, el al.. 2006 WL 267148 (2d 
Ctr. 2006) Logic dictates that plamtilf should nor he entitled to recover costs of serving a 
frivolous action, which has been dismissed with prejudice and afTirmed by the Second Circuit. 

Moreover, in respect to Mr. Petrovich, plaintiff s complaint was never served upon him This 
issue was raised in defendants' motion to dismiss. Plaintiff contended dunng this lawsuit that he 
attempted to serv e Mr. Petrovich al his "actual place of business" w ith a follow-up mailing to his 
"actual place of business” pursuant to N.Y. Civ. Prac, l & R. $308(2)'. Plaintiff served the 
complaint upon Mr. Petrovich al the office of Kuha Mundy located al }2I Broadway. New York. 
New York 10007. Mr. Petrovich, however never maintained his place of business at the office of 
Kuba Mundy located at 321 Broadway. New York. New York 10007 Mr Petrovich has never 


1 I’lamnfT« memorandum of lam, page 137*138. in opposition to defendants' motion to dismiss confirms this fact 
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hcen an employee of Kuha Mundy. bid rather, merely served as a translalor for the law firm on 
occasion. Mr, Petrovich altcstcd to the foregoing in an affidavit before this Court in connection 
with defendants' motion to dismiss This provides yet another reason for denying plaintifTs 
request foe costs from Mr. Petrovich. 

Thank you foe your consideration If you have any questions, I remain available at the C ourt a 
convenience. 

Respectful Icsubmittcd. 

Bradley I- Dubm 
Hlliss 

cc: Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Plaintiff-Appellant 
$45 East 14* Street 
New York, New York 10009 
(212) 995-5201 

Edward S Rudofsky. Esq 
Zanc & Rudofsky 

Attorneys for Dcfcodanls-Appelkes 
Barry, Night Manager Flash Dancers, 

Flash Dancers Managers I to 5, 

Flash Dancers Topless Club. 

Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc and Lynn Lepofsky 
601 West 26* Street, Suite till 
New York, New York 1(1001 
( 212 ) 245-2222 

Jack Sachs, Esq. 

Law Office of Jack Sadis 

Attorney for Defendant-Appellee 

Alina A. Shipilima 

111 John Stfcct 

New York, New York 1003* 

<212)233-1400 

Nelson M. Stem. Esq. 

Law Office of Nelson M. Stem 

Attorney for Defendant-Appel Ice Marc L Paulsen 

964 Third Avenue 

New York, New York 10155 

( 212 ) 223-0330 
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I Mwah A. Brenner. Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant-Appellee Bob Henning 

Assistant Corporation Counsel Appeals 

Special federal Litigation 

Corporation Counsel of New York 

100 Church Street, Room 3- ISO 

New York. New York 10007 

(212)788-0775 

David L. I cmbcrg. Esq. 

Attorney foe Defendant-Appellee 
Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network 
283 Maple Street 

West Hempstead. New York 11552 
(516)539-2186 

Lance Gotlhoffer. Esq 
Reed Smith 

Attorney for Defendant-Appel Ice 

Bank of Cyprus 

599 Lexington Avenue 

New York. New York 10022-7650 

(212)521-5400 

Anastasia A Nicolay Vasilyeva 
3325 South 47 Street 
Greenfield, Wl 53219 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


April 21, 2006 


Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

Southern District Court of New York, CV-03-2717 (PKC), Second Circuit 04-6700-CV 

Dear Judge Castel: 

Pursuant to your order of April 4, 2006, this is the plaintiffs reply to the Flash Dancers 
defendants’ objection to reimbursing the plaintiff for service of process under Fed. R. Civ. P. 
4(d)(5) as a result of Flash Dancers’ failure to respond to a request for waiver of service under 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d). 

Flash Dancers claims that the costs for copying the complaint and transportation to 
deliver the summonses and complaints to the plaintiffs process server are not recoverable under 
Rule 4(d). The attorney for Flash Dancers, Edward S. Rudofsky, wrongly attributed Rule 4(d)(2) 
for the quote used on page 2 of his letter. The pertinent part of Rule 4(d)(2) actually states the 
defendant “has a duty to avoid unnecessary costs of serving the summons” while Fed. R. Civ. P. 
4(d)(5) states: 

“The costs to be imposed on a defendant under paragraph (2) for failure to comply with a 
request to waive service of a summons shall include the costs subsequently incurred in 
effecting service ... together with the costs, including a reasonable attorney's fee, of any 
motion required to collect the costs of service.” 

Any reasonable research into the meaning of “costs” in Rules 4(d)(2) & 4(d)(5) would have 
revealed to Flash Dancers’ attorney that 

“In order to encourage utilization of [waiver of service], current subdivision (d) follows 
former Rule 4(c)(2)(D) by assessing the defendant for those costs that could have been 
avoided if the defendant had cooperated reasonably in the manner of service prescribed 
by the waiver provision.” Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. . Civ. 3d § 1092.1. 



Flash Dancers and all the appearing defendants first received a copy of the complaint as 
part of the plaintiffs request for waiver of service of summons. Flash Dancers chose to ignore 
the request thereby necessitating that the plaintiff make another set of copies to be served with 
the summons. Had Flash Dancers and the other defendants abided by the Rule, the plaintiff 
would have avoided the costs of 13 additional copies and transportation to Gotham Process 
Service. 

Federal district courts have required reimbursement for copying and related costs for 
serving process when waiver has been refused. In Kennemer v. Jefferson Autoplex, L.L.C.. 

2004 WL 1291185 *1 (E.D.La.), the court approved costs for copying and postage, and in 
Graves v. Church of Apostalic Faith. Inc. . 2003 WL 21659168 *1 (E.D.Pa.), the court required 
reimbursement for copying and courier service. Fairness requires that a person who causes 
another additional and unnecessary expenses in effecting service ought to reimburse the party 
who was forced to bear the additional costs. 

The Flash Dancers’ defendants also object that no apportionment was made of the 
copying and taxi costs. In order to apportion the copying costs, their attorney can simply divide 
the number of copies served on them by the total number of copies served on all defendants as a 
result of denials of waiver and multiply that fraction times the total cost. The Flash Dancers 
defendants were served with four copies and the total number of copies served on all defendants 
was thirteen. Four thirteenths of $ 127.30 equals $39.17. As for the cost of taking the taxi to 
Gotham Process Service, the defendants can apportion that however they wish. 

Flash Dancers’ attorney additionally objects that “Flash Dancers Topless Club” is a “non¬ 
existent entity.” When the summons was served, however, it was the name on the signs of the 
strip bar. Exhibit A . The exact connection between the strip club and Jay-Jay Cabaret was 
initially unclear. The New York State Division of Corporation did not have, and still does not 
have, any listing for Flash Dancers. In addition, its Jay-Jay Cabaret listing did not, and still does 
not, show any connection to the Flash Dancers Topless Club on Broadway. Exhibit B . Service 
of process on Flash Dancers Topless Club was done in order to avoid a future dispute over 
adequacy of service. 

Flash Dancers’ attorney further argues that whatever amount this Court allows for 
reimbursement should be offset against the amount stated in the Second Circuit’s decision to 
allow Flash Dancers to file late its bill of costs. Mr. Rudofsky, however, failed to provide this 
Court with the full and accurate procedural status of Flash Dancers’ bill of cost motion. True, he 
included an easy-to-overlook footnote on page 2 of his letter, but even that is not fully 
explanatory. 

The plaintiff filed a motion requesting the Second Circuit consider for rehearing en banc 
that Flash Dancers’ failed to demonstrate good cause 1 for filing its bill of costs late as required 
by the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure and decisions by the Courts of Appeals. The 
motion requesting the Second Circuit to consider whether to rehear en banc the panel’s decision 
was granted on April 11, 2006. Exhibit C . There has been no decision yet as to whether the 


1 Flash Dancers attorney claimed as good cause a trip to California and overlooking the Second Circuit’s mail when 
he returned. 


2 



petition for rehearing en banc will be granted or denied. Therefore, contrary to Flash Dancers’ 
representations, there is still no final decision on its bill of costs motion. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 

Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Bradley E. Dubin, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Deborah A, Brenner, Esq. 

Asst. Corp. Counsel, Appeals 
Office of the Corporation Counsel 
100 Church St. 

New York, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 
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Scott S. McKessy 
Reed Smith LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
Tel. 212 521 5400 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
3325 South 47 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


April 14, 2006 


Honorable P. Kevin Castel 
United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan U.S. Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, N.Y. 10007-1312 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 

Southern District Court of New York, CV-03-2717 (PKC), Second Circuit 04-6700-CV 

Dear Judge Castel: 

Pursuant to your order of April 4, 2006, this is the plaintiffs reply to the objection of 
defendants Kuba, Mundy & Associates (“Kuba Mundy”), Nicholas J. Mundy (“Mundy”) and 
Peter Petrovich (“Petrovich”) reimbursing the plaintiff for service of process under Fed. R. Civ. 
P. 4(d)(5), which was caused by the defendants’ failure to respond to a request for waiver of 
service under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(d). 

Bradley E. Dubin has represented the above defendants throughout this case and, 
assuming he has not lost all or most of the papers submitted, has in his files all the “details or 
supporting documentation,” Dubin Letter . April 11, 2006, p. 2, that show the plaintiff has 
complied with Rule 4(d)(2). Mr. Dubin’s clients chose to ignore their “duty to avoid 
unnecessary costs of serving the summons,” Rule 4(d)(2), and now Mr. Dubin chooses to ignore 
his duty not to conceal or knowingly fail to disclose pertinent infonnation to this Court, 
especially when he knows the details and supporting documentation he claims do not exist he in 
his filing cabinets. See In re Santangelo , 265 A.D.2d 69, 701 N.Y.S.2d 355, 357 (A.D. 1 Dept. 
2000)(charges against lawyer “relate[d] more to non-disclosure rather than to the making of 
affirmatively false or misleading statements....”). 

Mr. Dubin received, as part of the Plaintiffs Status Report required by your honor for the 
July 13, 2004 status conference and with the Exhibits to Plaintiffs Opposition to Motions to 
Dismiss , the affidavits of mailing and manifold certificates of mailing, Exhibit A . of the 
documents required to be served on the defendants under Rule 4(d)(2). Mr. Dubin also received 
in the Plaintiffs Status Report the costs of service by Gotham Process Service that the plaintiff 
incurred by the defendants failure to respond to the waiver of service request. Exhibit B . 
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Mr. Dubin’s objection also falsely implies his clients did respond to the waiver of service 
request by stating the plaintiff fails to show that the “defendants failed to respond.” The 
plaintiff, a lawyer admitted to this Court, affirms the defendants did not respond; therefore, the 
burden shifts to Mr. Dubin’s clients to show they did. Mr. Dubin’s clients can do that by 
producing copies of the signed and dated Notice of Lawsuit and Request for Waiver of Service 
of Summons provided each defendant plus an affidavit that it was placed in the U.S. Postal 
system. 


Mr. Dubin wrongly claims that plaintiff “attempted” to serve Petrovich and cites as 
support plaintiffs memorandum of law, pp. 137-38, in opposition to defendants’ motion to 
dismiss. The memorandum states no such thing; rather it states that under New York law, 
Petrovich was served. 

In New York, the filing of an affidavit of proof of service is prima facie evidence that 
service was proper and shifts to the defendant the burden of proving that service was defective. 
See Nolan v. City of Yonkers . 168 F.R.D. 140, 144 (SDNY 1995). The affidavit of service on 
Petrovich was filed with the Court’s clerk and is attached as Exhibit C . Mr. Dubin responds that 
Petrovich “merely served as a translator” for Kuba Mundy, “has never been an employee” and 
“never maintained his place of business” at that law firm’s address. ( Dubin Letter . April 11, 
2006, pp 2-3). Mr. Dubin uses as support for his statements an affidavit by Petrovich but failed 
to provide it as an exhibit to his letter. Moreover, the self-serving nature of Petrovich’s affidavit 
makes it suspect when considered in connection with the affidavit of Alan Flacks who is not a 
party to this action. The attached affidavit of Mr. Flacks, Exhibit D , states that when he called 
the Kuba Mundy law firm on November 17, 2003 and ask for Petrovich, a female with the first 
name of Svetlana, told Mr. Flacks that Petrovich was no longer working at the office but from 
his home. Id. ]j]j 1-4. Petrovich, therefore, had worked in the Kuba Mundy office at 321 
Broadway at some prior point in time. 

Under New York CPLR 308(2), process can be served by delivering the papers to a 
person of suitable age at the defendant’s “actual place of business” and followed with a mailing 
of the papers by first class U.S. post to that address. The process server delivered and mailed the 
Complaint and Summons to Petrovich at the Kuba, Mundy law firm at 321 Broadway on June 10 
and 11, 2003 respectively. Exhibit C . No one told the process server that Petrovich did not work 
there, and the mailing of the papers was not returned as undeliverable. Further, an envelope 
mailed to Petrovich at the law firm by first class U.S. post on April 20, 2003, which contained 
the request for a waiver of summons and the Complaint, Exhibit A , was also not returned as 
undeliverable. The inference is that Petrovich was working at Kuba Mundy when service 
occurred. 

In addition, New York State CPLR 308(6) provides that a defendant’s “actual place of 
business” is any location that the defendant publicly holds out as his place of business. Such a 
location includes the place where the defendant receives business correspondence although it 
need not be the same place where the defendant conducts business activities. See 1994 Report of 
the Adv. Comm, on Civ. Prac. . reprinted in 2 McKinney’s N.Y. Session Laws, 1994, at 3027, 
3032. On December 5, 2003, Mr. Flacks telephoned the Kuba Mundy office and was told first 
by a gentlemen named Yi Feng and then by a female with the first name of Stephanie that any 
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business correspondence for Petrovich should be sent to the law firm at 321 Broadway. Exhibit 
D, Flacks’s Affidavit ]fl| 5-8. Since Petrovich was receiving business correspondence at Kuba 
Mundy as late as December 2003, the inference is that he was also receiving business mail there 
when the waiver of service was mailed April 20, 2003 and the follow-up service mailing was 
made on June 11, 2003. All of which means Petrovich was served. 

Finally, Mr. Dubin claims that his “logic dictates that plaintiff should not be entitled to 
recover costs of serving a frivolous action, which has been dismissed with prejudice and 
affirmed by the Second Circuit.” (Dubin Letter . April 11, 2006, pp 2). There’s been no finding 
by any court that this civil RICO action is frivolous. Mr. Dubin’s brand of logic is not the law. 
The Advisory Committee Notes for the 1993 Amendments to Rule 4(d)(2)(B) state: 

“A defendant failing to comply with a request for waiver shall be given an opportunity to 
show good cause for the failure, but sufficient cause should be rare. It is not good cause 
for failure to waive service that the claim is unjust....” 

The plaintiff requests this Court deny Mr. Dubin’s objection and require his clients to 
reimburse the plaintiff for costs of the service of process. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 

Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Bradley E. Dubin, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 
48 Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 
Tel. 212 425 3100 

Jack Sachs 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stern 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 
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Deborah A, Brenner, Esq. 

Asst. Corp. Counsel, Appeals 
Office of the Corporation Counsel 
100 Church St. 

New York, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg 
283 Maple Street 
West Hempstead, NY 11552 
Tel. 516 539 2186 

Scott S. McKessy 
Reed Smith LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
Tel. 212 521 5400 

Anastasia A. Vasilyeva and Nicolay N. Vasilyev 
3325 South 47 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


ROY DEN HOIIANDER, 

Plaintiff. 
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FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, a «U 
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ORDER 
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Of. defatni to mow cause why judgment iboold not be colored apu.-wt oeruor dcleodam» 
for the cueta of «na 

Rule 4(d). Fed.. K. Civ. I".provides i regime m which ■ plaintiffnaymail to a 
JefmxUot t form of watrer of semes of process, JO vino the defeudan! the opportunity to avoid 
tl* costs of aerncvofproccss by rennung the signed warn? If > defendant clocu oat to wuve 
service, then Ride 4<dX2> provide* that in certain instances the plaintiffnay recover the tort* 
ofndce 

tf a defendant tested within the Untied States fails to comply with a re- 
guest for warm made by a plaintiff located within the Untied Stare*. the 
coon shall impose the costs subsequently incurred in effecting service on 
the defendant tmiet* good cause for the future he rhcwre 

Ibcre are thirteen person* and entities lilted In pUtnUfTs letter or Fcbru 

ary 17.2005 1 will grant defendant '» motion aa to eleven of the thnteen defeodante 

Defendant Hob Henning has paid the cold of semes on or about Match 2. 

2006 and plaintiff has not ftnther challenged the (mount of payment. All fiiitha relief «• 

to defendam Homing is denied 

WiOi reaped to “Flash Dancm Topical Clish" plaintiff haa failed to ectab 
luh the customs of a juridical entity by that name It ia sweety the trade name of an en¬ 
tity. lav-jay Cabaret Inc. which it the subject of an application for cam of service m ta 
own right Alt relief aa to "Flash Dancers Topless Club" is denied 

With respect to the remaining eleven defendants, plaintiff may recover the 
amount listed m the nghl hand column nett to die patty's name oo Mr Den Hollands'* 
letter of February 17,2006 (lbs amounts range from SIS tt>Sl7S). Aa to these eleven 
defendants, I win also allow plaintiff to racovei oneAbitteeuth of the coats of plsotocepy- 
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to n (at nmi wn 

mft (SI27.60) mx) Die coon of a mi <S6 20) for * total of S133.S0 al I nci ted tn tbs follow. 
lOfaumier $133 80 divided by 13 eqaili $1030 equal! one defendants dure (or each 
of the ctrrcn dcfcnilrai- 11 those hard in the Kchmarv 17 letter otha than Homing and 
Haiti Danced 

Ttw Oort » dirca to enter tvidgmait at accordance wtifi the Siregomg 

SO ORDERED 

Dated. New Yortt. New York 
Apni 24 . rm 

United Sates District Judge 



5|nov<Kil 
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H. Hollander'* Motion For Recusal of Judge C'astcl and Motion for 


Reconsideration.25 

I. Notice of Appeal and Appellant's Brief..25 

STATKMENT OF STANDARD OF REVIEW.26 

A. Standard of Review on a Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Fed. R Civ P 
12(b)(6).26 

B Threshold Requirements to Sustain RICO Claims.27 

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT.30 

ARGUMENT. ii 


POINT I The District Court Correctly Held Than Hollander Failed To 

Adequately Allege the Injury and Causation Necessary To Sustain His 
RICO Claims... 

A The District Court Applied the Correct Legal Analysis to Determine that 
Hollander Must Have Standing by Sufficiently Pleading Causation and 
Injury to Assert a RICO Claim.3 j 

i. The Test: Standing to Assen a RICO Claim.31 

ii. Injury must be to Business and Property. 32 

ii. Causation.34 

B The District Court Correctly Determined that Hollander Did Not Sustain the 
Requisite Injury to Business or Properly.43 

C. The District Court Correctly Determined that Hollander's Additional Claim 

of Damages Were Not Proximatcly Caused By A Reason of a Violation of 
18 U.S.C. §1962.44 

D. The District Court Correctly Determined that Hollander's Additional Claim 

of Damages Are Conclusory and Incomprehensible.49 


ii 
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POINT II Despite The District Court's Determination That It was Unnecessary 
To Address The Substantive RICO Statute Hollander Similarly Failed 
to Plead Its Elements. 50 

A. Hollander's Complaint Fails to Adequately Allege a Pattern of Racketeering 

Activity.50 

i. Closcd-cnded Continuity.SI 

ii. Open-ended Continuity.53 

B. Hollander's Complaint Fails to Adequately Allege The Existence of a RICO 

Enterprise. 55 


POINT III The District Court’s Determination To Deny Leave to Amend The 
Complaint Was Proper.59 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Defendants-Appel Ices, Kuba. Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy 
(collectively "Mundy") and Peter Petrovich ("Petrovich”), by their attorneys, 
McManus, Colluru & Richter. P C., submit this Brief in opposition to PlaintifT- 
Appcllant. Roy Den Hollander's ("Hollander"), appeal of the final Order of the 
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York (the “District 
Court"), Castcl, J„ Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, el al.. 340 F. 
Supp.2d 453 (S.D.N.Y. 2004), which dismissed Hollander's Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint with prejudice (the "Order"), together with such other 
and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

STATEMENT OF ISSUES 

1. Whether the District Court correctly dismissed Hollander's 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint with prejudice pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 
12(b)(6) after determining that he failed to adequately allege the causation and 
injury necessary to sustain his claims for violation of the civil enforcement 
provisions of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO"), 
18 U.S.C. §§1961-1968? 

2. Whether Hollander failed to adequately allege the other 
constituent elements necessary to establish his claims against Mundy and Petrovich 
for violation of the civil enforcement provisions of RICO? 
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3. Whether the District Court correctly denied Hollander the 
opportunity to continue his vexatious and abusive litigation tactics by filing an 
Amended Complaint, which would have been futile and resulted in continued 
harassment and needless expease to the parties and the Court? 

STATEMENT OF THE CASK 

Hollander, a licensed attorney, commenced this action pro sc against 63 
separate domestic and foreign Defendants spanning the globe, from the United 
States to Russia to Chechnya to Cyprus to Mexico, including his former wife, her 
mother, associates and divorce lawyers, exotic dancing clubs, members of alleged 
organized crime groups, modeling and escon agencies, a Cypriot bank and a New 
York City police detective. Various other Defendants arc identified by partial name 
or by fictitious designation (i.e. “Maria-Prostitutc Recruiter for Julia Heart 
Agency." “Krasnodar Briber I." "California Pimp," “Albatross Club Gangster #1") 
(A 23-24 1 ). 

Hollander's Complaint, consisting of 915 separately numbered allegations 
and in excess of ninety pages (A 23-113). alleges a criminal enterprise of purported 
illegal activity among the Defendants, including, but not limited to, drug 

The phrase “(A J* with a number in the blank space refers to the page number of 
the Appendix filed by Hollander. The symbol “* " with a number in the blank 
space follow ing the Appendix designation refers to the paragraph number of that 
document. 

2 
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trafficking, money laundenng. immigration fraud, prostitution, pornography, 
extortion and fraud, aimed at infiltrating and expanding its unlawful and ancillary 
legal activities into hard currency markets (especially the United States) in 
violation of the RICO statute (A 24-26. 110 tfl-2. 13. 15. 886-893). Hollander 
also alleges state taw claims against various Defendants (A III *^894-899). 
Hollander's brief clarifies that the Defendants allegedly represent a segment of the 
Russian mafia. 

Hollander's narrative resembles a delusional, imaginary, talc of fantasy thai 
reads more like a fanciful fiction novel than a legal pleading. At the very best. 
Hollander's Complaint can be characterized as a frivolous, circuitous attempt to 
utilize this forum to rc-litigatc his divorce from his ex-wife, and, at the same time, 
humiliate her and seemingly anyone who has ever come in contact with her or 
assisted her in preventing him from harassing her. In fact, the filing of the instant 
action was, at the time, just another customary act by Hollander in furtherance of 
his personal vendetta against his ex-wife, and anyone in contact with her. bach 
and every one of his previous efforts, including the filing of baseless reports, 
complaints and legal actions against his ex-wife and the purported mafia, requests 
for orders of protection, an application to have his divorce settlement set-aside, the 
filing of a defamation action in Russia against his former mother-in-law and the 
filing of an improper grievance against his ex-wife's attorneys, were all rebuffed 
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by the Queens Police Department, the New York City Police Department 
(“NYPD"), the Krasnodar Police Department, the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
(“FBI"), the Immigration Naturalization Services (“INS"), the New York City 
Board of Elections, the United Slates Attorneys Office, the Queens District 
Attorneys Office, the First Department Disciplinary Committee ("Disciplinary 
Committee"), the New York County Supreme and Family Courts, the District 
Court or the Russian Courts. 

All appearing Defendants moved to dismiss Hollander's Complaint (A 132, 
D 21-24, 26, 28-29, 49. 53-55, 62-66. 78). In opposition, Hollander submitted 
another mountain of paper, nearly two hundred pages in length. Simultaneously, 
Hollander submitted a nine page Supplemental Complaint consisting of an 
additional seventy-seven separately numbered allegations (A 114-122). The 
District Court rendered an extensive seventeen page decision dismissing the 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint with prejudice, holding that Hollander did 
not have standing because he failed to allege the requisite injury and causation 
necessary to sustain his RICO claims (A 131-147). The District Court refused to 
exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the state law claims (A 131-147). 

Hollander then shifted his anger, at least momentarily, to the District Court 
by moving for the recusal of Judge Castel and for reconsideration of his Order (D 
90-93). Hollander's motions were denied by the District Court (D 100-101). 
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After noticing fifty-one issues to be addressed on appeal (D 102-103), 
Hollander now submits his brief before this Court lashing out again at the District 
Coon (even calling it a "liar") (Hollander Brief pp. 46. 54) and simply reiterating 
the same cooclusory statements and bald speculation, conjecture, suspicions and 
gigantic leaps of logic already insufficiently contained in his Complaint, 
Supplemental Complaint, opposition to the motion to dismiss, motions for recusal 
and reconsideration and his countless reports and complaints to various Courts and 
law enforcement agencies. In fact, Hollander's rendition of the facts set forth in 
his brief is no different than the facts already set forth in his pleadings and which 
the District Court relied upon in dismissing the action. (Hollander Brief pp. 2-8). 

Hollander's systematic abuse of the legal system, which has persisted for 
many years, must finally be stopped and his request that the District Court's Order 
be vacated must be denied. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
A. Identification of Mundy and Petros ich 

Mundy is a small "general practice" law firm with an emphasis on 
immigration law Mundy defended Hollander's former wife, Alina Shipilina 
("Shipilina"), in the divorce/annulment proceedings commenced by Hollander, as 
well as against his relentless course of harassment that followed once the divorce 
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proceedings were resolved. Mundy continues to represent Shipilina in immigration 
matters pending before the Bureau of Citizenship and Immigration Services.' 

B. Facts I’ndcrlying The Complaint as Alleged and Admitted by Hollander 
I. Hollander Meets Shipilina: Marries Her: anil Investigates Her 
Hollander is a middle-aged American lawyer who arrived in Russia in July 
1999 (A 35 1128). He lived and worked in Russia throughout 1999 and 2000 (A 
3$ 1128). While living in Russia. Hollander met “a tall, blue-eyed, bleached 
blonde" woman, Shipilina. sometime in the late summer of 1999 (A 351130). 

Shipilina is alleged to be a lucrative member of an enterprise of illegal 
activity "by running prostitution, aiding pornography rings, laundering money, 
smuggling drugs and building relationships among Russian, Chechen and 
American organized crime groups" (A 28 136). Hollander alleges that Shipilina, 
and other member of the enterprise, "decided to target plaintifT as part of the 
Enterprise's ongoing Scheme to infiltrate and expand its operations in the U.S" (A 
36 1135), and that, by “win[ning] the devotion and cloud[ing] the mind of the 
plaintiff by secretly feeding him narcotics" (A 36 1137), they would “use the 


’ Nicholas J. .Mundy is an attorney licensed in New York and a member of Kuba, 
Mundy & Associates. Petrovich is a translator who performs work for Mundy, as 
an independent contractor. 

6 
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plaintiff as an unwitting means for...Shipilina to fraudulently enter America where 
she would participate in expanding the Enterprise's activities" (A 36HI36). 

Hollander proposed to Shipilina on January 31. 2000 (A 45 H239). In 
February 2000, Hollander and Shipilina set March 2000 as their anticipated 
wedding date (A 39 HI73). In or around March 2000, Hollander alleges that he 
first began to sense that his soon to be wife W'as being dishonest with him. secretly 
slipping narcotics into his meals and pretending to be something she was not in 
order to many him so dial she could enter the United Stales (A 39 * 174). 

Nonetheless, Hollander married Shipilina in Russia on March 11. 2000 (A 
40 HI82). In June 2000. Hollander and Shipilina separated after he learned of her 
alleged adultery, and he returned to New York from Russia without her (A 42 
*1198-199). They later reunited after he forgave her (A 42 HH204, 206), but 
according to Hollander, he was still unaware of her true profession (A 42 ^ 198). 
Hollander then brought his wife to America in July 2000 (A 42 *205). 

Hollander alleges that Shipilina began working as a lap-dancer, joined her 
cohorts in prostitution and continued to drug his food in order to deter him from 
seeking an annulment/divorcc throughout July and August 2000 (A 34 HH2I3-2I6). 
Hollander alleges that it was at this time that he became aware of the nature of his 
wife's profession, and that he was being used for immigration purposes (A 43 
HH213-220). 



7 
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In August 2000 and for the following year, Hollander “launched an 
investigation that continues to the present day and ended up diverting him from his 
law and consulting business for two years” (A 43 *217). His investigation into his 
wife's affairs took place in both the United States and abroad. In fact, his 
fascination took him as far as Krasnodar. Russia (A 43, 47 *15217, 256-260). 
Hollander even commenced a defamation action in Russia against Shipilina's 
mother. Inessa Shipilina ("Inessa"), which was later closed (A 49-51 *fl285. 298, 
303). 

In late October 2000, Hollander alleges to have met with Mundy, Petrovich 
and Shipilina to arrange for a separation (A 44 ^222-223). Significantly, Mundy's 
representation of Shipilina in this divorce proceeding is the very first time that 
Mundy and Petrovich are alleged to have had any interaction with Shipilina. or any 
other Defendants in this action (A 23-122). Hollander acknowledges that Mundy 
and Petrovich were merely representing Shipilina in her separation and ultimate 
divorce (A 44 ^223, D 44 p. 20). 

In December 2000. Shipilina filed a report against Hollander indicating that 
he attempted to extort money from her otherwise he would have her deported back 
to Russia (D 21. Ex. D). 3 

’The phrase ”(D_") with a number in the blank space refers to the District Court 

Docket Number produced by Hollander as pages 7-22 in the Appendix. The 
subsequent abbreviation “p or “pp_" with a numbeT or numbers in the blank 

8 
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In December 2000, Hollander and Shipilinu formally separated (A 44 <221). 
Shipilina was compelled to obtain an order of protection against her husband due 
to his conduct (A 45 ^234, 239). 

II Attempted Annulment; Divorce; and Subsequent Litigation 

Thereafter. Hollander commenced an annulment proceeding against 
Shipilina in or around February 2001 (A 46 <242). The attempted annulment was 
unsuccessful and Hollander, instead, pursued divorce. 

As a result of his desire to terminate the marriage. Hollander alleges that his 
wife's attorneys, Mundy, NYPD Detective Henning and others filed false 
documents and reports with the INS and NYPD, and engaged, with the assistance 
of other Defendants (the “liarev Islamic Terror and Crime Clan." the “Aspyan 
Criminal Association" and other "gangsters"), in a campaign of intimidation and 
threats of violence (aided by the payment of bribes to public officials in the United 
States and Krasnodar) to prevent him from “providing testimony to any U.S. 
authorities, including the New York divorce court" and the INS regarding 
Shipilina’s immigration status and the Defendants' illegal activities (A 44-52 
M220-3I9) 4 . 

space refers to the page number or numbers of that document. The subsequent 
abbreviation "Ex. " with a letter in the blank space refers to the exhibit attached to 
that document. 

4 The divorce Complaint alleged prostitution, drug use and fraud against Shipilina 
and sought to end their marriage on the basis of fraud. (D 21 Ex. B). Interestingly, 

9 
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Mundy defended Shipilina in the divorcoannulmcnt proceedings us well as 
the relentless course of harassment that followed by Hollander once the divorce 
proceeding was resolved (A 44 ^222-223). Shipilina’s Answer contained a 
counterclaim, which alleged that Hollander threatened to have her deported “if she 
did not do everything he told her to,” including the payment of a large sum of 
money (D 21 Ex. C). The counterclaim also alleged that Hollander improperly 
created a public website in Shipilina's name on which he posted a copy of her 
personal diary and nude photographs without her knowledge or consent (D 21 Ex. 
C.15). 

In response to the creation of this offensive public website, Shipilina filed 
another report on June 27, 2001 with the NYPD (D 21 Ex. D). Hollander 
acknowledges that this website was created and that he was investigated for such 
impropriety. 

The divorce action settled pursuant to Stipulation of Settlement dated 
November 2, 2001 (D 21 Ex. E). Hollander voluntarily consented to the divorce 
settlement on the record before the Court (D 21 Ex. E). The Stipulation of 
Settlement along with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Divorce 
Judgment were drafted by Hollander’s attorney (D 21 Ex. E). 

however, the Complaint did not allege that Mundy threatened him or asked him to 
file false documents as Hollander now conveniently alleges (D 21 Ex. B). 

10 
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Hollander also harassed (hose associated with Shipilina (other than her 
mother!, by filing a fabricated and baseless disciplinary' complaint with the 
Disciplinary Committee against Nicholas J. Mundy in December of 2001. The 
incredible and far-fetched allegations contained in Hollander's grievance 
complaint are surpassed only by the outlandish allegations that he has conjured in 
this action (D 21 Ex. J). The disciplinary complaint was later dismissed (D 21 Ex 
K). 

Hollander alleges that he received threatening telephone calls in February 
and March of 2002 (A 50T1289-291 )\ 

In March 2002. Hollander instituted a proceeding, pro se, in the New York 
County Family Court against Shipilina seeking an order of protection arising out of 
these purported threats ironically claiming that he was the victim of harassment (D 


s Even assuming that such telephone calls were made, which is denied, there is no 
reason to believe that they were made in connection with a RICO conspiracy, or 
that the words used constituted a threat as opposed to Hollander's subjective 
interpretation as to the intention of the call. (A 50 ^289-291). Nevertheless, there 
is no allegation that they were made by Mundy or Petrovich or at their behest. 


II 
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21 Ex. FI)*. The petition was dismissed after trial on August 12. 2002. This was 
just one of many frivolous applications made by Hollander 1 . 

In May 2002, Hollander, pro se. moved to vacate and set aside the 
Stipulation of Settlement entered in his divorce action (D 21. Ex. F). In 
Hollander's supporting affidavit, he indicated that Shipilina engaged in a 
“methodical, cold-blooded cabal that has trampled [his] rights as a human being 
and driven him into a state of deep emotional despair, depression and anxiety...and 
necessitates the daily use of prescribed psychotropic medication. Paroxetine HCL 
at 40 mg a day" (D 21 Ex. F ^3)'. His admitted emotional distress appears to have 


* Even a perfunctory reading of Hollander’s legal papers reveal that he improperly 
used the legal system as a vehicle to harass and incense. Hollander’s voluminous 
discovery demands, which were almost entirely stricken by the Court, are 
objectively offensive and repugnant (D 21 Ex. I). 

Notably. Hollander's Complaint acknowledges that this Family Court proceeding 
in March, 2002 was not the first time that he applied for an order of protection. In 
fact, the Complaint details his pattern of filing complaints in connection with 
Shipilina. which all have been dismissed. Specifically, Hollander applied for a 
temporary order of protection in a Queens County Court in February of 2001 and 
the Judge ’’laughed at the plaintiff and denied his request." (A 106 1*854-8555). 
Hollander filed another report of a threat against him w ith his local police precinct 
and the ’’two police ofTtcers...laughed at the plaintiff" (A 106 **856-857). After 
filing another complaint with the police station. Hollander's complaint was again 
dismissed. (A 106 H858-86I). Hollander then sought the assistance of the FBI in 
connection with purported threats. (A 106-107 11862-867). Subsequently. 
Hollander applied for another protection order in a New York County Court, which 
was denied (A 107 H868-870). 

* Hollander's abuse of the court system and use of litigation as a means to harass 
and intimidate are evident even upon a cursory review of his motion papers (D 21 


12 
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been created by what he perceives to be alleged improper actions on the pan of his 
wife, as opposed to a RICO conspiracy. Hollander's motion was denied by the 
Court on August I, 2002 (D 21 Ex. F). 

On March 25. 2003, Hollander commenced an action in the New York 
County Supreme Court, bearing Index No. 03/105646. against 0 of the Defendants 
named in this action, including Mundy and Petrovich, alleging intentional 
infliction of emotional distress (D 21 Ex. L). A Complaint has never been serv ed in 
the action. 

Faced with Hollander's assault of frivolous litigation, Nicholas J. Mundy 
reluctantly filed a disciplinary complaint against Hollander on April 23.2003. 

C. Hollander's Complaint 

Hollander commenced this action by serving his Complaint upon Mundy 
less than two months later on June 10. 2003 (A 23-113)®. 

L The Purported Enterprise 

The Complaint alleges the existence of a criminal RICO enterprise 
characterized as the "Russian International Crime Organization [which] generates 
profits worldwide from numerous criminal activities that include without limitation 

Ex. F). Without regard for ethics or common decency, among the 22 exhibits 
attached to Hollander's frivolous motion was a CD Rom labeled “Masturbation 
Video Promo Featuring Alina Shipilina" (D 21 Ex. G). 

» Petrovich has not been properly served with the Complaint. 
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drag trafficking, money laundering, tax evasion, immigration fraud, prostitution, 
pornography, white slavery, bribery, mail and wire fraud, extortion, coercion and 
terror" (A 24 \I). 

The enterprise allegedly “rose out of the ashes of the Soviet Union w hen the 
collapse of communism unleashed that empire's restraints on organized crime, 
conupt government officials, travel, trade, communication and emigration" (A 25 
^ 10). The enterprise purportedly consists of “domestic and foreign corporations, 
partnerships, individuals, government officials, law finns. organized crime 
gangs...and an Islamic terrorist and crime clan" (A 26 111). Hollander's Brief 
clarifies that the enterprise named is the Russian mafia, and that the Defendants 
represent a segment of it (Hollander Brief pp. 3-5, 11-12). 

The focus of the enterprise is alleged “to infiltrate and expand its illegal and 
ancillary legal activities into hard currency markets, especially in the United States, 
for the personal enrichment of the members of the Enterprise...” (A 25 ^2). 
Hollander's brief confirms that this is the enterprise’s “key goal" (Hollander Brief 

p 6). 

Even a cursory review of the Complaint makes evident that the entire 
foundation and configuration of the alleged enterprise centers around Shipilina and 
the people she purportedly met and the places she purportedly visited. The 
Complaint first tracks her encounter with Hollander in Russia, then details her 
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subsequent trips, jobs and dealings in Mexico, the United States. Russia and 
Cyprus (A 23-122). To this end, Hollander invents an enterprise allegedly 
operating worldwide and he names every entity, person and place that Shipilina 
ever allegedly encountered as members of the enterprise. 

Tile Complaint, however, fails to offer any connection among the 
Defendants (and in particular between Mundy, Petrovich and the other Defendants) 
other than they have had some contact with Shipilina (A 23-122). Notably, the 
Complaint acknowledges that Mundy and Petrovich's only association with any of 
the Defendants arise out of Mundy's representation of Shipilina in the 
annulment divorce proceedings and present immigrations matters involving 
Shipilina (A 23-113). 

In fact, Hollander's opposition papers below confirm that he unaware of any 
connection between Mundy and Petrovich and the other Defendants, except they 
briefly came into contact with Shipilina to defend her divorce and she purportedly 
bncfly came into contact with some of the other Defendants. 

II. Hollander's Allegations against Mundy und Petrovich 

Mundy and Petrovich arc alleged to be 3 of 19 domestic members of the 
enterprise, in addition to the countless foreign members. Specifically. Mundy is 
alleged, in conclusory fashion, to (I) act as consilian and manager of United States 
immigration issues in New York for the enterprise: (2) operate a green card and 


15 



file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndyappop.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:24 PM] 



mndyappop 


visa mill thai fraudulently obtains United Suites visas, residency status and 
naturalization for Russian aliens; (3) advise its clients to commit penury before the 
INS. IRS. Customs Service and the New York State Courts; (4) use coercion and 
intimidation against parties, witnesses and informants in proceedings; (5) 
participate in money laundering and the use of international facilities to aid a 
racketeering enterprise; and (6) mastermind and direct illegal activities to acquire 
United States visas, residency status and naturalization for the members of the 
enterprise (A 27H27-32). 

Petrovich is alleged to (I) assist Mundy in executing illegal activities 
necessary to import and keep in members of the enterprise in the United States and 
(2) be an attorney licensed in Russia, acting as an attorney in the Untied States, 
although not admitted, under the supervision of Mundy (A 28 *fi33-34). 

The Complaint avers that Mundy and Petrovich, as members of the 
enterprise, engaged in illegal activities against Hollander by: (I) using fraudulent 
and/or illegal means to assist Shipilina in obtaining immigration benefits (A 42-45 
W07. 222-225. 229, 230, 232. 234. 236-237. 239-241); (2) using illegal means to 
protect the enterprise and prevent Hollander from exposing the activities of the 
enterprise (A 45-52 1*228. 243, 275-277, 316-318); (3) intimidating Hollander to 
settle divorce proceedings that he instituted against Shipilina (A 46-48 VI243-245. 
273);(4) intimidating witnesses from providing testimony to any United States 
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authorities Courts including the Hollanders' divorce proceedings and any other 
U.S investigation such as by the INS (A 47-48 *1265-268); (5) intimidating 
Hollander to dissuade him from trying to set aside the agreed upon divorce 
settlement (A 49 11280-284); (6) participating in tampering and bribery to prevent 
the deportation of Shipilina (A 47-51. V1254-255, 286-290, 306-307); and (7) using 
illegal means of bribery in violation of the foreign corrupt practices act (money 
which came from illegal Russian mafia activities) including the bribing of a New 
York City Detective, intimidating Hollander and witnesses through Chechen 
Islamic Mafiosi in order to obstruct the criminal indictment against Inessa in 
Russia for defaming Hollander (which was closed as a result); (8) and preventing 
Hollander from cooperating with the INS, and laundering money through the 
international systems to carry out such intimidation and bribery (A 49-52 H286- 
290,293-295.298. 300-301. 306-307. 318). 

Through the use of these outlandish, extremely broad and incredible 
allegations Hollander alleges that Mundy and Petrovich engaged in the following 
predicate criminal acts in furtherance of an alleged RICO conspiracy: (I) while 
slave trade and importing aliens for immoral purposes: (2) fraud and misuse of 
visas and the procurement of nationality unlawfully; (3) witness and informant 
tampering; (4) use of United States mail and interstate and international telephone 


17 



file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndyappop.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:24 PM] 





mndyappop 


systems to further mail and wire frauds: (5) bribery using international facilities; 
(6) money laundering; and <7)aiding in racketeering activity (A 23-113). 

Additionally, it is alleged that Mundy and Petrovich committed other 
criminal acts including (I) suborning perjury before die INS. IRS. Customs 
Service. New York State Courts and NYPI) (A 90-92 1*701. 703, 707-708. 724- 
725); (2) obstructing INS proceedings and aiding and abetting such proceedings 
with coercion and intimidation to obtain permanent residency for Shipilina (A 90- 
93 H702. 709-710. 715. 721, 726-727. 731. 737); (3) tampering with witnesses or 
victims including threats of injury, intimidation and coercion and aiding and 
abetting such tampering in connection with Hollander's divorce/annulmcnt 
proceedings, the defamation ease in Russia and the INS investigation against 
Shipilina (A 90-93 T1704. 711-714, 716, 728-730,732); (4) aiding and abetting 
bribery in violation of the foreign corrupt practices act by bribing Detective 
Henning (A 91-93 H717, 719, 733, 735); (5) aiding and abetting the laundering of 
money received from the Russian mafia and used to threaten witnesses and bribe 
Russian officials (A 91-93 H7I8. 734); (6) aiding and abetting the harassment of 
Hollander (A 91-93 11720. 736); and (7) conspiring to violate federal law, commit 
predicate acts and break New York criminal laws. (A 90-93 H705-706, 722-723. 
738-739). 
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Accordingly, Hollander alleges seven causes of action against Mundy and 
Petrovich Tlie first, second, third and fourth causes of action allege violations of 
sections I8U.S.C. 1962(a), (b), (c) and (d) respectively (A 110 55886-893). The 
fifth, sixth and seventh causes of action allege intentional infliction of emotional 
distress, abuse of process and malicious prosecution respectively (A 110 *5894- 
899). 14 

Hi. Dumagcvlnjurirs Alleged by Hollander 

Generally, Hollander claims that the enterprise damaged his “law and 
consulting business as well as drugged, defrauded, coerced and threatened [hint] 
with severe bodily harm" (A 25 *3). 

Hollander's more specific claims of damages arc encompassed in paragraphs 
900-907 of his Complaint (A 111 *5900-907) while paragraphs 908 through 914 
detail his requested relief (A 111-112 **908-914). Paragraphs 900 through 907 
claim 3 categories of damages: (I) damage to Hollander’s business and finances; 
(2) damage to his business reputation and good will; and (3) damages arising out of 
personal fear. 

In respect to number I above, Hollander claims that his business and 
financial interests/assets have been damaged by: (A) “the use of funds from 
racketeering activities to finance the Enterprise’s scheme (A 111 5900); (B) the 

’“Hollander's sixth and seventh causes of action alternatively alleging prima facie 
ton have been withdrawn. 
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depletion of his resources arising out of litigation with the enterprise (A 111 
**901); (C) "racketeering activities used to acquire or preserve influence over 
some of the Enterprise's activities" (A 112 1904); (D) "(t]he predicate acts 
committed in furtherance of the Enterprise's Scheme against the plaintiIT” (A 112 
1905); (E) "overt criminal and tortuous acts done in furtherance of conspiracies” 
(A 112 1906); (F) loss of profits from his law and consulting business for over 2 
years in the amount of S200.000 resulting from the cessation of work as a result of 
bringing Shipilina to the United States and his investigation of the enterprise (A 
112 1907(a)); (G) business interruption expenses of $50,000 including the costs to 
bring his business back to operating level (A 112 1907(b)); (H) loss of business 
opportunities (A 112 1907(c)); and (I) expenses in the amount of S 100.000 for his 
investigation of the enterprise's bribery, perjury and tampering (A 1121907(d)). 

In respect to number 2 above, Hollander claims that he has been damaged: 
(A) by the bribery of public officials to subvert the proper administration of the 
law and thwart his efforts to rectify the harm done to his business reputation and 
goodwill (A 111 1902); (B) by funds from racketeering activities used to purchase 
intimidation of witnesses to thwart his efforts to rectify the harm to his business 
reputation and goodwill (A 112 1903); and (C) in the amount of $500,000 arising 
out of damage to his reputation and good will due to false allegations waged 
against him (A 1121907(c)). 
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In respect to number 3 above. Hollander claims that the predicate acts 
committed by the enterprise have imperiled his safety, life, liberty and right not to 
live in fear (A 1121i905). 

Iv. These Tacts l>o Not Create A RICO Claim 

Despite Hollander's dramatic attempt to make this matter complex and tum 
it into a worldwide conspiracy, the facts, if summarized, are very simple. 

Hollander met a woman in Russia. He pursued her. lived with her and fell in 
love with her. He was aware of the nature of her profession, or at least to a certain 
degree, l ie suspected dishonesty on her part, yet married her in Russia nonetheless. 
He then took her back to New York as his wife. When he further suspected 
infidelities, he was willing to accept them to a certain degree. The way he justifies 
being lured by his wife is that he was allegedly drugged for over two years, a 
statement so far-fetched it is uncertain how this obvious well-educated person can 
even believe it, let alone allege it. 

In any event, Hollander and his wife eventually separated. She was forced 
to seek protection from the court due to his conduct. Hollander then sought an 
annulment. After being unsuccessful in procuring an annulment, a settlement was 
reached and the divorce fmali/ed. Unable to let go and in an effort to re-live the 
marriage and divorce, Hollander investigated his wife for over a year. 
Simultaneously, he pursued an onslaught of frivolous litigation such as a 
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disciplinary action against his ex-wife's attorneys, a motion to set aside the divorce 
settlement, a Family Court proceeding seeking protection, a defamation case 
against his ex-mother-in-law, numerous other applications for protection with the 
courts, police department and FUI (all of which turned out unsuccessful), a slate 
court action and the instant RICO action 

The only time Mundy's or Petrovich's names arc mentioned in the context 
of these events is in defending Shipilina in the divorce and assisting her ui 
immigration matters. It is not alleged that Mundy or Petrovich performed illegal 
activities for any Defendants other than Shipilina. In fact, Hollander knows of no 
connection between Mundy and Petrovich and the other Defendants. 

At best, Hollander's investigation and allegations have uncovered that he 
may have been used by Shipilina for immigration purposes, that Shipilina may 
have been engaged in stripping or prostitution, that Shipilina may have been 
unfaithful to him, that Shipilina may have used drugs, that Hollander may have 
been threatened by a friend of Shipilina to curb his harassment, that Shipilina may 
never have cared about him and that she may have misled him, caused him 
embarrassment and humiliated him. There is an endless list of possibilities. What 
is perfectly clear, however, is that these isolated alleged incidents of wrongdoing 
set forth by Hollander do not establish entitlement to the relief requested in this 
action. At most. Hollander has set forth nothing more than allegations of isolated 
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Kts, some criminal, some nol. If anything, the proper authorities to deal with such 
allegations were the divorce court or possibly a criminal investigation by the 
NYPD, INS or the federal government, not this Court. The RICO statute was not 
designed lo allow private citizens to redress the wrongs that Hollander claims here. 

D. Hollander’s Further Requests for Orders of Protection After Serving 
Ills Complaint 

After serv ing his Complaint. Hollander wrote to the District Court on June 
19. 2003 seeking another order of protection (D 18)." On July 7. 2003, Hollander 
again wrote to the District Court requesting yet another order of protection (D 21 
Ex. O). The District Court denied his requests on July 28. 2003 (D 18). 

E. Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss 

All appearing Defendants moved to dismiss Hollander's Complaint for 
failure to state a claim pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) and for failing to plead 
fraud with particularity pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 9(b). Defendants’ initial and 
reply motion papers were served from September 2003 through August 2004 (A 
132. D 21-24, 26. 28-29. 49. 53-55,62-66. 78). Hollander submitted his opposition 
in December 2003. 


11 This letter confirms that Hollander has been involved in a series of investigations 
and complaints to state and federal authorities in connection with Shipilina. which 
have been dismissed or ignored (D 18). 
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F. Hollander'* Supplemental Complaint 

In August 2004, after receiving all of the Defendants' motions to dismiss, 
Hollander moved to supplement his complaint, with an attached 77 paragraph 
Supplemental Complaint (A 114-122). i: 

G. The District Court's Order of Dismissal With Prejudice 

On September 28, 2004, after granting Hollander's application to file a 
Supplemental Complaint, the District Court dismissed the Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint (A 131-147). The Court held that Hollander had no 
standing since he failed to allege the requisite causation and injury under section 
18 U.S.C. § 1964(c) to sustain his RICO claims. Since the Court found that 
Hollander failed to sufficiently allege causation and injury, it concluded that it was 
unnecessary to address whether Hollander adequately alleged a violation of the 


1 In addition to naming four new Defendants, the Supplemental Complaint alleges 
that: (I) Hollander received threatening telephone calls in June 2003 allegedly 
from, or at the behest of, Mundy, Petrovich and other Defendants aimed at 
preventing the filing of this action, which the authorities ignored after he reported 
the incident (D 109 112-21); (2) that an FBI agent interfered with his investigation 
into this RICO ease and advised a witness to file harassment charges against him 
(even though the FBI has investigated and dismissed this assertion) (D 109 H22- 
48 and Fix. A); (3) that Mundy's filing of a grievance against him was an attempt to 
obstruct justice and constituted mail fraud (D 109 H49-58); and (4) Shipiltna 
submitted false information to the District Court in providing contact information 
regarding certain Defendants (D 109 H59-72). In respect to causation and 
damages. Hollander alleges that these additional illegal activities increased the 
harm to his business and property by causing loss of profits, business interruption 
expenses, loss of business opportunities and damage to his reputation and good 
will in the amount of SIOO.OOO (D 109177). 
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substantive RICO statute, and, the other arguments raised in the Defendants* 
Motions to Dismiss (A 144).° 

The District Court further held that Hollander's action was dismissed with 
prejudice and leave to amend was denied (A 146-147). Lastly, the District Court 
declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the remaining slate law claims 
(A 144-146). 

H. Hollander's Motion For Recusal of Judge C'aslcl and Motion for 
Reconsideration 

Infuriated by the Order, Hollander forwarded an offensive letter to Judge 
Castcl on October 4, 2004 demanding his recusal and suggesting that lie would not 
tolerate the Court’s purported “back handed sniping" (D 90). 

Thereafter, Hollander filed motions for recusal and reconsideration, which 
were opposed by the Defendants (D 91-98). The District Court denied Hollander's 
motions (A 150-157). 14 

I. Notice of Appeal and Appellant's Brief 

On October 25, 2004 Hollander tiled a Notice of Appeal of the District 
Court's decision dismissing the Complaint 

1 The District Court also granted Hollander's Motion to Strike exhibits Q-Z 
attached to Mundy and Petrovich's reply papers indicating that this action was 
dismissiblc without looking outside the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint (A 
131-147). 

" In denying Hollander's motion for reconsideration, however, the Court did 
modify the decision by deleting a phrase contained in the first footnote (A 156). 

25 



file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndyappop.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:24 PM] 



mndyappop 


SI ATFMFYI OF STANDARD OF RKV1EW 

A. Standard of Review on a Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 

12(b)(6) 

The Court is empowered to dismiss Hollander's Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint for failure to stale a claim pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 
12(b)(6) w here it appears beyond doubt that he can prove no set of facts that would 
entitle him to relief. King v. Simpson, 189 F.3d 284. 287 (2d Cir. 1999); Hams v. 
City of New York. 186 F.3d 243. 247 (2d Cir. 1999); Bernheim v. Liu. 79 F.3d 318. 
321 (2d Cir. 1996). 

In reviewing a motion to dismiss under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6), the Court is 

required to deem all factual allegations in the Complaint and Supplemental 

Complaint as true and draw all reasonable inferences in favor of Hollander. Koppel 

v. 49«7 Corp, 167 F.3d 125, 127 (2d Cir. \999). JagBory v. New York State Dep t 

of Educ.. 131 F.3d 326, 329 (2d Cir. 1997)”. 

However, the Court must only accept as true well pleaded factual allegations 

contained in the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint, not bald conclusory 

statements. Goldfine v. Sichenzia, 118 F. Supp.2d 392, 396-97 (S.D.N.Y. 2000). 

"A complaint which consists of conclusory allegations unsupported by factual 

assertions fails even the liberal standard of Rule l2(bX6).” Lakonia Mgmt Ltd. v. 

” Notably, the District Court Order cited this rule of law and confirmed that it 
accepted all of Hollander's allegations as true and drew all inferences in his favor 
(A 136-137). 

26 



file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndyappop.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:24 PM] 














mndyappop 


Meriwether, 106 F. Supp.2d 540, 543 (S.D.N.Y. 2000); De Jesus v. Sears. Roebuck 
<S Co.. 87 F.3d 65. 70 (2d Cir. 1996). In addition, "legal conclusions, deductions, 
or opinions couched as Tactual allegations arc not given a presumption of 
truthfulness." Friedman v. US., 2003 WL 1460525 (S.D.N.Y. 2003); 
L F.ureopeenne de Banque v. La Re/mhlica de Venezuela, 700 F. Supp 114, 122 
(S.D.N.Y. 1988). 

Review of a motion to dismiss pursuant Fed R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) must be 
limited to the Complaint and documents attached or incorporated by reference 
thereto. International Broth, of Teamsters v. Carey, 163 F. Supp.2d 271, 279 
(S.D.N.Y. 2001); Kramer v. Time Warner Inc. 937 F.2d 767, 773 (2d Cir. 1991). In 
this context, this Court has held that a Complaint is deemed to 
"include...documents that the plaintiff either possessed or knew about and upon 
which they relied in bringing the suit.” Rothman v. Gregor, 220 F.3d 81, 88 (2d 
Cir. 2000). 

B. Threshold Requirements to Sustain KIC'O Claims 

18 U.S.C. § 1962(a) specifically provides, in pertinent part, that: 

It shall be unlawful for any person who has received any 
income derived, directly or indirectly, from a pattern of 
racketeering activity or through collection of an unlawful debt 
in which such person has participated as a principal within the 
meaning of Section 2, title 18. United States Code, to use or 
invest, directly or indirectly, any part of such income, or the 
proceeds of such income, in acquisition of any interest in. or the 
establishment or operation of. any enterprise which is engaged 
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in. or the activities of which affect, interstate or foreign 
commerce... 

18 U.S.C. § 1962(b) specifically provides that: 

It shall be unlawful for any person through a pattern of 
racketeering activity or through collection of an unlawful debt 
to acquire or maintain, directly or indirectly, any interest in or 
control of any enterprise which is engaged in. or the activities 
or which affect, interstate or foreign commerce. 

18 U.S.C. § 1962(c) specifically provides that: 

It shall be unlawful for any person employed by or associated 
with any enterprise engaged in. or the activities of which affect, 
interstate or foreign commerce, to conduct or participate, 
directly or indirectly, in the conduct of such enterprise’s affairs 
through a pattern of racketeering activity or collection of 
unlawful debt. 

18 U.S.C. 51962(d) specifically provides that: 

It shall be unlawful for any person to conspire to violate any of the 
provisions of subsection (a), (b) or (c) of this section. 

To prevail on a claim for damages under RICO, New York Federal Courts 
have consistently employed the standard set forth by the United States Supreme 
Court and specified that Hollander must first allege that the Defendants violated 
the substantive RICO statute, 18 U.S.C. §1962. In so doing, Hollander must 
properly allege the existence of seven constituent elements: (I) that the Defendants 
(2) through the commission of two or more acts (3) constituting a "pattern” (4) of 
“racketeering activity" (5) directly or indirectly invests in, or maintains an interest 
in, or participates in (6) an "enterprise” (7) the activities of which affect interstate 
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or foreign commerce Burelt v. Slate Farm and Cos Co.. 226 F. Supp.2d 427, 443 
(S.D.N.Y. 2002); Citadel Mgmt.. Inc v. Tclesis Trust Inc., 123 F. Supp,2d 133. 
154 (S.D.N.Y. 2000); Feeley v. The Whitman Corp.. 65 F. Supp.2d 164. 174 
(S.D.N.Y. 1999). Further, “the plaintilTonly has standing if. and can only recover 
to the extent that, he has been injured in his business or property by the conduct 
constituting the violation" of section 1962. Sedtma S.P.R.L v. Imrex Co.. Inc.. 473 
U.S. 479.496, 105 S.Cl. 3275, 3285 (1985). 

The District Court correctly recognized that “to state a claim for civil 
remedies, including treble damages, under RICO. (Hollander) must allege both that 
the defendant has violated the substantive RICO statute, 18 U.S.C. §1962. and that 
he was 'injured in his business or property by reason of a violation of section 
1962.’ 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c) (emphasis added)" (A 137). 

If one clement is lacking, a Court will refuse to allow a party to add a RICO 
claim. ImSoIIc Nat l Hank v Duff A Phelps Credit Rating Co.. 951 F.Supp 1071, 
1091 & n. 16 (S.D.N.Y. 1996). The Court mandates the sufficient pleading of 
these elements because it is "mindful of the potential abuse of the RICO statute.” 
Berk v. Tradewell. 2003 WL 21664679 (S.D.N.Y. 2003). 


29 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndyappop.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:24 PM] 





mndyappop 


SUMMARY OK ARGUMENT 

The District Court held that even taking Hollander's allegations as true and 
assuming, for the purposes of the Defendants' Motions to Dismiss, that his 
allegations would state a claim for a violation of 18 U.S.C. § I962(a)-<d), Hollander 
did not have standing as he failed to meet his burden with respect to pleading 
causation and injury, that lie was injured by reason of any purported violation of 18 
U.S.C. §l962-undcr 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c) (A 138. 144). As such, the District Court 
noted that it was unnecessary for it to determine whether Hollander adequately 
alleged a violation of the substantive RICO statute (A 144). 

Applying the applicable and controlling principles and legal precedent, the 
District Court correctly held that the damages claimed by Hollander are not the 
type of injuries to business or property actionable under RICO. Furthermore, even 
as to those injuries to business or property compensable under RICO. Hollander 
failed to allege that they were proximatcly caused by reason of the Defendant’s 
alleged unlawful activity. 

Moreover, although the District found it unnecessary to determine whether 
Hollander adequately alleged a violation of the substantive RICO statute (m light 
of his failure to demonstrate standing). Hollander utterly failed to adequately plead 
the other constituent elements necessary to establish a substantive RICO violation 
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against Mundy and Petrovich including (I) a pattern of racketeering activity and 
(2) that an enterprise exists. 

Lastly, the District Court correctly denied Hollander the right to file an 


Amended Complaint. 

ARCI MENT 
POINT I 

THE DISTRICT COURT CORRECTLY HELD THAT 
HOLLANDER FAILED TO ADEQUATELY ALLEGE THE INJURY 
AND CAUSATION NECESSARY TO SUSTAIN HIS RICO CLAIMS 

A. The District Court Applied the Correct Legal Analysis to Determine 
that Hollander Must Have Standing by Sufficiently Pleading 
Causation and Injury to Assert a RICO Claim 

L The Test: Standing to Assert a RICO Claim 

In order for a plaintiff to state a claim for civil remedies under RICO, he 
must allege both that the defendants violated the substantive RICO statute, 18 
U.S.C. §1962, and that he was "injured in his business or property by reason of a 
violation of section 1962.” 18 U.S.C. §l964<c). 

The Courts have reiterated that for a plaintiff to have standing to assert a 
RICO violation, he must sufficiently plead, at a minimum. (I) defendant’s 
violation of the substantive RICO statute. 18 U.S.C. §1962: (2) injury to plaintifTs 
business or property; and (3) causation of the injury by the defendant's violation of 
section 1962. Holmes v Securities Inwslor Protection Corp., 503 U.S. 258, 265- 
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68. 112 S.Ct. 1311. 117 L.Ed.2d 532 (1992); Ideal Steel Supply Corp. v. Anza, 373 
F.3d 251 (2d Cir. 2004), Lerner v. Fleet Bank, N.A., 318 F.3d 113 (2d Cir. 2003); 
First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt Funding Corp., 27 F.3d 763. 767 (2d Cir. 1994) cert 
denied 513 U.S. 1079 (1995); flecht v. Commerce Clearing House, Inc., 897 F.2d 
21. 23 (2d Cir. 1990); Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhoades. 741 F.2d 511. 515 (2d Cir. 
1984) wealed on other grounds. 473 U.S. 922. 105 S.Cl. 3550. 87 L.Kd.2d 673 
(1985). In olher words, in addition to having to show a substantive RICO 
violation, a plaintiff must satisfy the "by reason of language of 18 U.S.C. 
§ 1964(c) by demonstrating both injuty and causation. State Farm Slut. Automobile 
Ins. Co. v. CPT Medical Semces. P C.. 375 F. Supp.2d 141 (E.D.N.Y. 2005). 

The District Court's clearly and properly set forth this standard in its Order 
ii. Injury must be to Business and Property 

In respect to clement number 2 above (injury), the District Court correctly 
held that alleged injuries to business reputation and good will, and alleged peril to 
a person's safety, life, liberty and right not to live in fear do not constitute 
actionable injuries to business or property for RICO purposes (A 137-139). 

The statute and cases consistently support the Distnct Court's conclusion 
that that the injury must be to business or property and not physical, emotional or 
reputational harm or any economic aspect of such harm. See Kimm v. Lee. 2005 
WL 89386 (S.D.N.Y. 2005) (harm to professional reputation is not compensable in 
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a RICO claim); Stale Farm Mut. Automobile Ins Co v. CPT Medical Services, 
PC., 375 F. Supp 2d 141 (Plaintiff must ullcgc injury to business or property to 
state civil claim for RICO conspiracy, and not, for example, physical, emotional or 
reputational harm); Burrows v. Combs, 312 F Supp,2d 449 (S.D.N.Y. 2004) 
(damage to a person's professional reputation is not an injury cognizable under 
RICO); Tsipouras v. W&M Properties. Inc , 9 F. Supp.2d 365 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) 
(mere injury to character, business reputation and intentional infliction of 
emotional distress are not actionable under civil RICO; Rottman v. New York City 
Transit Authority, 704 F. Supp 346 (E.D.N.Y. 1989) (damage to PlamtifTs 
reputation was a personal injury as opposed to a property injury and thus not 
actionable); See Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhoades. 741 F.2d at 515 (the requirement 
that the injury be to plaintifTs business or property means that he must show 
proprietary type of damage. As an example, a person physically injured in a fire 
whose origin was arson is not given a right to recover for his personal injuries, 
rather only damage to his business or his building); Shaw v. Rolex Watch U.S.A., 
Inc., 776 F. Supp. 128 (S.D.N.Y. 1991) (citing Rafferty v. Halprin. 1991 WL 
148798 (S.D.N.Y. 1991), James v. Ixm-O-Tone Prods.. Inc., 1989 WL 61852 
(S.D.N.Y. 1989). Pohlot v. Pohlot, 664 F. Supp. 112 (S.D.N.Y. 1987)) (emotional 
distress and physical injury not cognizable under RICO); Grogan v. Platt, 835 F.2d 
844, 847 (11“' Cir.), rehearing dented, 851 F.2d 1423 (11* Cir.), cert denied, 488 
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li.S. 981, 109 S CI. 531, 102 L.lid.2d 562 (1988) (pecuniary losses are so 
fundamentally a part of personal injuries that they should be considered something 
other than injury to business or property). 

Further, the District Court correctly indicated that indefinite, speculative and 
improvable damages arc not recoverable under civil RICO actions. See Tsipouras 
v. IV&At Properties. Inc , 9 F. Supp.2d 365 (plaintifTs bonus was not recoverable 
under civil RICO because its accrual was speculative and its amount and nature 
unprovable); Hecht v. Commerce Clearing House Inc.. 897 F.2d at 24 (claim for 
lost commission too speculative); Stochastic Decisions. Inc. v. DiDomenico. 995 
F.2d 1158. 1166 (2d Cir. 1993), cert denied . 510 U.S. 945, 114 S.CL 385. 126 
L.Ed.2d 334 (1993) (RICO action dismissed for lack of standing where amount of 
injury was indefinite and unprovable). A cause of action under RICO docs not 
accrue until the amount of damages becomes clear and definite. Bankers Trust Co. 
v. Rhodes. 859 F.2d at 1106 (2d Cir. 1988), cert denied. 490 U.S. 1007. 109 S.Ct. 
1643 (1989). See also First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt Funding Corp., 27 F.3d at 
768 (amount of damages to sustain civil RICO must be clear and definite). 

iii. Causation 

Standing to sue is limited to those persons whose injuries were both 
factually and proximatcly caused by the alleged RICO violation. Lerner v Fleet 
Bank, N.A. , 318 F.3d 113; Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection Corp.. 503 
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v. Banco Espanol De Credilo, 208 F.3d 203, 2000 WL 287694 (2d Cir. 2000) 
(plaintiff must show that he is within the class the statute sought to protect and the 
harm done was one the statute sought to prevent): BCCI Holdings (Luxemburg 
Societc Anonyme v. Pharon, 43 F.Supp.2d 359 (S.D.N.Y. 1999) (plaintiff must 
show' that he was the intended target of the RIC O violations and that any injury 
was the preconceived purpose of the RICO activities); Laborers Local 17 Health A 
Benefit bund v. Phillip Morris, he., 191 F.3d 229. 236 (2d Cir. 1999) (the /one of 
interest lest is an inquiry into whether the plaintiff is w ithin the class of persons 
sought to benefit by the provision at issue). 

These eases arc still valid in this Circuit. In fact, many Courts have recently 
cited such cases and held consistently. For example, last year in Ideal Steel Supply 
Corp. v. Anza, this Coon cited In re American Express Co. Shareholder Lilig. and 
Abrahams v. Young & Ruhicam he., recognizing that dismissals in those actions 
were upheld because the injuries alleged were not the preconceived purpose nor 
the specifically intended targei/conscqucncc of the defendants’ alleged acts Ideal 
Steel Supply Corp. v. Anza, 373 F.3d at 258-260. In Bona v. Barasch, 2003 WL 
1395932 *24 (S.D.N.Y. 2003). the Court also cited to h re American Express Co. 
Shareholder Lilig. for the same proposition. Id. See also Information Resources, 
he. v. The Dunn and Bradstreet Corp., 260 F. Supp.2d 659 (S.D.N.Y. 2003) (with 
statutory claims, the issue is one of statutory intent: plaintiff must show that he is 
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wilhin ibc class the statute meant to protect and that the harm done is one that the 
statute sought to avoid). 

This Circuit has also discussed a varying approach to determine proximate 
cause in addition to the zone of interest-intended target analysis. See Lemer v. 
Fleet Bank. 318 F.3d 113. The Court in Baisch v. Gallina, 346 F.3d 366 (2d Cir 
2003) made clear, however, that this analysis incorporates the zone of interest- 
intended largct test. Id. at 373. 

The Baisch Court discussed the two part test for determining proximate 
causation discussed in turner. “First, the plaintiffs injury must have been 
proximately caused by a pattern of racketeering activity violating 118 U.S.C. §) 
1962 or by individual RICO predicate acts.'” Id at 373 (quoting Heehl v 
Commerce Clearing House, Inc., 897 F.2d at 23). In other words, the Baisch Court 
clarified that "a plaintiff does not have standing if he suffered an injury that was 
indirectly (and hence not proximately) caused by the racketeering activity or RICO 
predicate acts, even though the injury was proximately caused by some non-RICO 
violations committed by the defendants." Id.'* Slated another way. the plaintiff 


• In applying this first part of the Lemer test, the Court in Bona v. Barasch 
referenced three policy reasons for RICO’s directness requirement outlined in the 
Supreme Court Case of Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection Corp. First, the 
less direct an injury is, the more difficult it becomes to ascertain the amount of a 
plaintiffs damages attributable to the violations as distinct front other independent 
factors. Second, recognizing claims for the indirectly injured would force Courts to 
adopt complicated rules apportioning damages among plaintiffs removed at 
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must plead that the violation was not only the logical, or “but for.“ cause of the 
injury but also was its legally cognizable or proximate cause. Ideal Steel Supply 
Carp. v. An:a, 373 F.3d at 257. 

"Second, the plaintiff must have suffered a direct injury that was 
foreseeable: Central to the notion of proximate cause is the idea that a person is not 
liable to all those who may have been injured by his conduct, but only those with 
respect to whom his acts were a substantial factor in the sequence of responsible 
causation, and whose injury was reasonably foreseeable or anticipated as a natural 
consequence." Baisch v. Gallina, 346 F.3d at 374 (quoting Lemer v. Fleet Bank, 
318 F.3d at 123); Hecht v. Commerce Clearing House. Inc., 897 F.2d at 23-24. 
This Court has repeatedly emphasized that this analysis incorporates the zone-of- 
intcrcst analysis. Baisch v. Gallina, 346 F.3d at 374. In other words. "Lemer noted 
that ‘the reasonably foreseeable victims of a RICO violation are the targets, 
competitors and intended victims of the racketeering enterprise.’” Id. (quoting 
Lemer v. Heel Bank, 318 F.3d at 124). See also Hecht v. Commerce Clearing 
House, Inc., 897 F.2d at 24; Sperber v. Boesky, 849 F.2d at 65. 

different levels of injury from the violative acts to obviate the risks of multiple 
recoveries. Third, the need to grapple with these problem is simply unjustified by 
the general interest in deterring injurious conduct since the directly injured victims 
can generally be counted on to vindicate the law as private attorneys general, 
without any of the problems attendant upon suits by plaintiffs injured mote 
remotely. Bona v. Barasch, 2003 WL 1395932 *24 ( citing Holmes v. Securities 
Inwstor Protection Corp., 503 U.S. 258, 112 S.Ct. 1311. 117 L.E.2d 532). 
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Regardless of the designation or the test utilized, this Circuit has been clear 
that the requirement "that a defendant's action be the proximate cause of a 
plamtift's harm represents a policy choice premised on recognition of the 
impracticably of asserting liability based on the almost infinite expanse of actions 
that arc in some sense casually related to an injury.” Ideal Steel Supply Corp. v. 
Anza, 373 F.3d at 257 (citing Sperher v. Boesky, 849 F.2d 60. 63 (2d Cir. 1988). 
“In marking that boundary, the Supreme Court has emphasized that a plaintiff 
cannot complain of harm so remotely caused by a defendant's actions that 
imposing legal liability would transgress our 'ideas of what justice demands, or 
what is administratively possible and convenient.'" Id. (citing Commercial 
Cleaning Services. LL.C v. Colin Service Systems. Inc., 271 F.3d 374. 380 (2d Cir. 
2001) quoting Holmes v. Securities Inxvslor Protection Corp., 5093 U.S at 268, 

112 S.Ct 1311). 

Applying the aforementioned principles, this Circuit has routinely upheld the 
dismissal of a variety of civil RICO complaints where the alleged injury was too 
remote from the alleged racketeering activity to meet the proximate cause 
requirement (Le. where the plaintiffs injuries are caused not by the RICO 
violations themselves but the exposure of those acts, or where Plaintiff seeks to 
recover for injuries caused by his refusal to aid and abet violations). See Ideal Steel 
Supply Corp. v. An:a, 373 F.3d 251. For example, in Sperber v. Boesky, plaintiffs 
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sought damages from a defendant convicted of insider trading alleging that they 
lost money investing in other companies in which the defendant was also a 
shareholder. Plaintiffs' theory was that defendant's reputation as a successful 
investor, gained as a result of the pattern of insider trading, artificially inflated the 
prices of stock purchased by them. Plaintiffs' alleged investment losses as the 
share prices fell following the defendants' insider trading conviction. This Court 
affirmed the dismissal since the alleged injuries were loo remote from defendant's 
unlawful activity. Sperber v. Bocsky. 849 F.2d at 62 

In Hechi v Commerce Clearing Home. Inc., plaintiff brought a civil RICO 
action against his former employer and co-workers alleging they implemented a 
scheme to defraud customers in violation of mail and wire fraud statutes. Plaintiff 
alleged that he was injured by the scheme because clients whom he serviced 
discovered the frauds and ceased business with his employer, thereby costing him 
commissions he would have otherwise earned and because he was lired for 
refusing to participate in the frauds. This Court affirmed dismissal slating that the 
plaintiff was neither the target of the racketeering enterprise, nor the competitor, 
nor the customer of the racketeers, and that plaintiff's injuries were not reasonably 
foreseeable or the natural consequence of the RICO violations. Hechi v. Commerce 
Clearing House, Inc . 897 F.2d at 22-24. 
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In Lerner v Heel Bank , plaintiffs, who had invested with an attorney that 
absconded their money, brought civil RICO claims against the banks in which their 
funds had been deposited. Plaintiffs claimed that the banks engaged in racketeering 
activity by sending back to payees bounced checks that the banks stamped "refer to 
maker rather than "insufficient funds”; telling some payees their checks had been 
dishonored because of a computer error or the check had been written on the 
wrong account, rather than because the attorney had insufficient funds; and 
sending statements to the attorney that did not mention the dishonored checks. 
Plaintiffs alleged that the banks also failed to report the attorney's overdrafts and 
other defaults to disciplinary authorities, which would have caused the attorney to 
be disbarred and led plaintiffs to discontinue their investments with him. This 
Court held that plaintiffs injuries and the banks' mailings were loo attenuated to 
meet the proximate cause requirement. Lerner v. Fleet Bank. N.A., 318 F.3d at 
122-24. 

In re American Express Co Shareholder Lilig.. this Court upheld the 
dismissal of a derivative action complaint by shareholders of American Express 
alleging that company officials had committed mail and wire frauds and bribery in 
an effort to defame Edmond Safra, an American Express competitor. When the 
fraudulent acts were discovered. American Express was injured by losing business 
and goodw ill and having to pay millions of dollars in legal fees and settlements. 
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This Court upheld dismissal because the alleged injuries lo the company were not 
proximatcly caused by the racketeering activities of fraud and bribery, but were 
caused by the fact that these activities did not have their intended effect and instead 
were discovered by their intended target. The target of the unlawful acts was the 
competitor Safra, not American Express. Accordingly, the injuries alleged were 
neither the preconceived purpose nor the specifically intended consequence of the 
RICO defendants' acts Further, any losses to American Express were caused only 
because the scheme itself was exposed and failed. Therefore, the harm to American 
Express was neither the necessary result of the scheme, nor foreseeable In re 
American Express Co. Shareholder Litig. i Robinson , 39 F.3d 395-400. 

Lastly, in Abrahams v. Roung <S Rubicam. Inc., the defendant advertising 
agency paid nearly SI million to 2 individual defendants who informed it, falsely, 
that Abrahams, then a Jamaican tourism official, could be bribed to grant the 
agency the Jamaican Tourism Board advertising business. Although none of the 
bribery money was given to Abrahams, he was indicted with the scheme's 
participants. After the charges were dropped. Abrahams commenced a civil RICO 
action alleging injuries to his reputation and emotional, financial, political and 
social status os a result of the public dissemination. This Court found that he was 
neither an intended target of the scheme nor an intended beneficiary of the laws 
prohibiting it. nor was he injured by the scheme itself, rather he was injured by the 

42 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndyappop.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:24 PM] 






mndyappop 


falloul from ihc scheme's exposure. This Court upheld dismissal under 18 U.S.C. 
51964(c). Abrahams v. Young «* Rublcam Inc., 79 F.3d al 234-39. 


Significantly, the District Court provided, and incorporated, an accurate and 
comprehensive analysis of the proximate cause principles detailed above in its 
Order, recognizing that the current state of the law incorporates the zone of interest 
analysis and that alleged injuries too attenuated from the purported racketeering 
activity fails to meet the proximate cause requirement (A 136-144). 


B. The District Court Correctly Determined that Hollander Did Not 
Sustain the Requisite Injury to Business or Property 

Hollander claim* that the Defendants' brtbing of public officials subverted 

the proper administration of justice and thwarted his efforts to rectify the harm 

done to his business reputation and goodwill (A III ^902). that the funds from 


racketeering activities were used to purchase intimidation of witnesses thwarting 
his efforts to rectify the harm to his business reputation and goodwill (A 112 \903). 
and that his reputation and good will have been damaged in the amount of 
5500,000 arising out of the false allegations waged against him (A 112 T907(c)). 
Hollander also claims that the enterprise Defendants' predicate acts imperiled his 


safety, life, liberty and right not to live in fear (A 112 ^905). 

The District Court accurately determined that Hollander’s claimed injuries to 
his business and reputation and goodwill (A III-112 TI902-903. 907(c)). and peril 
to his safety, life, liberty and right not to live in fear" (A 112 \905) do not 
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constitute the type of injury to "business or property" actionable under RICO (A 
138-139). See Kimm v. Lee. 2005 WL 89386; Stale harm Slut Automobile Ins. Co. 
v. CPT Medical Services. P.C.. 375 F. Supp.2d 141; Burrou.es v. Combs. 312 F. 
Supp.2d 449: Tsipouras i W&M Properties. Inc., 9 F Supp.2d 365; Roitman v 
New York City Transit Authority, 704 F.Supp. 346; Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhoades, 
741 F.2d 511; Shaw v. Roles Watch U.S.A.. Inc., 776 F. Supp. 128; Grogan v. 
Platt, 835 F.2d 844. Hollander is unable to cite any cases in this Circuit to the 
contrary' (Hollander Brief pp. 35-36). 

C. The District Court Correctly Determined that Hollander’s Additional 
Claim of Damages Were Not Proximatclv Caused By A Reason of a 
Violation of 18 U.S.C. §1962 

Hollander claims additional damages to his business and financial interests, 
including the depletion of his resources arising out of litigation with the enterprise 
(A III 11901), “loss of profits' from his law and consulting business in the 
amount of $200,000 for bringing Shipilina to the United States and his 
investigation of the enterprise (A 1121907(a)), “business interruption" expenses of 
$50,000 to bring his business back to operating level (A 112 1907(b)), “lass of 
business opportunities" (A 112 1907(c)). and investigation of the enterprise 
expenses in the amount of SI 00.000 (A 1121907(d)). 

The District Court analyzed Hollander's claims under this Circuit’s two-step 
proximate cause analysis incorporating the zonc-of-intcrest test. Even evaluating 
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Hollander's claims under this more relaxed analysis, the District Court still 
correctly found that, even if the aforementioned damages could constitute the type 
of injuries to business or property contemplated by the RICO statute, they were not 
caused by reason of the Defendants' purported v iolation of 18 U.S.C. §1962 

The District Couri first concluded that Hollander's purported injuries were 
not caused by the RICO violations themselves, but rather, exposure of those acts. 
Specifically, the District Court found that Hollander's injuries, including loss 
profits, business interruption expenses, loss of business opportunity and 
investigation expenses, arose not from a conspiracy directed at Hollander but from 
his investigation of the enterprise (A 141-142) 

One factual example provided by the District Court in support was that 
Hollander alleged that the Defendants sought to infiltrate and expand their 
activities into hard currency markets (i.c. to generate profits in the United States 
from the enterprise’s illegal prostitution, pornography, money laundering etc.) (A 
24-26 *11-2, 13, A 141-142). The District Court noted that these activities, as 
admitted by Hollander's Complaint, predated Hollander's investigation of the 
scheme in August 2000 (A 43 W13-220, A 141-142), A further example 
provided by the District Court in support was Hollander's own words in the 
damages portion of his Complaint whereby he admits that he sustained damages as 
a result of his investigation of the enterprise. (A 112 \907(a)-(d). A 142). The 
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District Court noted that this is bolstered by the fact that Hollander “alleges that 
defendants look actions directed at him-including threats of physical harm...but as 
plaintiff himself asserts, any such injury... arose from his discovery of the Scheme 
in August 2000 and his 'investigation that continues to the present day’ (Complaint 
1217)" (A 142). 

The District Court also stated that to the extent Hollander portrays himself as 
a whistleblower sustaining retaliatory damages, like expenses for investigation and 
efforts to avoid and rectify his injury, such alleged damages arose out of his 
discovery and investigation of the scheme, which docs not give rise to RICO 
standing (A 1121907(a)-(e). 142-143). 

The District Court was absolutely correct, Hollander failed to allege that his 
purported injuries were proximatcly/dircctly caused by a pattern of racketeering 
activity or predicate acts violating the RICO. If Hollander sustained any injury to 
his business or property, they were caused by his own actions and investigation, or 
at worst, by Shipilina and her alleged infidelities. Such purported indirect injuries 
cannot be said to have been proximatcly caused by the RICO acts 17 . 

" Hollander suggests that the District Court's Order wrongly stated that Hollander 
discovered the scheme in August 2000 as opposed to his actual discovery in July 
2002 (Hollander Brief pp. 13-14). This has no bearing on the District's conclusion 
that the injuries alleged by Hollander arose out of his August 2000 and onward 
investigation. In any event, this appears to fly in the face of Hollander's Complaint 
whereby he suggested that he was aware of the alleged scheme, to some degree, in 
August 2000 or shortly thereafter after he commenced his investigation (A 43-44 
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The District Court additionally concluded that, while Hollander may have 
allegedly been a means of effecting the scheme, the object of the scheme was not 
to target Hollander and injure his reputation and business. Rather, it was to 
continue its activities and expand its illegal acts into the United States hard 
currency markets. In fact, the District Court noted that the alleged scheme 
therefore depended on lack of harm to Hollander so that they could succeed in 
infiltrating into the United States. The District Court lastly noted that even those 
alleged predicate acts aimed at Hollander directly (i.c. harassment, threats) was 
merely to prevent him from interfering w ith the Defendants, Shipilina's efforts to 
obtain residency and therefore extend the enterprise into the United States, not to 
injure his business and property. As such, the District Court held that the injuries 
claimed by Hollander were not the reasonably foreseeable consequence of the 
predicate acts alleged (A 143-144). 

The District Court was absolutely correct. Although Hollander spends 
countless pages in his brief (i.e. Hollander Brief pp. 20, 25) citing damages 
allegedly sustained by him prior to and after August 2000. which the District Court 
supposedly ignored. Hollander still cannot get beyond the fact that the Defendants' 
acts were not a substantial factor in the sequence of responsible causation that led 


217-220). 
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to such alleged injuries, and were not reasonably foreseeable or anticipated as a 
natural consequence. 

The damages claimed by Hollander here arc not the mischief the RICO 
statute seeks to present. Indeed, any fair reading of the Complaint discloses that 
the preconceived purpose of the RICO activities was most assuredly not to cause 
loss to Hollander's reputation and business. Rather, the Complaint consistently 
alleges that the RICO Defendants' actions, however misguided and purportedly 
injurious to Hollander in the end. were undertaken to further their illegal activities 
and efforts to expand into the United States. If anything, Hollander's alleged harm 
was an unintended and unanticipated mere by-product of the alleged racketeering 
activity. Thus, the injuries alleged were not tile preconceived purpose, nor the 
specifically intended consequence of the RICO Defendants’ acts. Most tellingly, is 
Hollander's continued inability in his Brief to sufficiently explain how 63 persons, 
worldwide, arc engaged in a RICO enterprise with the preconceived purpose of 
intentionally targeting his business and property for financial ruin. Since 
Hollander’s alleged injuries arc too remote and attenuated from the alleged 
racketeering activity to meet the proximate cause requirement, his action was 
properly dismissed. 
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D. The District Court Correctly Determined that Hollander's Additional 

Claim of Damages Are Conclusory and Incomprehensible 

Hollander also claims damages to hts business and financial intcrcsls/assets: 
"by the use of funds from racketeering activities to finance the Enterprises 
Scheme" (A 111 1900), "from racketeering activities used to acquire or preserve 
influence over some of the Enterprise’s activities” (A 112 1904). by ”[t)hc 
predicate acts committed in furtherance of the Enterprise’s Scheme against the 
plaintiff' (A 112 1905), and “from overt criminal and tortuous acts done in 
furtherance of conspiracies” (A 112 1906) 

These allegations do not indicate how Hollander has allegedly been harmed 
Rather, they merely state which activities caused his purported harm. Such general, 
bald, conclusory allegations do nothing to bolster or add to Hollander’s damage 
claims, and. thus, were properly rejected by the Court (A 142). Interestingly, 
Hollander's brief on this point docs not explain how these allegations arc not 
conclusory, or attempt to add (in substance) to his damage claims. Rather, he 
devotes three pages to chastising the District Court, providing this Court with a 
history lesson on pleading practice under the Federal Rules and citing inapposite 
ease law (Hollander Brief pp, 22-25). 
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POINT II 


DESPITE THE DISTRICT COURT’S DETERMINATION THAT IT 
WAS LNECESSARY TO ADRESS THE SUBSTANTIVE RICO STATUTE 

HOLLANDER SIMILIARY FAILED TO PLEAD ITS ELEMENTS 

Although the District Court did not deem it necessary to address whether 
Hollander has failed to properly plead the elements necessary to establish a 
violation of the substantive RICO statute in light of its initial failure to establish 
standing-injury and causation. Hollander failed to plead, at least in respect to 
Mundy and Petrovich. (I) a pattern of racketeering activities and (2) that an 
enterprise exists. 

A. Hollander’s Complaint Fails to Adequately Allege a Pattern of 

Racketeering Activity 

To sufficiently plead a pattern of racketeering activity. Hollander must 
allege “(I) at least two predicate acts of racketeering occurring w ithin a ten-year 
period; (2) that the predicate acts are related to each other, and (3) that the 
predicate acts amount to or pose a threat of continuing criminal activity." Price v. 
Cast, 2000 WL 36981 »6 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. II, 2000); H J Inc. v. Northwestern Bell 
Telephone Co.. 492 U.S. 229, 239, 109 S.Ct. 2893. 2900 (1989). 

“It is this factor of continuity plus relationship which combines to constitute 
a pattern." H.J. Inc. v. Northwestern Bell Telephone Co.. 492 U.S. at 238-39, 109 
S.Ct. at 290 (citations omitted). To satisfy the “continued criminal activity" prong 
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in alleging u pattern of racketeering activity under a RICO claim. Hollander must 
make a showing of either “closed-ended continuity” or "open-ended continuity. Id. 

i. Closed-ended Continuity 

In order to measure whether closed-ended continuity exists, several factors 
may be considered including the length of time over which the alleged predicate 
acts took place, die number and variety of acts, the number of participants, the 
number of victims, and the presence of separate schemes. GICC Capital Corp v 
Tech. Finance Croup. Inc., 67 F.3d 463.467 (2d Cir. 1995). 

However. Hollander must prove a scries of related predicates extending over 
a substantial period of time. HJ. Inc. v. Northwestern Bell Telephone Co., 492 
U.S. at 242. 109 S.Ct. at 2902. Predicate acts extending over a few weeks or 
months and threatening no future criminal conduct do not satisfy this requirement. 
Id. “Since the Supreme Court decided H.J. Inc., this Court [Second Circuit] has 
never held a period of less than two years to constitute a ‘substantial period of 
time,” for the purposes of the closed-ended continuity test. De Falco ». Bernas, 
244 F.3d 286, 321 (2d Cir. 2001). See also Cofacredit S.A. v. Windso Plumbing 
Supply Co. Inc., 187 F.3d 229. 242 (2d Cir. 1999); Jacobson v. Cooper, 882 F.2d 
717. 720 (2d Cir. 1989). 

In determining the duration of a pattern of racketeering activity. Courts 
focus solely on the predicate acts of racketeering each defendant is alleged to have 
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committed De Falco v. tternas, 244 F.3d at 321. Moreover, acts that do not 
constitute predicate racketeering activity arc not included in the calculation Tor 
determining continuity. Cofacrvdit. S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc., 187 
F.3d at 243. 

Hollander's Complaint fails to properly plead a pattern of racketeering since 
closcd-cndcd continuity is not sufficiently alleged. Hollander alleges that Mundy 
and Petrovich first met with Shipilina at the "end of October. 2000” (A 44 ^223) 
(even though they did not appear on her behalf until after Hollander commenced 
the annulmcnt/divorcc proceedings in February, 2001). Therefore, no predicate act 
is even alleged to have been committed by Mundy or Petrovich prior to October. 
2000. The allegations in the Complaint also reveal that neither Mundy nor 
Petrovich ever met with any other members of the purported enterprise prior to 
October. 2000 or participated with them in predicate acts. (A 23-113). The last 
predicate act alleged in the Complaint to have been committed by Mundy or 
Petrovich was in March. 2002. (A 50-52,91 V 293 . 298. 315-318, 715). Hence, the 
period of time between the predicate acts purportedly committed by Mundy and 
Petrovich amounts to. at most, merely one year and five months. It is well settled 
that elosed-ended continuity cannot exist over such an abbreviated period of time. 


52 



file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndyappop.htm[9/28/2019 9:48:24 PM] 




mndyappop 


See De Falco v. Bemas , 244 F.3d al 321; Cofacrcdit, S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing 
Supply Co. Inc., 187 F.3d at 243". 

H. Open-ended Continuity 

To satisfy open-ended continuity, "the plaintiff need not show that the 
predicates extended over a substantial period of time but must show that there was 
a threat of continuing criminal activity beyond the period during which the 
predicate acts were performed." Cofacredd. S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. 
Inc., 187 F.3d at 242; The Jordan IBermuda) Inv. Co. v. Hunter Green Inw Ltd., 
154 F Supp.2d 682. 694 (S.D.N.Y. 2001). 

In the Second Circuit, “cases assessing whether a threat of continuity exists 
have looked first to the nature of the predicate acts alleged or to the nature of the 
enterprise at whose behest the predicate acts were performed." De Falco v. Bemas, 
244 F.3d at 323 (quoting GICC Capital Corp. v. Technology Finance Group. Inc.. 
67 F.3d at 466 ( internal quotations omitted ). “(W]here the enterprise primarily 
conducts a legitimate business, there must be some evidence from which it may be 
inferred that the predicate acts were the regular way of operating that business, or 
that the nature of the predicate acts themselves implies a threat of continued 


it Hollander’s far-fetched and ridiculous suggestion in the Supplemental 
Complaint that Mundy's filing of a disciplinary grievance against him constitutes 
obstruction of justice and mail fraud cannot defeat this argument. 
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criminal activity.” De Falco v. Bcrnas, 244 F.3d at 323 ( quoting Cofacredii, S.A. v, 
Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc., 187 F.3d at 243). 

Hollander has similarly failed to sufficiently establish that there has been 
open-ended continuity. The predicate racketeering acts alleged to have been 
committed by Mundy and Petrovich occurred from October. 2000 through March. 
2002. at best (or April 2003 if it is believed that the filing of a grievance can be 
deemed a predicate act as Hollander's Supplemental Complaint absurdly alleges) 
(A 23-113,119-120). Even taking Hollander's allegations as true, they go no 
further than describing past criminal acts by Mundy and Petrovich with finite 
goals, which were completed. Hollander's allegations, taken at their face value, if 
proved, would establish, at most, that there was a "discrete and relatively short¬ 
lived scheme" to defraud him. which is insufficient to establish a claim of open- 
continuity. Cofacredii, S.A. v. Windsor Plumbing Supply Co. Inc., 187 F.3d at 244. 

In an apparent ploy, albeit unsuccessful, to plead his RICO claims, 
Hollander insufficiently chose to make broad and sweeping conclusions such as 
“on information and belief, member defendants' predicate acts will repeat and 
multiply into the future," instead of simply proving, or even alleging, continuing 
criminal activity beyond the period during which the predicate acts were performed 
by Mundy or Petrovich. (A 108 *1876-877). There is not one iota of evidence to 
support Hollander's conclusion that such acts even occurred, let alone will repeat 
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into the future. Thus, the Complaint is totally devoid of any specific allegation or 
factual basis to support his opinion and such legal conclusions and opinions 
couched as factual allegations arc insufficient to demonstrate the threat of ongoing 
criminal activity. 

B. Hollander's Complaint Fails to Adequately 

Allege 1 he Existence of a RICO Enterprise 

A RICO plaintiff must plead each defendant's participation in the "operation 
or management" of an "enterprise" as those terms are defined for the purposes of 
the statute. Dietrich v. Bauer, 76 F. Supp.2d 312, 347 (S.D.N.Y. 1999). A RICO 
enterprise is statutorily defined as “any individual, partnership, corporation, 
association, or other legal entity, and any union or group of individuals associated 
in fact although not a legal entity." 18 CSC. §1691(4) ( emphasis added). 

A RICO enterprise as a "group of persons associated together for a common 
purpose or engaging in a common course of conduct...[It is] proved by evidence of 
an ongoing organization, formal or informal, and by any evidence that the various 
associates function as a continuing unit." United States v. Turkette, 452 U.S. 576. 
583. 101 S.Ct. 2524, 2528 (1981); First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt Funding Corp. 
820 F. Supp., 89 (S.D.N.Y. 1993). 

'In determining whether the members of a purported association-in-fact 
functioned as a unit, '[cjourts in the Second Circuit must look to the 'hierarchy, 
organization, and activities' of the association." Schmidt v. Fleet Bank, 16 F. 
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Supp.2d 340. 349 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) (quoting First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt 
Funding Corp., 820 F. Supp. at 98). 

Consistent with these standards, "a RICO enterprise must 
exhihit structural continuity over its alleged lifespan " 

Kovian v. Fulton County Nat'!. Bank and Trust Co., No. 

86- CV-154 1990 WL 36809. at 16 (N.D.N.Y. March 28, 

1990). As the Eighth Circuit has explained, “continuity of 
structure exists w here there is an organizational pattern 
or system of authority that provides a mechanism for 
directing the group's affairs on a continuing, rather than 
an ad hoc. basis." Handeen v. LeMaire, 112 FJd 1339, 

1351 (8th Cir. 1997) (quoting United States v. Kragness. 

830 F.2d 842. 856 (8th Cir. 1987)). 

Schmidt v. Fleet Bank, 16 F. Supp. 2d at 349. 

In addition. “(i]t is firmly established that, to state a claim under RICO, a 
Plaintiff must allege and prove the existence of an enterprise which is ‘separate and 
distinct from the alleged pattern of racketeering activity.'" Goldfine v. Sichenzia, 

I IS F. Supp.2d 392, 400 (S.D.N.Y. 2000) ( quoting Black Radio Network. Inc. v. 
NYNEX Corp.. 44 F. Supp.2d 565. 580 (S.D.N.Y. 1999)). The Untied State 
Supreme Court held in United States v Turkette, 452 U.S. at 583, 101 S.Ct. at 
2524 that the '"enterprise' is not the ‘pattern of racketeering activity'; it is an entity 
separate and apart from the pattern of activity in which it engages." 


In Black Radio Network. Inc. v. NYNEX Corp. the RICO claims were 
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defendants were part of a continuing enterprise, it was pan of that enterprise only 
by virtue of the alleged racketeering activity. Therefore, plaintiff had not alleged 
an ascertainable structure distinct from that inherent in the alleged pattern of 
racketeering activity, and the alleged enterprise including the defendants would not 
have existed were the predicate acts removed from the equation. Black Radio 
Network. Inc. v. NYNEX Corp, 44 F. Supp. at 581. 

In fact, many other Courts including this Circuit have agreed and followed 
the reasoning in the aforementioned cases. See Brewer v. Village of Old Field, 
2004 WL 691715 (E.D.N.Y. 2004); G-l Holdings Inc. v. Baron <S Budd. 238 F. 
Supp 2d 521 (2002); Anatian v. Coutts Bank Switzerland Ud, 193 F.3d 85 (2d. Cir. 
1999). Mark v. J.l Racing Inc., 1997 WL 403179 *4 (E.D.N.Y. 1997); 
Department of Economic Development v. Arthur Andersen A Co., 924 F. Supp. 
449 (S.D.N.Y. 1996). 

Hollander's RICO claims fail as a matter of law, because he has not pled an 
enterprise within the meaning of the RICO statute. The enterprise allegedly 
consists of all Defendants, which encompasses "domestic and foreign corporations, 
partnerships, individuals, government officials, law firms, (American. Russian and 
Chechen) organized crime gangs., and an Islamic terrorist and crime clan" (A 26 
\l I). This is purported to be a segment of the Russian mafia. The Complaint, 
however, is completely devoid of any sensible, logical, or coherent explanation as 
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to how Mundy and Petrovich arc joined to all these other Defendants as a group of 
the Russian mafia to perpetrate the acts and frauds alleged in the Complaint. 

The Complaint fails to allege any sufficient facts revealing a continuous 
structure of the enterprise, interrelationship of alleged actions or coordinated roles 
played by the members of the purported enterprise which include Mundy and 
Petrovich. The entire enterprise is based upon Shipilina and the people she 
purportedly encountered, places she purportedly traveled, and institutions site 
purported worked at or visited. There is no other connection among Mundy and 
Petrovich and the other 61 domestic and foreign defendants other than Mundy and 
Petrovich represented Shipilina in isolated matters (i.e her divorce and immigration 
matters). 

Additionally. Hollander has not pled any details which would even remotely 
suggest that the purported enterprise would exist as a continuous structure, separate 
and distinct from the alleged pattern of racketeering activity. To the contrary, 
Hollander's allegations reveal that the Defendants arc only pari of the purported 
enterprise by virtue of the alleged racketeering activity. Hollander has not alleged 
that this purported segment of the mafia w ould still exists if the predicate acts were 
removed from the equation. Thus, Hollander's preposterous allegations of a RICO 
enterprise and ongoing organization between the Defendants may be the most 
damning evidence of the frivolous nature of this Complaint. Hollander's 
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allegations of the existence of a RICO enterprise, stretches the bounds and limits of 
even the most delusional imagination. 

POINT III 

THE DISTRICT COURT'S DETERMINATION TO DENY LEAVE 
TO AMEND THE COMPLAINT WAS PROPER 

The record cannot be dearer that Hollander has a long standing history of 
engaging in abusive, vexatious, duplicative and harassing litigation causing 
needless expense and burden to numerous parties and the Courts and their 
supporting personnel. His motive is a vindictive personal vendetta arising out of 
his marriage and divorce as opposed to an objective good faith expectation of 
prevailing on the merits of his applications. This is best evidenced by the fact that 
all of his applications and requests before the Courts and various law enforcement 
agencies have been found mcritless. 

The record speaks for itself. Hollander commenced an annulment 
proceeding, divorce action, motion to set aside the settlement of the divorce, two 
petitions to the New York County Court for orders of protection, a disciplinary 
complaint, an action for emotional distress in New York County, a defamation 
action in Russia, the instant RICO action against 63 partics/cntities a Motion for 
Reconsideration, a Motion for Recusal and numerous applications to the FBI, INS, 
District Attorney, United States Attorney, the District Courl and other 
governmental agencies for protection and to investigate the Defendants. All of the 
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allegations in these actions and Investigations overlap. The length of his pleadings 
and motions before the Courts, and his repeated applications to law enforcement 
agencies can be described as nothing short of exhausting. 

Hollander's abusive tactics arc only further evidenced by the exhibits that he 
has set before the Courts, his admission in creating a repugnant website of 
Shipilirva without her knowledge or consent and the fact that Shipilina has been 
compelled to file criminal complaints and seek orders of protection. His latest 
tactic is the solicitation of potential members of a class action lawsuit through his 
website, w ww.bcen-scain mcd.com. 

Hollander should have been enjoined by the District Court from proceeding 
any further. See Lipin v. National Union Fire Ins. Co. of Pittsburgh. P.A., 202 
F.Supp.2d 126 (S.D.N.Y. 2002); Becker v. Donkin Donuts of America. Inc., 665 
F.Supp.2l I (S.D.N.Y. 1987). Instead, the District Court merely denied his right to 
Amend the Complaint. The District Court aptly recognized that Hollander is an 
attorney, that he is capable of drafting a detailed pleading (supplemented when 
necessary), that he has been afforded the opportunity to be heard and that his 
investigation disclosed in detail has demonstrated that he has set forth his best case 
for relief (evidenced by the fact that he was allowed to supplement his Complaint 
after being apprised of the basis of the Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss). As such, 
the District Court correctly held, for these reasons and the fact that standing cannot 
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be established, that any amendment would be futile and unable to withstand a 
dismissal motion. See Milanese v. Rust-Oleum Corp.. 244 F.3d 104, 110 (2d Cir. 
2001); Whimsicality. Inc. v Banal, 27 F.Supp.2d 456. 466 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) (A 
146-147). 

CONCLLSION 

For the reasons stated above, it is respectfully submitted that the Order of the 

District Coun dismissing Hollander's Complaint and Supplemental Complaint 

with prejudice be affirmed 

Dated: New York, New York 

October 12.2005 

Respectfully Submitted, 

McManus. Collura & Richter. P.C. 

■n 

/ 

Ry.U^y. 

Anne P. Richter (AR5683) 

Bradley E. Dubin (BD02I7) 

Attorneys for Defendants, 

Kuba. Mundy & Associates. Nicholas 
J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich 
48 Wall Street. 25th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212)425-3100 
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JLlmtrb States Court of appeals 
Jfor die £>ctoub Circuit 



~x 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Plaintiff-Appellant, 

- against - 

AMERICAN ORGANIZED CRIME GANG I. 
et al.. 

Defendants. 

- and - 

FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, 
et al., 

Defcndants-Appcl lees. 


-X 

IlKII I Ol Dt KKNDAVrN-APPM l.t KS Jav-Jav CABARET. INC. 
d/b/a Fi.asiiDancers, s/ii/a “Flash Dancers Topless CLUB," 
Lynn I.efoksky, “Barry Night Manager Fiasii Dancers" 
ami “Flash Dancers Managers I toS" 

Preliminary Statement 

Plaintiff-appellant, Roy Den Hollander, a New York attorney, appeals 
from the Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal of his Civil RICO action against a variety 
of colorfully-named domestic and international defendants alleged by 
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appellant to be members of an international crime cartel engaged in a vast, 
world-wide criminal enterprise. As explained in a submission below, the 
Complaint “reads more like a Tom Clancy novel than a legal pleading." 
(SDNY H 22. Memorandum of Law, at p. 2)' 

This is the latest in a series of escalating legal actions taken by the 
plaintiff-appellant arising out of his failed marriage to and divorce from 
defendant-appellee Alina A. Shiplina."’ By his own admission. plaintiffi 
appellant was “laughed" out of court in Queens County (JA 106 at VI 855- 
56); his various and sundry to complaints to the New York City Police 
Department and the Federal Bureau of Investigation did not result in any 
action being taken against any of the dcfcndants-appcllees (or anyone else) 
(JA 106-07 at V 856-67); an application to “a New York County court" was 
denied (JA 107 at VI 868-70);' and plainlifT-appcIlant filed but then failed to 
prosecute a civil action commenced against nine (9) of the dcfendanis- 

1 References in the form of "SONY # ” are to papers tiled in the District Court and 

forming part of the Record on Appeal, but not included in the Appendix The » is the 
document number « noted on the SDNY Docket for thu action, reproduced at pages 
7-22 of the Joint Appendix. 

1 See SDNY # 22 at pp. 3-5. 

’ This proceeding was brought in the Family Court. Newr York County, and dismissed 
after trial. Sec SDNY » 22 at p. 4. 
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appellees in Supreme Court. New York County. 4 Plaintiff-appellant also 
filed a grievance against Ms. Shipilina’s matrimonial counsel, defendant- 
appellee Nicholas Mundy, which was dismissed by the Departmental 
Disciplinary Committee. 5 

Plaintiff-appellant's principal target clearly appears to be his ex-wife. 
He has also joined in this action, inter alia, his former mother-in-law, his 
wife’s attorneys, and anyone whom he perceives as having had contact with 
her or in any way being supporti vc of her. 

This brief is submitted on behalf of dcfcndants-appcllccs Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc. d/Va Rash Dancers, s/h/a “Flash Dancers Topless Club." l.ynn 
lepofsky, "Barry. Night Manager Flash Dancers" and “Flash Dancers 
Managers I to 5 (collectively, “FlashDanccrs Appellees), 6 who have 
apparently been named as parties because Ms. Shipilina was allegedly a 
dancer at FlashDanccrs (JA 43, at ^ 213) and an unknown individual present 
at the lime ( whom plaintiff-appellant denominates “Flash Dancers Gangster 

4 Sec SDNY » 22 at p. S. 

* Ibid. 

* “RashDancers" is a registered trademark and the trade name of Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. 
There is no such juridicial entity as "Rash Dancers Topless Hub." The 
FlashDanccrs Appellees do not include defendant "Rash Dancers Gangster I," an 
otherwise unidentified and unknown person whom appellant did not serve with 
process. 

3 
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I") came lo her aid when plaintiff-appellant's process server attempted to 
serve her while she was performing. (JA 45, at 247-52) 

In order to avoid duplication, we address in this brief the allegations 
of the Complaint, as supplemented, in regard to the FI ash Dancers Appellees. 
Accordingly, and as in the Court below, we respectfully adopt on behalf of 
our clients and incorporate in this brief the arguments of general application 
made by the other dcfcndanLs-appellecs. 

Counter-Statement of the Case 

Plaintiff-appellant commenced this action by the filing of a 915- 
panagrah Complaint on April 18. 2003. (JA 7) 

By letter dated June 19, 2003. plaintiff-appellant requested an "order 
of protection" against defendants. (JA 8, at SDNY # 18) The District Court 
(Mukascy. Ch. J.) denied this application on July 28, 2003. (JA 9, at SDNY 
# 19) 

Discovery was stayed pending Rule 12(b) motion practice in 
accordance with a briefing schedule managed by the District Court. (JA 9, 
at SDNY tUt 19 ct scq.) liach of dcfcndants-appcllccs moved to dismiss. 
(JA 9 ct scq.. at SDNY ## 21, 23. 26, 28. 50. 62) 


4 
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The District Court assisted plaintiff-appellant in his quest to serve 
foreign defendants (JA 11 et seq.. at SDNY 4# 30-41 and 36-S8), but denied 
his application to take default judgments against certain defendants, pending 
the further Order of the Court (JA 14, at SDNY 4 45) 

In the course of the Rule 12(b) motion practice, plaintiff-appellant (a) 
requested leave to file a 77-paragraph “Supplemental Complaint" alleging 
additional predicate acts and adding four (4) additional defendants (JA 114- 
122), and (b) moved to strike certain exhibits submitted by the Kuba, Mundy 
defendants “for failure to authenticate.” (JA 15, at SDNY 4 59) The 
District Court ultimately granted both applications. (JA 132, at note I; JA 
136) 

At the request of the plaintiff-appellant, defendant Shipilina was 
ordered to provide the names and addresses of certain defendants, if known 
to her. (JA 16. at Minute Entry following SDNY 4 66: sec also JA 17 at 4 
67) 

In a thorough and thoughtful Memorandum and Order dated 
September 28, 2004, Judge Castcl granted the motions to dismiss and 
directed the Clerk to enter judgment dismissing the action, which the Clerk 
did. (JA 131-48) 
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Plaintiff-appellant then moved to disqualify Judge Castcl and for 
reconsideration of the Memorandum and Order. (JA 19-20, SDNY ## 89 - 
92). While those motions were pending, plaintiff-appellant filed his first 
Notice of Appeal. (JA 149) 

Judge Castcl denied the motion for disqualification in an Order dated 
October 27, 2004. (JA 150-55) The following day. His Honor granted the 
motion for reconsideration to the extent of correcting an inadvertent 
misstatement of fact in note I of the Memorandum and Order of September 
28. 2004. (JA 156-57). Plaintiff-appellant then filed a new Notice of 
Appeal. (JA 158) 

Following a Civil Appeals Management Plait (CAMP) Conference 
with Staff Counsel in this Court, plaintiff-appellant wrote to the District 
Court to confirm that the dismissal below was intended to finally determine 
the action in its entirety. 7 The District Court endorsed the letter to the effect 
that the September 28, 2004 Memorandum and Order “makes plain that '... 
plaintiff s Complaint is dismissed with prejudice."’ (JA 21. at SDNY # 108) 


In (he same letter, plaintiff-appellant renewed his request for the costs of serving 
process on those defendants who had not voluntarily appeared pursuant to 
Fcd.R.Civ.P. 4<d). The District Court directed deferred the issue pending issuance of 
the mandate of this Court. (J A 21. at SDNY # 108). 


6 
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Argument 

The Action Was Propkrly Dismissed As 
Against Tiie Fi.a.sh Dancers Appkiikks 

PiaintilT-appcIlam argues, csscmially, thal by alleging multiple bad 
acts, by multiple individuals, colorfully labeling them "gangsters,’' "pimps." 
"prostitutes," and “Russian Mafia," he may, and liberally employing terms 
of art such as "member," “enterprise" and "predicate acts,” he has pleaded a 
cause of action under 18 U.S.C. $ 1964 (Civil RICO) and thereby 
immunized his Complaint against attack under Fcd.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6) for 
failure to state a claim. 

While this argument may even have superficial appeal, it does not 
survive critical scrutiny. (JA 131-47). Indeed, as other Courts have so 
often pointed out, prolix “dragnet" pleading is the antithesis of that which is 
intended by, or satisfies, the particularity requirements of Fcd.R.Civ.P. 9(b). 
See. e g.. Old Time Enters.. Inc. v. Ini 7 Coffee Corp .. 862 F.2d 1213 (4* Cir. 
1988) (pleading "all even remotely conceivable theories while retaining a 
level of generality and indcfinitcncss ... mask(s] any legal deficiencies and 
prccludes(s) effective challenge. That ... only leads to essentially nothing 
being alleged, for the needle in the haystack might as well not be there."); 

7 
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Lubin v. SybenJon Corp., 688 F.Supp. 1425 (S.D. Cal. 1988) 
("indiscriminate!) grouping [of] all of the individual defendants into one 
wrongdoing monolith”). 

Moreover, the allegations of the Complaint and Supplemental 
Complaint do not state a claim against any of the Flash Dancers Appellees 
under Civil RICO (First through Fourth Causes of Action), nor for 
intentional infliction of emotional distress (Firth Cause of Action).* 

Defendant-appellee "Flash Dancers Topless Club" is no( a juridicial 
entity. “FlashDancers” is the trade name of defendant-appellee Jay-Jay 
Cabaret. Inc., and is the name of the nightclub operated by that defendant- 
appellee. 

Defendant-appellee Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. d/h/a “FlashDancers" has 
been doing business at a single location (1674 Broadway) since in or about 
1986; is duly licensed and regulated by the New York State l.iquor 
Authority (SLA) and numerous New York City agencies with jurisdiction 
(e.g.. Department of Consumer Affairs. Building Department. Police 
Department. Mayor's Midtown Task Force); and has never been even 
accused of any (much less all) of the incredible litany of felonies alleged by 

* The remaining (Sixth and Seventh) Causes of Action ore Qg) asserted against the 
HashDanccrs Appellees. (JA 111. at 896-99) 
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plaintiff-appellant in his C'omplainl. (See SDNY # 24, Declaration, at p. 6.1 
4). 

Defendant-appellee Lynn Lepofsky is alleged to be “the chairman or 
chief executive officer of Jay-Jay Cabaret." (JA 26, at 120). 

Dcfcndants-Appcllccs "Barry, Night Manager Rash Dancers" and 
“Rash Dancers Managers I to 5” arc alleged to be individuals employed by 
Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. as managers. ITteir true identities arc unplcadcd and 
unknown . 

All of the allegations against the RashDanccrs Appellees are merely 
general and eonclusorv . See, e.g., JA 23-113, at 1 I (“Listing of all 
defendants”); 1 2 (“Listing of all defendants with known addresses"); 1 3 
("Listing of all defendants with unknown addresses"); H 16 23 

(purportedly identifying “Domestic Members” of the "Enterprise"); 1 213 
(alleging that the plaintifTs wife, defendant Alina Shipilina (“A. Shipilina"), 
began working at the "RashDancers" nightclub in July 2000); 281. 288, 

and 317 (alleging, generally, that defendant A. Shipilina and “RashDanccrs" 
club managers "arranged" for another "member" of the alleged "Enterprise" 
to “make ... threatening phone call[s) to the plaintiff); 326 329 

(alleging, generally, “upon information and belief," that the FlashDancers 

9 
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Defendants, together with other named defendants, “entered into an 
agreement in 2000 with Members Smolin, Asypyan, Volchok, Rakcla. Alina 
Shipilina, Albatross Club and Club Gangster I for the importation of 
prostitutes, pornography and narcotics into the U.S.; providing sponsors, 
petitioners and employees on visa applications for Russian prostitutes; and 
recruiting and hiring Russians unlawfully admitted to the U.S.”; “sign on as 
sponsors, petitioners and employers in order to obtain visas for Russian 
prostitutes": “swear or declare as true information concerning Russian 
prostitutes that is intentionally false or omits facts in order to obtain the 
visas"; and "employ the imported prostitutes to sell sexual services to club 
customers and Internet subscribers 1 331 (alleging, generally, '“upon 
information and belief," that the Flash Dancers Defendants “sell and 
distribute" “Krasnodar pornography" on the Internet); 1 333 334 (alleging, 

generally, “upon information and belief." that the defendant A. Shipilina and 
certain of the FlashDancers Defendants “agreed to surreptitiously feed 
imported narcotics to the prostitutes and lap-dancing customers at Flash 
Dancers in order to keep them reluming" and “secretly slip narcotics to the 
prostitution and lap-dancing customers at Flash Dancers"); 402 and 408- 
410 (identical, general allegations “upon information and belief,” of fraud in 
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immigration matters, but with respect to “Cypriot,” rather than “Russian," 
“prostitutes”); ^ 434 - 442 (general allegations, “upon information and 
belief,” of “hirfingj illegal Russian immigrants and Russian prostitutes to 
work as lap dancers and prostitutes"; ”promot(ing] prostitution”; not 
“rcport[ing) to the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization that the 
club hires aliens for the purpose of prostitution and other immoral acts”; 
”fraudulcnt[ly] conccal(ing)" information from the New York State Liquor 
Authority"; “misrepresenting” information on a New York State Liquor 
Authority "license changes application"; "falsely representing] to the U.S. 
and New York State tax authorities that the club’s lap-dancers work as 
independent contractors when they arc actually employees”: and “falsc(ly) 
reporting that its lap-dancers are independent contractors ...”); 466 - 481 

(general allegations "upon information and belief’ of “importing aliens for 
immoral purposes” in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1328 and "white slavery” in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2421, "material misrepresentations’* in violation of 
18 U.S.C. § 1546, ”aid|ing) and abct(ting) fraud and misuse of visas” in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1546, "failure to report to the INS on alien 
prostitutes" in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2424, “importation by mail or 
otherwise for sale and distribution of pornography” in violation of 18 U.S.C. 


r 


n 
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§§ 1461, 1462 and 1465, "mail fraud" on the New York State l.iquor 
Authority in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1341, “acquirfing] and dispensing) 
narcotics” in violation of 21 U.S.C. §§ 841 and 952. and "tampering with a 
witness and informant" in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1512, all of which arc 
further alleged to be predicate acts in violation of various sections of 
“RICO,” 18 U.S.C. § 1962(a), (b), (c) and <d)); fl 684 699 (alleging 

“material and false statements” in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001 and 1621, 
and 28 U.S.C. § 1746. "hiring of Russian aliens not lawfully admitted to 
work in the U.S.“ and “failing to abide by the U.S. employment verification 
system for aliens" in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1324a. "promotion of 
prostitution” in violation of New York Penal Law § 230.25, "false reporting 
of lap-dancers as independent contractors” in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 72 and 
“New York State Income Kamings and Corporate Taxes 1801,” 
“conspiracies” in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 and New York Penal Law § 
105, "coercion” and "intimidation” in violation of New York Penal law §§ 
135.65 and 215.15, “tampering with a witness" in violation of New York 
Penal Law § 215.10, "obstruction of an ongoing INS proceeding” in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1505. and “unlawful imprisonment" of ''the 
plaintiff's process server” in violation of New York Penal law § 135.10. all 
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of which arc alleged under the rubric of “Other Criminal Acts”; and V 874m 
and p-r (activities of FlashDanccrs Defendants which affect interstate 
commerce).* See. also, JA 114-22 (Supplemental Complaint), at Vi 2-12 
(alleging that “Flash Dancers Topless Club," “Jay-Jay Cabaret.” Lynn 
Ix-pofsky and “Barry-Night Manager Hash Dancers” were pan of a group of 
defendants who had notice of the commencement of this action, knew that 
the plainti IT-appellant was an attorney admitted in the Southern District of 
New York “and therefore a Court officer,” and that those defendants "or 
some group of them, most likely Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina.” arranged 
for another alleged (but non-specific) “threatening” telephone call to be 
made to the plaintiff-appellant). 

These allegations do not state a claim against the FlashDanccrs 
Appellees for which relief may be granted, nor against any of the other 
defendants, for the reasons set forth by the District Court in its 


* In the course of the motion practice below, plaintiff-appellant criticized this list of the 
allegations against the FlashDanccrs Appellees as incomplete. (See SDNY a 44. 
Memorandum of Law, at pp. 139-142.) His criticism is not well taken, as the 
additional allegations to which he pointed arc either already enumerated, not made 
against the FlashDanccrs Appellees, or cumulative. In any event, even taking the 
additional allegations cited by plainti IT-appellant into account, the Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint foil to state a claim for all of the reasons set forth by the 
District Court, by the other appellees, and in this brief. 

13 
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Memorandum and Order. (JA 131-47) See, generally. G. Joseph. Civil 
RICO (2“* Ed. 2000) (hereinafter “ Civil RICO ”). § 23. pp. 157 ct scq.: 

The complexity of the RICO statute demands precision in 
pleading. •*• RICO complaints arc strictly scrutinized because "[tlhc 
mere assertion of a RICO claim ... has an almost inevitable 
stigmatizing effect on those named as defendants. In fairness to 
innocent parties, courts should strive to flush out frivolous RICO 
allegations at an early stage of the litigation ." Figueroa Ruiz v. 
Alegria. 896 F.2d 645. 650 (I" Cir. 1090). 

The plaintilT must specifically identify, and factually plead, each 
element of a viable RICO claim. A trial judge is not “obligated to 
construct a cause of action from allegations and a complaint filed by a 
party who was unwilling or unable to plead the cause of action 
himself.” Glenn v. First Nat'I Bank in Grand Junction, 868 F.2d 368 
(lO 1 * 1 Cir. 1989) (“The law recognizes a significant difference between 
notice pleading and ’shotgun' pleading”). In the First Circuit's 
formulation: 

QJhSLcomplaint. mus| fre ancho red in a bed tyf fac ts, n ot ajlgwcd 
to float freely on a sea of bombast . That is to say. a court 
assessing a claim's sufficiency has no obligation to take matters 
on blin d faith : “despite the highly deferential reading which we 
accord a litigant's complaint under Rule l2(bX6). we need not 

credit_ba|d_ assertions, periphrastic _ circumlocutions, 

unsubstantiated conclusions, or outright vituperation . 

Miranda v. Ponce Fed. Bank. 948 F.2d 41.44 (I * Cir. 1991) (citations 
omitted). (Emphasis added.) 

As the First Circuit observed in Correa-Martinez v. Arrillaga- 

Belendez, 903 F.2d49(1 “Cir. 1990): 

In the menagerie of the Civil Rules, the tiger patrolling the 
courthouse gates is rather tame, but "not entirely . . . toothless.” *•• 
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Despite the highly deferential reading which we accord a litigant's 
complaint under Rule 12(b)(6), we need not credit bald assertions, 
periphrastic circumlocutions, unsubstantiated conclusions, or outright 
vituperation. •** Moreover, the rule docs not entitle a plaintiff to 
rest on "subjective characterizations" or conclusory descriptions of "a 
general scenario which could be dominated by unplcadcd facts.” *•* 
We understand that, for pleading purposes, the dividing line between 
sufficient facts and insufficient conclusions "is often blurred." ••• But 
the line must be plotted: 

It is only when such conclusions arc logical I v compelled , or at 
least supported, by the stated facts, that is. when the suggested 
inference rises IP what experience indicates is an acceptable 
level of probability , that 'conclusions' become 'facts' for 
pleading purposes. 

(Citations omitted: emphasis added.) 

As the appeal at bar proves beyond peradventure of doubt, "lelauzv 

generalities, unsupport ed conclusions, subjective characterizations, and 

problematic suppositions can sprout as easily as craberass in an imaginative 

li tigant's (or lawyer's) word processor ." The Dartmouth Review v. 

Dartmouth College, 889 F.2d I3(l - Cir. 1989) (emphasis added). 

As Judge Robert Sweet recently explained in West 79“ Street Corp. v. 

Congregation Kahl Minchas Chinuch, 2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 19501, No. 03 

CV 8606 (S.D.N.Y. 2004): 

It has been suggested that "the civil provisions of (RICO) arc the most 
misused statutes in the federal corpus of law." Spoto v. Herkimer 
County Trust, 2000 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 6057. No. 99 Civ. 1476. 2000 
WL 533293, at • I (N.D.N.Y. 2000); see also Goldftnc v. Sichcn/ia. 
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118 F. Supp. 2d 392, 394 (S.D.N.Y. 2000) ("I surmise thal every 
member of the federal bench has before him or her at least one - and 
possibly more — garden variety fraud or breach of contract eases that 
some Plaintiff has attempted to transform into a vehicle for treble 
damages by resort to what [has been) referred to as "the litigation 
equivalent of a thermonuclear device’ -- a civil RICO suit.") (quoting 
Schmidt v. Fleet Hank. 16 F. Supp. 2d 340, 346 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) 
(quoting Katzman v. Victoria’s Secret Catalogue. 167 F.R.D. 649. 655 
(S.D.N.Y. 1996) (citations omitted). afTd. 113 F.3d 1229 (2d Cir. 
1997))). "Because the 'mere assertion of a RICO claim ... has an 
almost inevitable stigmatizing effect on those named as defendants,.. 

. courts should strive to flush out frivolous RICO allcga lions_aj_an 
early stage of the litigation .’" Katzman. 167 F.R.D. at 655 (quoting 
Figueroa Ruiz v. Alegria, 896 F.2d 645. 650 (1st Cir. 1990)); accord 
Schmidt. 16 F. Supp. 2d at 346. To this end, courts must be wary of 
putative civil RICO claims that are nothing more than sheep 
masquerading in wolves' clothing. [Fmphasis added.| 

Moreover. plaintilT-appellant's only specific allegations of alleged 
wrong-doing by any of the FlashDanccrs Appellees - - his claim thal Ms. 
Shipilina and either “BatTy, Night Manager Flash Dancers'’ or “Flash 
Dancers Manager 3”, "4” or ”5” (as the ease may - - or may not - • have 
been) “ arranged " for an unknown individual to make three (3) telephone 
calls to plaintiff-appellant, over a period of six (6) months 
(JA 49 and 52, HI 281. 288. and 317; emphasis added) - - do not allege 
predicate Civil RICO acts by any of these FlashDanccrs Appellees, much 
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less by Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. or its "chairman/chicf executive officer'' (Ms. 
l.cpofsky). In this regard, the Court’s attention is called to plaintiff- 
appellant's careful delineation between the alleged decision to have the calls 
made for an allegedly illegal purpose, which plaintiff-appellant, in each 
instance, attributes only to “Members Mundy. Petrovich and Alina 
Shipilina" (sec JA 49 and 52, at 280, 287. and 316), and his allegation of 
the actual conduct attributed to either “Barry. Night Manager Flash Dancers" 
or “Flash Dancers Manager 3", or “4" or “5". (JA 49 and 52, H 281. 288. 
and 317). In each instance, the only alleged act of which the latter arc 
accused is allegedly assisting Ms. Shipilina in "arranging" to have an 
unknown individual"’ make a telephone call on her behalf. There is no 
alienation that either*' Barry, Night Manager Flash Dancers" or “Flash 
Dancers Manager 3". or “4" or “5". gave anx instruction to the caller as to 
what to say. or how to say it. or had any knowledge whatsoever as to the 
alleged substance of any (much less all) of the calls. 


Plaintiff-appellant alleges that the caller used the fictitious aliases “John Madison" 
and John Pierre, and “upon information and belief ... is a member of American 
Organized Crime Gang I," (JA 28. 44-45; JA 49.1 282; JA 50.1 289; JA 52.1 

318) The bans of plaintiff-appellant's “information and belief" is nowhere alleged. 
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These allegations do not support a Civil RICO claim against the 
FlashDanccrs Appellees. They do not implicate Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. nor 
I.ynn l.cpofsky in any way. Moreover, even as to "Barry. Night Manager 
Rash Dancers” or "Flash Dancers Manager 3", or “4” or "5”. these hare- 
bones allegations of helping Ms. Shipilina "arrange" for telephone calls in 
furtherance of a scheme expressly attributed by the plaintiff-appellant to 
“Members Mundy, Petrovich and Alina Shipilina" (i.e.. pqJ to any of the 
FlashDanccrs Appellees, and particularly not to "Barry. Night Manager 
Flash Dancers" nor "Flash Dancers Manager 3”. “4" or "5”). do not allege 
scjcms. SLijggaijc. prcdicaic act , a nexus to interstate or foreign commerce . 11 
or proximate causation o f any injury to plaintiff-appellant's business or 
property . See. generally. Civil RICO . §§ 12-15 and 23(B) (citing eases). 

"Lumping" defendants together, so that it is not possible to ascertain 
which allegation is made against which specific defendant, is another ground 
for dismissal under Fcd.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6). See. eg., Goren v. New Vision 
Int'l, Inc. 156 F.3d 721, 730 (7* Cir. 1988) ("a RICO plaintiff must plead 


" The calls are not alleged lo be interstate or mlcmotKiniil. 

IS 
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the specified facts as to each defendant. It cannot avoid Rule 12(b)(6) by 
"lumping together the defendants.”); accord. In Re Mastercard Int'l Inc., 
132 F.Supp.2d 468 (F.D. la. 2001). At bar, this rule applies both to 
plaintiff-appellant's many multi-defendant allegations, and particularly to 
his allegations that “Shipilina and [either] Bany, Night Manager Flash 
Dancers or Flash Dancers Manager 3” or “4” or "5” (as the ease may - - or 
may not • - have been) "arranged" for the alleged telephone calls to be made 
- - classic “lumped" allegations making it impossible to determine what 
mens rca and what misconduct is attributed to Ms. Shipilina and what (if 
any) is actually attributed to the others. 
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Conclusion 

For all of the reasons set forth in the District Court’s Memorandum 
and Order (JA 131-47). as well as the reasons set forth above and in the 
accompanying briefs of all other dcfcndants-appcllccs. the Judgment 
dismissing this action, with prejudice, should be affirmed on appeal, with 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

October 12,2005 

Respectfully submitted. 




Edward S. Kudofsky. 
Charles F. Axelord, 
Of Counsel. 


ZANE and RUDOFSKY 
The Starrett Lehigh Building 
601 West 26* Street, mill 
New York. New York 10001 
(212)245-2222 

-and- 

CHARLES F. AXELROD. ESQ. 
36 West 44* Street 
New York, New York 10036 
(212)869-6979 
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PKK1.IMINARY STATEMENT 

Appellee Alina A. Shipilina (“Shipilina"). by her attorney. Jack Sachs, 
makes this submission in opposition to Appellant Roy Den Hollander's 
("Hollander”) appeal of the final order of the United States District Court. 
Southern District of New York (the "District Court”), Castel, J., Hollander 
v. Flash Dancers Topless Cluh, et a!.. 340 F'.Supp2d 453 (S.D.N.Y. 2004). 
dismissing the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint with prejudice. 

QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

1. Whether Hollander failed to adequately allege the constituent 
elements necessary to establish his claims against Shipilina for violations of 
the civil enforcement provisions of RICO - ? 

2. Did the District Court correctly dismiss Hollander's Complaint 
and Supplemental Complaint with prejudice pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 
12(b)(6)? 

3. Did the District Court correctly deny Hollander thcopportunity 
to file an Amended Complaint? 

STATEMENT OF SHIPIMNA’S POSITION 

Appellees Kuha. Mundy & Associates, et a!., by their attorneys. 
McManus, Collura & Richter. P.C., have submitted to this Court a Reply 
Brief, dated October 12, 2005, which most clearly and comprehensively 
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outlines the ease, including the flights of fancy in I lollander’s pleadings, the 
llorid and offensive language in his brief, and his continuous vilification of 
Shipilina throughout. 

Appellee Shipilina, therefore, herewith joins in and endorses the brief 

submitted by Kuba. Mundy & Associates, el at. 

Dated: New York, New York 

October 12. 2005 

Respectfully Submitted 

y 

{th/y/YiL / / 

Jack Sachs (JSM241)/ 

Attorney for Appellee Shipilina 
111 John Street, Suite 1504 
* New York. NY 10038 
(212)233-1400 
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UNITED STATES C OURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND C IRCUIT 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 


- against • 

Plaintiff-Appellant, 

FLASH DANCERS, el al„ 

Dcfcndants-Appcllecs 

MUNICIPAL APPELLEE’S BRIEF 


PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

This action alleges, inter alia, violations of the Racketeer Influenced 


and Corrupt Organization Act, 18 USC $1961-68 (“RICO"), and various pendani 
stale law claims, including intentional infliction of emotional distress, abuse of 
process, and malicious prosecution. Plaintiff-appellant (“plaintiff"), appeals pro sc 
from a judgment of the United States District Court for the Southern District (Castel. 
DJ.). entered September 30. 2004. which dismissed the RICO action for failure to 
state a claim, and declined to exercise pendent jurisdiction over the state law claims. 

QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

1. Did the District Court properly grant defendants' motions to dismiss 
the RICO causes of action? 

I- 
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2. Having granted defendants' motions to dismiss plaintiffs federal 
claims, did the District Court properly decline to exercise pendant subject matter 
jurisdiction over plaintiffs stale law claims against the City? 

3. In any event, were all state causes of action against the City barred 
by plaintiff s failure to file a timely notice of claim? 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

On or about April 18, 2003, plaintiff filed a summons and complaint m 
District Court <23-113),’ The voluminous complaint alleged a wide-reaching 
international criminal enterprise, which allegedly M gcncrate[d) profits worldwide 
from numerous criminal activities that include without limitation drug trafficking, 
money laundering, tax evasion, immigration fraud, prostitution, pornography, white 
slavery, bribery, mail and wire fraud. murdcT, extortion, coercion and terror” (24 HI). 
Plaintiff alleged such RICO violations on die pan of numerous domestic and 
international participants, centering largely upon his estranged wife, Alina Shipilma 
(”Shipilina"> and her attorneys, Nicholas J. Mundy ("Mundy”) and Peter Petrovich 
(“Petrovich"). 

Robert Henning, a detective in die New York City Police Department 
("Henning" or "the municipal appellee”), was also alleged to have participated in the 
criminal enterprise. According to the complaint, on March 27, 2002, Henning 

Numbers in parentheses refer to pages in the Join! Appendix 

2 
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telephoned plaintiff "in the Kafkaesque hours before 9 am" and instructed him to 
surrender for arrest at a tune worked out with his attorney, pursuant to Shipilina's 
report that he violated an order of protection (51 1308-09). The complaint alleged 
that Henning placed the call in exchange for "bribes or rewards in the form of money 
or sexual services" from Shipilina, for the purpose of intimidating plaintiff into 
ceasing cooperation with the Immigration and Naturalization Service ("INS") or 
reopening an alleged criminal investigation against Shipilina in Russia (51 1307). 
The order of protection was alleged to be invalid (52 1311). After a conversation 
with plamtifTs attorneys. Henning allegedly referred the matter to the Queens 
County District Attorney’s office, which declined to prosecute (521314). 

Plaintiff admitted in the complaint that Henning never placed him under 
arrest (521314). In fact, Henning was not alleged to have any further connection to 
the international enme ring. 

The complaint alleged seven causes of action arising from Henning’s 
participation in the purported criminal enterprises. The first, second, third and fourth 
causes of action alleged violations of RICO sections 18 U.S.C. §§ 1962(a), (b), (c) 
and (d) (110 H 886-93). The fifth cause of action alleged intentional infliction of 
emotional distress (III 11 894-95). The sixth cause of action alleged abuse of 
process (III H 898-99) and the seventh cause of action alleged malicious 

3 
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prosecution (III 896-99). Plaintiffs sixth and seventh causes of action 
alternatively alleged prima facie tort (111 *11 896-99). 

On September 22. 2003. Mundy and Petrovich filed a motion to dismiss 
the complaint for. inter alia, failure to state a claim upon which relief could be 
granted, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure ("FRCP") 12(b)(6) (9 1 2I). S 
On October 8, 2003, Henning filed a similar motion (11 1128). As to the federal 
claims. Henning joined in the arguments made by Mundy and Petrovich. As to the 
pendent state causes of action, Henning argued that they should also be dismissed. 
The claims were not only time-barred, but also fatally deficient in that plaintiff failed 
to file a timely notice of claim against the City of New York, a condition precedent to 
bringing a ton claim against a police officer. 

Appended to the Henning’s motion to dismiss was the Declaration of 
Assistant Corporation Counsel Vikrant Pawar. dated October 6, 2003 CPawar 
Declaration”) (II *28). Therein. Pawar established that the City of New York had 
searched its records and determined that no notice of claim had been received from 
plaintiff w ith respect to the incident alleged in the complaint. 


2 The appendix docs nor contain ihc motions to dismiss, or. indeed, any of the papers filed by die 
various appellees. Accordingly, citations as to these papers refer to the relevant cnlncs in the docket 
sheet of the District Court 
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DECISION BELOW 

Assuming plaintiff s evidence to be true, and granting him the benefit of 
every inference (136-37). the District Court, in its September 28. 2004 decision 
dismissing the complaint (131-147), found that the complaint failed to state a cause 
of action under RICO. Even assuming his complaint stated a claim for violations of 
the RICO statute, the District Court held that plaintiff failed to allege facts sufficient 
to show that "the unlawful activity in question was both the proximate cause of an 
injury compensable under the statute and the actual cause” (138). Moreover, the 
Court held that plaintiff failed to allege “that he was injured by reason of any 
purported violation of §1962” (144). Having dismissed the federal action, the 
District Court also declined to exercise pendent jurisdiction over the state law claims 
asserted against Henning and the other defendants (144-46). 


5 


fl 
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RELEVANTSTATUTES 


New York General M 


§ 50-c. Notice of claim 

(I) When service required; time for service; upon whom 
service required. 

In any ease founded upon ton where a notice of claim is 
required by law as a condition precedent to the 
commencement of an action or special proceeding against 
a public corporation, as defined in the general construction 
law, or any officer, appointee or employee thereof, the 
notice of claim shall.. .be served.. .within ninety days after 
the claim arises... except that in wrongful death actions, the 
ninety days shall run from the appointment of a 
representative of the decedent's estate. 

• • • 


(5) Application for leave to serve a late notice. 

Upon application, the court, in us discretion, may extend 
the time to serve a notice of claim specified in paragraph 
(a) of subdivision one. The extension shall not exceed the 
time limited for the commencement of an action by the 
claimant against a public corporation. 

+ * • 


§ 50-i Presentation of tort claims; commencement of 
actions. 

(I) No action or special proceeding shall be prosecuted or 
maintained against a city...for personal injury, wrongful 
death or damage to real or personal property alleged to 
have been sustained by reason of the negligence or 
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wrongful act of such city ... or of any officer, agent or 
employee thereof ... unless, (a) a notice of claim shall 
have been made and served upon the city ... in compliance 
with section fifty-c of this chapter, (b) it shall appear by 
and as an allegation in the complaint or moving papers that 
at least thirty days have elapsed since the service of such 
notice and that adjustment or payment thereof has been 
neglected or refused, and (c) the action or special 
proceeding shall be commenced within one year and 
ninety days after the happening of the ev ent upon which 
the claim is based: except that wrongful death actions shall 
be commence within two years after the happening of the 
death. 
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POINT I 

THE DISTRICT COURT PROPERLY DISMISSED 
PLAINTIFF'S FEDERAI CAUSES Of ACTION 
FOR FAII.l RE TO STATE A CLAIM. 

With rcspcci to the propriety of the District Court’s dismissal of 
plaintiffs federal claims, the municipal appellee hereby adopts the thoughtful and 
well-reasoned arguments of appellees Mundy and Petrovich. For a full analysis of 
those issues, we respectfully refer the Court to die brief filed on their behalf. 

POINT II 

ONCE IT DETERMINED THAT PLAINTIFF’S 
FEDERAL CLAIMS WERE MERITLESS, THE 
DISTRICT COURT PROPERLY DECLINED TO 
EXERCISE PENDENT JURISDICTION OVER 
PLAINTIFF’S STATE LAW CLAIMS. 

As plaintiff docs not contest (App. Br.. at 1-2). the Distnet Court, 
having properly dismissed all federal claims contained in the complaint, correctly 
declined to exercise pendent jurisdiction over the remaining state law claims. "The 
decision to exercise pendent jurisdiction is vested in the sound discretion of the 
distnet court." Grace it Roscnsiock. 228 F.3d 40, 55 (2d Ctr. 2000), citing United 
Mine Workers of America v. Gibbs. 383 U.S. 715, 725-28 (1966). “The discretion is 
limited, however, by the consideration that needless decisions of state law should be 
avoided." Id. Thus, far from being an abuse of discretion to decline to exercise 
pendent jurisdiction here, the Distnet Court would have abused its discretion in 
maintaining junsdiction over the pendent claims once it determined that the RICO 

8 
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action was to be dismissed. Accordingly, this Court should affirm the dismissal of 
plaintiff's state law claims as a proper exercise of discretion. 

POINT III 

IN THE ALTERNATIVE, PLAINTIFFS STATE 
LAW CLAIMS WERE PROPERLY DISMISSED 
BECAUSE HE FAILED TO FILE A TIMELY 
NOTICE OF CLAIM AS REQUIRED UNDER NEW 
YORK'S GENERAL MUNICIPAL LAW . 

Even assuming that the District Court erred in dismissing the federal 
causes of action, dismissal of die state law claims against Henning should be 
affirmed. PlaintilT failed to file a timely notice of claim with the City of New York, a 
condition precedent to bringing a tort action against a police officer. Moreover, as 
the relevant statute of limitations has now expired, plaintiff's state law claims arc 


time-barred. 


Under New York's General Municipal Law ("GML”), a notice of claim 
is a condition precedent to bringing a tort action against a municipality or any of its 
officers, agents or employees. GML §§50-c and 50-i. GML $$0-c requires that a 
notice of claim be filed within ninety days of the accrual of the cause of action. That 
requirement has been strictly construed by the New York State Court of Appeals, as 
well as this Court. Baez v. AW York City Health and Hasp Corp.. 80 N.Y.2d 571, 
576; 592 N.Y.S.2d 640 (1992); Shakur v. McGrath. 517 F.2d 983. 985 (2d. Cir. 
1975). 
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The purpose of the notice of claim requirement is to prov ide a public 
corporation with an adequate opportunity to investigate die circumstances 
surrounding the incident, interview witnesses if possible, and to explore the merits of 
the claim while the information is still readily available. See O'Brien v. City of 
Syracuse. 54 N.Y.2d 353 (1981); Adkins »•. Cityof Ness York, 43 N.Y.2d 346(1977); 
Gilliam v. City of New York. 250 A.D.2d 6*0 (2d Dept.. 1998); .Swum v. City of New 
York , 207 A.D.2d 480 (2d Dept.. 1994). 

A plaintiff s failure to timely file a notice of claim requires dismissal of 
pendent state tort claims against the City or its employees in a federal action. Brown 
v. Metropolitan Transportation Authority, 717 F. Supp. 257, 259 (S.D.N.Y. 1989). 
In fact, under GML §50-i(l)(b), the mere failure to plead compliance with this 
requirement mandates dismissal for failure to state a cause of action. See Alifteris v. 
American Airlines. Inc.. 63 N.Y.2d 370 (1984,/, cf. C.S.A. Contr. Corp. v. N.Y City 
Sch. Constr Auth.. 5 N.Y.3d 189, 192 (2005); Caban v. New York City Transit 
Auth.. 207 A.D.2d 287.288 (2d Dept. 1994). 

Plaintiff did not allege in his complaint that he filed a notice of claim. 
In any event, assuming arguendo that die facts of the complaint arc true, the cause of 
action against Henning accrued in the 'Kafkaesque' early morning hours of March 
27. 2002. when he allegedly placed the offending telephone call to plaintiffs home 
(III 5308). The 90-day period in which plaintiff could ftlc his notice of claim 

10 
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therefore expired on June 27. 2002. According to the Pawar Declaration, no notice 
of claim was ever filed by plaintiff, during the relevant time period or thereafter, prior 
to service and filing of the complaint. Thus, plaintiff failed to satisfy a condition 
precedent to filing a personal injury action against a City employee. 

furthermore, at no time did plaintiff move for permission to file a late 
notice of claim, nor may he do so at this juncture, because the time in which he might 
have been permitted to file a late notice of claim has already passed. The statute of 
limitations applicable to pendent state tort actions is determined by reference to the 
state's law regarding statute of limitations. Guaranty Taut Co. v. York, 326 U.S. 99 
(1943). The time in which a late notice may be filed “shall not exceed the time 
limited for the commencement of an action by the claimant against the public 
corporation." GML §50-e(5): Pierson v. City of AW York, 56 N.Y.2d 950, 954-55 
(1982). 

Under New York law-, all personal injury claims brought against a city 
or any of its officers, agents or employees must be commenced within one year and 
ninety days after the occurrence of the event upon which the claim is based. GML 
§50-i; Diggs-White v. City of New York, 306 A.D.2d 371 (2d Dept. 2003); Norr v. 
Spiegler, 72 A D.2d 20. 22-23 (I* Dept. 1980), ajfd. 53 N.Y.2d 661, (1981); 
McLaunn v. AW' Rochelle Police Officers, 373 F. Supp. 2d 385. 401 (S.D.N.Y. 



II 
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2005) The .siaiuic of limitations in GMI. §50-i is strictly construed. Galloway v. 
N. Y. C7n Police Dep 7 A.D.3d 444. 445 (I* Dept. 2004). 

Here, the statute of limitations expired on June 27. 2003. I’laintilTmadc 
no judicial application to file a late nonce of claim prior to that date. Any 
conceivable state law claims must therefore be dismissed for failure to satisfy a 
condition precedent. 

In sum. the District Coun correctly determined that the complaint failed 
to state a cause of action under the federal RICO statute, and properly declined to 
exercise pendent jurisdiction over the state claims. Even if the RICO claims should 
be reinstated by this Court, however, the dismissal of the state causes of actions 
should be affirmed. 


12 
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CONCLUSION 

m ORDER APPEALED FROM 
SHOULD BE AFFIRMED IN ALL 
RESPECTS. \\ llll COSTS. 


Dated: New York, New York 

October 12.2005 


Respectfully submitted, 

MICHAEL A. CARDOZO 
Corporation Counsel, 

Attorney for Municipal Appellee. 


BARRY P SCHWARTZ, 
DEBORAII A BRI NNI R. 
Of Counsel, 
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Plan, Ostapenko. Chief of the Investigation Office in the Department 
of Internal Affairs for Krasnodar. Russia. Pavlovna Kurilko. Chief 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


October 20, 2005 


Stanley A. Bass, Staff Counsel 

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 

40 Foley Sq., Rm 622 

New York, N.Y. 10007 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Second Circuit Court of Appeals, 04-6700-CV 


Dear Mr. Bass: 

I am moving in the above captioned case to strike the entire brief of defendants-appellees 
Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich for violation of Fed. R. 

App. P. §32 and Local Rule §32; or in the alternative, to strike various designated parts of that 
brief for violations of Fed. R. App. P. §§28, 30 and Local Rules §§11, 28 and the Blue Book’s 
legal citation system; and for monetary sanctions. 

In addition, I am requesting that various designated parts of the brief for defendant- 
appellees Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Lynn Lepofsky, Barry Night 
Manager and Flash Dancers Manager 1 to 5 be struck for violations of Fed. R. App. P. §30 and 
Local Rules §§ 11, 28 and for monetary sanctions. 

The motion also requests rejecting the brief of defendant-appellee Municipal or Detective 
Robert Henning for violating Fed. R. App. P. §32; or in the alternative, striking various 
designated parts of the brief for violations of Fed. R. App. P. §30 and Local Rules §11; and for 
monetary sanctions. 

A sentence in the defendant-appellee Alina A. Shipilina’s brief is requested to be stricken 
in violation of Local Rule §28 and the motion asks for monetary sanctions. 

Defendant-appellee Bank of Cyprus failed to file a brief for which the motion requests 
the decision below be reversed with respect to the Bank and monetary sanctions be levied. 

One copy of the motion papers is enclosed. 

Thank you for your time. 



Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 

Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 
Tel. 212 245 2222 

Anne Richter, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 

48 Wall Street 

New York, NY 10005 

Jack Sachs, Esq. 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stem, Esq. 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Deborah A. Brenner, Esq. 

Asst. Corp. Counsel-Appeals 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

100 Church St. 

NY, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg, Esq. 

283 Maple Street 

West Hempstead, NY 11552 

Tel. 516 539 2186 

Bruce A. Claugus, Esq. 

Claugus & Mitchell 

110 Wall Street 

NY, NY 10005 

Tel. 212 425 2200 

Anastasia & Nicolay Vasilyeva 

3325 South 47 Street 

Greenfield, WI 53219 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

PlainiiIT-Appellant, Docket No. 03 CV 2717 

- against - 

DECLARATION 


Flash Dancers Topless Club ct al. 

Defendant - Appel lees 

Anne P. Richter, an attorney duly admitted to practice law before the Courts 
of the State of New York and the United States Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit, declares the following statements to be true under the penalties of perjury: 

I. I am a member of the law firm of McManus, Colluru & Richter. P.C., 
attorneys for Defcndants-Appcllees. Kuba. Mundy & Associates. Nicholas J. 
Mundy and Peter Petrovich (collectively “Mundy"), in the above entitled action 
and as such I am fully familiar with all the facts and proceedings previously had 
herein. 


2. I submit this Declaration in opposition to the Plaintiff-Appellant. Roy 
Den Hollander’s ("Hollander"), Motion to Strike the Brief, or portions of the Brief, 
of Mundy, as well as. the Briefs, or portions of the Bnefs. of the other Defcndants- 
Appcllees, and for monetary sanctions, together with such other and further relief 
as this Court deems just and proper. 

I 
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I 

3. On September 28, 2004. Judge Caste! of the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of New York (the "District Court”) dismissed 
Hollander's pro xe Complaint and Supplemental Complaint, filed against a 
purported segment of the “Russian mafia” (comprised of 63 domestic and foreign 
defendants worldwide), w ith prejudice (the “Order”). 

4. Hollander subsequently filed a Notice of Appeal of the Order to this 
Court. On June 14, 2005, Hollander called me to discuss the Joint Appendix. On 
June 15. 2005, I requested, in writing, that Hollander incorporate 26 documents 
listed on tile District Court's Docket Report into the Joint Appendix. See Exhibit A 
attached to the Declaration of Edward S. Rudofsky in opposition to Hollander's 
Motion to Strike and for Sanctions. Thereafter. Hollander submitted his final 
designation of documents to be incoiporated into the Joint Appendix, which failed 
to include the documents I requested Instead, the Joint Appendix merely included 
the documents that he unilaterally selected. Although I initially requested that 
Hollander include various documents in the Joint Appendix, 1 did not object to his 
limited Joint Appendix at that time, because (a) the Rules of this Court provide that 
reference can be made to District Court Docket Report, (b) I did not want unduly 
burden Hollander with the extensive costs of such inclusion and (c) I did not want 
engage in motion practice seeking to compel Hollander to include documents that 
can simply be cited by referencing the District Court Docket Report 
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5. On August 9, 2005. Hollander filed his Brief in support of his appeal 
of the Order as well as his Joint Appendix. On October 12, 2005. Briefs were filed 
in opposition on behalf Mundy and the other Appellees. 

6. Hollander has now filed a Motion to Strike Mundy‘s Brief, or have 
certain portions of the Brief redacted, and has requested monetary sanctions. In 
summary, the basis of his application is that: (I) Mundy violated Federal Rule of 
Appellate Procedure (“F.R.A.P”) §30. Local Rule 11(e) and Local Rule 28 by 
citing documents outside the Joint Appendix, including their Memorandum of Law 
below; (2) Mundy violated F.R.A.P §28(a)(7) and Local Rule 28 by making 
remarks, irrelevant to the appeal, against Hollander; (3) Mundy violated F.R.A.P. 
§28(a)(6) as their Briefs "Statement of the Case" failed to include a proper 
description of the ease's nature, course of proceedings and disposition; (4) Mundy 
violated F.R.A.P. §32(a)(4) and Local Rule 32(a) by submitting a Brief with the 
right and top margins less than one inch; and (5) Mundy violated the legal 
citations system of the Blue Book by failing to cite specific pages when 
referencing a ease. 

7. In respect to Hollander's first assertion that Mundy improperly cited 
documents outside the Joint Appendix in violation of F.R.A.P. §30, Local Rule 
11(c) and Local Rule 28. Mundy is permitted to cite documents included in the 
record. F.R.A.P. §30(a)(2) explicitly states that "[p]arts of the record may be 
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relied on by the court or the parties even though not included in the appendix." 
Similarly. F.R.A.P. §30(b)<l) indicates that, in determining the contents of the 
appendix. "[t]he parties must not engage in unnecessary designation of parts of the 
record, because the entire record is available to the court.” F.R.A.P. § 10(aMI) 
confirms that all original papers and exhibits, including the Memorandum of Law, 
filed in the District Court arc part of the Record on Appeal. 

8. The Rules arc clear that Mundy was permitted to cite documents 
referenced listed on the District Court's Docket Report and which are part of the 
record, lienee. Hollander's frivolous attempt to shield this Court from reviewing 
the full record, w hich contains a realistic assessment of the procedural history and 
pertinent legal issues relating to this matter, should not be countenanced. 

9. Hollander's second assertion that Mundy violated F.R.A.P. §28 and 
Local Rule 28 by making remarks, irrelevant to the appeal, against Hollander is 
equally unavailing. The Brief set forth by Mundy and the facts contained therein 
arc logically arranged, concise, supported by documentary evidence and provide a 
comprehensive and realistic assessment of the facts and history related to this 
litigation. In the event Hollander disagrees with certain assertions and 
characterizations, his remedy is to address such concerns in his Reply Brief, or this 
Court can simply decide to determine his appeal without reference to such facts. 
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The remedy he requests, namely to simply strike the facts he disagrees with or 
dislikes, is improper 

10. Likewise. Hollander’s third assertion that Mundy violated F.R.A.P 
§28 by failing to set forth a proper "Statement of the Case” is meritlcss. The 
Statement of the Case set forth in Mundy’s Brief speaks for itself and provides a 
proper description of the course of proceedings related to this matter, the nature of 
the case, and the disposition below. 

11. Hollander’s fourth assertion that Mundy violated F.R.A.P. §32and 
Local Rule 32(a) by submitting a Brief with the right and top margins less than one 
inch is simply absurd and shows the extent Hollander will go to abusively litigate 
this matter. I can personally attest that the margins on the Brief submitted by 
Mundy were set in my computer at one inch on all sides. Perhaps the appellate 
printer inadvertently copied the Brief to reflect margins slightly less than one inch. 
If the Court wants the brief reprinted to correct w hat appears to be less than 1/16" 
discrepancy. We will have the brief reprinted. 

12. Lastly, Ilollander asserts that Mundy violated the legal citation system 
of the Blue Book by failing to cite specific pages when referencing a ease or 
proposition. Hollander fails to rccogni/e that Mundy cited, in certain instances, to 
eases for general propositions as opposed to specific references. In the event 
Mundy's Brief fails to include a specific page number for a particular proposition, 
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thus was inadvertent and Hollander's request that the Court reject the Brief is 
egregious. 

13. Hollander's request for monetary sanctions is patently frivolous and is 

itself a sanctionablc request. 

Dated: New York. New York 

October 28. 2005 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

----X 

ROY DEN HOLLANDER. ; 04-6700-cv 


Plaintiff* Appellant, 


■ against - 


FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, ct al. 

Defendants* Appellees 


DECLARATION 
IN OPPOSITION 
TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE. ETC. 


-X 


EDWARD S. RUDOF'SKY hereby declares the following to be true under the 
penalty of perjury; 

I* I am a member of the firm of Zane and Rudofsky, attorneys for 
defcndants-appellees Jay-Jay Cabaret Inc. d/b/a FlashDancers (sfii/a “Flash Dancers 
Topless Club”), Lynn Lepofsky. “Barry Night Manager Flash Dancers,” and “Flash 
Dancers Managers I to 5“ (collectively. "FlashDancers Appellees"), am fully familiar 
with the facts and circumstances set forth herein; and submit this declaration in 
opposition to the motion of plaintiff-appellant Roy Den Hollander, to stnke certain 
portions of the brief filed herein on behalf of the FlashDancers Appellees (“FlashDancers 
Bnef ), as well as portions of the briefs of olher defcndants-appellees. and for monetary 
sanctions 


2. In his moving papers. Mr. Hollander asserts that the FlashDancers Brief 
violates Fed R App.P. 30 by citing to documents not in the Joint Appendix and quoting 
from a memorandum of law filed in the District Court, 
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3. Mr. Hollander was requeued by counsel for the Kuba, Mundy defendants- 
appcllecs, on Iter own behalf and on behalf of declarant, to include twenty-six 1361 
designated documents in the Joint Appendix (see Fxliibil A hereto), but ultimately (and 
wrongfully) declined to do so. 

4. Be that as it may, the FlashDanccrs Brief cites to documents included in 
the Record on Appeal as specifically ocimittcd by Fed.R.App.P. 30(a)(2): " Parts of the 
reewd may bs.iriisd.ga by the mutes even though not included in the appendix " 
(Emphasis added.) 

5. In light of the portion of Fed R.App.P. 30(a)(2) expressly permitting 
reliance on “parts of the record ... even though not included in the appendix," counsel for 
dcfcndants-appdlccs were under no obligation to nusc Mr. Hollander's refusal to include 
dcfcndanls-appcllccs' requested documents in the Appendix at the CAMP Conference 
wills Staff Counsel. 

6. Memoranda of law filed in the District Court arc part of the Record on 
Appeal. See Fed.R.App.P 10(a)(1). In objecting to a quotation from a memorandum of 
law filed by the Kuba. Mundy dcfcndants-appcllocs. Mr. Hollander is confusing Fed 
R.App.P. 10(a) (I) with the portion of Rule 30(a)(2) which prohibits the inclusion of 
memoranda of law in the Appendix unless they have independent relevance. 

7. Mr. Hollander also asserts that certain assertions in the FlashDanccrs Brief 
arc (according to Mr. Hollander) untrue and irrelevant, and thereafter (likewise according 
lo Mr. Hollander) should be stricken pursuant to Local Court of Appeals Rule 28. 
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8. The 20 page-long FlashDanccr* Bnef doe* not violate Local Rule 28. It is 
"logically arranged, wilh proper headings, concise and free from burdensome. immaterial 
and scandalous matter" in accordance with Local Rule 2811). Obviously. Mr. Hollander 
disagrees with certain assertions and characterizations made in the FlashDanccrs Brief 
His remedy, however, is to address these items in his Reply Brief. Thereafter, should the 
Court, upon review, determine that any portion of the HashDanccrs Brief is untrue or 
irrelevant (as Mr. Hollander claims, but which we respectfully urge is not the case), llte 
Court will (obviously) disregard that portion in deciding the appeal, as it would in any 
other matter. 


9. Furthermore, the branch of Mr. Hollander’s motion alleging a violation of 
Local Rule 28 cannot be determined without review of the bnefs and record. 
Accordingly, in the unlikely event this branch of the motion is not summarily denied as 
mcntless on its face, it should be referred to the panel which hears the appenf 

10. The request for monetary sanctions is patently frivolous. 

WHEREFORE declarant urges the Court to deny the motion to strike in all 

respects, together with all such other, further and different relief as is just, necessary and 


Executed at New Yoik, New York 
on the 26th day of October. 2005 


d- i. cd< 




Edward S. Rudofsky 
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MU IHU.l A.C AKJKh/O 

■ On 


BY HAND 



au)mm 

ta (717) 7*14714 

J l m t m l w nvt §m 

October 28,2005 


The City of New York 
LAW DEPARTMENT 

IMIHI M HMKHI 
M V* SOUK. 'V IM*7 


United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 
Attn: Tracy Young 
40 Foley Square 
New York. N Y 10007 


Re: Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club 

Docket No- 04-6700-cv 


Dear Ms. Young: 


I am of counsel to Michael A. Cardozo. Corporation Counsel of the City of New 
York and the attorney of record for defendant-appellee Robert Henning ("the municipal 
appellee") on the above-entitled appeal We oppose appellant's motion, dated October 20. 2005, 
to strike portions of the appellees' briefs and for sanctions 

First, as to appellant's allegation that the municipal appellee's brief violated 
FRAP (30, we respectfully direct the Court’s attention to the Declaration of Edward S. Rudoftky 
Iu Opposition to Motion To Strike, dated October 26, 2005. and join in that well-reasoned 
opposition 

Appellant further contends that the municipal appellee's brief should be rejected 
because it did not contain the correct caption He docs not. however, indicate in w hat manner he 
believes the caption to be incorrect- Appended hereto are excerpts from the public docket sheet, 
setting forth the official caption for this matter We believe it to be identical to the one utilized 
in our brief. 


Respectfully submitted, 



Deborah A, Brenner 
Assistant Corporation Counsel 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Roy Den Hollander 

Appellant-Plaintiff, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 


v. 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al .„ 

Appellees-Defendants. 

---X 


REPLY 

TO FLASHDANCERS AND HENNING’S RESPONSES TO MOTION TO 
REJECT CERTAIN DEFENDANT-APPELLEES’ BRIEFS OR STRIKE 
DESIGNATED PARTS OF BRIEFS AND FOR SANCTIONS . 

Plaintiff-appellant, Roy Den Hollander, submits this Reply to (1) Flash 

Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Lynn Lepofsky, Barry Night 

Manager and Flash Dancers Manager 1 to 5 (collectively “FlashDancers”) and 

(2) Municipal or Robert Henning’s response to plaintiffs motion to strike 

certain briefs or sections of briefs and for sanctions. 

FlashDancers Response 

The Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure (“F.R.A.P.”) §27(a)(2)(B)(ii) 
requires that an affidavit submitted with a motion “ must contain only factual 
information, not legal argument” (emphasis added), and F.R.A.P. §27(a)(3)(A) 
applies this requirement to any response filed to a motion. FlashDancers’ 


1 





attorneys submitted an affidavit titled “Declaration in Opposition to Motion to 
Strike, etc.” (“ FlashDancers Opposition ”) in which they mix factual assertions 
and legal arguments in violation of F.R.A.P. §27(a)(2)(B)(ii). Plaintiff requests 
rejection of this response filed by FlashDancers’ attorneys. Since the time to 
respond under F.R.A.P. §27(a)(3)(A) has now passed, they should not be 
permitted to correct this latest violation in their continuing disregard of the rules. 

FlashDancers’ attorneys try to excuse the references in the FlashDancers 
Brief to documents not in the Joint Appendix by falsely claiming plaintiff 
wrongly declined to include them. FlashDancers Oppositon |3. To support this 
assertion, they include in FlashDancers Opposition at Exhibit A only the first of 
four letters detailing the negotiations over the Appendix. Taken together, the 
letters show that the defendants-appellees ignored their obligations under 
F.R.A.P. §30(b) in determining the contents of the Appendix: 

June 15, 2005 letter, Exhibit A : Mundy and FlashDancers’ attorneys 
designated six memoranda of law totaling 168 pages, 29 extraneous exhibits 
consisting of 54 separate documents totaling 178 pages of which 10 exhibits 
made up of 23 separate documents and 54 pages were stricken by the District 
Court, Disqualify Order p.2-2, October 27, 2004, A-151, and various orders for 
time extensions. 
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July 16, 2005 letter, Exhibit B : Plaintiff revises his designation of the 
Joint Appendix to six documents and three pages of quotes from his District 
Court Memorandum in Opposition, A 126-130, to which defendants 
subsequently agreed. In this letter, plaintiff asked whether defendants had 
finalized their designations for the Appendix following the CAMP conference 
on June 21, 2005. 

July 21, 2005 letter, Exhibit C : Mundy, FlashDancers and Shipilina’s 
attorneys stated through Mundy’s attorney “We do not have any objection to the 
documents you wish to include in the appendix ..and went on to suggest the 
inclusion of the docket entries and the notice of appeal but no other documents. 

July 23, 2005 letter [mistakenly dated July 16, 2005], Exhibit D : Plaintiff 
specifically states he is not including the extraneous documents Mundy and 
FlashDancers’ lawyers originally designated in the June 15, 2005 letter. 

F.R.A.P. §30(b)(2) requires that when the appellant informs the appellees 
that parts of their designations are unnecessary, it is the appellees’ obligation to 
advance the costs to include those designations. Not only didn’t Mundy and 
FlashDancers’ attorneys advance any cost, they didn’t even respond to the 
plaintiff denying most of their designations. Given the conduct of appellees’ 
attorneys, a reasonable man would conclude they agreed to the plaintiff’s final 
designation. A realistic man, however, would conclude they were trying to set a 
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trap by which they could use the extraneous documents they filed in the District 
Court to fabricate support for their misleading and irrelevant allegations in their 
appeal briefs—all without the cost of printing these documents in the Joint 
Appendix. In effect, their strategy is to manipulate this Court into doing their 
work for them, but if this Court chooses not to thumb through over a hundred 
pages without specific cites to check defendants’ factual allegations, they hope 
this Court will still accept their ad hominems and misrepresentations on faith 
and use them in reaching its decision. 

Under Local Rule §11(e), FlashDancers’ lawyers have an “obligation 
under F.R.A.P. §30 to reproduce in an appendix to their briefs ... exhibits ... to 
which they ‘wish to direct the particular attention of the court.’” They didn’t do 
this although they had the opportunity. 

While F.R.A.P. §30(a)(2) states: “Parts of the record may be relied on by 
the court or the parties even though not included in the appendix,” (emphasis 
added), FlashDancers’ lawyers abuse this rule that exists to prevent a procedural 
miscarriage of justice. By citing to Mundy’s Memorandum of Law in the 
District Court, which in turn refers to 21 extraneous documents totaling 114 
pages, FlashDancers’ attorneys disguise the real number of documents they rely 
on outside the Joint Appendix to five as opposed to the 21 plus three memoranda 
of law. This ruse in citing also allows them to avoid giving the page or 
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paragraph numbers for particular documents, once again shifting their work and 
expenses to the Court while making factual allegations that belong in an answer 
at the District Court level. 

The disregard of the rules by FlashDancers’ attorneys led them to citing 
three memoranda of law. Flash Dancers Brief p.2-1,2, n. 1-3, p.3-1, n. 4-5, P.9- 
1, p.13, n.9, and even arguing that a quote, FlashDancers Opposition |6, from 
Mundy’s memorandum to dismiss comparing the Complaint to a Tom Clancy 
novel, FlashDancers Brief p.2-1, had independent relevance. 

Flash Dancers’ attorneys quote Local Rule §28(1) but for some reason 
omitted the word “irrelevant.” FlashDancers Opposition ^8. That’s what this 
motion accuses them of doing by making factual allegations irrelevant to the 
issues at hand. It does not accuse them of failing to submit admissible evidence 
as they indicate with the phrase “untrue or/and irrelevant,” id. TflJ7, 8. And no, 
I’m not conceding their mountain of documents is admissible. The appeal 
before this Court is not from a summary judgment or trial verdict—no 
evidentiary hearing is needed by a panel of judges as FlashDancers’ attorneys 
request. Id. f|8, 9. The legal remedy this motion requests is not a decision on 
whether FlashDancers’ factual allegations are true, but whether their allegations 
have any place on a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) appeal—which they don’t. In an 
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appeal of a Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal, this Court restricts its inquiry to “facts 
stated on the face of the complaint, in documents appended to the complaint or 
incorporated in the complaint by reference, and to matters of which judicial 
notice may be taken.” Allen v. WestPoint-Pepperell . Inc., 945 F.2d 40, 44 (2d 
Cir. 1991); see also Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c). A search of over a hundred pages of 
documents is not necessary for this Court to reach a decision—just look to the 
Joint Appendix. 

The FlashDancers Brief exposes another ploy also used by Mundy’s 
lawyers to shift their work to this Court, hide their misleading statements and 
which, in part, made the plaintiffs motion necessary. FlashDancers’ lawyers 
rely on 14 cases, four of them are imbedded in block quotations from cases, 
which leaves 10 that they actually cite in their narrative. In seven of these 10 
cases cited, they leave out the specific pages. The incomplete citations with 
their page and paragraph locations in the FlashDancers Brief are: Old Time 
Enters p.7-2, Lubin p.8-1, Glenn p.14-3, Correa-Martinez p.14-5. The 
Dartmouth Review , p. 15-3, West 79 th Street Corp. p.15-4, In re MasterCard Int’l 
Inc, p.19-1. FlashDancers’ attorneys know better, they have Blue Books that 
call for specific page citations “to allow the reader [Court] to locate a cited 
source accurately and efficiently.” Blue Book , §§1.2 to 1.4 (17 th ed.). Yet, they 
disregard even these rules. 
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FlashDancers’ attorneys fault the plaintiff for engaging in motion practice, 
but when an opposing party violates rules of procedure, it’s better to resolve 
those violations before submitting a reply brief. 

Henning’s Response 

The City’s attorneys fault the plaintiff for not indicating in what manner 
the caption of the case on their brief in opposition is incorrect. Are they blind? 
All they need do is go to PACER, copy off the caption, Exhibit E , and compare 
it to their cover. Or they can compare the caption on the Henning cover to the 
correct one on the Mundy, FlashDancers or Shipilina briefs. 

Henning’s attorneys omitted the following defendants: Dima-Husband of 
Anastasia Vasilyeva, Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3, Stephanos-Bank Employee, 
Melios Athanasiou Agencies, IRINIS 182C Entertainment Company, Melios 
Athanasiou-Owner and CEO Melios Athanasiou Agencies and IRINIS 182C, 
Irina Athanasiou-Owner and Executive of Melios Athanasiou Agencies and 
IRINIS 182C, Marios Athanasiou-Manager Zygos and Tramps Cabarets, A. 
Charalambous-Cyprus Immigration Chief, Julia Heart Agency, Maria-Prostitute 
Recruiter for Julia Heart Agency, The Men’s Club, Mexico City, Roberto & 
Rosa Elina Quilan-Managers Men’s Club, Max Gracia Appedole, Juginta 
Raszyukevichina a.k.a. Azul, Salvador-Partner Phodes Studio, Alfredo Ibarra 
Sotelo, Mexican Organized Criminal Gang 1. 
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Henning’s attorneys list Alina A. Shipilina and Cybertech Internet Strip 
Club or Cybertech Internet Solutions as defendants when they are appellees. 

Conclusion 

The strategy of FlashDancers and Henning’s attorneys is clear: (1) make 
factual allegations that are irrelevant on the appeal of a Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal, 
(2) fill those allegations with lies, prevarications and dissemblings in the hope 
they will influence the Court, and (3) make it practically impossible for the 
Court to check these allegations by citing without page references to the mass of 
documents they filed in the District Court but failed to include in the Joint 
Appendix. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff requests FlashDancers’ attorneys submit a brief 
that redacts the sections cited in the plaintiff’s October 20, 2005 Memorandum 
of Law, pp 8 to 10, monetary sanctions levied for the violations of F.R.A.P. §30 
and Local Rule §28 and reject FlashDancers Opposition for mixing fact and 
legal arguments in its declaration in violation of F.R.A.P. §27(a)(2)(B)(ii). 

AND, the plaintiff requests the Henning Brief be rejected for filing a brief 
with the wrong case caption. In the alternative, Henning’s’ attorneys redact p.4- 
2 & 3, n.2 from their brief and monetary sanctions be levied. 

AND, if this Court rejects the Henning Brief or grants any redactions in 
the FlashDancers or Henning Briefs, plaintiff requests an extension of time from 
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November 9 to November 21 for filing his reply brief in order to make 


appropriate changes that will free up space for more complete arguments on the 

issues before this Court. 

Dated: October 31, 2005 

New York, N.Y. 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Attorney, pro se , plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Roy Den Hollander 

Plaintiff-Appellant, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 

v. 

Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al .. 

Defendants-Appellees. 

-X 

REPLY TO MUNDY’S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO 
STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENDANTS-APPELLEES’ BRIEFS OR STRIKE 
DESIGNATED PARTS OF BRIEFS AND FOR SANCTIONS . 

Plaintiff-appellant, Roy Den Hollander, submits this reply to the response 

of defendants-appellees Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy and 

Peter Petrovich (collectively “Mundy”) to the plaintiffs motion to strike certain 

briefs or sections of briefs and for sanctions. 

Mixing Facts and Legal Arguments 

The Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure (“F.R.A.P.”) §27(a)(2)(B)(ii) 

requires that an affidavit submitted with a motion “ must contain only factual 

information, not legal argument,” (emphasis added), and F.R.A.P. §27(a)(3)(A) 

applies this requirement to any response filed to a motion. Mundy’s attorneys 

submitted a declaration (“ Mundy Opposition ”), which has the same legal effect 

as an affidavit under 28 U.S.C. §1746, in which they mix factual assertions and 
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legal arguments in violation of F.R.A.P. §27(a)(2)(B)(ii). The plaintiff requests 
rejection of the response filed by Mundy’s attorneys. Since the time to respond 
under F.R.A.P. §27(a)(3)(A) has now passed, they should not be permitted to 
correct this latest in a long line of violations of the rules. 

Formatting 

Mundy’s attorneys admit that the right and top margins of their appeal 
brief are not within the requirements of F.R.A.P. §32(a)(4) and Local Rule 
§32(a).‘ Mundv Opposition ^|11. But because the plaintiff calls them on it, they 
try to turn the tables by whining about “the extent [plaintiff] will go to abusively 
litigate this matter,” id. ^jl 1. How can a plaintiff be “abusive” if he holds the 
defendants to follow the same rules that he must follow? He can’t, but that 
doesn’t stop Mundy’s attorneys from appealing to Orwellian logic when in 
reality, it is they who are abusing the rules by failing to submit a brief in the 
proper format. Plaintiff requests that their brief be rejected. 

Spinning 

Mundy’s attorneys in the Mundv Opposition not only continue to fail to 
get the Complaint’s allegations correct, but prevaricate and spin the procedural 
history of the Joint Appendix and misrepresent the Federal Rules of Appellate 
and Civil Procedure. 

1 Mundy’s attorneys claim that the margins are off by 1/16* of an inch, but it’s really 1/8* or 
2/16 th of an inch. An objective fact that they still dissemble about. 
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The Complaint does not allege the defendants are a “purported segment of 
the Russian mafia” (“the Enterprise”), Mundy Opposition |3, rather the 
Complaint’s allegations “concern a portion of the Enterprise’s activities in 
America, Russia, Cyprus and Mexico and some of its Members, the defendants, 
who are alleged to engage in money laundering, prostitution, pornography, 
white slavery .(Complaint |15, A-26, emphasis added.) And the plaintiff, 
although pro se , is also an attorney, so this RICO case is treated under the 
Court’s rules as a counseled case with no special pro se considerations. 

The history of the negotiations over the Appendix is laid out in the four 
letters included as exhibits in plaintiff’s reply to FlashDancers and Elenning’s 
responses to the Motion to Strike. Reply FlashDancers , Exhibits A-D, October 
31,2005. 

Mundy’s attorneys declare under the “penalties of perjury” that their June 
15, 2005 letter, Reply FlashDancers, Exhibit A, requested the incorporation of 
26 documents . Mundy Opposition ^|4 (emphasis added). That is false. Mundy 
and FlashDancers’ attorneys were actually designating 54 separate documents of 
which 23 had been stricken by the District Court, Disqualify Order p.2-2, 
October 27, 2004, A-151. The trick they use in misleading this Court over the 
number of documents designated is that when Mundy’s attorneys filed a paper in 
the District Court, they often included extraneous exhibits and many of those 
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exhibits had more than one document. When the 26 docket entries in the June 


15, 2005 letter are examined, what Mundy and FlashDancers’ attorneys actually 
designated were mixed legal argument and fact documents, 29 exhibits 
consisting of 54 separate documents totaling 178 pages and various orders for 
extensions of time. 2 

In the July 16, 2005 letter, Reply FlashDancers , Exhibit B, plaintiff 
revises his designation of the Joint Appendix to six documents and three pages 
of quotes from his District Court Memorandum in Opposition, A 126-130, to 
which defendants subsequently agreed. In this letter, plaintiff asked whether 
defendants had finalized their designations for the Appendix following the 
CAMP conference on June 21, 2005. 

The July 21, 2005 letter, Reply FlashDancers, Exhibit C, has Mundy’s 
attorneys saying, “We [which includes FlashDancers and Shipilina’s lawyers] do 
not have any objection to the documents you wish to include in the appendix 
...,” and goes on to suggest the inclusion of two additional documents, which 
were added, but requests no others. This contradicts the claim of Mundy’s 
attorneys that the Appendix documents were “unilaterally selected,” Mundy 
Opposition j[4. 


2 Plaintiffs Reply FlashDancers at p.2-3 mistakenly referred to six documents as legal 
memoranda when they were a mixture of legal argument and factual allegations and these 
documents did not comprise 168 pages but 20 pages. 
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In the July 23, 2005 letter [mistakenly dated July 16, 2005], Reply 
FlashDancers . Exhibit D, plaintiff specifically says he is not including the 
documents Mundy and FlashDancers’ lawyers originally designated in the June 
15, 2005 letter, except for the ones already agreed to. 

Mundy’s attorneys plead three reasons for their Joint Appendix 
nonfeasance, Mundy Opposition ^4,: (a) F.R.A.P. §30(a)(2) states “[pjarts of the 
record may be relied on by the court or the parties even though not included in 
the appendix.” This rule exists to prevent a procedural miscarriage of justice, 
not to allow attorneys to short circuit the purpose of a Joint Appendix or shift to 
this Court the expenses and burden of tracking down alleged support for 
defendants’ factual averments that don’t belong on a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) 
appeal; (b) Mundy’s attorneys didn’t want to “burden” plaintiff with the costs— 
no, they didn’t want to burden their clients with the cost. F.R.A.P. §30(b)(2) 
requires that when the appellant, here the plaintiff, informs the appellees, here 
the defendants, that parts of their designations are unnecessary, it is the 
appellees’ obligation to advance the costs to include those designations 
(emphasis added); and (c) Mundy’s attorneys didn’t want to engage in motion 
practice because, according to them, documents can simply be cited that are in 
the Docket Report. If that were the case, then there would be no need for a Joint 
Appendix or any Appendix as required by F.R.A.P. §30. 
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Further, Local Rule §11(e) places on Mundy’s lawyers an “obligation 
under F.R.A.P. §30 to reproduce in an appendix to their briefs ... exhibits ... to 
which they ‘wish to direct the particular attention of the court.’” They didn’t do 
that, and the real reasons were (a) to shift their work to the Court, (b) shift their 
expenses to the Court, (c) consume the plaintiffs time and reply brief space with 
refuting their factual allegations that belong in an answer before the District 
Court, and (d) finesse this Court of Appeals into using extraneous material to 
reach a decision by including in their appeal brief these misleading defense 
allegations for which they point for support, usually without specific page cites, 
to hundreds of pages of documents, many unauthenticated. 3 “[T]he defendants 
seek to argue the merits ... in the context of a 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss, which 
is not the purpose of the motion.” T.S. Haulers. Inc, v. Town of Rivcrhcad , 190 
F.Supp.2d 455, 464 (E.D.N.Y. 2002)(citing see Villager Pond Inc, v. Town of 
Darien , 56 F.3d 375, 378 (2d Cir.1995). 

Mundy’s attorneys object that by the Motion to Strike, the plaintiff is 
engaging in a “frivolous attempt to shield this Court from reviewing the full 
record....” Mundv Opposition ^[8. If this Court wants to read the hundreds of 
pages of documents filed by defendants, including documents the District Court 

struck, or thumb through them to find the specific location of Mundy’s alleged 

3 The Mundv Brief ends up citing to over 35 documents of more than 380 pages not in the 
Joint Appendix and many not even designated in the Mundy June 15, 2005 letter, such as their 
two memoranda of law in the District Court that totaled 148 pages. 
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support for their defense allegations, that’s its privilege. But to be fair to the 
plaintiff, he should be granted additional space in his reply brief and time to 
counter these irrelevant averments on this Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) appeal and 
reimbursed the cost of the Joint Appendix, since under Mundy’s argument, Joint 
Appendices are superfluous—all attorneys need do is cite generally to a district 
court docket entry number. 

Mundy’s attorneys at Mundv Opposition f 10 argue in effect that if the 
“Statement of the Case” contains the elements required in F.R.A.P. §28(a)(6), it 
can also be packed with vitriolic vituperative attacks on the opposing party and 
misleading factual allegations that are irrelevant to an appeal of a complaint’s 
dismissal. Just because F.R.A.P. §28(a)(6) requires “thou shah” rather than 
“thou shall not,” 1 doubt that even former President Clinton would construe it to 
allow the inclusion of the type of matter that Mundy’s attorneys do. 

Furthermore, their calumnies and irrelevancies still violate Local Rule §28. 
Scandalous 

The Mundv Opposition ^9 inappropriately omits part of the application of 
Local Rule §28 to the Mundv Brief . Plaintiffs motion specifies the sections of 
the Mundv Brief that violate Local Rule §28 because they are “irrelevant” and 
those sections that breach the rule for being “scandalous” by using many ad 
hominem vilifications of the plaintiff in the defendants’ strategy of litigation by 
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character assassination. To be sure there are some overlaps: scandalous is often 
irrelevant, but irrelevant not always scandalous. Still, the Memorandum of Law 
in plaintiffs motion at pp 4-3 to 6-1 delineates which sections of the Mundv 
Brief violate which. The response of Mundy’s attorneys simply ignores their 
briefs name-calling. 

The Bluebook 

The case citations for which Mundy’s attorneys fail to provide specific 
pages, Mundv Brief p.44-1, p.39-2 ( Ideal Steel) and p.34-3 ( Lerner ), are not, as 
they claim, for general propositions but specific law: what constitutes a 
compensable RICO injury, proximate cause for exposure of or failing to assist in 
RICO acts and the RICO standing requirements. Mundy’s attorneys also failed 
to include specific pages for an additional eight cases cited, Mundv Brief p.32-4 
to p.33-1, but did include in parentheses what they claimed were the specific 
propositions those case supported concerning what didn’t constitute “business” 
or “property” under RICO. Once again their strategy is to transfer their work 
and cost to this Court and overburden their opponent with tracking down their 
citations. 


Sanctions 
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Finally, Mundy’s attorneys use their favorite word “frivolous” again in 
describing plaintiffs request for sanctions and claim that by making such a 
request is itself “sanctionable.” The plaintiff-attorney has spent around 30 hours 
on this motion and incurred mailing costs that would not have been necessary 
had Mundy’s attorneys not tried to play fast and loose with the rules. Rules of 
procedure exist not just for the efficient administration of justice but to protect a 
person’s due process rights under the Constitution. When attorneys try to game 
the system by picking which rules they will follow and which ones they will 
ignore, it not only wastes everybody’s time, but if successful, makes suspect the 
system of justice. 

Conclusion 

This reply requests that the Mundv Opposition , Mundy’s attorneys 
response to the Motion to Strike, by rejected for improperly mixing facts and 
legal arguments in an affidavit they label a “Declaration.” 

In addition to the relief requested in plaintiffs Motion to Strike 
Memorandum of Law, if the Mundv Brief is not rejected out right for formatting 
errors, Mundy’s attorneys be required to provide the specific page cites for all 
the cases they cited without such. 

In the event this Court rejects the Mundv Brief or grants any redactions, 
plaintiff requests an extension of time from November 9 to November 21 for 
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filing his reply brief in order to make appropriate changes in its draft that will 
free up space for more complete arguments on the issues before this Court. 


Dated: November 2, 2005 

New York, N.Y. 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Attorney, pro se , plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


December 28, 2005 


Stanley A. Bass, Staff Counsel 

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 

40 Foley Sq., Rin 622 

New York, N.Y. 10007 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Second Circuit Court of Appeals. 04-6700-CV 


Dear Mr. Bass: 

In October 2005,1 submitted a Motion to Strike various briefs or sections of briefs and 
for sanctions. The return date on the motion was noticed as November 8, 2005, Exhibit A . The 
motion has not yet been decided although oral argument is scheduled for January 26, 2006. 
According to the Committee on Federal Courts of the Association of the Bar of the City of New 
York, Appeals to the Second Circuit , p. 50 (8 th ed, 1997) “Except in the most unusual of cases 
[of which this is not one], by Friday afternoon of the same week, all motions have been 
decided.” 

It is now over seven weeks since the return date and the assignment on November 3, 

2005 of the motion to the panel that will decide the appeal. Oral argument depends on the briefs 
and documents before the Court, but until the decision of the motion, those briefs and documents 
are unclear. It seems logical and also a matter of due process that the motion be decided at a 
reasonable time before oral argument on the appeal. 

Do you have any indication as to when the Motion to Strike will be decided and is this 
delay nonnal? 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Edward S. Rudofsky, Esq. 
Zane & Rudofsky 
601 West 26 St., Ste. 1111 
New York, NY 10001 



Tel. 212 245 2222 


Anne Richter, Esq. 

McManus, Collura & Richter, PC 

48 Wall Street 

New York, NY 10005 

Jack Sachs, Esq. 

111 John St., Ste. 1504 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel. 212 233 1400 

Nelson Stem, Esq. 

964 Third Ave., 5 th FI. 

New York, NY 10155 
Tel. 212 223 8330 

Deborah A. Brenner, Esq. 

Asst. Corp. Counsel-Appeals 
Special Fed. Litigation Div. 

100 Church St. 

NY, NY 10007 
Tel. 212 788 0775 

David L. Feinberg, Esq. 

283 Maple Street 

West Hempstead, NY 11552 

Tel. 516 539 2186 

Scott S. McKessy, Esq. 

Reed Smith LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue 
NY, NY 10022 
Tel. 212 521 5400 

Anastasia & Nicolay Vasilyeva 
3325 South 47 Street 
Greenfield, WI 53219 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

SUMMARY ORDER 

THIS SUMMARY ORDER WILL NOT BE PUBLISHED IN THE FEDERAL REPORTER 
AND MAY NOT BE CITED AS PRECEDENTIAL AUTHORITY TO THIS OR ANY 
OTHER COURT. BUT MAY BE CALLED TO THE ATTENTION OP THIS OR ANY 
OTHER COURT IN A SUBSEQUENT STAGE OETIIIS CASE, IN A RELATED CASE. OR 
IN ANY CASE FOR PURPOSES OF COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL OR RES JUDICATA. 

At a Hated term of the United State* Court of Appeal* for the Second Circuit, held at the 
United State* Courthouse, Foley Square, in the City of New Y'ork, on the }rd day of February. 
Two thowiand and (in. 

PRESENT: 

HON PIERRE N. LEVAL 
HON SONIA SOTOMAYOR, 

Circuit Judges. 

HON MARK R. KRAVITZ. 

District Judge ' 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER, 

Plaintiff-Appellant, 



FLASH DANCERS TOPLESS CLUB, ct al„ 
Dtfrndana-Apptlltts 

.X 


FOR PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT: ROY DEN HOLLANDER. New York, New York. 

pro st 


' The Honorable Mark R. K ravin. United State* Duirtct Judge (or [he Diitnct of 
Connecticut, sitting by designation 
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FOR DEFENDANTS-APPELLEES: ANNE P. RICHTER. McManus Collura & Richter 

P.C. (Bradley E. Dubin, on the brief). New Yoek, 
New York. for Defendants -Appetites Nuba, klundy 
A Associates. Nicholas J. Munity and Peter 
Petrovtch. 

JACK SACHS. New York. New York, for 
Defendant-Appellee Alloa A. SbipHina 

EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY, Zone and Rudofrky 
(Charles F- Aadrud, on the brief). New York. New 
York.^iw Defendants Apfsellces Jay-Jay Cabaret. 
Inc db'a Plashdancers. sJhAs "Plash Dancers 
Topless Club, “ Lynn Lepofsky. ~Barry Night 
Manager Flash Dancers ” and "Flash Dancers 
Managers I to S.“ 

DEBORAH A BRENNER, Asstskuit Corporation 
Counsel (Michael A. Cardoeo. Corporation Counsel 
of the City of New York. Barry P. Schwartz. on the 
brief). New York. New York ifor the Municipal 
Defendants-Appeliees. 

DAVID L FEINBERG, West Hempstead, New 
York, for Defendant- Appellee Cybertech Internet 
Solutions. Inc. 

LANCE GOTTHOFFER, Refsl Smith LLP. New 
York, New York, for Defendant-Appellee Bank of 
Cyprus Ltd. 

UPON DUE CONSIDERATION it is hereby ORDERED, ADJUDGED. AND 
DECREED that the judgment of the United States District Court for the Southern District of New 
York (Cartel. J.) is AFFIRMED. 

Plaintiff-appellant Roy Den Hollander appeals from a September 2K, 2004 order 
dismissing pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) Hollander's claims for civil 
remedies under Ibc Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organisations Act (RICO), 18 U.S.C 
H 1961-68, and denying leave hi amend the complain!. We assume (he parties’ familiarity with 
the facts of the case, the relevant procedural background, and the issues on appeal 

Wc review a district court’s grant of a motion to dismiss pursuant in Rule 12(bX6) de 
novo, construing the complaint in the light most favorable to the plaintiff aid accepting its 
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allegations astrue. Desiano v. Warner-Lambert Co, 326 K.3d 339,347 (2d Cir. 2003). “A 
complaint should not be dismissed for failure to Male a claim unices it appears beyond doubt that 
the plaintiff can prove no set of facta in support of Ins claim which would entitle him to relief ” 
Todd v. Exxon Carp , 275 F 3d 191,197-98 (2d Cir. 2001) (citations and quotation marks 
omitted) 

I. Injury to Business or Property and Protimatr Causation 

Section 1964(c) of Tide 18 authonzes suit by “Ia)ny person injured in his business or 
property by reason of a violation of 5 1962." Thus, a RICO plaintiff "only has ttondingif, and 
can only recover lo the extent that, be has been injured in bis business or property by the conduct 
constituting the violation." Srdima. S.P.R.L v. Imrtx Co . Inc., 473 U.S. 479.496 (1985) Tbia 
injury must be proximatcly caused by the predicate acta of the RICO violation ire lamer v. 
Heel Bank. NA. 318 F.3d 113,120 (2d Cir. 2003). 

We base held that "the RICO pattern or acta proximatcly cause a plaintiffs injury if they 
are a substantial factor in the sequence of responsible causation, and if the injuiy is reasonably 
foreseeable or anticipated os a natural consequence " Ifrcht v. Commerce Clearing Haute. Inc.. 
897 F.2d 21.23-24 (2d Cir 1990) Thus, we base ollirmed the dismissal under Rule !2<bX6) of 
a RICO complaint where the alleged injunct were proximatcly caused not by the alleged 
racketeering violations, but by the public exposure of those activities or their discovery by the 
victim and the consequences of that exposure or discovery, See In re Am Express Co. Sholden 
Ling., 39 F.3d 395,400 (2d Cir. 1994) (holding dial injury to American Expresa shareholders 
following disclosure of a scheme to discredit a competitor was not a foreseeable result of that 
scheme, although the disclosure resulted in business injury to American I xprcsa); Burdick v Am 
Express Co.. 865 F 2d 527, 529 (2d Cir. 1989) (holding that a plaintiff fired by the defendant 
company after he complained about racketeering activities and refused to participate in them 
could not show proximate causation, even though their actions allegedly interfered with his 
"ability... to earn a living for himself and deprived him of his job). 

Hollander's complaint deals primarily with damages stemming from the investigation he 
undated, including "|l)oss of profits from the plaintiff's law and consulting business from 
cessation of normal work ns the result of. the plaintifTs ongoing investigation of the 
Enterprise’s Scheme"; "(b)usincss interruption expenses of $50,000". "1l]os$ of business 
opportunities of 5150.000" and expenses of the investigation. These arc die costs of Hollander’s 
acts, nut the defendants' RICO violations Indeed, as die district court notrxl, die conspirators 
allegedly tried to present Hollander from investigating them, and thus from incurring die 
expenses he claims as damages. 

One of the loti profit allegations appears to involve more than just |bc investigation: 

"Loss of profits from the plaintiffs law and consulting business . (him cessation of normal 
work at a result of the initial success of the Enterprise s Scheme in defrauding the plaintiff into 
arranging for Member Alina Shipthna to enter the U.S and. subsequendy. the plaintiff s ongoing 
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■motivation of the Enterprise's Scheme." (emphasis added). We take it that Hollander alleges 
■hat he ceased business while helping to arrange Shipilina's immigration, and that he lost money 
because he could have been gainfully employed instead of making those arrangements Even if it 
was the criminal syndicate's intent lo (nek Hollander into "arranging for Member Alina Shtpilina 
to enter the U S.." il was not the object of the conspiracy to cause him lo cease work and thereby 
lose profits in order to make those arrangements 

Other allegations involve efforts to "thwart" Hollander's efforts, via his investigation and 
this litigation, to recover unspecified injuries to his business “Funds from racketeering activities 
have been used to build a litigation war chest to fund fraudulent prooccdinp against the plaintifT 
and fraudulently defend against legitimate proceedings ..“. "Funds from racketeering activities 
have been used to bribe public employees into subverting the proper administration of the 
low ... so as lo thwart the plaintiff s efforts to rectify the Enterprise's harm done to his business 
reputation and goodwill." These allegations involve injury to the administration of law. which of 
course is nut compensable under RICO, and the hindrance of the plaintiffs efforts to repair other 
damages But injuries caused not by the alleged racketeering violations, be! by the discovery of 
those actions and the consequences of that discovery, arc not cognizable damages under RICO 
Sre In re Am Express Co S'holders Ulig.. 39 F.3d at 900; Burdtek, 80$ F,2d at 529, 

Finally, the complaint also contains concluaory allegations that claun damages to 
financial Interests, but do not specify bow racketeering activities caused those damages 'The 
plaintiff has suffered damages to his business and financial inlaests by the use of funds from 
racketeering activities to finance the Enterprise's Scheme " The predicate net* committed ui 
furtherance of the Enterprise's Scheme against the plaintiff have caused damages to his business 
and fuuuicial assets as well as imperiled his safety, life, liberty and right not to live in fear " 

These paragraphs allege that damages to financial interests have been caused, but make no 
factual allegation from which an inference of proximate cause could reasonably be drawn 
Merely restating the requirements of RICO ui the form of an allegation does not suffice to stale a 
claim without some factual allegation from which proximatriy caused financial injury may be 
inferred See In re An Express Co. S'holders Utig., 39 F.3d at 400 n.3 C(\V jhilc the complaint 
docs cursorily assert that American Express was a victim of the RICO defendants' acts and dial 
these acts were the proximate cause of American Express's alleged injuries, dime concluaory 
allegations of the legal status of the defendants' acts need not be accepted as true tot the purposes 
of ruling on a motion lo dumiai."}- 

Nor does the Supplemental Complaint indicate any damages to buancss or property 
prnximoicly caused by racketeering violations. It alleges that the "additional illegal activities 
recounted in dui supplemental complaint have increased the harm to the plaintiffs business and 
property by causing loss of profits, business interruption expenses, loo of business opportunities 
and damage lo the plaintiff s reputation and good will in the amount of SIOO.OOO “ Il (ails lo 
indicate how the alleged activities, principally threats against him and abuses of the justice 
system in response to his lawsuit, damaged his husmess in any direct way Thus. Hollander has 
tailed lo state a claim under RICO. 
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II. Lean lo Amend 

Hollander alio challenges the district court's dental of leave to amend the complaint We 
review (he district court's denial of leave lo file an amended complaint for abuse of discretion 
Milanese v. Rust-Oleum Carp , 244 F.3d 104,110 (2d Cir 2001). Leave to file an amended 
complaint "shall be freely given when justice so requires." Fed R Civ. P. 15(a). Although "it is 
rvc that such leave should be denied, especially when there has been no poor ■nendment." 
RlcdutlvNYC Transit Auth ,m F2d 119, m(2dClr. 1991) (citation, oiratied). it is "well 
established that leave to amend a complaint need not be granted when amoulmenl would be 
futile” Ellis v Chao, 336 F 3d 114.127 (2d Cir. 2003). 

In In rt Tamoxifen Citrate Antitrust Lilig.. 429 F.3d 370 (2d Cir. 2005) ifTamaxifen~), 
we considered a cursory request for leave to amend “which appeared in a footnote in the middle 
of |lhc ptnmtlfTs'l bncf opposing the defendants' motion to dismiss." 1 Id n 1401 The additional 
allegations proposed by the plaintiffs on appeal were legally insufficient Ui state a claim on which 
relief could be granted, and so we found that any amendment would have been futile and that the 
denial of leave was not an abuse of discretion Id For the same reasons. Hollander's request for 
leave to amend was property denied 

Hollander argues that, if allowed to amend his complaint, he would "make clear lo even 
the District Court" that although the court found Hollander's damage allegations to stem from his 
investigation of the scheme Sc ginning m 2000, m fact "Hollander did not discover the Scheme 
until two years lata in July 2002." This amendment would not help Hollander's ease, however, 
because he has failed to allege any injury to his business or property promti-slcty caused in 2000, 
in 2002, or at any other time, 'll appears beyond doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts 
in support of his claim which would entitle him to relief," Tamoxifen, 429 F M at 404-05 
(quoting Contev V Gibson, 35S U.S. 4!. 45-46 (1957) (alterations omitted)), and so the denial of 
leave was not an abuse of discretion See id 


' The district court ruled in its opinion that '1p]laintifT made no request to file an 
amended Complaint m the event the motions to dismiss were granted." Hollander asserts that 
this is incorrect, citing to a document tn the joint appaidts labeled "luccrjns from Plaintiffs 
Memorandum of Law m Opposition lo Certain Defendants' Motion to Dismiss." One of the 
"excerpts” states, 'If this Court dismisses the Complaint or part of rt under Kule 12(b)(6). then 
the plaintiff requests leave to amend " We have no reason to doubt that there "excerpts" 
accurately reproduce the filing in question The district court thus appears to have erred in 
finding that leave to amend had not been requested. 

Despite this error, the court engaged tn a full analysis of whether I cove was appropriate, 
and concluded that "[cjvcn the most liberal reading of the Complaint aid Supplemental 
Complaint fuls to indicate that, howeva restated, any valid claim would survive " As discussed 
shove, because Hollander has failed on appeal to identify any additional allegations he eoukl 
make that might render his claim viable, the denial of leave was not an shine of discretion 
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III. Conclutloo 

For the foregoing rami, the judgment of the district court i» hereby AFFIRMED The 
pending motion to strike material in the appellees' briefs is DENIED. 


FOR TllF COURT 

ROSEANN B MACKEdllNIE, Clerk 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 


Hollander. 


Appellants. 


- against - 

Flash Dancers, ct al.. 


Appellees. 


No. 04-6700-CV 


-X 

DECLARATION OF EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR EXTENSION 
OF TIME TO SERVE REPLY BRIEF 

(IM C*rO 

EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY hereby declares the following to be true 
under the penalty of perjury: 

1. I am a member of the firm of Zane and Rudofsky, attorneys for 
appellees Flash Dancers Topless Club. Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Lynn 
Lepofsky, Barry, Night Manager Flash Dancers and Flash Dancers 
Managers I to 5 (“Flash Dancers Appellees”); am familiar with the matters 
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set fonh herein; and submit this declaration in support of Appellees' motion 
to extension of time to serv e and file the bill of costs. 

2. Attached hereto is the itemized and verified bill of costs on 
behalf of the Flash Dancers Appellees, including the itemized bill of the 
Appellate Printer attached hereto and incorporated herein. 

3. I am advised by the Clerk of the Court that the within itemized 
bill of costs was required to be served no later than February 17. 2006. 

4. I was attending a Bar Association meeting in California when 
the Clerk’s written notification regarding the submission of an itemized bill 
of costs was received and due to several sets of motion papers and briefs 
required to be filed in several other matters, immediately following my 
return to New York. I did not sec this item until Tuesday. February 21. 2006. 

5. I respectfully apologize to the Court for my inadvertence in this 
regard. 

6. There will be no prejudice to any party by the granting of the 
relief sought herein. 
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7. I have not contacted the appellant regarding this motion. In 
light of his pro se status and the nature of his claims. I do not feel that it 
would be appropriate to discuss this matter with him. 

WHEREFORE, declarant requests that the Court grant an extension 

of time to file the within itemized and verified bill of costs to and including 

the dale of the Court Order and that the Clerk be directed to accept the same 

for filing as of that date. 

Executed under the penalty of perjury 
at New York, New York on the 22“ d 
day of February, 2006 

vc. 

Edward 


3 




file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/ro)^een-scammed.co.uk/littpdocs/appflshcst.litm[9/28/2019 9:48:52 PM] 



appflshcst 




ITEMIZED AND VERIFIED BILL OF COSTS 


United Stale* Court of Appeals 
For the Second Circuit 


HUIJUDU 


Docket No. M -‘ roo " 


hash nuan 


Appellees Flask Dancers Topless Clok. Jap-dap Cabaret, lac.. I pan lepofskp. 
, barep. Ilpkt Manager Flask Dancers, ana Flask Dancers Managers I to S 
counsel for (kora loaf tar *F lack Oaacars Appal teas' | rrspectfuiu 

submits, pursuant to Rule 39 c) of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure the within 
bill of costs and requests the Clerk to prepare an itemized statement of coats taxed against 

•be appellant_and in favor of the r I ash Dancers Appellees _ for 

insertion m the mandate 

Docketing Action ..... 

Costs of printing appendix (necessary copies_).. 

Costs of printing brief (necessary copies _. ws.si 

Costs of printing reply brief (necessary copies > .. 

(VERIFICATION HERE) i *»ti cxmtift unra nc mmuit of mutart mat nc AAO« 

COSTS AM ACCUDATT AMD IMt MCfSSACILT IMCUMttD. 
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Press of Fremont Payne, Inc. 

Appellate Printers Since 1890 
50 Broad Street, Suite 537 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 966-6570 Fax: (212) 941-0956 
e-mail: fremontpayne@aol.com 


October 19, 2005 
ORDER # 37905-B 

TO: Zane & Rudofsky 

The Starietl l.chigh Building 
601 West 26lh Street, Suite 1111 
New York, New York 10001 


Federal Tux ID * 13-5325*30 



For Reproducing 30 Copies of Brief of Defendants-Appellees; 


1« 25 Covers Covers Set and Printed - Two-Sided 

5 Additional Covers Printed @ .95/Cover 

25 Pages Duplicated @ S5.25/Page 

5 Additional Copies @ . 12/Copy 

30 Books Bound @ 52 00/Book 

Served and Filed 10/12/05 (7) 

* 95.00 

4.75 
131.25 
15.00 
60.00 
-196.09, 


... 41200 
8.375% Tax .... m u 

TOTal . $ 446 51 


-iMtMBta v, American Organized Crime r.taiy i , n l" 

Counsel: Edward S. Rudofsky 
Charles F. Axelrod 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Roy Den Hollander 

Appellant-Plaintiff, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 


v. 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al .. 

Appellees-Defendants. 

..-------X 


AFFIRMATION OF FACT IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT FLASH 
DANCERS’ REQUEST—AFTER THE DEADLINE HAS PASSED—TO 
FILE A BILL OF COSTS AND AFFRIMATION IN SUPPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 


I, Roy Den Hollander, am the attorney plaintiff-appellant, am familiar with 
the matters within, submit this affirmation in opposition to defendant-appellee 
Flash Dancers’ request—after the deadline has passed—for an extension of time to 
file a bill of costs and submit this affirmation in support of a motion for sanctions 
against Flash Dancers’ attorneys, the firm of Zane and Rudofsky. 

1. The Second Circuit’s Summary Order in this case was entered February 
3, 2006. 

2. Flash Dancers’ attorneys had until February 17, 2006 to serve and file a 
bill of costs—they didn’t. 
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3. The three member firm of Zane and Rudofsky blames its nonfeasance on 
a trip to California by Mr. Rudofsky and his overlooking a decision by the Second 
Circuit that was mailed to him, recorded in the New York Law Journal and listed 
on this Court’s Pacer web site. 

4. Zane and Rudofsky now seek that this Court punish plaintiff-appellant 
for that law firm’s failure to perform its duty towards its client Flash Dancers. 

5. Zane and Rudofsky’s also seek that this Court charge plaintiff-appellant 
for more expenses then allowed: the bill improperly inflates the number of copies 
necessary and inappropriately includes delivery charges for serving and filing. 

6. Granting Zane and Rudofsky’s motion for an extension of time will 
prejudice plaintiff-appellant to the amount of $446.51 that will be levied against 
him in violation of his due process rights as protected by the F.R.A.P. just to 
absolve Zane and Rudofsky of their negligence. 

7. In order to respond to Zane and Rudofsky’s motion, plaintiff-appellant 
was required to put in six and one half hours of work to draft, serve and file his 
opposition and incurred transportation and mailing expenses. 

WH E REFORE, plaintiff-appellant Hollander requests that this Court: 

(1) deny defendant-appellee Flash Dancer’s motion for an extension of time to file 
the submitted bill of costs after it was due; 
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(2) provide affirmative relief against the firm of Zane and Rudofsky in the form of 


sanctions for its obvious failures to abide by F.R.A.P. and the Local Rules that 
have wasted this Court and plaintiff-appellant’s time and caused unnecessary 
expenses; and 

(3) schedule oral argument on Zane and Rudofsky substantive motion and plaintiff- 
appellant’s motion for sanctions. 


Executed under the penalty of perjury. 

Dated: New York, New York 

February 27, 2006 


Attorney plaintiff-appellant 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 Street, 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 


3 



UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Roy Den Hollander 

Appellant-Plaintiff, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 

v. 

Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al .. 

Appellees-Defendants. 

-X 

MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO FLASH DANCERS 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE BILL OF COSTS 

The plaintiff-appellant, Roy Den Hollander, strongly opposes any extension 

of time for Flash Dancer’s attorneys, the firm of Zane and Rudofsky, to submit a 

bill of costs after the time allotted for filling has already passed. 

Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure (“F.R.A.P.”) § 39(d)(1) states “A 

party who wants costs taxed must —within 14 days after entry of judgment—file 

with the circuit clerk ... an itemized ... bill of costs.” (Emphasis added). “Must” 

means to be obliged, required, compelled or commanded to do something. 

American Heritage Dictionary, 2d College Ed. The three member firm of Zane 

and Rudofsky failed to comply with the rules. 

Mr. Rudofsky tries to excuse the violation of this rule on a trip he took to 

California and inadvertently overlooking a decision by the Second Circuit that was 

mailed to him, recorded in the New York Law Journal and listed on this Court’s 
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Pacer web site. (Rudofsky Declaration ^ 4). Mr. Rudofsky works for a three 
member firm—he is not a sole practitioner. Exhibit A . It seems unlikely that 
when Mr. Rudofsky is out-of-town or dealing with other cases, his firm does not 
have any procedures in place to prevent legal deadlines from falling due without 
appropriate action. At the very least someone must open his mail and keep him 
apprised of court decisions, as was the case here since the notification as to the 
submission of costs accompanied the Second Circuit’s Summary Order. 

Of course, Zane and Rudofsky may not have procedures in place for tracking 
cases or may have failed to execute them—but that is not the fault of the plaintiff- 
appellant. Zane and Rudofsky are simply trying to shift the consequence of their 
negligence onto the plaintiff-appellant by asking this Court to suspend the F.R.A.P. 
for that firm’s mistake. This is not fair, and violates the plaintiff-appellant’s due 
process rights as protected by the F.R.A.P. The Plaintiff-appellant does not 
represent Flash Dancers— Zane and Rudofsky do! What harm may flow to Flash 
Dancers because of its attorneys nonfeasance is not the fault of plaintiff-appellant. 

Mr. Rudofsky claims there will be no prejudice to any party by allowing for 
an extension of time. (Rudofsky Declaration ^ 6). That’s false! The plaintiff- 
appellant will be prejudiced to the amount of $446.51 that will be levied against 
him in violation of his rights under the F.R.A.P. just to absolve Zane and Rudofsky 
of their mistake. 
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Mr. Rudofsky not only asks this Court to off-load the consequences of his 


error onto the plaintiff-appellant but also to excuse his other violations of the local 
rules. 

Mr. Rudofsky claims he failed to contact the plaintiff-appellant before 
making his motion for an extension of time because “[i]n light of [plaintiff- 
appellant’s ]se status and the nature of his claims [Mr. Rudofsky did] not feel 
that it would be appropriate to discuss the matter with [the plaintiff-appellant].” 
(Rudofsky Declaration 7). Plaintiff-appellant is an attorney representing himself; 
therefore, this is not a pro se case under the Court’s rules but a “counseled” case. 
Mr. Rudofsky knows that. He also knows that throughout these proceedings, the 
lead attorneys for the defendants, Bradley E. Dubin and Anne P. Richter, have 
contacted the plaintiff-appellant numerous times on various matters. Those 
discussions have always been courteous, professional and without rancor. To the 
extent that Mr. Rudofsky implies his failure to contact the plaintiff-appellant was 
because it would somehow result in a difficult situation or be inappropriate is false, 
and he knows that. 

Mr. Rudofsky’s bill of costs violates this Court’s requirements as set out in 
the letter from Clerk Roseann B. MacKechnie, Exhibit B . “[D]elivery charges,” of 
papers should not be included in a bill of costs, Exhibit B( 8), but Mr. Rudofsky 
included such costs under “Service and Filed (7)” in the amount of $106, Exhibit 
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C. In addition, only the number of “necessary copies” should be included in a bill 
of costs, Exhibit B(6), which in this case were 26 not 30 as claimed by Mr. 
Rudofsky, Exhibit C. 

In conclusion, appellant-plaintiff Hollander requests that this Court: 

(1) deny defendant-appellee Flash Dancer’s motion for an extension of time to file 
the submitted bill of costs after it was due; 

(2) provide affirmative relief against the firm of Zane and Rudofsky in the form of 
sanctions for its obvious failures to abide by F.R.A.P. and the Local Rules that 
have wasted this Court and the plaintiff-appellant’s time and caused unnecessary 
expenses; and 

(3) schedule oral argument on Zane and Rudofsky substantive motion and the 
plaintiff-appellant’s motion for sanctions. 

Dated: February 27, 2006 

Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Attorney, plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Hollander, : 

Appellants, : 

- against - : No. 04-6700-CV 

Flash Dancers, ct al„ : 

Appellees. : 

-X 

DECLARATION OF EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY 
IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 

EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY hereby declares the following to be true 
under the penalty of perjury: 

I. I am a member of the firm of Zane and Rudofsky, attorneys for 
appellees Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Lynn 
Lepofsky, Barry, Night Manager Flash Dancers and Flash Dancers 
Managers 1 to 5 (“Flash Dancers Appellees”); am familiar with the matters 
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set forth herein; and submit this declaration in response to appellant's 
motion for sanctions dated February 27,2006. 

2. Appellant's opposition to the underlying motion and appellant's 
own motion for sanctions are meritless. The Flash Dancers Appellees 
clearly incurred printing expenses for their brief on the appeal and clearly 
would have been entitled to timely submit a Bill of Costs as a matter of 
right. The only additional relief requested in Flash Dancers Appellees' 
motion was permission to do so “out of time.” Whether that motion is 
granted or not, it is clearly not sanctionablc. 

3. In point of fact, prior to making the motion for leave to submit 
a Bill of Costs “out of time” I contacted the Clerk’s Office and was 
instructed that such a motion was not only a proper motion but the only 
method for seeking permission to file a late Bill of Costs. 

4. The itemized and verified Bill of Costs submitted clearly 
discloses the printer's charges. It is declarant's understanding that, should 
the relief requested in the underlying motion be granted, the Clerk will 
determine the allowable items and grant the Bill of Costs accordingly. 


2 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/flshcstrply.lltm[9/28/2019 9:48:54 PM] 



flshcstrply 


5. The present motion by appellant only underscores the 
correctness of the judgment not to contact him prior to moving for relief. 
We have no wish to debate with appellant the question of who opens 
declarant's mail when declarant is traveling or other such petty issues. 

6. Declarant has been an honorable member of the Circuit Court 
Bar and practitioner in this Court for more than thirty (30) years. If the 
Court feels that declarant’s forthright explanation for the delay in submitting 
a Bill of Costs is inappropriate or insufficient, declarant understands that the 
Court will deny the underlying motion. However, what appellant 
apparently does not understand is that declarant has a right to have the Court 
pass on the reasonableness of declarant's explanation for the delay, and that 
the making of the underlying motion in no way prejudiced appellant (who 
would have unquestionably been responsible for the Bill of Costs, to the 
extent allowed, had it been timely presented). 

WHEREFORE, declarant requests that the Court (a) deny the motion 
for sanctions, and (b) grant the requested extension of time to file an 
itemized and verified bill of costs to and including the date of the Court 
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Order and that the Clerk be directed to accept the same for filing as of that 
date. 

Executed under the penalty of perjury 
at New York, New York on the 8th 
day of March, 2006 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Roy Den Hollander, 

Appellant-Plaintiff, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 


v. 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al .. 

Appellees-Defendants. 

..-------X 


AFFIRMATION OF FACT IN REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’S 

MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 


I, Roy Den Hollander, am the attorney plaintiff-appellant, am familiar with 
the matters within and submit this affirmation in reply to Edward S. Rudofsky’s 
opposition to plaintiffs motion for sanctions. 

1. The issue for sanctions is not whether the Flash Dancers clients of Zane 
and Rudofsky incurred costs in printing their appeal brief, but whether the costs of 
the motion practice intentionally engaged in by Mr. Rudofsky as a result of his 
firm’s negligent failure to file a bill of costs on time should be bom by the plaintiff 
and this Court? The plaintiff believes it should not because no man should be 
allowed to escape the costs flowing from his own wrong, which is what negligence 
is. 
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2. Mr. Rudofsky tries to shift his responsibility for the costs of a motion to 
absolve him of his negligence onto the Clerk’ Office. Rudofsky Opposition 3. 

As “an honorable member of the Circuit Court Bar and practitioner in this Court 
for more than thirty (30) years,” Rudofsky Opposition ^ 6, he should know by now 
that the Clerk’s Office role is not to opine on whether a motion is “proper,” 
Rudofsky Opposition f 3, or sanctionable—that decision is for the judges. The 
Clerk’s Office provides information on procedural options within this Court; it 
does not render judgments or make decisions for counsel. Mr. Rudofsky had the 
option to avoid wasting this Court and the plaintiffs time with a meritless motion, 
but he—not the Clerk—chose not to. 

3. As for Mr. Rudofsky’s inclusion of additional expenses in his bill of costs 
that are not permitted, he once again tries to shift to the Clerk’s Office his 
responsibility and, in this instance, the work necessary for obeying the rules of this 
Court. Mr. Rudofsky claims it is up to the Clerk—not him—to weed out the 
allowable costs from the printers bill he submitted. Rudofsky Opposition 4. If 
that were so, then why did the Clerk go to the trouble of drafting and sending with 
the Summary Order a letter to counsel listing specifically which items can be 
included and those that cannot as well as including a specific form to be used, 
which Mr. Rudofsky didn’t use or follow. Plaintiff’s Motion Sanctions Exhibit B. 
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Mr. Rudofsky’s failure to do the work required of him, or, worst, his scheme to slip 
unallowable costs by this Court and the plaintiff is grounds alone for sanctions. 


4. Mr. Rudofsky declares that his firm’s inabilities to track cases when he is 
on vacation are “petty issues.” Rudofsky Opposition | 5. Negligence by an 
attorney that results in missing a deadline under a court’s rule is never petty. 

5. What we have in Mr. Rudofsky’s bill of costs motion and his opposition 
to plaintiff’s sanction motion is not a law firm that got caught in a force majeure 
but rather a firm that shuts down when one of its three members is voluntarily in 
California because of an inept system or no system for tracking cases. That is not 
the fault of the plaintiff or this Court, and it is unbefitting of a long-time 
practitioner before this Court to blame everyone else for his firm’s mistakes. 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff requests sanctions for Mr. Rudofsky’s 
intentional efforts to engage in unnecessary motion practice not because of a force 
majeure but rather to shift the blame for his firm’s negligence onto others, 
including this Court, and to have them bear the costs of his mistakes. 


Executed under the penalty of perjury, 

Dated: New York, New York 

March 11, 2006 Attorney plaintiff-appellant 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 Street, 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 


Roy Den Hollander, 

Plaintiff-Appellant, 


v. 


Docket No. 04-6700-cv 

PETITION REHEARING 
EN BANC 


American Organized Crime Gang 1, Flash Dancers Gangster 1, California Pimp, 
Other American Lap-Dancing Clubs, Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan, 
Russian Organized Crime Boss, Asypyan Criminal Association, Volchok, aka 
Woolfy-Russian Organized Crime Member, Raketa, aka Rocket-Russian 
Organized Crime Member, Albatross Club, Russian Organized Crime Social C, 
Alexey Smolin, Russian Organized Crime Member, Baraev Islamic Terror and 
Crime Clan, Ostapenko, Chief of the Investigation Office in the Department of 
Internal Affairs for Krasnodar, Russia, Pavlovna Kurilko, Chief of the 
Inquest Office in Department of Internal Affairs for Krasnodar, Russia, Oksana 
Viktorovna Borisova, Investigator in the Inquest Office in the Department of 
Internal Affairs for Krasnodar, Russia, Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House, 
Tatyanna Vasilyeva, Dmitri Morosov, Rey, Krasnodar, Russia, Pimp, Inessa A. 
Shipilina, Vladimir Gavrilovich Minchenko, Vice Rector Krasnodar State 
Academy, Phodes Studio Co., Leonid Perlin, President Phodes Studio Co., 
Tanya, Phodes Studio Prostitute, Vladimir of St. Petersburg, Albatross Club 
Gangster 1, Krasnodar Briber 1, Krasnodar State Academy Thugs 1 and 2, 
Russian Criminal Gangs 1 to 5, Chechen Criminal Gangs 1 and 2, Dima 
Husband of Anastasia Vasilyeva, Krasnodar Prostitutes 1 to 3, Stephanos-Bank 
Employee, Melios Athanasiou Agencies, IRINIS 182C Entertainment Company, 
Melios Athanasiou-Owner and CEO Melios Athanasiou Agencies and IRINIS 
182C, Irina Athanasiou-Owner and Executive of Melios Athanasiou Agencies 
and IRINIS 182C, Marios Athanasiou-Manager Zygos and Tramps Cabarets, A. 
Charalambous-Cyprus Immigration Chief, Julia Heart Agency, Maria-Prostitute 
Recruiter for Julia Heart Agency, The Men’s Club, Mexico City, Roberto & 
Rosa Elina Queilan-Mangers Men’s Club, Max Gracia Appedole, Juginta 
Raszyukevichina a.k.a. Azul, Salvador-Partner Phodes Studio, Alfredo Ibarra 
Sotelo, Mexican Organized Criminal Gang 1, 

Defendants, 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Cybertech Internet Strip 
Club Network, Lynn Lepofsky, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Barry, Night Manager 
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Flash Dancers, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy, Peter Petrovich, 
Alina A. Shipilina, aka Chipilina aka Angelina, Marc L. Paulsen, Bob Henning 
New York City Police Detective, Anastasia Vasilyeva, John Madison, or John 
Pierre, Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5, Bank of Cyprus, 

Defendants-Appellees. 


PETITION FOR REHEARING EN BANC 

The three-judge panel 1 presided over by J. Sonia Sotomayor has ruled that 
a bill of costs can be filed late without a showing of good cause, which conflicts 
with the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure §§ 39(d)(1) & 26(b) and Apex 
Oil Co. v. Belcher Co. of N.Y.. Inc. . 865 F.2d 504, 505 (2d Cir. 1989), so 
consideration by the full court is therefore necessary to secure and maintain 
uniformity of the Court’s decisions. 

ARGUMENT 

Fed. R. App. P. 39(a)(d)(l) requires the prevailing party to file a bill of 
costs within 14 days after entry of judgment with the Circuit Clerk. The 
Summary Order in the civil RICO case Hollander v. Flash Dancers . 2006 U.S. 
App. Lexis 2781 or 2006 WL 267148, Docket 04-6700 Civ., was entered on 
February 3, 2006 and the prevailing party, appellee Flash Dancers, moved on 
February 23, 2006 to file its bill of costs late. Judge Sotomayor’s panel granted 


1 The other judges are the Hon. Pierre N. Leval, Circuit Judge, and Hon. Mark R. Kravitz, 
District Judge. 
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Flash Dancers motion by denying appellant Hollander’s objection to the late 

filing of Flash Dancers’ bill of costs. Exhibit A. Panel Orders 

This Court has the “discretion to relieve movants from the 14-day 

timeliness requirement of Rule 39 upon showing of just cause.” Apex Oil Co. , 

865 F.2d at 505. That “discretion” is based on Fed. R. App. P. 26(b), which 

allows the circuit courts to enlarge time limits prescribed by the Federal Rules of 

Appellate Procedure “for good cause shown.” Denofre v. Transportation Ins. 

Rating Bur., 560 F.2d 859, 860 (7 th Cir. 1977). 

The issue is whether Flash Dancers has shown “just” or “good” cause for 

filing its bill of costs after the 14-day time period expired? 

The declaration of Flash Dancer’s attorney states the reason for the late 

filing on a trip voluntarily taken and an office mistake: 

“I was attending a Bar Association meeting in California when the 
Clerk’s written notification regarding the submission of an 
itemized bill of costs was received and due to several sets of 
motion papers and briefs required to be filed in several other 
matters, immediately following my return to New York, I did not 
see this item until Tuesday, February 21, 2006. Exhibit B, 

Declaration of Edward Rudofsky 14 . 

The Clerk’s written notification about filing a bill of costs was mailed with the 
Summary Order on February 3, 2006. 

Flash Dancer’s attorney has practiced before this Court for over thirty 
years, belongs to a three member firm, Exhibit C, Zane and Rudofsky, and is 
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most likely familiar with the Second Circuit’s website that lists the rules of 
procedure and includes PACER for retrieving information on specific cases, 
which can be accessed by internet from California. This combination of 
experience with Second Circuit procedures, the benefit of having a firm that 
presumably tracks its cases, although in this situation was inattentive, and global 
access to Second Circuit information does not support a finding of “just” or 
“good” cause for noncompliance when compared with the decisions in other 
cases. 

Second Circuit: Where an automatic stay prevented the prevailing party 
from timely filing a bill of costs in the Court of Appeals because the losing party 
was in bankruptcy, this Court ruled that the prevailing party should have made a 
motion in the bankruptcy court for relief from the stay within 14 days of 
judgment entry. Apex Oil Co. v. Belcher Co. of N.Y., Inc.. 865 F.2d 504, 505 
(2d Cir. 1989). This Court stated, “[w]e see no reason why the bankruptcy of 
the losing party on appeal should result in a windfall time enlargement for the 
prevailing party .... This holding is not only consistent with Rule 39 but also 
provides a bright-line test.” Id. at 505-06. 

Fifth Circuit: After an appeal was remanded back to the district court, the 
prevailing party failed to timely file its bill of costs. The Fifth Circuit labeled 
the prevailing party’s attempt “to lay blame for its own failings at the doorstep 
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of the district court [as] pure sophistry.” Religious Technology Center v. 
Liebreich , 98 Fed. Appx. 979, 987 (2004). 

In another Fifth Circuit case, one of the prevailing parties moved 10 days 
after the deadline for an extension of time to file its bill of costs. The attorneys 
argued they had “inadvertently misplaced the blank Bill of Costs form that 
accompanied their copy of the opinion” and they had not become aware of Rule 
39(d)’s 14-day period until receiving a motion from another prevailing party. 
Sims v. Great-West Life Assur. Co. . 941 F.2d 368, 370 (5 th Cir. 1991). The 
Fifth Circuit found that “[t]hese are patently insufficient reasons to demonstrate 
good cause to enlarge the time limits in question.” Id. at 370 (citations omitted). 

Good cause for filing a bill of costs late was found when the prevailing 
party, due to Christmas mailing delays, did not receive the Circuit’s opinion 
until after the 14-day period had expired. Knoblaugh v. C.I.R., 752 F.2d 125, 
128 (5 th Cir. 1985). Flash Dancers’ attorney does not say when his firm received 
the Second Circuit’s opinion, but it was mailed on February 3, 2006—well after 
the traditional Christmas delays. 

Seventh Circuit: In Denofre v. Transportation Ins. Rating Bur. . 560 F.2d 
859, 861 (7 th Cir. 1977), the Court of Appeals stated, “[t]he fact that the attorney 
of record was absent from his office [out of town on other matters] during the 
relevant times [14-day period] does not save the situation [motion to file late]. 
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We do not think that good cause is shown to enlarge a time period expressly 
specified in the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure [previously 39(c)] by the 
mere in attendance to the daily chores in one’s law office, particularly by a firm 
of fourteen lawyers.... If attention had been given promptly to incoming matters 
which ... involve deadlines, there was sufficient time at least to have filed within 
the fourteen days a motion for extension of time....” 

Ninth Circuit: Good cause existed for the late filing of a bill of costs due 
to circumstances beyond counsel’s control that delayed receipt of the court’s 
opinion as a result of the shutdown in aviation, including U.S. Postal flights, 
following 911. Tickmor v. Choice Hotels International. Inc. . 275 F.3d 1164, 
1165 (9 th Cir. 2002). 

In another case, the Ninth Circuit ruled, “in attendance to office chores 
and good faith mistakes are not sufficient to show good cause.” Mollura v. 
Miller , 621 F.2d 334, 335(9 th Cir. 1980). In Mollura , counsel for the prevailing 
party moved to file a bill of costs late because of a law office mistake in 
calendaring. The court held the “mere averment of mistake is insufficient under 
these circumstances to show good cause.” Id. at 336. “Claims for costs should 
be filed promptly after the entry of judgment. Rule 39(d)’s ... definite time limit 
must be scrupulously observed by litigants.” Id. at 336 (citation omitted). 
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Finding good cause “merely from a mistake in calendaring or from in attendance 


to office chores, would seriously undermine the policy of the rules.” Id. 

CONCLUSION 

A busy schedule hardly constitutes good cause for failing to comply with 
the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. Plaintiff-appellant requests reversal 
of the panel’s order allowing Flash Dancers to file a bill of costs late because its 
attorney of record was volitionally out-of-town and the attorney’s three-member 
law firm was in attentive to office chores. 


Dated: May 23, 2006 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 
Attorney, plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 

995-5201 

New York, NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 


May 22, 2006 


Satisha Gibbs 
Case Manager 
Clerk’ Office 

U.S. Court of Appeals, Second Circuit 
40 Foley Sq., 18 th Floor 
New York, N.Y. 10007 

Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Second Circuit Court of Appeals, 04-6700-CV 


Dear Ms Gibbs: 

Apparently, there is some continuing confusion over the “Petition for Rehearing 
En Banc” that I filed on March 24, 2006. I had assumed this Court’s granting of my 
April 4, 2006 motion had resolved the confusion, but it has not. 

The April motion requested the Second Circuit to direct you to docket my 
“Petition for Rehearing En Banc,” which you had refused to do under the mistaken belief 
that petitions for rehearing en banc only applied to appeal decisions rather than “other 
proceedings” in the Second Circuit. Fed. R. App. P. § 35(a). The April motion was not, 
as the docket incorrectly indicates at 4/4/06, a motion for leave to file a late petition for 
rehearing of my appeal. 

The March 24, 2006 Petition for Rehearing En Banc states in paragraph one that it 
concerns the panel’s order granting defendant Flash Dancers leave to file its bill of costs 
late. It does not request a rehearing en banc of the panel’s February 3, 2006 Summary 
Order denying my appeal from the District Court. Since the March 24, 2006 Petition for 
Rehearing En Banc concerns the panel’s orders granting Flash Dancers leave to file a bill 
of costs late (April 11, 2006) and denying my opposition (March 15, 2006), the only 
orders required under Local Rule 35(a) are those two. Both are attached in Exhibit A of 
my second set of papers for Petition for Rehearing En Banc that includes the required 
change in caption that we discussed on Friday, May 19th. The April 11, 2006 order 
granting Flash Dancers’ motion was not included in the March 24, 2006 Petition for 
Rehearing En Banc because the order was not docketed until after the filing of the 
petition. 
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The second set, which includes the full caption, is, as the original set, less than 15 
pages, excluding material not counted under Rule 32, and is, as the original set, properly 
numbered with the exhibits following the argument and noted by letters in ascending 
order. 


Finally, the applicable Rule is § 35 En Banc Detennination, not Rule § 40: 
Petition for Panel Rehearing. I was not and am not requesting a rehearing by the panel. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC Chief Deputy Clerk, Thomas W. Asreen 


UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
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FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

---—x 

Roy Den Hollander, 

Appellant-Plaintiff, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 

AFFIRMATION OF FACT 

v. 

Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al .. 

Appellees-Defendants. 

-X 

Affirmation in Support of a Motion Requesting this Court to Direct its 
Case Manager Satisha Gibbs to Docket a Petition for Rehearing En 
Banc of a Panel’s Decision Permitting the Late Filing of a Bill of Costs 
Without a Showing of Good Cause. 

I, Roy Den Hollander, am the attorney plaintiff-appellant, am familiar 
with the matters within and submit this affirmation in support of this motion 
requiring the Second Circuit’s case manager, Satisha Gibbs, to docket a 
petition for rehearing en banc of a panel’s decision to allow the late filing of 
a bill of cost without a showing of good cause. 

1. On March 15, 2006, a panel 1 of this Court granted defendant Flash 
Dancers’ motion to file a bill of costs after the time period for submitting 
such had expired. Exhibit A. Panel Order . 

2. On March 24, 20006, appellant Hollander submitted a petition for 
rehearing en banc requesting this Court to review the panel’s granting of 

1 Hon. Sonia Sotomayor, Pierre N. Leval, Circuit Judges, Hon. Mark R. Kravitz, District Judge. 
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Flash Dancers’ motion on the grounds that it conflicts with the decision of 
another panel of this Court set out in Apex Oil Co. v. Belcher Co. of N.Y., 
Inc. , 865 F.2d 504, 505 (2d Cir. 1989), which requires a showing of good 
cause for enlarging the time limits prescribed in the Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. Exhibit B, Cover page of petition for rehearing en banc. 

3. On March 29, 2006, Satisha Gibbs, the case manager for the above 
captioned case, mailed appellant Hollander a notice stating: 

“This will advise you that we received and filed the petitiin (sic) for 
rehearing .... Upon review we have determined that it does not comply with 
the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure or Second Circuit Rules in the 
following manner: 

Missing information: Motion to file late petition for rehearing. 

You are hereby notified to submit 1 original and 4 copies of the 
motion to file petition late to this office not later than 4/12/2006.” Exhibit 
C, Gibbs’ Notice . 

4. Ms. Gibbs clearly confused the petition as one referring to the 
panel’s Summary Order disposing of this case’s appeal from the District 
Court, which was entered on February 3, 2006. Any petition for rehearing 
of the Summary Order would have been out of time on March 24 th and 
required an accompanying motion to file late. 

5. The petition that was filed on March 24 th , however, did not request 
review of the Summary Order but rehearing of the panel’s decision to grant 
Flash Dancers’ motion to file a bill of costs after the deadline had expired. 
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This reason for the petition is stated in the first sentence of its first 
paragraph. Exhibit B, Cover page of petition for rehearing en banc . 

6. On March 31, 2006, at approximately 4:40 PM, appellant 
Hollander telephoned Ms. Gibbs who emphatically said that a petition for 
rehearing en banc was not permitted for requesting a review of the panel’s 
decision on Flash Dancers’ motion. 

7. Ms. Gibbs then instructed appellant Hollander to file a motion, not 
a petition, requesting that the panel review its decision of Flash Dancers’ 
motion. 

WHEREFORE, Ms. Gibbs’ interpretation of the Rules of Appellate 
Procedure is inaccurate as set out in the attached Memorandum of Faw and 
appellant Hollander, by this motion, requests: 

(1) This court instruct Ms. Gibbs to docket the petition for rehearing 
en banc as originally filed with the date of filing as March 24 th ; 

(2) This Court rescind Ms. Gibbs’ order to file an additional motion, 
whether to request a late filing of the petition or to request the panel’s 
review of its decision; and 

(3) Appellant Hollander be awarded costs in time of four hours at 
$150 an hour and money for copying and mailing of $13.20 for a total of 
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$613.20 in making this motion that should never have been necessary in the 
first place. 

Executed under the penalty of perjury. 

Dated: New York, New York 

April 3, 2006 


Attorney plaintiff-appellant 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 Street, 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 


UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Roy Den Hollander, 

Appellant-Plaintiff, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 


v. 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al ., 

Appellees-Defendants. 

-X 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

The Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure § 35(a) states, “A majority 
of the circuit judges who are in regular active service may order that an 


6 





appeal or other proceeding be heard or reheard by the court of appeals en 
banc.” (Emphasis added). Case Manager Gibbs failed to docket appellant 
Hollander’s “Petition for Rehearing En Banc” (“Petition”) because it did not 
request a rehearing of this case’s appeal but rather a rehearing of the panel’s 
decision granting a motion. A panel’s decision on a motion is clearly within 
the statutory words of “other proceeding.” 

Fed. R. App. P. § 46(c) states, “Cases and controversies shall be heard 
and determined by a ... panel ... unless a hearing or rehearing before the 
court en banc is ordered by a majority of judges ....” The motion order that 
is the subject of appellant Hollander’s Petition grows out of a case before 
this Court, Hollander v. Flash Dancer, ct al. . and involves a controversy over 
whether a panel of this Court can enlarge time limits prescribed by the Rules 
of Appellate Procedure without good cause and in contradiction of another 
panel’s decision in Apex Oil Co. v. Belcher Co. of N.Y., Inc. , 865 F.2d 504, 
505 (2d Cir. 1989). 

An intra-circuit conflict can only be resolved by a Court of Appeals 
sitting en banc, see Tornav v, U.S.. 840 F.2d 1424, 1427 n.3 (9 th Cir. 1988); 
therefore, appellant Hollander’s Petition provides the only way of 
conforming this Court’s decisions on whether the deadlines of the Appellate 
Rules require a showing of good cause for any time extensions. Case 
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Manager Gibbs’ refusal to docket appellant Hollander’s petition prevents 
this Court from securing and maintaining uniformity of its decisions. 

Dated: April 3, 2006 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 
Attorney, plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


June 30, 2006 


Chief Judge John M. Walker, Jr. 

U.S. Court of Appeals, Second Circuit 
40 Foley Square 
New York, N.Y. 10007 


Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
Second Circuit Court of Appeals, 04-6700-CV 


Dear Chief Judge Walker: 

I am the appellant in the above captioned civil RICO case. This letter is my fourth 
attempt to have the case manager docket a Petition for Rehearing En Banc of a decision of a 
motion that allowed for the late filing of costs by one of the successful appellees. 

A panel 1 of this Court upheld a Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal by the Southern District Court on 
February 3, 2006. Appellee Flash Dancers subsequently requested that it be allowed to move for 
costs after the 14-day deadline for making a cost motion had passed. Fed. R. App. P. § 39(d)(1). 
I opposed the motion for failure to show “good cause” for the delay. The panel granted Flash 
Dancers’ motion to file late along with some of its requested costs. 

On March 24, 2006,1 filed a Petition for Rehearing En Banc requesting this Court to 
review the granting of Flash Dancers’ motion on the grounds that the decision conflicts with the 
“good cause” requirement of another of this Court’s panel in Apex Oil Co. v. Belcher Co. of 
N.Y.. Inc. . 865 F.2d 504, 505 (2d Cir. 1989), and cases in other circuits. 

Case manager Shatisa Gibbs refused to docket the Petition claiming that petitions for 
rehearing en banc were not pennitted to request the review of a panel’s decision on a motion and 
were only allowed to review a panel’s decision of an appeal. However, Fed. R. App. P. § 35(a) 
states, “A majority of the circuit judges who are in regular active service may order that an 
appeal or other proceeding be heard or reheard by the court of appeals en banc.” (Emphasis 
added.) 


1 The panel judges were Hon. Sonia Sotomayor, Hon. Pierre N. Leval, Circuit Judges, and Hon. Mark R. Kravitz, 
District Judge. 



On April 4, 2006,1 moved this Court to instruct Ms. Gibbs to docket my Petition for 
Rehearing En Banc of the panel’s decision on the Flash Dancers’ motion. Exhibit A . Motion for 
Gibbs to Docket Petition. Ms. Gibbs incorrectly docketed the motion as one for leave to file late 
a petition for rehearing. On April 11, 2006, this Court granted my motion, thereby requiring Ms. 
Gibbs to docket my Petition for Rehearing En Banc. Exhibit B . Court Order. 

Unfortunately, Ms. Gibbs still refuses to docket the Petition. In a telephone conversation 
of May 19, 2006, Ms. Gibbs raised additional objections to docketing the Petition and directed 
me to comply with Fed. R. App. P. § 40 when the appropriate rule was § 35. The only objection 
she presented that carried some validity was the Petition’s cover should include the full caption. 

I complied by submitting to Ms. Gibbs another original and 24 copies of the Petition, this time 
with a full caption, and providing Deputy Chief Clerk Arseen with a copy of my cover letter to 
Ms. Gibbs. Exhibit C . Cover Letter to Petition Copies. The petitions were delivered to Ms. 
Gibbs on May 30 th , but, as of June 30 th , the Petition has still not been docketed. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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August 25. 2006 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq, 

545 East 14"' Street 
New York, New York 10009 

Re: Roy Den Hollander v. Flash Dancers Topless Club 
C/O No.04-6700 

Dear Mr. Hollander. 

Chief Judge Walker forwarded your letter dated June 30, 2006, to me for 
response 

First of atl. I would like to apologize for the delay in getting your petition for en 
banc review to the Court. There was apparently some initial confusion as to whether 
such a petition for en banc review was permitted as of right from the denial of a 
procedural motion. However, the Court granted your motion for en banc review in an 
order dated Apnl 11, 2006. Following the grant of that motion, your petition should 
have been sent to the full Court. One of our case managers, however, improperly 
delayed transmission and your petition for en banc review was not docketed until June 
5, 2006. It is now with the full Court and we will notify you as soon as the full Court 
issues its decision. 

Again, I apologize for the delay In the handling of your motion. I have spoken to 
Ms. Gibbs, the case manager who was responsible for the delay, and explained to her 
how this case should have been processed I sincerely regret the inconvenience this 
case has created for you, but I trust that future expenences at the Second Circuit will 
be more satisfactory Should you ever have questions or problems in the future, please 
do not hesitate to call me My direct line is 212-857-8599 

Thank you for your patience 


vew truly yours. 

C J fUaMu( 

— /Lucille Carr 

Chief of Operations 
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Dale: 

Docket Number: 04-6700-cv 

Short Title: Hollander v. Flash Dancers 

DC Docket Number: OJ-cv-2717 

DC: SDNY INEW YORK C1TY> 

DC Judee: Honorable P. Castcl 


Al a stated term of the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, held at the Daniel 
Patrick Moynihan United States Courthouse. 500 Pearl Street, in the City of New York, on the 3 1 ‘day of 
/tagorTtu o thousand six. 

„ . . . AUG 31 ?006 

Plaintiff-Appellant, \ \ 

♦n,,. ^ 

v - S ^aNDClB^ / 


Roy Den Hollander. 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network 
Lynn lepofsky, Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. Barry, Night Manager Flash Dancers, Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates. Nicholas J Mundy. Peter Petrovich, Alina A Shipilina, aka Chipilina aka Angelina, 
Marc L Paulsen. Bob Henning, Anastasia Vasilyeva. John Madison, or John Pierre. New York 
City Police Detective, Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5 and Bank of Cyprus. 


Defendants-Appellees 

A petition for panel rehearing and a petition for rehearing cn banc having been filed herein by the appellant 
Roy Den Hollander. Upon consideration by the panel that decided the appeal, it is Ordered that said petition 
for rehearing is DENIED. 

It is further noted that the petition for rehearing en banc has been transmitted to the judges for the court in 
regular active service and to any other judge that heard the appeal and that no such judge has requested 
that a vote be taken thereon. 


For the Court, 

Roscann B. MacKcchnic. Clerk 

Bv: — 

Motion Staff Attorney 
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No. 05-10635 


In The 

Supreme Court of the United States 


Roy Den I lollamlcr. 

I’elitianer. 

m 

Rash Dancers Topless Club, ct al. 

ArymAvih 


m i TON FOR « KI T OF CERTIORARI 
TO TIIE CNITED STATES COIRT OF AITIAI.S 
FOR THE SECOND CIRC I IT 


Roy Den Hollander 

Attorney. /trt> it pettlionct 

545 East 14* Street. Apt I0D 
New York. N Y 10000 
Td (212) 095-5201 


Petition for Certiorari Preface 


Petition for Certiorari Facts and Arguments 
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Case No. 05-10635 


In the 

Supreme Court of the United States 


Roy Den Hoixander, 

Petitioner, 

-AGAIN ST- 

Ki.ash Dancers Topless Club, et ai_. 
Respondents. 


Memorandum in Opposition to Petition 
for Writ Certiorari to the 
United States Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit 


Zane and Rudofsky 
Attorneys for Respondents 
The Starrett it high Building 
601 West 26'" Street, Suite 1111 
New York, New York 10001 
(212)245-2222 
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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Rule 29.6 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, counsel for respondents Jay-Jay Cabaret. Inc. d/b/a Flashdanccrs, 
s/h/a “Flash Dancers Topless Club," Lynn Lepofsky, “Barry- Night Manager 
Flash Dancers" and “Flash Dancers Managers 1-5" hereby states that 
respondent Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc. has no parent corporation and that no 
publicly-held corporation owns any shares of stock of respondent Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc. 


Respectfully Submitted. 

ZANF. and RUDOFSKY 
The Starrett Lehigh Building 
601 West 26* Street, #1111 
New York 10001 
(212)245-2222 



Attorneys for Respondents Jay-Jay 
Cabaret. Inc., etc.. Lynn Lepofsky. 
"Barry-Night Manager Flash 
Dancers " and"Flash Dancers 
Managers l-S" 
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MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR 
WRIT Of CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES 
COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 


This short form memorandum in opposition to the petition for 
certiorari is respectfully submitted on behalf of respondents Jay-Jay Cabaret, 
Inc. dVa Flashdancers. s/h/a Flash Dancers Topless Club, Lynn Leposky, 
"Barry - Night Manager Flash Dancers" and “Flash Dancers Managers I -5” 
in accordance with the procedure outlined in Stem ct al. Supreme Court 
Practice: 8 1 * 1 Edition . § 6.37(d). pp. 460-461, and Appendix IV, p. 1037 
(•"Short Forms of Opposition to Certiorari”). 

Petitioner seeks discretionary Supreme Court review of an Order of 

the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit,_F.3d_, 

2006 U.S.App. LEXIS 2781, 2006 WL 267148 (Feb. 3. 2006) (Uval and 
Sotomayor, CJJ., and Kravitz. D.J.), affirming an Order of the United States 


2 

_ _i 
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District Court for the Southern District of New York (Castel, DJ .), 
dismissing petitioner's claim for civil remedies under Racketeer Influenced 
and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO), IS U.S.C §§ 1961-1968. pursuant to 
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), for failure to state a claim for 
which relief can be granted. 

The Supreme Court “has traditionally expended its limited time and 
resources on those cases that present issues of national importance..." (Stem 
ct al. Supreme Court Practice: S' 11 F.dilion . $ 4.2, p. 223). This is clearly not 
such a case. We annex hereto the entire dismissed Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint, asserting a total of 988 patently incredible 
allegations against 67 defendants. In an effort to make his case seem 
reasonable and capable of review, petitioner has disingenuously included 
only 307 (31%) of these allegations in the appendix to his petition. 
However, his complaint (as supplemented) must be read in its entirety in 
order to understand the incredible nature of the allegations which the District 
Court faced in trying to ascertain which accusations were “well pleaded" and 
should be credited for purposes of Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6). 
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No District Court should be expected to have to deal with such 

patently vexatious and unreasonable litigation, particularly filed “pro se" by 

a member of the bar.’ As the First Circuit so aptly stated in Conea-Maninez 

v. Amllaga-Bclcndcz. 903 F.2d49(l“Cir. 1990): 

In the menagerie of the Civil Rules, the tiger patrolling the courthouse 
gates is rather tame, but “not entirely... toothless."* ** Despite the 
highly deferential reading which we accord a litigant's complaint 
under Rule 12(b)(6), we need not credit bald assertions, periphrastic 
circumlocutions. unsubstantiated conclusions, or outright 
vituperation. *** Moreover, the rule docs not entitle a plaintiff to 
rest on "subjective characterizations" or conclusory descriptions of "a 
general scenario which could be dominated by unplcadcd facts." *** 

We understand that, for pleading purposes, the dividing line between 
sufficient facts and insufficient conclusions "is often blurred." *** But 
the line must be plotted: 

It is only when such conclusioas are logically compelled, or at 
least supported, by the stated facts, that is, when the suggested 
inference rises to what experience indicates is an acceptable 
level of probability, that 'conclusioas' become 'facts' for 
pleading purposes. 

[Citatioas omitted; emphasis added.] 


Any nouon u to petitioner's good faith is quickly dispelled by review of Ins public 
website, www.roviiiidaliiu.com . which he has tilled “Stupid Fmaamr Fool: The 
mm comedy of mi A men can lawyer and 11 Russian nufia prostitute." and has 
dedicated 'To Mother. May She bum in Hell " 
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WHEREFORE, wc urge the Court to deny the petition for certiorari. 

Respectfully submitted, 

EDWARD S. RUDOFSKY 
ZANE and RUDOFSKY 
The Starrett Lehigh Building 
601 West 26* Street. #1111 
New York 10001 
(212)245-2222 



Attorneys for Respondents Jay-Jay 
Cabaret. Inc., etc.. Lynn Lepofsky. 
"Barry-Night Manager Flash 
Dancers " and"Flash Dancers 
Managers 1-5" 
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REPLY BRIEF TO RESPONDENT FLASH DANCERS OPPOSITION TO 


PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI 
TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 


Once again the defendant-respondent Flash Dancers is attempting to avoid 
the legal issues by resorting to its strategy of litigation by personal destruction. 
Flash Dancers and the other respondents had frequently unleashed their canons of 
misinformation and character assassination in the lower courts, and now Flash 
Dancers does the same in this Court with its Opposition Memorandum (“ Flash 
Dancers Opp. ”F 

Flash Dancers and its attorneys’ aim is clear: use ad hominems to shut down 
the argument and marginalize the plaintiff so that they do not have to argue the 
merits—try the person, not the issues. Character assassination and misinformation 
has all too often been successful for the unscrupulous by hiding their nefarious 
deeds under the cloak of patriotism, religion or other popular views depending on 
the particular time period in America’s history. Flash Dancers is attempting the 


same tactic by trying to stir emotions against the petitioner in order to deflect 




attention from the legal issues before this Court that arose from Flash Dancers’ 
RICO violations. 

Flash Dancers’ attorneys forget that the purpose behind the Bill of Rights, 
and of the First Amendment in particular, is to protect unpopular individuals from 
retaliation—and their ideas from suppression—at the hand of an intolerant society. 
McIntyre v. Ohio Elections Commission. 514 U.S. 334, 357, 115 S.Ct. 1511, 1524, 
131 L. Ed. 2d 426 (Stevens, J.)(1995). “The proponents of the First Amendment 
... were determined that every American should possess an unrestrained freedom 
to express his views, however odious they might be to vested interests whose 
power they might challenge." Feldman v. United States , 322 U.S. 487, 501, 64 
S.Ct. 1082, 1089, 88 .Ed 1480 (Black, J. dissenting) (1944). 

Respondent Flash Dancers openly operates a sexual bazaar in Times Square, 
New York City, which hardly puts it in a position to claim the allegations against it 
in this case are “subjective characterizations or conclusory descriptions,” Flash 
Dancers Opp. . p. 4. A quick scan of Flash Dancers website, 
www.flashdancersnyc.com , reveals just some of the respondent’s sordid activities. 
The site has been tamed down a great deal since this case started in the federal 
courts. Previously, the site sold pornography, escorts and the viewing of live sex 
acts over the internet in the same manner that New York Elites and Exotica 2000 


did before U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement closed down those Russian 







mafia operations for prostitution and money laundering. 1 Press Release U.S. 

Attorney Southern District of New York, SA-2. 

Flash Dancers also characterizes the petitioner’s allegations as “incredible,” 

Flash Dancers Opp. , p. 3, but on the de novo review of a Rule 12(b)(6) motion to 

dismiss, a defendant-appellees’ protestations are not the pertinent legal standard. 

The standard as stated by this Court is that it “must... take the allegations of the 

complaint at face value for the purpose of the motion.” California Motor Transport 

Co. v. Trucking Unlimited . 404 U.S. 508, 515, 92 S.Ct. 609, 614, 30 L. Ed. 2d 642 

(1972)(citing Walker Process Equip., Inc, v. Food Machinery & Chemical Corp. . 

382 U.S. 172, 174-175, 86 S.Ct. 347, 348-349, 15 L.Ed.2d 247 (1965)). The 

District Court in its opinion at p. 6 (A-12) stated, “[i]t is axiomatic that in deciding 

a motion to dismiss pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6), the Court must accept all factual 

allegations as true and draw all inferences in favor of plaintiff.” Levy v. 

Southbrook International Investments, Ltd., 263 F.3d 10, 14 (2d Cir. 2001), cert. 

denied 535 U.S. 1054 (2002). Regardless of Flash Dancers opinion about the 

Complaint and Supplemental Complaint “[t]he issue is not whether a plaintiff will 

ultimately prevail but whether the claimant is entitled to offer evidence to support 

1 Defendant-appellee Cybertech Internet Solutions, Flash Dancers’ website administrator and 
designer, continues to advertise Flash Dancers at http://www.stripclublist.com/c.asp?c=8534 
with links to escort services that include travel packages sporting various prostitutes. Rather 
than continue to advertise such illegal interstate activity on its own website, Flash Dancers uses 
the vast internet network operated by Cybertech for selling just about everything involving sex. 
(Flash Dancers’ other strip clubs, Private Eyes and NY Dolls, 

http://www.nydollsclub.com/aboutus.asp. are also advertised on the Cybertech network.) 













the claims. Indeed it may appear on the face of the pleadings that a recovery is 
very remote and unlikely but that is not the test.” Scheuer v. Rhodes . 416 U.S. 

232, 236, 94 S.Ct. 1683, 1686, 40 L.Ed.2d 90 (1974). 

Flash Dancers further claims this case is “patently vexatious and 
unreasonable,” Flash Dancers Opp. . p. 4, and Flash Dancers’ papers below have 
called this RICO action numerous names, the most favorite being “frivolous. But 
there has been no finding by either of the two courts below as to this case being 
vexatious, unreasonable or frivolous. How could there be when the allegations are 
against a portion of the Russian mafia’s operations in America. 

The Russian mafia has been operating in the United States for years. Scott 
P. Boylan, Organized Crime and Corruption in Russia, Vol. 19, Fordham Inf 1 F.J., 
1999, 2013 (1996). With the fall of the Soviet Union, the activities of Russian 
organized crime groups have spread to the United States and Europe. Id. “Not 
only does the Mafia kill and steal in Russia, it does so in the United States as well.” 
Id- at 2001. Mafia members are involved in "theft, extortion, money-laundering, 
gun-trafficking, drug running, prostitution, smuggling, loan sharking, contract 
killing and more." Id- “The U.S. Department of Justice has established task forces 
to deal with the Russian Mafia in New York, Eos Angeles, and Miami.” Id. In 
1994, the Russian mob had more than 300 members in the New York area alone, 
making it larger than the Bonanno, Colombo, or Fucchese crime families. Allan 



Friedman, The Organizatsiva: Brooklyn's Booming Russian Mob is Slicker, 


Smarter, and Much Meaner than La Cosa Nostra . N.Y. Mag., Nov. 7, 1994, at 50. 
Russia’s international professional criminals have caused the most economic 
damage in the U.S. Scott O’Neal, Russian Organized Crime , FBI Law 
Enforcement Bulletin, May 2000. 

The issues raised in the petition for writ of certiorari go to the heart of 
whether Civil RICO will be effectively used in the future against the archetypal 
intimidating monsters of organized crime, which is what Congress intended in 
passing the statute. Flash Dancers hopes to convince this Court that such issues are 
not of “national importance” so that Flash Dancers and its compatriots in Russian 
organized crime can continue making lots of money in the shadows beyond the 
reach of the best disinfectant: the spotlight of public scrutiny. 

Flash Dancers accuses the petitioner of trying to deceive this Court by not 
including in his Appendix the entire Complaint and Supplemental Complaint. 

Flash Dancers Opp. , p. 3. The Supreme Court’s rules do not require the inclusion 
of pleadings in a petition for certiorari, but the petitioner included those sections of 
the pleadings that he believed essential to understanding the petition. Sup. Ct. R. 
14(l)(i)(vi). The petitioner also followed the practice of the law firm he worked 
for just out of law school, Cravath Swaine and Moore, by not including all the 



allegations. In addition, the District Court below stated many of the allegations 
were not necessary to its decision to dismiss, Dist. Order p. 3 TJ 1, A-9. 

Flash Dancers indicated that the abridged versions of the Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint were also meant to disguise “bald assertions, periphrastic 
circumlocutions, unsubstantiated conclusions, or outright vituperation...subjective 
characterizations or conclusory descriptions....” Flash Dancers Opp. , p. 4. But 
nowhere does Flash Dancers state which of the allegations excluded or, for that 
matter, included fit those descriptions. Apparently, Flash Dancers wants this Court 
to expend its limited time paging through the Flash Dancers’ appendix searching 
for allegations the respondent never cited. Flash Dancers’ attorneys chose the easy 
way out by making general conclusions unsupported by analysis or specifics. 

Finally, the petitioner requests that Flash Dancers’ memorandum in 
opposition be rejected for failing to present pertinent arguments under Sup. Ct. R. 
15(2) that address the issues raised in the petition for writ of certiorari. 

Dated: New York, N.Y 

June 3, 2006 

Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney, pro se petitioner 
545 East 14 th Street, Apt. 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
Tel: (212) 995-5201 
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Supreme Court of the United States 
Office of the Clerk 
Washington, DC 20543-0001 


October 2. 2006 


W'lUUn K. Sol.r 
CUrk «/ thr Cowl 

iao» «?*»ll 


Mr. Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14th Street 
Apt. 10D 

New York. NY 10009 


Re: Roy Den Hollander 

v. Hash Dancers Topless Club, et al. 
No. 05-10636 


Dear Mr. Hollander: 

Tlie Court today entered the following order in the above-entitled case: 
Tile petition for a writ of certiorari is denied. 


Sincerely, 

William K. Suter. Clerk 
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Roy Den Hollander 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14 Street, Suite 10D, New York, NY 10009 
Telephone & Fax: 212 995 5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
Email rdhh@erols.com 


August 3, 2001 
US Customs Service 

Office of Investigations, New York Region 
6 World Trade Center 
New York, NY 10048 

Re: Shipilina, Alina A., INS A Number 047-202-363, SS Number 063 90 4695 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

I am writing to inform you of the repeated violation of currency transport regulations by 
Alina (aka Angelina) Alcxandrovna Shipilina or Chipilina, a Russian national who 
works as a stripper and prostitute here in New York City. Every two or three months, 
Ms. Shipilina transports well over $15,000 in cash out of the country without notifying 
Customs. Ms. Shipilina carries the money hidden in her suitcase, the heels of her shoes, 
or internally. She transports the cash to either Russia or Cyprus where she has a bank 
account in Limassol. Ms. Shipilina is in the United States as a Conditional Permanent 
Resident. She first entered the United States on July 10, 2000. See Exhibit 1, copy of 
Permanent Resident Card, photographs and description. 

A number of the below cites are to Exhibit 3 that contains a copy of Ms. Shipilina’s 
diary, which was written in Russian, and an English translation. 

Her main source of income and cash comes from working as a lap dancer at the topless 
club Flash Dancers, located at 1674 Broadway (212 315 5107) in New York City. See 
Exhibit 2, copies of some of her work schedules for 2000. She works at the club under 
the assumed name of “Angelina”. The club charges her about $140 a night to dance and 
her average net is between $500 and $600 a night. See Exhibit 3, pages 46,47,48 of the 
English translation, pages 127, 128, 129, 130 of her Russian diary. Her gross, therefore, 
averages $640 to $740 a night—all cash. She dances five nights a week, which gives her 
a monthly gross of around $13,000 to $15,000 in cash from just stripping. Her diary 
states that for a month and a half from the end of July to the beginning of September 
2000 she netted between $ 17,000 and $18,000. See Exhibit 3, page 48 of the English 
translation, page 130 of her Russian diary. A sampling of her earnings just from 
stripping for the year 2000 is contained in Exhibit 4. Ms. Shipilina also engages in 
prostitution, but I do not have any figures on those earnings. 


Ms. Shipilina’s trips overseas in which she illegally transported cash to Russia or Cyprus 
follow: 

1. September 9,2000, departed JFK for Moscow on Aeroflot, the Russian 

International Airline. September 10,2001, flew from Moscow to her home in 
Krasnodar. September 18 or 19 flew to Cyprus from Krasnodar. September 25 
returned to Krasnodar from Cyprus. October 2, 2000, returned to New York on 
Aeroflot from Moscow. 

2. December 21,2000, Ms. Shipilina departs on Aeroflot from JFK to Moscow. 

Returned to New York from Moscow around January' 18, 2001. 

3. Over the last half of April and the first half of May, Ms. Shipilina traveled back 

to Krasnodar, Russia and Limassol, Cyprus. 

Given her past record of transporting cash out of the country, Ms. Shipilina is due for 
another trip soon. 

Before taking her cash back to Russia, Ms. Shipilina stores it in her safe deposit box 
(number 14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See Exhibit 3, 
page 47 of the English translation, page 129 of her Russian diary. The safe deposit box is 
under the name: Alina A. Chipilina. See Exhibit 5, copy of her safe deposit box 
agreement. She also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. Chiplina at 
Citibank at 262 First Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and money market 
67147234). See Exhibit 6, copy of her August 2000 bank statement. She also has a bank 
account in Limassol, Cyprus, under the name Alina A. Chipilina, but I am unaware of 
which bank it is with. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following 
address: 


28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are under the 
name Alina A. Shipilina. 

Ms. Shipilina currently owns an apartment in Krasnodar, Russia at 

138 Rashpilevskaya, Apt 8 
Krasnodar, 350020 
Telephone 55 67 71 
Mobile 63 66 95 

Ms. Shiplina has two international passports issued by the Russian Government. A copy 
of three of the pages of the one that lists her last name as Chipilina is attached as Exhibit 
7. She had a second international passport issued to her in April 2000. See Exhibit 3, 
page 40 of the English translation of Ms. Shipilina’s diary; page 104 of the Russian 
version. I have also attached a copy of her internal Russian passport as Exhibit 8. 
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1 am presently suing Ms. Shipilina for an annulment of our marriage. If you have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely yours, 

Roy Den Hollander, Esq. (Ms. Shipilina’s husband) 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina: DEA 

1. Chechen Connections: 

a. Seen associating with Chechen gangsters in Sochi in 1999, according to 
Yulya Yurevna Kudinova. 

b. Grew up in Gorzny from late 1970s until 1991, according to Alina and 
Alexey Dikov. 

c. Lived in Gorzny with her mother, Inessa, and father, who was chief of 
police, according to Alina. There is some question as to whether Alina 
had a traditional father. In addition, Inessa told my driver that Alina’s 
father was an Army officer. 

a. A Chechen man who worked at the Vita S Movie Theater at the end of 
Krasnaya Ulitsa (54 75 77) helped Alina and her mother move from 
Grozny and find a place in Krasnodar when Alina’s parents allegedly 
divorced, according to Alina. Alina introduced Roy Den Hollander to this 
man twice in 2000. Alexey Dikov believes the man is Arab and not 
Chechen. 

d. Still has connections in Chechnya, according to Alina. 

e. Still has connections with people whom she knew in Chechnya but now 
live in the Krasnodar area, such as Yulya Alyabyeva who lives in 
Kanevskaya, according to Alina. 

2. Russian organized crime connections 

a. Seen associating with Russian gangsters in Krasnodar, according to a male 
model of Anastasia Vasiljeva and her husband Dima. 

b. Alina met Khachaturyan Araratovich Asypyan at the Albatross Club in 
Krasnodar. 

c. Albatross club is meeting place for criminals, some of whom protect 
Alina’s interests. 

d. Asypyan is a close contact person of Ded Khasan (Grandfather Khasan) 
who is a Russian mafia kingpin. 

e. Alina was seen with Volchok (Woolly) and Raketa (Rocket) who are also 
criminal leaders in Krasnodar. 

f. Two Krasnodar wise guys own Zygos brothel/strip club in Limassol, 
Cyprus, where Alina worked during the first half of 1999. 

3. Narcotics Use 

a. Surreptitiously puts narcotics into food or drink of sex customers to help 
keep them satisfied, according to Alinal. 
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b. Put “salts and sugars” in Roy Den Hollander’s food without his 
knowledge, which caused narcotic like symptoms, according to Alina’s 
diary. 

c. Brings into US an apparent narcotic, a green-brown powder that Alina 
obtains from her “herbalist” in Krasnodar, according to Alina. FBI tested 
sample but refused to tell Roy Den Hollander the results. 

4. When Roy Den Hollander managed the Kroll Associates’ Moscow Office, Alina 
repeatedly inquired as to who were the company’s contacts with the FBI, how the 
FBI operated in Russia and the company’s sources of information in the FSB and 
MVD. 

5. Alina has two Russian international passports. 

a. 43 No. 7489821, issued Sept. 9, 1997, expired Sept 9, 2002. This passport 
she used to travel to the US. 

b. 51 No 0207805, expires 4/4/05. This passport she uses to travel to Cyprus 
and other places she wants to keep hidden from US Customs. 

6. Alina keeps an account at the Bank of Cyprus, Aigos Fylaeeos 282, 3083 Aiga 
Fyaa, Limassol, Cyprus. The account is a Global Equity Fund, Number 54660, in 
the name Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina. Alina use to work as a lap dancer and 
prostitute in Limassol. 

7. Every two or three months, Alina transports over $15,000 in cash out of the 
country without notifying Customs. 

Characters 

1. Alina (aka Angelina, Angela) Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina), INS A 

Number 047-202-363, Social Security 063 90 4695. Born November 10, 1975. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following 
address in the Borough of Queens, New York City: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are 
under the name Alina A. Shipilina. 

Ms. Shipilina currently owns an apartment in Krasnodar, Russia where she 
maintains a residence with her mother, Inessa: 

Rashpilevskaya, g 138, KB 8 
Krasnodar, 350020 


2 



Telephone 8612 55 67 71 
Mobile 8612 63 66 95 

Ms. Shipilina works as a lap dancer and stripper at the topless club Flash Dancers, 
located at 1674 Broadway (212 315 5107) in New York City. 

Ms. Shipilina stores cash in her safe deposit box (number 14299) at the Citibank 
at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. Her safe deposit box is under the name 
Alina A. Chipilina. She also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. 
Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 
and money market 67147234). Ms. Shipilina also has a PBC Credit Card issued 
in June 2001 with account number 4559 5422 0049 7293. 

2. Alexey Dikov was Ms. Shipilina’s main boy friend from 1995 to the end of 1999. 

26 Gudmy, Apartment 46 
Krasnodar, Russia 
(H) 8612 62 09 28 
Mob 8612 63 55 58 
Mob 902 439 67 06 
Work: Auditorskaya Firm 
41 Odesskayayl., 5 th Floor 
(W) 8612 51 64 67 

3. Anastasia Vasiljeva and her husband Dima. Both are now residents of the US and 
continue their business in Krasnodar. 

Vasiljeva Fashion House 
158 Krasnaya Ulitsa 
(W) 8612 55 74 63 
(H) 8612 55 98 07 

Email nastya top model@mail.kubsu.ru 
In the US: 

Anastasia and Dima Vasilyeva 
2876A South 46 St 
Greenfield, WI 53219 
Tel. 414 545 1674 

4. Yulya Yurevna Kudinova 

Mobile 8612 63 73 74 

Mother’s late at night 8612 55 03 69 

(W) 8612 53 73 22 

VIP Group 180 Krasnaya Ulitsa 314 
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The Matter of phipilina 

Alina Alexrtdrdvna shipilina A.K.A. Alina AJsxandrovna Chipllina International Ruaalan 
Passport: #43 No. 7489821; when she worked In Cyprus from December 1998 to June 
1999. 

She worked aa a stripper and a prostitute aft Zygos Cabaret In Limassol Cyprus; Cyprus 
Allen Registration Certificate Number was #5328792; she obtlned a three month extentlon 
from the Migration Offloe number #448727; Her Internal Russian Passport number Is 
XXI HAG #*01067. 

Alina’s US aiwin registration number la #A047-202-363; and her US Social Security 
Number Is #063-90-4695; her present addreee is 28-1534 Street, Apartment 4H Astoria 
New York 11 (03; previous address is 545 East 14th Street, New York, New York 10009. 

According to our sources, she M New York »proxlmaiely In or around December 24, 
2001 ana flies Aeroflot Airlines to Krasnadore Russia where she has connections with the 
Chechen Organized Crime members, to obtain drugs which secretly gives to her sex 
customers In order to keep them as clients; According to sources, there are eye witnesses 
stating she has been seen associating in Kraanadora and 3ochl with Chechen organized 
crime members. 

She conductsithis trip every two or three months. She is employed in New York at a strip 
club as a lap dancer T1 ash Dancers" dub which la located 1674 Broadway New York, New 
York, and according to sources Is also operating as a prostitute. 
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545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


February 13, 2002 

Agents Mario Pisano and Vadim Thomas 

FBI 

26 Federal Plaza 

New York, NY 

Re: Alina (aka Angelina) Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) 

Dear Agents Pisano and Thomas: 

In response to your request at our meeting on February 13 th , I am enclosing the following 

information: 

1. The telephone number for the man who made the two threatening phone calls is 212 802 
7065. I have also attached a transcript of the threatening messages and the 
circumstances under which they were received. 

2. The account in Cyprus where Alina Shipilina hides some of the money she earns in the 
US is a Global Equity Fund at the Bank of Cyprus, Aigos Fylaeeos 282, 3083 Aiga Fyaa, 
Limassol, Cyprus, Account Number 54660. Once again, Ms. Shipilina does not know 
that I have this account information. 

3. Photographs of Ms. Shipilina taken within the past two years. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 15, 2003 


Mike Byrnes, Special Agent 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10278 


Dear Special Agent Byrnes: 

In response to your telephone voicemail message of September 2, 2003,1 am more than 
willing to provide you with infonnation that may be helpful in your investigation, but in return I 
also need information. 

As you know, the FBI has information concerning the identity of a man who made three 
threatening telephone calls to me, two of which are on an audiotape in the possession of the FBI. 
The information as to the man’s identity will not only help prove some parts of my federal civil 
RICO case, 03 CV 2717, but may lead to the identity of the Russian man who most recently 
threaten me over the telephone, an audiotape of which is also in the FBI’s possession. 

The FBI has decided not to investigate any of the threats; however, I do not understand 
why the FBI will not release the information concerning the identity of the man who made the 
first three threatening calls. Given special agent Mario Pisano’s statement that the FBI would 
not even interview the man because of what he might do to me and Pisano’s added precautions 
not to open my door to anyone I don’t know and to be careful when out in the public, I 
understand that the FBI does not want to bother with the safety of a tax-paying US citizen—fine. 
But that is no reason to thwart my efforts to protect myself. I am still fearful for my life, which 
causes me to periodically change my living pattern and, in accordance with Pisano’s advice, take 
extra precautions when outside of my apartment. 

In conclusion, I am willing to provide the FBI with information, but I need the 
information concerning the identity of the first threatening caller and the laboratory report on the 
substance that I turned over for testing to special agents Pisano and Thomas on February 13, 
2002 . 


If you are not in a position to make these decisions, then please provide me with the 
name of the supervisor who can. 



Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC: Jeffrey N. Drummond 

303 West 21 Street 
New York, NY 10011 
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September 15, 2003 


Mike Byrnes, Special Agent 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10278 


Dear Special Agent Byrnes: 

In response to your telephone voicemail message of September 2, 2003,1 am more than 
willing to provide you with information that may be helpful in your investigation, but in return 1 
also need information. 

As you know, the FBI has information concerning the identity of a man who made three 
threatening telephone calls to me, two of which are on an audiotape in the possession of the FBI. 
The information as to the man's identity will not only help prove some parts of my federal civil 
RICO case, 03 CV 2717, but may lead to the identity of the Russian man who most recently 
threaten me over the telephone, an audiotape of which is also in the FBI's possession. 

The FBI has decided not to investigate any of the threats; however, I do not understand 
why the FBI will not release the information concerning the identity of the man who made the 
first three threatening calls. Given special agent Mario Pisano’s statement that the FBI would not 
even interview the man because of what he might do to me and Pisano’s added precautions not to 
open my door to anyone I don't know and to be careful when out in the public, I understand that 
the FBI does not want to bother with the safety of a tax-paying US citizen—line. But that is no 
reason to thwart my efforts to protect myself. I am still fearful for my life, which causes me to 
periodically change my living pattern and, in accordance with Pisano's advice, take extra 
precautions when outside of my apartment. 

In conclusion, I am willing to provide the FBI with information, but I need the 
information concerning the identity of the first threatening caller and the laboratory report on the 
substance that I turned over for testing to special agents Pisano and Thomas on February 13, 
2002 . 


If you are not in a position to make these decisions, then please provide me with the name 
of the supervisor who can. 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


July 28, 2003 


Mike Byrnes, Special Agent 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10278 


Dear Special Agent Byrnes: 

In accordance with our telephone conversation of July 28, 2003,1 have enclosed a copy 
of the RICO complaint filed in the US Southern District Court. 

I will be pleased to meet with you at your office to answer any further questions or 
provide any additional documentation. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 27, 2003 


Mike Byrnes, Special Agent 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10278 


Dear Special Agent Byrnes: 

This is a follow up to our telephone conversations of August 11, 2003. You may recall 
that you had telephoned me in the morning and told me that after reviewing the RICO complaint 
and the text of the threatening call I had received that the matter was not within the purview of 
the FBI. It was more a state and local matter. 

About an hour later, you called back and apologized for being short in the previous call. 
You explained that during the first call someone was in your office before whom you didn’t want 
to go into certain matters concerning the information I had provided. You said there were some 
items in the complaint that you were interested in obtaining more information about. We agreed 
that you would provide me with specific topics for which I would review my files for additional 
information contingent on my decision that the release of the infonnation at this time was 
consistent with my legal strategy. So far, I have not received the list of topics from you. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



FBI Interview II 


On February 13, 2001,1 visited FBI at 26 Federal Plaza in order to have tested a 
substance that Alina Shipilina threatened to poison me with. I was interviewed by agents 
Mario Pisano, 212 384 2295, and Vadim Thomas, 212 384 3698. During the interview 
Mr. Thomas asked whether there had been any other threats at which point I infonned 
about the two threats from a man calling himself alternatively John Madison or John 
Pierre who left two voicemails on my mobile, 917 687 0652, saying he was calling on 
behalf of Angelina, my ex wife’s stripping and prostituting name, see John Who 
document for transcript of threats. The agents asked whether I had informed any other 
authorities. I told them the police, and I was thinking of infonning Customs about the 
substance they were going to test. Both strongly suggested that I not actively pursue this 
matter with other authorities because it would end up in different agencies interfering 
with each other. The agents said that if the local police contact me, then tell them that the 
FBI was involved and of course cooperate with the local police if they had any requests, 
but make sure the police knew that the FBI was working on the matter. The agents also 
said they would test the substance, look into the matter further, requested some additional 
information and documents that I delivered on February 14, see FBI Substance Test 
Letter, and would get back to me. 

February 26, Agent Pisano called me and said they would interview my ex wife and the 
man who made the threatening phone calls in order to put them on notice that the FBI 
was involved, and that Ms. Shipilina and John should not continue such conduct or make 
good on their threats. Mr. Pisano also told me the FBI had tested the substance but would 
not tell me the results. 

March 8, Agent Pisano called me to say that they had contacted my ex wife, and she 
refused to talk to them on advise of her attorney Nicholas Mundy. He also said that they 
were not going to try to talk to the gentleman who made the threats because they thought 
it might prod him into some rash act against me. This new tact by Mr. Pisano seemed 
strange to me. 

March 14, 2002, Agent Pisano returned my call requesting the name of the man who 
threatened me in order to provide it to the INS so they could interview him. Pisano said 
he has an idea of who the man is that made the call and is once again considering whether 
to go talk to him. He doesn’t want to waste his time if he gets the same response he got 
from Alina when he went to talk to her, which was she refused to talk and referred him to 
her lawyer. Pisano didn’t consider the call a threat and since the man hasn’t called again, 
Pisano didn’t seem too concerned. He said I should relax and let them do their job, and if 
they decide not to contact the man they suspect then they will notify me. 

March 18, 2002, Agent Pisano called, said he talked over the telephone to the individual 
they think made the calls. The individual is going away and Agent Pisano will try to 
meet with the individual when he comes back. Pisano would not give me the individual’s 
name or say what he did for a living. Pisano said he didn’t think the threats made were 
credible. 



FBI Interview 

Richard J. Schleck, Special Agent, 212 384 1000 


When managing Kroll’s Moscow Office, Alina wanted to know the company’s clients, 
sources of infonnation in the FSB and militia, contacts in the FBI and FBI operations in 
Moscow. Alina raised in Chechnya until 16, still has contacts with people she grew up 
with there. Alina visited the office often and once I caught her roaming around in my 
computer. Former boy friend’s brother member FSB. When she need an airplane ticket 
to Moscow, she contacted her FSB contact. Associates with New Russians. Only girl 
released from Mexican immigration prison and sent home, no records. The others were 
kept for two weeks. In 1970s her mother traveled extensively in Europe as a dancer. 
Bank account Cyprus. Meets lots of men at Flash Dancers, including government and 
businessmen. Has two Russian international passports. 
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March 9, 2002 
Vadim Thomas 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10007 


Dear Agent Thomas: 

When you and Agent Pisano interviewed me concerning the threats that my ex-wife, Alina 
Alexandrovna Shipilina, made against me via an unknown man, I mentioned that the brothel- 
strip club, Zygos, where she worked in Cyprus in 1999 is owned by a couple of organized crime 
figures from Krasnodar, Russia. I contacted my source of information in Cyprus through my 
Moscow attorney to obtain the names, but he is fearful about providing them. He did say that the 
manger of the club Marios Athanasiou, 357 557 9851, and his brother Melios Athanasiou, 357 
574 8427, mobile 357 943 4626, know the true owners. Marios also manages another brothel- 
strip club called Tramps. Melios arranges for girls from various Krasnodar modeling agencies, 
such as Tatyanna Vasilyeva Fashion House, to obtain Cypriot visas as “artists” to work in both 
clubs. For what it is worth, my contact also mentioned that the names of the true owners are 
known within the Russian community of Cyprus. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please contact me. 


Sincerely 


Roy Den Hollander 



Telephone Call from Lu Lieber FBI Office of Professional Responsibilii 


A 


I received a call around 11:40am Wednesday, Feb. 4, 2004 from Lu Lieber 
(female) of the FBI’s Office of Professional Responsibility. Part of the conversation is 
recorded on Tape 3 at meter 197to 250. 

Lieber in a nasty and lame effort at pretending to be an authoritarian figure said: 

1. the FBI would not tell me the results of the substance tested, 

2. the FBI would not tell me the name of the man who made the threats, but did 
say they knew who the man was that made the threats, and 

3. that the FBI has no obligation to provide information or the results of an on 
going investigation. The last part infers there is an on going investigation. 

Lieber also stressed that the FBI was under no obligation to answer the 
professional responsibility complaint I made by telephone against Thomas and Pisano 
and that her telephone call was a courtesy. I responded that the courtesy was my 
listening to a nasty government bureaucrat tell a US citizen that the FBI was not going to 
help him. (John Madison in his second threatening telephone call also used the phrase 
this is a “courtesy call.”) 

Lieber refused to provide the FBI’s decisions in writing. 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
r dh hh@yahoo.com 


August 30, 2003 


Special Agent Vadim Thomas 
Federal Bureau oflnvestigation 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10278 


Dear Special Agent Thomas: 

You may recall that in February 2002 1 met with you and another agent at 26 Federal 
Plaza and requested the FBI test a substance believed to be a narcotic that my ex-wife had 
brought into the country'. 

In response to one of your questions, I also told you about tw o threatening telephone calls 
that had been made to me. Both of you listened to tape recordings of the calls, but unfortunately 
the FBI did not have a two speed tape player, so the unknown man making the threats sounded 
more like Mickey Mouse than an associate of Flash Dancers, w hich you suggested he probably 
w'as. I provided the tw r o of you w r ith a voicemail telephone number that the threatening man 
used. 


The FBI subsequently determined the nature of the substance 1 had provided for testing 
and also tracked the telephone number to an individual. This letter is a request for the name and 
business address of the man to whom the voicemail number was traced and for the nature of the 
substance tested. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 17, 2003 


Special Agent Vadim Thomas 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, NY 10278 


Dear Special Agent Thomas: 

I have not received any response to my letter of August 30, 2003, which is attached. 
Would you please indicated why. 

If I do not receive a response by October 10, 2003,1 will resend the letter to an FBI 
supervisor. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 


CC: Jeffrey N. Drummond 

303 West 21 Street 
New York, NY 10010 



Additional Indications of Ms. Shipilina Selling Sexual Favors 

Dates refer to Ms. Shipilina’s personal journal entries and page cites to Certified 
English translation and copy of her journal handwritten in Russian. 


Russia 

1. In the fall of 1998 in Moscow, Ms. Shipilina made a sexually explicit video in 
which she masturbated for the camera in return for US dollars. See enclosed CD 
with video promotional scenes . Dr. Marc L. Paulsen shot the video, paid Ms. 
Shipilina for her time and for sex. Leonid Perlin of Photos Studio introduced Dr. 
Paulsen to Ms. Shipilina. Dr. Paulsen can be reached at Work: 310 530 9532, 
marcpent@cnmnetwork.com , marcpent@aol.com , mpaulsen@socah.rr.com , 1944 
West 237 Street, Torrance, Cal 90501. 

2. Ms. Shipilina’s masseuse in Krasnodar said in an April 2001 interview to Roy 
Hollander and his translator that “Everyone knows Alina is a prostitute.” The 
masseuse is Andrei Sergeyvich Petrov, 190 Krasnaya Ul., Dinamo Stadium, 8612 
59 74 79, 8 902 443 2840. 


Cyprus 

3. January 19, 1999, “I danced for one customer a striptease and then a table dance 
but during time table dance he wanted striptease, and during striptease he came.” 

P 3 English; p 6 Russian . 

4. January 19, 1999, “In ZIGOS he kneeled before me and kissed me below navel - 
it happened before we left the club.” Page 3 English; p 7 Russian . 

5. March 21, 1999, “Yesterday Marios shouted at me because I went with Pannikos. 
He does not come to club, I have sex with him, I receive something for it and the 
club does not receive anything...” Page 8 English; p!9 Russian . 

6. April 3, 1999, “I told that without sex it would cost 40 pounds, with sex - 100 
pounds.” Page 9 English; p 20 Russian . 

7. April 3, 1999, “I am glad, when a customer finishes during a private. Some 
persons finish this way for the first time.” Page 9 English; p 21 Russian . 

8. May 29, 1999, “When I was with one young customer I have nearly fallen out of 
cabin (room) for privates.” Page 14 English; p 31 Russian . 

9. June 23, 1999, “On Friday, at 18:06 I called up Stephanos. I told him that I shah 
go with another customers to Ayanapa.” Page 16 English; p 35 Russian . 

10. June 23, 1999, “On Sunday I worked without much effort - [?] privates, 4 tables 
and 8 drinks. Three customers wanted to take me - that son of a bitch Stelios, a fat 
man and Davie. I preferred to leave with Davie. I came back by motorbike. It was 
marvelous!” Page 16 English; p 35 Russian . 

11. April 20, 2000, “On Friday we went to Leonid’s party.... I persuaded girls to go 
to Mexico.... I will try to cooperate with him—look for girls ready to work in 
Mexico. Each girl will pay to me 100 dollars a month. My God, bless me!!!” 
Page 43 English; pp 107-08 Russian . Ms. Shipilina’s friend, Yulya Kudinova 
(mobile 8612 42 81 19, Mobile 8 902 464 2405, Email strelez@mailru.com, work 
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8612 53 73 22, VIP Group 180 Krasnaya Ul, 314, Krasnodar) told Mr. Hollander 
in a June 16, 2001, interview that Ms. Shipilina tried to sell a young girl overseas. 


Mexico 


12. Defendant defrauded her Moscow agent, Leonid Perlin, out of part of his 
commission for her work in Mexico from September through November 1999. 

a. April 20, 2000, “Leonid said that Salvador felt offended with me, because 
I had affair with Alfonso, I abandon him and he infonned police. It is 
foolish. He simply feared that I can leave him and work for myself. I had 
to lie that I borrowed from Roy 10,000$ because I told (Leonid) I lost 
7,000$ in the credit card account.” Page 43 English; p 107 Russian . 

United States 

13. In early August 2000 Ms. Shipilina told her husband that she wanted to go out 
with some of her “clients” at Flash Dancers. Ms. Shipilina admitted to her 
husband that she collected business cards from her clients. Since she only wore 
tong panties, she would fold the cards and put them inside her. Exhibit 2, various 
business cards . On the back of the card of a Nomura Manager, she wrote, 
“Romantic, tall, massage and kissing back.” On the back of the card of Mr. 
Barrera, she wrote, “From Mexico, older man, likes Russian women”. Mr. 
Hollander’s telephone logs showed Ms. Shipilina making repeated calls to one of 
her customers that she admitted pursuing. Exhibit 3, telephone log . A private 
investigator tried to track the individual down but could not and concluded: “It is 
our opinion this person is most certainly hiding something but it is unclear as to 
the reasons for doing so. If there is a possibility anyone in your home could be 
involved with .. .unlawful activities, that would explain the secrecy involved 
here.” Exhibit 4, Investigator’s July 31, 2000 Report . 

14. In early September 2000, Ms. Shipilina engaged in an act of prostitution under 
New York State law in a private room at Flash Dancers. Her September 9, 2000, 
journal entry, “Besides, for the first time I went to a single room -1 danced to a 
bearded man from TV. On Monday we sat there for 2 hours, I danced, .... I 
allowed him to touch me. I received a pleasure.” Page 50 English; p 130 Russian . 

15. Finally, in Krasnodar in September 2000 Ms. Shipilina told her husband that she 
never engaged in prostitution because afterwards, she goes to church and asks 
forgiveness, which God gives her, so it is as if it never happened. Then defendant 
told plaintiff, “If God can forgive me, why can’t you?” 
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Information for Tracking Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) 


Works as prostitute, stripper and lap dancer under the name “Angelina”. 

Description: Tall, thin and very pretty, usually wears black. 

Color: white 

Height in street shoes: 6 feet 2 inches 

Hair: long, blonde or auburn, which is her natural color, unless wearing a black wig or a 
white wig, then hair neck length. 

Eyes: light blue 
Age: 25 years 
Sex: female 
Weight: 145 lbs 
Shoe: 11 
Bust: 36 inches 
Waist: 25.5 inches 
Hips: 37.5 inches 

Date of birth: November 10, 1975 

Social Security: 063 90 4695 
INS A# 047 202 363 

Possesses Two Russian International Passports 

1. 43No7489821, issued September 24, 1997, expired September 24, 2002 

2. Unknown 

Russian Internal Passport, XXIII AG 701057, issued September 17, 1993, 

United States Address until November 30, 2001, may or may not renew lease at that time, 
under name of Chipilina: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt 4H 
Astoria, Queens 11103 
Telephone: (H) 718 274 4902 Verizon 
Mobile: 917 374 4713 AT&T 

Landlord: S&P Assoc 
c/o J. Previti 
35-12 Bway 

Long Island City, NY 11106 
One year lease 12/1/00 to 11/30/01 

Realty Broker: Michael 718 274 5656, Bway Astoria Realty 

Russia Address: Ul. Rashpilevskaya 138, Apt 8 
Krasnodar, Russia 
350020 

Telephone: (H) 8612 55 67 71 
Mobile 8612 63 66 95 



Mobile 


8 902 694 3045 


Also owns a house at 

11/1 Skvoznaya 

Yablonovskiyi, Krasnodar Krai 
353222 

Work: Flash Dancers 

1674 Broadway (52 nd - 53 rd Streets) 

Telephone: 212 315 5107 

Works there five nights a week from 8pm to 4pm, but the days could be any five. 
Management knows her only as Angelina 

Grace Del Marco Model Agency 
Dee Simmons-Edelstein, Director 
350 5 th Avenue, Suite 3110 
NY, NY 10118-1492 
212 629 6404 

Works under name “Angelina” 

Freelance modeling for 

Judy Vann Associates, 626 683 8615, Pasadena, California 
Entertainment Partners, PO Box 7836, Burbank, California 

United States Bank Accounts under the name Alina A. Chipilina 
Citibank at 262 First Avenue, New York City 
Checking 67147197 
Preferred Money Market 67147234 
ATM Pin number 3925 

Safe Deposit Box under the name Alina A. Chipilina 
Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City 
Box Number 14299 

Cyprus Financial Account 

Bank of Cyprus, Limassol, Cyprus 
Global Equity Fund, Account number 54660 

Associates who may know her whereabouts 

America 

1. Tatyanna, a friend who dances at Flash Dancers during the night shift 8pm to 4am 

2. A Russian male, Boris Gitman, 210 172 nd St., Miami, Florida, 33160 with 
telephone number 305 947 1358 

3. Nikita, a friend who dances at Flash Dancers during the day shift, 12n to 8pm 



4. Photographer Phillip Jarrell and stylist Caroline Bergonzi 212 280 1872, 917 545 
6680, 294 Manhattan Ave, New York, NY 10026 

5. Dentist with the first name Alexander, 718 934 7593, 243 Brighton Beach 
Avenue, Brooklyn, NY 

6. Masseuse Zina Turovskaya, 718 368 0054, 2615 East 16 th Street, Sheepshead 
Bay, Brooklyn 

7. A black model acquaintance Alina Patten, 212 961 0979, husband Charlie Jones 
met Ms. Shipilina at Flash Dancers 

8. Restaurants, frequents “Tatyanna” on the board walk in Brighton Beach 

9. Clubs, frequents China Club, 212 398 3800, 268 West 47 th Street, NY, NY, 10038 

10. Often attends the regular Monday Night party at Spa 88 located at 88 Fulton 
Street, NY, NY 10038, 212 766 8600. Mainly Russians and some Americans 
who appear to have criminal associations attend the party. The party starts at 
11pm and goes to 4pm. 

Netherlands 

1. Juginta Raszyukeichma, who strips under the name Azul, originally from 
Lithuania, but now living and working in Holland, 31 172 476 296, email 
orange@is.lt, worked and traveled with Ms. Shipilina in Mexico. Azul is 
separated from her husband who lives at Naujoji 62-2, Alytus 4580, Lithuania, 

(H) 370 35 70590 (W) Tel/Fax: 370 35 35558. 


Mexico 

1. Prostitution client: Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo, Director General, Grupo Ibarra AISA, 
De C.V., Av. Chapuletec 444-503, 06700, Mexico, D.F., (M) 5 415 6795, (W) 5 

207 3541, 5 511 7189, 5 514 2507, 5 209 9023. 

2. Prostitution client: Manual Gamio, 503 Col. Sinatel, c.p. 09470, Mexico D.F., (M) 
5 407 7331, (H) 5 674 5669. 

3. Agent in Mexico City: Maria 5 514 9837. 

4. Managers of the Gentlemen’s Club in Mexico City where Ms. Shipilina worked 
as a lap dancer, Jilberto & Rosa Elina Quilan, 5 533 2224. 

5. Prostitution client: Max Garcia Appedole, Labastida 2000, Plaza Rio De Jainero 
No 50, Col. Roma, c.p. 06700, Mexico D.F., (M) 5 629 9800 (W) 800 888 1236, 5 

208 9725, 5 208 9718, 5 533 0131, email maxgarcia@mexico.com. 

Russia 

1. Former boyfriend, decent guy who has been helpful: Alexei Dikov, 26 Gudmy, 
KB 46, Krasnodar, 350063, (H) 8612 62 09 28, Mob 63 55 58, Mob 8 902 439 67 
06. 

11. Boy friend in St. Petersburg, Valodya 812 430 9508, Ul. Dibunovskaya 37, Apt 
521, St Petersburg 197 183. He is a struggling small businessman who apparently 
sells custom jewelry. 

2. Friend and lover: Natasha, Ul. Rashpilevskaya 138, Krasnodar, Russia 350020. [I 
am trying to find her apartment or telephone number.] 

3. Friend and advisor in Krasnodar: Lena 8612 56 80 77, works as a nurse and 
prostitute in Krasnodar. 






4. Friend in Krasnodar: Olga Ponomarenka 8612 57or59 99 86 was a friend of Ms. 
Shipilina and Lena. 

5. Friend in Krasnodar who worked at Vasiljeva modeling agency: Inessa telephone 
8612 55 85 14. 

6. Pimp in Krasnodar: Reya who has a friend named Alexei and his telephone is 
8612 56 16 50. [I will try to obtain Reya’s number] 

7. Friend in Krasnodar: Yulya Yurevna Kudinova, Mobile 8612 42 81 19, Mobile 8 
902 464 2405, Email strelez@mailru.com . Work 8612 53 73 22, VIP Group 180 
Krasnaya Ul, 314, Krasnodar. 

8. Nude photographer in Krasnodar: Dmitri Morosov, 201 Turgeneva. Ul. Apt 92, 
Krasnodar 350078, (H) 8612 56 00 23. 

9. Friend from Krasnodar now living in Moscow who won Miss Charming and Miss 
Russian Radio titles in the 2000 Miss Krasnodar contest. [I will try to find her 
location.] 


Cyprus 

1. Agents in Limassol, Cyprus: Melios and Irina Athanasiou, Irinia 182C, PO Box 
7384, Limassol, Cyprus 3022, (M) 357 943 4626, (W) 357 574 8427. 

2. Cyprus pimp: Marios Athanasiou, owner of Zygos and Tramps Cabarets, 357 557 
9851 Limassol, Cyprus. 

3. Yiannos Christodulides, manager of Zygos or Tramps, 357 557 9851, knew Ms. 
Shipilina when she worked at Zygos. 

4. Three prostitution clients: Stephanos, works in a bank, Rikos and Andreas. [I will 
have to try to track these guys down but it may be impossible. My only lead is 
they frequent the lap dancing/prostitution club Zygos where Ms. Shipilina worked 
in 1999.] 





Authentication of Diary 


1. Admissions in Alina’s answer and counterclaim. 

2. Handwritten letters sent to Leo for comparison. 

3. Fingerprints on the original pages of diary that I have to show those pages written 
by Alina, then compare with other pages. 

4. Sample of handwriting from Academy records. 

5. Alexei Dikov recognized her handwriting and knew she kept a diary. 

6. Andrei Petrov, masseuse, recognized her writing. 

7. People who recognized some of events written about: 

a. Alexei Dikov 

b. Vera Ivanasova 

c. Katya Gerokaris 

d. Azul Juginta Raszyukevichina 

e. Cyprus visa documents shows when worked at Zygos 

f. Leonid Perlin 

g. Anastasia Vasiljeva and Dima 

h. Vladimir in St. Petersburg. 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


August 5, 2002 


Brett, 

As follow up to my email, I have enclosed a certified computer printout of Alina Shipilina’s New 
York State Voter Registration in which she swears or affirms she is a US citizen. Also enclosed 
is a copy of the Board of Election records on her and various applicable laws—highlighted. 

Next Monday, I have a trial in which I am trying to obtain a permanent order of protection 
against Alina to put a stop to the threatening telephone calls I notified you about previously. I 
am not optimistic since the lady judge has refused most by discovery requests and the FBI will 
not release the name of the man they think made the calls. Justice is hard to find for a man in 
America these days. 


Roy 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Business and Law Consultant 
545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


November 5, 2001 
Brett C. Stanley 

US Immigration and Naturalization Service 

American Embassy 

PSC 77 - INS 

APO, AE 09721 

Moscow, Russia 

Re: Shipilina, Alina Alexandrovna, INS A Number 047-202-363, Social Security 063 90 
4695 (Also uses the last name of Chipilina and the first name of Angelina.) 

Dear Brett, 

I am resending these documents in case the ones I sent by Express mail did not reach 
you. As soon as I have the judge’s ruling to terminate my marriage in document form, I will fax 
it or Fed Ex it to you. 

I am enclosing a number of documents with accompanying exhibits that may be of 
assistance in the up coming INS hearing concerning Ms. Shipilina. 

1. Information for Tracking Alina Shipilina that includes her addresses, addresses of 
friends, work addresses, physical description, bank accounts and passport information. 

2. Ms. Shipilina Married for the Purpose of Procuring Admission as an Immigrant that lists 
quotes from her diary and interviews with a few of her associates indicating Ms. 

Shipilina did not enter a bona fide marriage. 

3. Additional Indications of Ms. Shipilina Selling Sexual Favors that were not explicitly 
detailed in my lawyer’s, Xenia Menshova, letter to you of May 1, 2001. 

4. Copies of Two Handwritten Letters by Ms. Shipilina that she sent to Leonid Perlin when 
she was working as a prostitute and lap dancer at the Club Zygos in Limassol, Cyprus. 
One of the letters contains a return address for her Cyprus agent who is a part owner of 
Zygos: Melios Athanasiou. A CD with the photographs she refers to is included. I have 
the originals of the letters presumably with Ms. Shipilina’s fingerprints, and I possess the 
original pages of her diary from May to September 2000 also presumably with her 
fingerprints. I assume both documents could be used to verily that she wrote her diary. 

In addition, paragraph 5(i) of her Answer in the divorce proceeding seems to admit the 
dairy is hers. 

5. Mexican Immigration Document , the document makes reference to Ms. Shipilina and 
one of her richer clients, Alfredo Ibarra, on the day Mexican Immigration kicked her out 
of the country. 



6. A copy of the letter and exhibits I provided the Internal Revenue Service about her 
evasion of US taxes. 

Let me know whether there is anything else I can provide. 

Regards, 

Roy 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

Tel. & Fax: (212)995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


November 26, 2001 
Brett Stanley 

American Embassy-Moscow 
Attn. INS 

Bolshoi Devyatinski Pereulok #8 
Moscow, Russia 121099 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Brett, 

I have enclosed four documents that evidence my divorce from Ms. Shipilina: 

1. Stipulation of Settlement signed by both parties. 

2. Transcript of the hearing in which Judge Joan Lobis granted both the Plaintiff and 
Defendant’s motions for divorce. For your information on page 16, Ms. Shipilina says, 
“I cannot have new friends....” By friends she means going out with her customers. 

3. Finding of Facts and Conclusions of Law agreed to by counsel for both sides. 

4. Judgment for Divorce agreed to by counsel for both sides. 

The Judge still has the perfunctory act of signing the Findings of Fact and the Judgment for 
recording with the clerk. Due to the back up in the system this may take a few weeks. As soon 
as it occurs, I will let you know. 


Thanks again, 


Roy 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


December 11, 2001 
Brett Stanley 

American Embassy-Moscow 
Attn. INS 

Bolshoi Devyatinski Pereulok #8 
Moscow, Russia 121099 

Re: Alina (aka Angelina) Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) 

Dear Brett, 

Enclosed are some additional documents that may be of use to the US Attorney. 

Exhibit 1 is the “Net Worth Statement” that Ms. Shipilina filed in our divorce proceeding. The 
statement grossly understates her income and expenses. Exhibit 2 provides an analysis of the 
misrepresentations and omissions made under oath by Ms. Shipilina in her Net worth Statement. 

Ms. Shipilina began work at Flash Dancers’ Topless Club on July 17, 2000. Exhibit 3 is a 
document from an Internet site set up by lap dancers that estimates the average take home pay 
per night for a dancer at Flash Dancers. Exhibit 4 lists the dates for the vacations that 
Ms.Shipilina has taken since she began working at Flash Dancers. Although Ms. Shipilina is a 
very aggressive worker who makes significantly more than the average dancer, Exhibits 3 and 4 
will provide an understanding of the relatively large amounts of money on which she evades US 
taxes. 

Exhibit 5 is the only Mexican immigration document I could find concerning Alina. At the 
bottom of page one it mentions her and Alfredo Ibarra, one of her prostitution clients and the 
man to whom she prostituted herself in Italy just three months after our marriage and a week 
before her interview at the US Embassy for her immigration visa. The document is date 
November 29, 1999, which was when Mexican Immigration put her on a plane out of the 
country. All the other documents concerning her arrest and deportation from Mexico were 
literally torn out of the registers in Mexico. I didn’t think she had such pull. She said she was 
deported for working without a visa, but it could have been anything. 

As I mentioned previously, Ms. Shipilina grew up in Grozny, Chechnya, from the mid 1970s 
until 1991. Ms. Shipilina’s acquaintances in Krasnodar, Russia, have told me that she has been 
seen associating with Chechen organized crime figures in Krasnodar and Sochi. 

My Moscow attorney, Xenia Menshova (095 722 9035) who works with Dennis Whelan should 
be providing you with additional documents. 



1. Alina’s 50% ownership interest in her apartment in Krasnodar. 

2. A copy of her application for a second international passport that she uses to travel to 
Cyprus where she ba nk s some of her hidden US cash flow. 

3. Writing sample. 

Thanks much. 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


Decmber 21, 2001 
Brett Stanley 

American Embassy—Moscow 
PSC 77 (INS) 

APO, AE 09721 


Dear Brett, 

Enclosed is a hard copy of the signed and certified divorce judgment. If you need a copy with 
the raised seal, please let me know. 

Thanks again. 


Roy 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


April 11,2002 
Brett, 

Is there anything you can tell me about the status of the proceedings against my ex-wife Alina 
Shipilina? 

The following is an update on the latest developments here. I don’t think they’re particularly 
relevant to the INS proceedings, but I’m sure Alina’s attorney, Nicholas Mundy, will try to make 
some mileage in his efforts to cast me in a negative light. 

1. I’ve enclosed Mr. Mundy’s answer to my Disciplinary Complaint against him and my 
response to his answer. Both refer to an allegation by Alina that she is pursuing that in June 
2001 I allegedly violated a Temporary Order of Protection that was later dismissed in July 2001. 

I assume Mr. Mundy had Alina resurrect the allegation this March of 2002 to try to discredit me 
before the Disciplinary Committee, deter me from testifying in any potential INS hearing or to 
cast doubt on my credibility as a witness. The allegation will most likely end up in a trial. 

2. I received another threatening telephone call from what sounded like the same man who made 
the two previous calls of which I recorded the two messages that he left on my voicemail. I was 
unable to record this third call because I answered the phone personally. He was more explicit 
this time probably because he wasn’t leaving a voicemail. The one sided conversation went 
pretty much as follows: 

Mr. Den Hollander, this is John Pierre calling on behalf of Angelina (once again that’s the name 
Alina uses for stripping and other activities) . I told you before to cease and desist with your 
legal actions. I’m warning you do not testify before the INS or we will meet and you don’t want 
that. You understand what I mean. (In the background, I heard what sounded like Alina say 
‘About my mother and the prosecutor.’) And do not try to get the case in Russia reopened. I’m 
watching you, I know everything about you, have a nice day. 

He hung up before I got to say anything. 

The next day I took out a Temporary Order of Protection against Alina to put a stop to these 
calls. The police, unfortunately closed their case on this matter because they didn’t want to 
expend the resources and the FBI has done nothing further that I am aware of. 

That’s the latest in this soap opera. You know, I never liked those TV shows. 

Hope all is well with you. 


Roy 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


March 7, 2002 


Brett, 


Enclosed is the affidavit I emailed you about from a private investigation firm in Mexico City on 
the strippers at the Men’s Club historically engaging in prostitution. 

If more specific information is needed from Mr. Molina, he is willing to provide it. 


Roy 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Business and Law Consultant 
545 East 14th Street, Suite I0D 
New York. NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


July 5. 2001 
James W. Zigler 

Commissioner of the Immigration and Naturalization Serv ice 
425 I Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20536 

Dear Mr. Zigler: 

Over two months ago, I provided the INS with evidence that a Russian national, Alina A. Shipilina. 
fraudulently obtained conditional permanent residency, A 047 202 363, in the United States in order to 
work in the sex industry' in New York City'. Ms. Shipilina currently works as a lap dancer at the club 
Flash Dancers where she earns around $15,000 a month on which she does not pay taxes. 

In order to gain entry into the US, Ms. Shipilina made material misrepresentations on Form 230, Parts I 
and II: 

1. She failed to answer '‘Yes'’ to Question 33(b) in Part II that she was coming to the United States 
to work as a prostitute and that she had worked as a prostitute within the last 10 year. In fact Ms. 
Shipilina engaged in prostitution in Cyprus, Mexico, Russia and Italy from at least the beginning 
of 1999 right up until a few days before receiving her visa on May 30,2000. She continues her 
profession in New York City. 

2. She failed to answer ‘‘Yes” to Question 34 in Part II that she had been arrested and imprisoned. 
Ms. Shipilina was arrested on November 26, 1999, at a lap dancing club in Mexico City'. She 
was imprisoned and deported back to Russia on November 29, 1999. 

3. She lied about her occupation in Cyprus on Question 21 in Part I. She did not work as an artist 
but as a prostitute and lap dancer at the clubs Tramps and Zygos in Limassol. 

For some unknown reason the INS in New York does not want to take action over such blatant violations 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act. In fact, the agent assigned to this matter, Eugene Kazenko (212 
264 5400), has failed to provide me the courtesy of returning even one of my four telephone calls that I 
made to his office. Perhaps your office will consider the violation of US laws less lightly than the New 
York Office. 

I have enclosed copies of the materials provided to Mr. Kazenko, which include Ms. Shipilina’s 
handwritten diary in Russian and a full certified English translation of which I have also provided to ”60 
Minutes”. The cites in the March 26°' letter to NYC INS have been updated to refer to the certified 
English translation. 

Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 


U.S. Department of Justice 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 



50/2.4 


Eastern Regional Office 
70 Kimball Ai'enue 
South Burlington. Vermont 05403 


October 29,2001 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

545 East 14 th Street, Suite 10D 
New York, New York 10009 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

This office has received your correspondence dated July 5, 2001, which was addressed to 
Commissioner Ziglar. As this office oversees the operations of the Immigration Service in New 
York, the Commissioner has asked that we review your concerns and provide you with a 
response. 

As your letter indicates that further review may well be in order, we are forwarding a copy of 
your correspondence to the Immigration Service’s District Office at New York. That office will 
evaluate the information and take all appropriate action consistent with the enforcement 
requirements and priorities of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 

We very much appreciate your bringing these facts to our attention. Experience has shown that 
timely information furnished by concerned citizens such as yourself is instrumental in allowing 
the Immigration Service to maintain an effective and responsive enforcement program, both in 
New York and throughout the U.S. 


Sincerely, 



Prostitution Clients 


Some of the man with whom, according to Ms. Shipilina’s diary, she engaged in prostitution as 
defined by the laws of the State of New York. 

Time Period: January 1999 to May 2000. 

Pagination for Russian and English versions of Ms. Shipilina’s diary. 

Cyprus ( “Zigos”, owner Marios, “headhunter” in Krasnodar - Anastasia Vasili eva ) 

1 Cyprus £ = $1.5 


N 

Client 

“Type o f service ” 

Price 

Page Russian 

Page English 

1 

Ibragim 

intercourse and anal sex 

£40 

20 

8 

2 

Wonderful man 

ejaculated without entering 

£ 100 

20 

8 

3 

Fat man 

masturbated him in a hotel 

£30 

18 

8 

4 

Anonymous 
customer 1 

blow job 

£ 10 

24 

10 

5 

Anton 

a new customer to which the 
owner Marios gave her 

“sale” 

22 

9 

6 

Andreas 

full day accompany 

£50 

11-12 

5 

7 

Akhmed 

three days accompany 


23,25 

9 

8 

Grandpa 

masturbated him + two naked 
pictures 

£60+10 

35 

15 

9 

Andreas and his 

son 

Regular client 

golden 

bracelet 

21 

9 

10 

Pannikos 

Regular client - masturbated 
him 

new dress - £ 
37, ring of 
white gold 

16,19,24 

7, 10 

11 

Rikos 

Regular client (intercourse) 

Silver things, 
makeup, + 
£100 

6,8-10,16 

3, 4, 5, 7 

12 

Chris 

Regular client (intercourse) 

£50, 10, 20, 
10 + digital 
watch 

2-6,11,13,24 

1-3, 5,8 

13 

Doctor George 

Regular client 

£50+ 100, 
perfume, 
watch, alarm 
clock, earring 
with chain, 
bracelet and 
ring of gold, 
silver alarm 
clock 

7, 17-18,26 

3,7, 11 

14 

Devi 

One night stand client from the 
club 

£ 

35 

15 

15 

Peirre 

One night stand client 

£20 

33 

14 

16 

“Fucker” from a 
bank 

One night stand client 

£ 

30 

13 


1 




17 

Stephanos 

Regular client from Ayanapa 

£30+ £40 
dress -£ 23, 
pyjamas - £ 
44 

28, 31,35,37 

12, 15, 16 

18 

Rich Arab 1 

One night stand client 

boombox 

32 

13 

19 

Rich Arab 2 

One night stand client + with 
another girl from the club 

£ 

31 

14 

20 

Eric, good friend 
of Rikos 

Regular client 

digital watch, 
video 

camera, 
slippers, 
money for 
dentist, 
additional 

money 

21,28,31,37 

13, 16 


Mexico (Mexico city night club “MANS-CLUB”, “headhunter” in Moscow -Leonid) 


N 

Client 

“Type of service” 

Price 

Page Russian 

Page English 

1 

Anonymous client 

1 


$60 but took away 
money 

54 

24 

2 

Mavro 

Regular client 


55,60 

24 

4 

Yachingo - 
Boston guy 

Three day stand client 

For a trip to 
Acapulco 

64 

28 

5 

Sidney 

Regular client 


62 

27, 28 

6 

Max Garcia 
Appedole 

Regular client 

For a visa 
assistance, golden 
chain, makeup 

65, 73 

28,30 

7 

Manuel Gamio 

Regular client 

$500, toilet water 

69 

29 

8 

Alfonso 

Regular client 

Chain for hand 
and foot, trip to 
Cancum, silver 
bracelet 

72 

29,30 

9 

Alfredo 

- favorite client started 
02.10.1999- 
intercourse, performed 
oral sex on him 

For money, 
various presents 
and trips, 
transporting cash 
to Russia, 
diamond ring, 
extra $600, trip to 
Milan, Florence 
and Venice 

58,60,71,73,83, 
112,113,114 

26, 27, 29,30,33, 
38, 42, 43 
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Personal Alarm that sounds like a barking Rottweiler 


Limited Time Offer. FREE Shipping. While Supply Lasts! 



Reply Reply All | Forward |as attachment ▼ 
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Flag This Message 

Date:Thu. 7 Mar 2002 08:03:27 -0800 (PST) 

Download Attachments 
Printable View - Full Headers 


From:"roy den" <rdhhh@yahoo.com> | Block Address | Add to Address Book 
Subject:Alina Accusations 

To:"Brett Stanley" <brett.c.stanley@usdoj.gov> 


Brett, 

The following is a list of some of the false 
accusations I believe Alina will make against me in 
order to attack my credibility. 

1. I brought her to America to pimp her out. Copies 
of the love letters I wrote her before and immediately 
after our marriage refute this. I can provide copies, 
which I kept in English while my translator sent her 
the Russian versions. Also, she never mention this in 
her dairy where she tends to report even minor 
matters. 

2. I tried to extort money from her. Her attorney 
Nicholas J. Mundy made that allegation to my attorney 
in order to pressure me into resolving the divorce 
suit to her liking and helping Alina obtain a 
permanent green card; that is, lying to the INS about 
our marriage being bona fide. When Mundy made the 
allegation he stated he had an audio tape of my trying 
to extort money from her or I would deport her but 
never produced it because it doesn't exist unless they 
doctored a tape together. On December 22, 2001, I 
filed a complaint against Mundy with the NY Supreme 
Court Appellate Division, First Department's 
Disciplinary Committee for violating not only the 
Disciplinary Rules for Attorneys but NY Penal Code 
135.60 in using this type of tactic against an 
opposing litigant. See attached copy of complaint. 

3. I repeatedly abused her physically. Mundy told one 
of my attorneys that he had medical records of the 
physical abuse but once again never produced them 
because they don't exist unless some Russian doctor 
created such false reports for a fee. My complaint 
against him includes that falsehood. See attached 
complaint. 
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4. I told her to lie about her past on her application 
for an immigrant visa. At the time she applied, I 
didn't know that she worked as a prostitute because I 
didn't read her diary until afterwards. 

I'm sure she will invent a few more, but that's all I 
can come up with at the momment. I believe the Net 
Worth Statement in which Alina repeatedly lied under 
oath to the NY court may be useful to show her 
willingness to misrepresent and omit the truth. She 
believes that omissions do not constitute lying. 

I will send you by Express Mail an affidavit from an 
investigation firm in Mexico City about the Men's Club 
where Alina worked from September through November 
1999. The club's lap dancers are known for engaging 
in prostitution—for what it's worth. 

Thanks again 

Roy 
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Flag This Message 

From:Brett.C.Stanley@usdoj.gov | Block Address | Add to Address Book 
Date:Wed, 27 Feb 2002 7:14:00 -0400 
Subject:Rc:Alina Witnesses 
To:rdhhh@yahoo.com 


Prev | h 

Mark as 

Download / 
Printable View - F 


Hi! 


As I cold your attorney, any information that can confirm that she is a 
prostitute, helps us immensley. This can include sworn statements, 
affidavits, 

arrest records, anything. So, if any of these people are willing to put 
their 

knowledge on paper, that would help. Also, We have the Mexico thing, 
but it 

doesn't specifically state prostitution. Do you know if she has ever 

been 

picked 

up before, or had to register as a prostitute? 

Let me know. 

Regards, 

Brett C. Stanley 
Immigration Officer 
Moscow, Russia 

"America.One Nation, under God, Indivisible, with Liberty and 

Justice 

for 

all." 


_Reply Separator_ 

Subject: Alina Witnesses 

Author: rdhhh@vahoo.com 
Date: 2/26/02 2:12 PM 

Brett, 

My attorney, Xenia Menshova, tells me that INS needs a 
person to testify to Alina working as a prostitute. 
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Date: Wed, 6 Mar 2002 09:55:49 -0800 (PST) 

Froni:"roy den" <rdhhh@yahoo.com> | Block Address | Add to Address Book 
Subject:Re:Alina. Krasnodar Case 
T o: Brett. C. S tanley @usdoj .gov 


Brett, 

Marc L. Paulsen has changed his telephone number, 
apparently recently. When I called the number to ask 
about a sworn statement, another person answered who 
said they had just gotten the number 310 530 9532. As 
of July 2001 the following information on Marc was 
correct: 

Marc L. Paulsen, Medical Doctor licensed in 
California 

1944 W 237 St. 

Torrance, Cal 90501 
310 530 9532 

Email: marepent@ cnm network.com 

I contacted the Califonia Medical Board off the 
internet and got the attached information on Doctor 
Marc. I tried telephone information for Mission Viejo 
vicinity (code 949) and Torrance vicinity (code 310) 
but no public listings for a Doctor Marc. Perhaps the 
Government could track him down. 

When I talked to Doctor Marc at the end of June 2001, 
he said he travels to Russian relatively often to make 
similar videos with Russian models and the implication 
was to engage in sex with them in return for money. 

He said he now uses Red Star models instead of Leo's 
girls. He also said that US Customs once gave him a 
"hard time" about the videos he was bringing back from 
Moscow. 

Roy 

- Brett,C.Stanley@usdoj.gov wrote: 

> Roy, is it possible to get a sworn statement from 

> the individual who took 

> the 

> video? She could come back and say she took it 

> herself, or a boyfriend took 

> it 

> as there is no lav/ against making videos. However, 
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Center for Russian Law 

Moscow, Russian Federation 
Hanover, NH USA 


Reply to: Attorney Xenia Menshova 

mailto:Menshova@RussiaLaw.com 


Immigration and Naturalization Service 
United State Embassy 
Moscow, Russia 

re: Shipilina, Alina 

A 047-202-363 
SSN 063 90 4695 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

In the course of representing Roy Den Hollander, a US citizen, we became aware of 
material misrepresentation in the immigration application of his wife, Alina (aka 
Angelina) Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina), who entered the United States on July 
10, 2000, as a Conditional Permanent Resident. Mr. Den Hollander is currently suing for 
nullification of his marriage on the grounds of these misrepresentations, revealed in her 
own words in her diary, a copy of which is attached in relevant parts in both Russian and 
English. The primary misrepresentations are as follows: 

I. Ms. Shipilina married Mr. Hollander, as she put it, as a “business” proposition in order 
to secure US permanent residency. See entries in diary attached as Exhibit 1. 

April 5, 2000: refers to March 11 marriage, “Got married. It was fun, but for me it 
was not serious, just business.” Exhibit 1, page 101. 

June 25, 2000: “The problem is his (i.e. her husband’s) real feeling for me. I am 
something that stimulated him. He sees me as a real wife - but that is absurd. I will 
never see him as a real husband.” Exhibit 1, page 120. 

Exhibit 1, page 114, 117: Shipilina wanted to marry any foreigner in order to live 
abroad (Exhibit 1, page 82) and finally married Mr. Hollander to secure US 
citizenship on the basis of a marriage (Exhibit 1, page 95); 

February 19, 2000: Shipilina states that her friends in Krasnodar (her city of 
permanent residence in Russia) knew about her real relation to Mr. Hollander and 
approved the idea of this kind of “marriage business.” Exhibit 1, page 100. 

It is clear that Ms. Shipilina did not intend to enter a genuine marriage in Krasnodar on 
March 11, 2000. From her perspective, the marriage was a mechanism to allow her to 
pursue her career as a prostitute in America. Exhibit 1, page 108. 

On the basis of this information, our client is filing for annulment of the marriage as a 
sham. 

Other material misrepresentations relate to prostitution and arrest. 

1. Ms. Shipilina answered “No” to Question 33(b), whether the applicant engaged 
in prostitution within 10 years prior to submitting the visa application. He diary 
suggests otherwise. 
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Exhibit 1 describes the period from January through June 1999, when Ms. 

Shipilina worked as a part time prostitute while stripping in a club called 
“Zygos” in Limassol, Cyprus. The Club offered the following services: strip 
dance, private dance, table dance, “accompany” (pages: 7, 18, 20 etc) to clients 
for a night, a day or couple of days. 

Exhibit 1, page 17: Ms. Shipilina says that she was “trying to be the first [among 
club girls] in business.” 

Exhibit 1, page 77,78, 95: in Mexico City, Mexico, where she worked for a 
madam by the name of Kitty and with an agent by the name of Maria Sorrato. 

Exhibit 1, page 45: in Moscow, Russia her agent/pimp who organized her 
business in Moscow and Mexico is identified as Leonid. 

Exhibit 3 contains a list of men who had used her services as a prostitute from 
January to November 1999 for money, presents, and other compensation. At 
times she would ask God to bless her clients and pray for good business (pages 
21, 27, 30, etc.) 

Exhibit 1, pages 101, 112, 113: Ms. Shipilina engaged in prostitution after the 
marriage, specifically in Krasnodar, Russia, and in Milan, Venice, and Florence, 

Italy, in April-May 2000. 

also: 

Exhibit 1, page 130: Ms. Shipilina presently works as a “lap dancer” five nights a 
week at “Flash Dancers” in Manhattan under the assumed name “Angelina” 
where she earns ca. $12,000.00 per month in cash. She claims to earn $500 to 
$600 a night or ca. $50,000.00 in cash since entering the U.S. 

Exhibit 1, page 130: Ms. Shipilina does not only dance at the club, she also 
allows clients to touch her as a “special service.” 

Shipilina has two bank accounts at Citibank (checking 67147197 and money 
market 67147234) at 262 First Avenue and a safe deposit box (number 14299) at 
the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue. 

Exhibit 1, page 129: During the fall Shipilina kept thousands of dollars in cash 
in the safe deposit box. The accounts and safe deposit box are under the name 
Alina A. Chipilina. 

Exhibit 4 and Exhibit 1, page 104: Mr. Shipilina got a second Russian foreign 
passport for travel to Italy on May 2000 to join one of her Mexico clients (pages 
111-114). 

Exhibit 1, p. 39. Shipilina acknowledges that she performed masturbation every 
day for 1.5 years for clients. 

Exhibit 1, p. 41, Shipilina hopes to find girls to send to work in Mexico, as each 
will pay her $100 per month. 

Exhibit 2: copy of Ms. Shipilina’s Cyprus “Alien Registtration Certificate,” copy 
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of the Ms. Shipilina’s work contract in “Zigos,” copies of her schedule for July- 
December 2000. She also works as a part time model for the modeling agency 
“Grace Del Marco” also located in Manhattan. 

2. Ms. Shipilina answered “No” to Question 34, which asks, inter alia, whether the 
applicant had been arrested or imprisoned. 

Exhibit 1, page 76: On Friday November 26, 1999, while lap dancing in the 
Men’s Club in Mexico City, Mexico, the local police raided the club and Ms. 

Shipilina was arrested for not having a working visa. She was taken to Police 
Headquarters where her name was taken (the police may have entered her name 
as Chipilina rather than Shipilina), and she was videotaped and locked up in 
immigration prison for three days. Since she had a plane ticket back to Russia 
for the following Monday, the police put her on that plane home rather than 
engage in any further proceeding. 

Exhibit 1, page 91: Mexico police took away Ms. Shipilina’s foreign passport. 

Exhibit 1, page 91: Ms. Shipilina refers to this incident as an arrest. 

On February 2000 Ms. Shipilina tried to return to Mexico to the club to 
continued work, but her agent, Maria Sorrato, could not give her any guarantee 
of her safety in entering to Mexico. Exhibit 1, page 96: “.. .may be to Mexico, 
but only for only one month. This is risk but money.” 


Mr. Den Hollander and Ms. Shipilina have separated. Shipilina is now living under the 
name of Alina A. Chipilina at 28-15 34th Street, Apt.4H, Astoria, New York 11103 

Shipilina’s telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are 
listed under the name Alina A. Shipilina. 

Please confirm your receipt of this notice by posting the attached stamped, self-addressed 
envelope. 


Sincerely, 


Xenia Menshova, Esq. 



Yahoo! Mail - rdhhh@yahoo.com 
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Date: Mon, 5 Aug 2002 15:47:35 -0700 (PDT) 

From: "roy den" <rdhhh@yahoo.com> 

Subject: Deportable Offense 

To: "Xenia Menshova" <Menshova@RussiaLaw.com> 

Brett, 

Alina Shipilina falsey claimed US citizenship when she 
registered to vote in Queens, New York, where she 
lives. I have attached a copy of her registration and 
the NYC Board of Elections' record. I am sending by 
express mail a hard copy of Alina's registration 
statement certified by the Board of Elections. 

By claiming to be a US citizen, she violated 8 USC 
1227: 

"Any alien who falsely represents, or falsely 
represented, herself to be a citizen of the United 
States for any purpose or benefit under...any Federal 
or State law is deportable." 

She also violated New York State Election Law 5-210(6) 
for making a material false statement in an 
application for registration, which is a class E 
felony in New York, ie, a maximum of four years. I 
will send a copy of the law by express mail. 

In addition, I beleive her act also violated the 
Federal Law on Elective Franchise 42 USSC 
1973i(c),which has a maximum of 5 years in jail or 
$10,000 fine. I will send a copy of the law by 
express mail. 

Is this sufficient to deport her? What is the status 
of the proceedings? 

Please confirm receipt of email. 

Roy 


Do You Yahoo!? 

Yahoo! Health - Feel better, live better 
http://health.yahoo.com 


.. ./ShowLetter?box=Sent&MsgI d=7655_5067068_ 116140_526_675_0_4728_1256_1949641242&Search=&PRINT 12/29/03 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Business and Law Consultant 
545 East 14th Street, Suite 1OD 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


May 31,2001 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Director, Office of Internal Audit 
425 I Street, NW 
Room 3260 

Washington, DC 20536 
Dear Director: 

Over two months ago. 1 provided the Investigation Division of the New York City Immigration 
and Naturalization Office evidence about a Russian national, Alina A. Shipilina. who 
fraudulently obtained an immigration visa to the United States and is currently living and 
working in New York City' as part of Russia's international sex industry'- As best as I can tell, the 
INS has done nothing concerning this case. I have tried to contact the investigator handling the 
matter, Eugene Kazenko (212 264 5400), a number of times. Unfortunately, Mr. Kazenko does 
not return my telephone calls. Perhaps your office could elicit a response from Mr. Kazenko. 

I have enclosed a copies of the materials originally provided to Mr. Kazenko. which include 
evidence that the Ms. Shipilina has also been evading US income taxes since last July on the 
nearly $15,000 in cash she makes each month as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers on Broadway in 
New York City'. Flash Dancers also employs a number of illegal Russian aliens as lap dancers. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely yours. 


Roy Den Hollander 


U.S. Department of Justice 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Office of Internal Audit 



425! Street NW 
Washington. DC 20536 


JUN | 2 2001 


Roy Hollander 

545 East 14 ,h St. Suite 10D 

New York, NY 10009 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

Your complaint has been received by the Office of Internal Audit (OIA), Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, and has been assigned case number 01X03913. We have referred the 
matter to the head of the INS office concerned for information and any action deemed 
appropriate. 

Resource constraints preclude us from initiating an inquiry or investigation into every 
complaint received. The OIA makes every effort to investigate those matters, which represent 
the most serious misconduct, and refers other matters to local managers for their review when 
appropriate. After careful review of this matter, we forwarded it to the appropriate management 
official for review and any action deemed warranted. 

Thank you for bringing this matter to our attention. We trust that future contact with 
members of the Immigration and Naturalization Service will be of a more positive nature. 


Sincerely v 





ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Business and Law Consultant 
545 East 14th Street, Suite 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


September 5, 2001 

Gene Kazenko 
US Immigration 
INV Correspondence 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 10-116 
New York, NY 10278 


Re: Shipilina, Alina A., INS A Number 047-202-363 


Dear Mr. Kazenko: 

In March I provided you with information concerning my wife’s, Alina A. Shipilina (aka 
Chipilina), violation of US Immigration laws. 

The key document was a copy of Ms. Shipilina’s Russian diary, which I am sure she denys as 
hers. I wanted to inform you that I have the original pages of her diary for May to September 
2000, which are covered with her fingerprints. Perhaps this infonnation will assist in proving 
the diary is actually hers. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Business and Law Consultant 
545 East 14th Street, Suite 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols .com 


September 16, 2001 

Gene Kazenko 
US Immigration 
INV Correspondence 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 10-116 
New York, NY 10278 


Re: Shipilina, Alina A., INS A Number 047-202-363 


Dear Mr. Kazenko: 

As further evidence that the diary I provided you is in fact Ms. Shipilina’s authentic journal, I 
have enclosed Ms. Shipilina’s Answer in the current Annulment/Divorce proceedings in which 
she admits the diary provided to you is hers. In paragrah 5(i) of the Answer, Ms. Shiplina states 
“... .the Plaintiff (Mr. Hollander).. .created an internet website entitled 

http://www.alinashipilina.com in which he posted the Defendant’s (Ms. Shipilina) personal diary 
and naked photographs of the Defendant.” A comparison of the diary I provided you with that 
referred to in Ms. Shipilina’s Answer will show that they are one and the same. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Business and Law Consultant 
545 East 14th Street, Suite 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


April 6, 2001 

Gene Kazenko 
US Immigration 
INV Correspondence 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 10-116 
New York, NY 10278 


Re: Shipilina, Alina A., INS A Number 047-202-363 


Dear Mr. Kazenko: 

I recently received a complete certified English translation of Ms. Shipilina’s diary, which I have 
enclosed. The pagination for this translation differs from the pagination included in the exhibits 
of my first letter to the INS. She is the young Russian lady who currently works at Flash 
Dancers and made material misrepresentations on her immigrant visa application about never 
having worked as a prostitute and never having been arrested. I added the underlining. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


December 8, 2002 
Karen Landsness 

US Immigration and Naturalization Service 
American Embassy 
Bolshoi Devyatinski Per 8 
Moscow, Russia 121099 


Dear Ms. Landsness: 

Attorney Daniel Retter suggested I provide you with the following information on a Russian 
alien living in the US against whom the INS initiated deportation proceedings, still ongoing, over 
a year ago. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, INS A# 047 202 363, committed a deportable offense under 8 
U.S.C. 1227(a)(3)(D) by falsely representing herself to be a citizen of the United States when she 
registered to vote in Queens County on February 22, 2001. 

Ms. Shipilina is a Russian immigrant currently living in the United States as a conditional 
pennanent resident. See attached copy of Shipilina’s alien registration card. Her current address 
is 28-15 34 St, 4H, Astoria, NY 11103, telephones 718 274 4902, 917 374 4713. 

When she registered to vote, she swore or affirmed that she was a U.S. citizen by signing the 
New York State Voter Registration form. See attached copy of N.Y. State Voter Registration 
and copy of Computer Voter Records. 

By falsely claiming U.S. citizenship in order to register to vote, Ms. Shipilina also committed a 
crime in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1015(f) and New York State Election Law 5-210(6), which is a 
class E felony in New York. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact my attorney, Xenia Menshova, at 979 4770 
or 722 9035 or me at the above telephone numbers or email address. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Business and Law Consultant 
545 East 14th Street, Suite 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhh@erols.com 


August 21, 2001 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
New York District Office 
Status Section 
26 Federal Plaza 
New york, NY 10278 


Dear Sir or Madame: 

My wife, Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, aka Chipilina, INS A# 047 202 363, DOB November 10 
1975, is a conditional permanent resident residing in New York City. We are presently involved 
in a divorce proceeding. I would like to know whether Ms. Shipilina has filed for a Waiver of 
the Joint Petition and, if so, on what grounds. 

Thank you for your assistance. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 



Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina Married for the Purpose of Procuring Admission as 

an Immigrant 


This document contains information evidencing that Alina Shipilina married Roy 
Den Hollander, a US citizen, for the purpose of procuring her admission to America as an 
immigrant. The document contains three parts. Part A consists of statements by Ms. 
Shipilina, Part B interviews with some of Ms. Shipilina’s associates and Part C conduct 
of Ms. Shipilina. Ms. Shipilina married Roy Den Hollander in Krasnodar, Russia, on 
March 11, 2000. 

Part A 

The following are statements made by Ms. Shipilina in her personal journal before and 
during her marriage to Mr. Hollander and in correspondence to Mr. Hollander. Dates 
refer to the date a particular statement was written by Ms. Shipilina. The page cites are to 
a Certified English translation by attorney Dennis Whelan and to Ms. Shipilina’s hand 
written journal in Russian. 

1. December 10, 1999, “I want very much to find a foreigner and live abroad; I want to 
buy a flat and marry a foreigner, but I do not want to live in Kransnodar.” Page 34 
English; p 82 Russian. 

2. January 17, 2000, “Roy says that I am the only happiness of his. He wants me to be 
near him.... If only he were younger....” Page 37 English; p 90 Russian . 

3. January 27, 2000, “I do not know, but it worth while marrying him only for the 
purpose to receive American citizenship. He is not the person I need.” Page 39 
English; p 95 Russian . 

4. January 29, 2000, “Roy is good as a friend and sexual partner, but Roy as a 
husband....” Page 39 English; p 97 Russian . 

5. February 4, 2000, “....he (Mr. Hollander) began speaking about a paper according to 
which I will not have any right on his money in the case of divorce. So, in this case I 
will receive nothing.... In my turn I told him about a paper according to which he 
would have no right to send me out of the country.” Page 40 English; p 98 Russian . 

6. February 19, 2000, “Lena said as well that the business concerning Roy is very 
advantageous to me.” Page 41 English; pi00 Russian . 

7. Ms. Shipilina surreptitiously and repeatedly put substances into Mr. Hollander’s 
meals just days before the wedding that caused narcotic-like symptoms in Mr. 
Hollander in order to induce him to go through with the wedding. A few days before 
the scheduled ceremony, Mr. Hollander told Ms. Shipilina that he was thinking of 
canceling the ceremony. 

a. April 5, 2000, “Two days prior to registration he (Mr. Hollander) said that he 
might cancel everything because I told him that I did not like to speak with 
him about my past.... He infuriated me-I had to speak about Cyprus, about 
Mexico, that I was tired there and that I had not want and did not have sex 
there.” Page 41 English; p 101 Russian . “....The clairvoyant gave me salt and 
sugar to admix into his food. His smile began to look like a smile of innocent 
angel.” Page 42 English; p 105 Russian . 
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b. July 12, 2000, . .1 was admixing something in his (Mr. Hollander’s) meals. 

He wanted to sleep even in the day. I had to tell him, that he was too 
aggressive towards me and I wanted to lower his level of aggression.” Page 48 
English; p 126 Russian . 

8. April 5, 2000, “And on Saturday, March 11, 2000, we registered our marriage. It was 
merry! I did not accept it very seriously; for me it was only business. I become so 
tired of him....” Page 41 English; p 101 Russian . 

9. April 5, 2000, “He wrote me a letter saying how it was difficult for him to be 
alone.... Frankly speaking, I cannot imagine what I will do with him in Moscow. 
Listen to his philosophy? To wash, to clean and to cook? And leave my mother all 
alone.... On one hand I would like that we remained friends, but he would not hinder 
my meetings with friends and I would give him freedom” Pages 41, 42 English; p 103 
Russian. Just three days later in an April 8, 2000, postcard, Ms. Shipilina wrote to 
Mr. Hollander, “My love husband! I’m so miss on you but I must help my mother.... 
I send you this spring flowers from all my heart. I kiss and hold you.” Exhibit 1 

10. April 5, 2000, “It took a long time to make my second passport.... But thanks to 
God, I have now 2 passports. May be I will go for a week to Mexico and meet Alfred 
to earn some money. But I need a good reason for Roy. It is dangerous, but I will 
see....” Page 42 English; pp 104-05 Russian. 

11. April 20, 2000, “For the first time he finished in me. Oh, my God, whom I allowed to 
do it....” Page 43 English; p 108 Russian . 

12. April 20, 2000, “What will happen if I will not receive a visa to America? I will go— 
with Leonid’s help—to Greece or Venezuela. In June I am sure to go somewhere!” 
Page 43 English; p 108 Russian . 

13. April 5, 2000, “Then, when we went to the disco “Joy”, Alexey told me that he 
wanted me and that I was driving him mad. He bought a bottle of Champaign. I was 
near to going with him.... I tried to seduce Alexey, to get him,....” Pages 41, 42, 
English; pp 102, 104 Russian . Then on April 22, 2000, Ms. Shipilina wrote to her 
husband a postcard, “My dear husband! Only come back and start to be alone again. 

It difficult, but I must to do a lot of things here.... But you in my heart. A lot of 
kisses to you.” Exhibit 2 Alexey Smolin, 8 902 445 3049, 8612 62 34 13, told Mr. 
Hollander on June 16, 2001, “Alina offered herself to me. I could have slept with her 
if I wanted.” 

14. On May 19, 2000, Ms. Shipilina traveled to Italy to engage in adultery and 
prostitution with Alfredo Ibarra. Pages 44, 45 English; pp 112-14 Russian . Just days 
before the trip, Ms. Shipilina wrote on May 10, 2000, two postcards to her husband, 
“My dear husband! In Krasnodar hard. I try to written dissertation and help my 
mother.... Your wife.” Exhibit 3 And, “You are present to me the best moments in 
my life. With special love your Angel.” Exhibit 4 

15. June 5, 2000, “We went with Roy to the forest, he wanted to have sex with me, but I 
refused because sometimes there were people passing by. The most important was 
that his age might be clearly seen. If he were a young boy....” Page 45 English; p 

117 Russian . 

16. June 5, 2000, “On May 31, 2000 I received visa!!! Praise to God! Page 45 English; p 
117 Russian. 
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17. June 25, 2000, “The problem is in his real feelings to me. I am a stimulus for him. 

He sees me as a real wife, but it is absurd.... I will never see him as a real husband.” 
Page 46 English; pp 120-21 Russian . 

18. July 6, 2000, “I decided to go to America for now and make some money and then to 
get a divorce from him.” Page 47 English; p 124 Russian . 

19. July 12, 2000, “God be praised!!! I am in America.” Page 48 English; p 126 Russian . 

20. July 12, 2000, “I began working (Flash Dancers Topless Club) on Sunday and earned 
400 dollars, then 540 and yesterday, on Wednesday, I earned 650 dollars. God be 
praised!!! Page 48 English; p 127 Russian . 

21. September 9, 2000, “In total I earned 17-18 thousand dollars in 1.5 months, including 
everything - expenses, meals and presents.” Page 50 English; p 130 Russian . 


Part B 

The following associates of Ms. Shipilina made statements to Mr. Hollander about Ms. 

Shipilina’s desire to leave Russia to make money: 

22. Alexei Dikov, 26 Gudmy, KB 46, Krasnodar, 350063, (H) 8612 62 09 28, Mob 63 55 
58, Mob 8 902 439 67 06, Ms. Shipilina’s former boy friend, told Mr. Hollander on 
June 14, 2001, “Alina had one aim, to go outside of Russia.” 

23. Yulya Kudinova, mobile 8612 42 81 19, Mobile 8 902 464 2405, Email 
strelez@mailru.com, work 8612 53 73 22, VIP Group 180 Krasnaya Ul, 314, 
Krasnodar, Ms. Shipilina’s friend told Mr. Hollander on June 16, 2001, “Alina always 
thought about money and how to get it. She was a pit bull in her pursuit of money. 
She used all connections and a lot of men to get money. Alina didn’t have money to 
start a career as a model and she used men to get it. Alina left Alexei Dikov because 
he didn’t have money.” 

24. Anastasia Vasiljeva, 158 Krasnaya Ul, Krasnodar (W) 8612 55 74 63, (H) 8612 55 98 
07, Email nastya top model@mail.kubsu.ru , Ms. Shipilina’s model agent in 
Krasnodar, said, “Alina only wanted money and the luxury life.” 


Part C 

Ms. Shipilina’s conduct during her marriage infers that she married for the purpose of 
procuring admission to the US as an immigrant. Dates refer to when Ms. Shipilina made 
entries in her diary, and the page cites refer to the Certified English translation and the 
Russian handwritten journal: 

25. Ms. Shipilina wanted to give birth to her own children but knew that Mr. Hollander 
could not have children but she still married him. 

26. April 5, 2000, Ms. Shipilina engaged in adultery in Krasnodar three weeks after her 
marriage with a man named Volodya. Page 41 English; pi02 Russian . 

27. Ms. Shipilina partied in Krasnodar rather than living with her husband in Moscow: 
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a. April 5, 2000, “Katya and me went to discos. In “Joy” there was “Hit FM”, 
nice music. Last time some boys wanted to get acquainted with us, but they 
did not succeed, because we sat to a taxi accompanied by guards.” Page 42 
English; p 105 Russian . 

b. May 19, 2000, “On April 29 there was a show in dramatic theater. I was so 
glad to see Vitalik and my other acquaintances... A good show, it lasted for 
approximately 3 hours. There were 50 models participating in the show. Page 
p 43 English; p 109 Russian . 

c. May 19, 2000, “Katya and me walked.... On the way from disco Katya got 
acquainted with Andrey, we went to his friend. I did not like. I went with 
Andrei and Katya to the same place I tried to seduce Alexei. When I was 
ready and said I was ready, it turned out that what Andrei wanted was a 
surprise. My friend Katya was against this and this upset Andrei and Andrei 
was left with nothing.” Pages 43, 44 English; pp 109, 110 Russian . 

d. May 19, 2000, “Ma went away and this time I did not bring anybody home 
with me although I wish I had. So I came to Volodya. I told him that I want to 
go to a picnic out of the city. He began to refuse; he said that he had already 
gone out of the city with Vladik. I insisted and he admitted that he is married, 
he has a child (2 years old), and he had married in 1998. His wife is from 
Kazakhstan but she is Russian. He lied, he wanted me and continued to lie. I 
was shocked.” Pages 44 English; pp 109, 110 Russian . 

28. May 19, 2000, Ms. Shipilina engaged in prostitution with Alfredo Ibarra Sotelo in 
Italy within three months of her marriage and just days before her successful 
interview for an immigrant visa at the US Embassy. Pages 44-45 English; pi 12-114 
Russian . 

29. Ms. Shipilina made a concerted effort to hide her prostitution in Italy for fear that Mr. 
Hollander would not take her to America. In her May 19, 2000, entry, “And now it is 
very important to me to extinguish all evidence. I closed package with adhesive tape 
and tried to hide gold and money. I hope so Roy did not leam anything. Amen! I 
thank God for everything; bless me!” Further in her June 5, 2000, entry, “I came to 
Roy. My cellular phone was disconnected. I had to open the door with keys and ring 
at the door. He looked Ms. Shipilina went to great lengths to hide her prostitution 
with Mr. Ibarra in so surprised when he saw me. He began to ask me - How I came, 
what and where and so on. He was inspecting me for a long time and got infuriated 
because he could not find anything. He thought that I spent time in Moscow with 

some boy friend and now came to him.Next day we went to take photos and 

when I asked to give me my bag, he took it and began to open all its section and 
watch what was in as if it was a joke. I was watching at him perplexedly and very 
calmly. He was examining me. After it I understood that he would examine my “Fa” 
bag. When Volodya (Mr. Hollander’s driver) met me at registration in Moscow I gave 
him package with everything money, brilliants. I feared that he might tell something 
to Roy.” Page 45 English; pages 114-16 Russian . 

30. July 6, 2000, Ms. Shipilina engaged in another act of adultery four months after her 
marriage with a man named Valodya, 812 430 9508, Ul. Dibunovskaya 37, Apt 521, 
St Petersburg 197 183, a struggling small businessman. Page 47 English; p 123 
Russian. 
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31. Ms. Shipilina maintained communication with Valodya from St. Petersburg while she 
was living in Mr. Hollander’s apartment in the US. In a July 2000 postcard, Ms. 
Shipilina wrote to Valodya, “Good luck, peace, love and all the kindness to you. 

Hello Valodya, This is Angelina. How are you? I am okay. It was really difficult to 
come here. It turns out that my boss found out information about me from MVD and 
FSB. And now he watches me. I began to work. It is interesting. I like it a lot. I 
work about eight hours a day. I dance. (Flash Dancers) It is interesting to meet new 
people, to learn about different places. I think a lot about you and I miss you and it 
was great that we could understand each other. Do me a huge, huge favor, please, 
don’t tell anybody, anybody, that I am here—no way. Only my mum knows about it 
and now you. I kiss you, I embrace you, I miss you.” (Four lipstick kisses are on the 
card.) Exhibit 5 

32. Ms. Shipilina dated other men in Krasnodar during the four months following her 
marriage: 

a. Arsen, pages 41, 42 English; p 102 Russian . 

b. Roma, page 47 English; p 121 Russian . 

33. September 9, 2000, “Besides, for the first time I went to a single room -1 danced to a 
bearded man from TV. On Monday we sat there for 2 hours, I danced .... I allowed 
him to touch me. I received a pleasure.” Page 50 English; p 130 Russian . Then just 
two days later on September 11, 2000, Ms. Shipilina wrote in a wedding anniversary 
card to her husband, “Always with you belief, hope, love unforgettable. Your Angel” 
Exhibit 6 

34. Ms. Shipilina refused to allow her husband to travel with her to Krasnodar and 
Cyprus when she took a three-week vacation in September 2000. Ms. Shipilina later 
told her husband the names of three former friends with whom she had met in Cyprus. 
The three, however, were former prostitution and lap dancing clients. 

a. Rikos, pages 3, 4. 5, 7 English; pp 6, 8, 9, 10, 16 Russian . 

b. Andrios, page 6 English; ppl 1, 12 Russian . 

c. Stephanos, pages 12, 13, 15, 16 English; pp 28, 31, 35, 37 Russian . 
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Date: Tue, 22 Apr 2003 10:59:22 -0700 (PDT) 

From. „ ro y c j en „ <rc jhhh@yahoo.com> ^.j Add to Address Book 
Subject. iH 0 || an d er /shipili na Case 
To: Scott.X.Marvin@usdoj.gov 

> Dear Mr. Marvin, 

In reference to Alina Shipilina claiming to be a US 
citizen when she registered to vote, the New York City 
Board of Elections has referred Shipilina's violation 
of Federal law to the US Attorney for the Eastern 
District of NY and Shipilina's violation of New York 
law to the Queens District Attorney. 

I have attached the Board of Elections letters of 
referral. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Roy Den Hollander 

> Thanks for getting in touch with me. 

> 

> My attorney in Moscow, Xenia Menshova,(979 4770, 

> cell 

> 722 9035) has documents that show that Alina 

> Shipilina 

> registered to vote in New York City last year, 

> which, 

> in and of itself, is a deportable offense under 8 

> use 

> 1227(a) (3) (D), a federal crime under 18 USC 1015(f) 

> and a felony in New York State under New York State 

> Election Law 5-210(6) . 

> 

> If you can give me a number at which my attorney can 

> reach you, she can stop by the embassy to give you 

> the 

> documents. That is the way I often provided Brett 

> Stanley with documents in the past. 

> 

> Brett said that deportation proceedings were started 

> against Ms. Shipilina. Can you tell me the status 

> and 

> the proceedure? 

> 

> The voter registration fraud is the latest 

> information 

> I have on Ms. Shipilina's nefarious activities. 

> 

> If you have any questions, please contact Xenia or 

> myself. 

> 

> Thanks for your time. 

> 



> Roy 

> - Scott.X.Marvin@usdoj.gov wrote: 

> > 

> > Mr. Hollander, 

> > 

> > I wanted to introduce myself, as I recently 

> received 

> > the file on your former 

> > wife. 

> > 

> > Please feel free to forward any additional 

> > information and/or communicate 

> > with 

> > me at any time. 

> > 

> > Regards, 

> > 

> > Scott Marvin 

> > INS Moscow 

> 



INS Misrepresentations 


1. Form 230 Part II 

a. Question 21: Occupation while living in Cyprus: Artist 

b. Question 33 (b): Alina entered US to engage in prostitution and other 
immoral activity 

Alina engaged in prostitution within previous 10 years. 

c. Question 33 (f): Alina tried to get visa by lying. 

d. Question 34: Alina arrested and imprisoned in Mexico. 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 7, 2002 

US Immigration and Naturalization Service 
American Eambassy 
Moscow, Russia 


Dear Sir or Madam: 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, INS A# 047 202 363, committed a deportable offense under 8 
U.S.C. 1227(a)(3)(D) by falsely representing herself to be a citizen of the United States when she 
registered to vote in Queens County on February 22, 2001. 

Ms. Shipilina is a Russian immigrant currently living in the United States as a conditional 
pennanent resident. See attached copy of Shipilina’s alien registration card. Her current address 
is 28-15 34 St, 4H, Astoria, NY 11103, telephones 718 274 4902, 917 374 4713. 

When she registered to vote, she swore or affirmed that she was a U.S. citizen by signing the 
New York State Voter Registration form. See attached copy of N.Y. State Voter Registration 
and copy of Computer Voter Records. 

By falsely claiming U.S. citizenship in order to register to vote, Ms. Shipilina also committed a 
crime in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1015(f) and New York State Election Law 5-210(6), which is a 
class E felony in New York. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact my attorney, Xenia Menshova, at 979 4770 
or 722 9035 or me at the above telephone numbers. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 10009 Mobile 917 687 0652 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 


May 4, 2005 


Officer-in-Charge 

U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
Department of Homeland Security 
American Embassy 


PSC 77 - DHS 
APO, AE 09721 


Re: Alina A. Shipilina, INS A# 047 202 363 


Dear Sir: 


In the removal proceedings concerning Alina A. Shipilina, INS A# 047 202 363,1 have 
obtained three apostile affidavits from people in Krasnodar swearing to Ms. Shipilina working as 
a prostitute before applying for an immigrant visa to the U.S. in 2000. 

The affidavits show Ms. Shipilina defrauded the Government by lying that she did not 
work as a prostitute within ten years prior to applying for conditional pennanent residency. 

Are you interested in me sending you the affidavits? 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

Tel. & Fax: (212)995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


January 12, 2002 

Elvis Paliska 
CID 

Internal Revenue Service 
625 Fulton Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Mr. Paliska: 

In December, I provided your office with information concerning the evasion of taxes by a 
Russian immigrant, Alina (aka Angelina) Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) - Social 
Security Number 063 90 4695, living in Queens, New York. 

This letter is to provide you with the street address of the Bank of Cyprus where she maintains a 
Global Equity Fund, account number 54660, which she did not report on her 2000 tax return. 
The account is located at 

Bank Of Cyprus 
Aigos Fylaeeos 282 
3083 Aiga Fyaa 
Limassol, Cyprus. 

Ms. Shipilina is unaware that I know about this account. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 14, 2002 

Charles O. Rossotti, Commissioner 
Internal Revenue Service 
1111 Constitution Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20224 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Commissioner Rossotti: 

As a former attorney with the I.R.S. Chief Counsel’s Office, I applaud your decision to 
concentrate on high income tax evaders. As you noted in the New York Times article, limited 
I.R.S. resources should not be used to recover limited returns from low income evaders. 

There is, however, one class of tax evaders whose members earn over $100,000 year that the 
I.R.S. still fails to pursue. I roughly estimate the revenue from this class at $13 billion a year. 
This class of tax evaders is made up of “lap-dancer” who work as independent contractors in the 
numerous “Gentlemen’s Clubs” throughout America. 

Take as an example “Flash Dancers” on Broadway in Manhattan. Each lap-dancer is required to 
work five days a week and the average lap-dancer on the night shift, 8pm to 4am, nets $500 in 
cash every night. See the attached Club Reviews by Dancers from the Internet. Assuming the 
average lap-dancer takes six weeks vacation a year, she will net $115,000—all cash. 

On the night shift alone at Flash Dancers, seventy-live lap-dancers work as independent 
contractors every night of the year that results in a pool of untaxed cash revenue of over $13 
million a year from this one club. Assuming there are at least a thousand of these Gentlemen’s 
Clubs in the country, then the untaxed revenue stream is $13 billion a year. 

Perhaps using similar guidelines for lap-dancers as the I.R.S. uses for bartenders and waitresses 
or classifying the lap-dancers as employees rather than independent contractors will recapture 
some of the lost taxes. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 14, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Attention I.C.E. 

Holtsville, NY 00501-0002 

Re: Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina), SS# 063 90 4695, INS A# 047 202 
363 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

On March 5, 2001,1 provided your office with a cover letter and various documents 
showing that Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, my wife, evaded paying taxes. I am now providing 
notice that she made material misrepresentations on her tax returns as a result of her tax evasion. 

Ms. Shipilina and I are currently involved in Annulment/Divorce proceedings. See 
Exhibit 1, Annulment/Divorce Complaint. As part of the court proceedings, Ms.Shiplina has 
turned over copies of her Federal and New York State tax returns and amended returns, which 
she affirmed under oath to the court that they are duplicates of the returns she filed with the IRS 
and New York tax authorities. See Exhibit 2, Federal and New York State tax returns. 

Ms. Shiplina’s 1040X reports her total income for the year 2000 as $18,861, but in her 
diary she states that for just one and a half months during part of July, August and September she 
netted $17 to $18,000 dollars. See Exhibit 3, p 50 of a Certified English Translation and Exhibit 
4, p 132 of the original documents provided your office in March, which is a copy of her Russian 
diary. Ms. Shiplina may deny that the document I provided you is her dairy, but I possess the 
original pages of her dairy for the months of May through September 2000, which include 
admissions as to her income and are covered with Ms. Shipilina’s fingerprints. 

Ms. Shipilina’s 1040 lists her business as bartender when in fact she works as a lap 
dancer at Flash Dancers in Manhattan. I have attached as Exhibit 4 a copy of an affidavit of 
service for process served on Ms. Shiplina while working at Flash Dancers. 

Ms. Shipilina falsely classified herself as single on her tax returns when in fact she was 
married and still is. See Exhibit 1. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following 
address: 


28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 



Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are under the name 

Alina A. Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing and dating the second copy of this letter. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely yours, 

Roy Den Hollander 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 30, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Attention I.C.E. 

Holtsville, NY 00501-0002 


Re: Alina Alexandrovana Shipilina (aka Chipilina), SS# 063 90 4695, INS A# 047 202 363 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

On March 5 and again on September 16, 2001,1 provided your office with various 
documents showing that Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina violated the Internal Revenue Code by 
evading taxes. I am now providing you with information that Ms. Shipilina, my wife, also 
violated the Code by failing to report on her tax returns for the year 2000 her Cyprus account at 
the Rank of Cyprus. Ms. Shipilina holds a Global Equity Fund, Account 54660, in the amount of 
around $17,000USD in the Bank of Cyprus at 


Limassol, Cyprus 

The beneficiary and signatory is Alina Alexandrovana Shipilina. 

I have enclosed a copy of her tax returns for the year 2000. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


March 12, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Attention: John J. Boyle 
One Lefrak City Plaza, 4 th Floor 
Corona, New York 11368 

Dear Mr. Boyle: 

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of Monday, March 12,1 have enclosed the 
pertinent infonnation and documentation concerning tax evasion and the illegal transport of cash 
out of the country by Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) a Russian immigrant. 

Ms. Shipilina is required to make quarterly filings with the IRS because she works as an 
independent contractor whose total gross monthly income is around $ 15,000. She has not made 
any filings since she began working in the United States on July 17, 2000. Her Social Security 
Number is 063 90 4695 and her Immigration and Naturalization Service Alien Number is 
047 202 363. See Exhibit 1, identifying photographs of Ms. Shipilina and copy of her resident 
card. She was born on November 10, 1975, in Russia. Ms. Shipilina’s income consists almost 
exclusively of cash. A number of the attached Exhibits contain pertinent sections of her diary, 
which was hand written in Russian. These Exhibits are accompanied by an English translation 
of the crucial passages. 

1. Her main source of income and cash comes from working as an independent contractor 
giving lap dances and stripping at the topless club Flash Dancers, located at 1674 
Broadway (212 315 5107) in New York City. See Exhibit 2, copies of some of her work 
schedules for 2000. She works at the club under the assumed name of “Angelina”. The 
club charges her about $140 a night to dance there, and her average net is between $500 
and $600 a night. See Exhibit 3, pages 30, 31, 32 of the English translation, pages 129, 
130, 131, 132 of her Russian diary. Her gross, therefore, averages $640 to $740 a 
night—all cash. She dances five nights a week, which gives her a monthly gross of 
around $13,000 to $15,000 in cash. Her diary states that for a month and a half from the 
end of July to the beginning of September she netted between $17,000 and $18,000. See 
Exhibit 4, page 32 of the English translation, page 132 of her Russian diary. A sampling 
of her daily earnings for last year is contained in Exhibit 5. 

2. Last year Ms. Shipilina worked from July 17 through the first week in September when 
she flew back to Russia with over $10,000 in cash that she did not report taking out of the 
country. She then returned to the US and worked from the beginning of October to the 



third week in December when she once again returned to Russia with over $10,000 in 
cash without reporting its transfer out of the country. She returned to the US on January 
18, 2001, and has been working continuously since then at Flash Dancers. In the year 
2000 she grossed in cash as a lap dancer between $57,600 and $66,000. 

3. Before taking her cash back to Russia, she stores it in her safe deposit box (number 
14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See Exhibit 6, page 31 of 
the English translation, page 131 of her Russian diary. The safe deposit box is under the 
name: Alina A. Chipilina. See Exhibit 7, copy of her safe deposit box agreement. She 
also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First 
Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and money market 67147234). See Exhibit 
8, copy of her August ha nk statement. She also has a ha nk account in Limassol, Cyprus, 
under the name Alina A. Chipilina, but I am unaware of which ha nk it is with. 

4. Ms. Shipilina also works part time as a model for the agency Grace Del Marco at 350 
Fifth Avenue in New York City (212 629 6404) and as a freelance model. Her earnings 
are paid by check and generally amount to $2,000 or more per month. As a model, she 
uses the assumed name “Angelina”. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following address: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are under the name 

Alina A, Shipilina. 

As an attorney who formerly worked in the Office of the Chief Counsel of the IRS in 

Washington, DC, I am more than willing to provide any assistance whatsoever in this matter. 

Furthermore, I have recently filed for a divorce from Ms. Shipilina. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
SS 141 40 7359 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 14, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Criminal Investigation Division 
PO Box 558 
Church Street Station 
New York, NY 10008 

Re: Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina), SS# 063 90 4695, INS A# 047 202 363 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

On March 5, 2001,1 provided your office with a cover letter and various documents 
showing that Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, my wife, evaded paying taxes. I am now providing 
notice that she made material misrepresentations on her tax returns as a result of her tax evasion. 

Ms. Shipilina and I are currently involved in Annulment/Divorce proceedings. See 
Exhibit 1, Annulment/Divorce Complaint. As part of the court proceedings, Ms.Shiplina has 
turned over copies of her Federal and New York State tax returns and amended returns, which 
she affirmed under oath to the court that they are duplicates of the returns she filed with the IRS 
and New York tax authorities. See Exhibit 2, Federal and New York State tax returns. 

Ms. Shiplina’s 1040X reports her total income for the year 2000 as $18,861, but in her 
diary she states that for just one and a half months during part of July, August and September she 
netted $17 to $18,000 dollars. See Exhibit 3, p 50 of a Certified English Translation and Exhibit 
4, p 132 of the original documents provided your office in March, which is a copy of her Russian 
diary. Ms. Shiplina may deny that the document I provided you is her dairy, but I possess the 
original pages of her dairy for the months of May through September 2000, which include 
admissions as to her income and are covered with Ms. Shipilina’s fingerprints. 

Ms. Shipilina’s 1040 lists her business as bartender when in fact she works as a lap 
dancer at Flash Dancers in Manhattan. I have attached as Exhibit 4 a copy of an affidavit of 
service for process served on Ms. Shiplina while working at Flash Dancers. 

Ms. Shipilina falsely classified herself as “single” on her tax returns when in fact she was 
“married” and still is. See Exhibit 1. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following 
address: 



28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 


Her telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are under the name 

Alina A. Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing and dating the second copy of this letter. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 16, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Criminal Investigation Division 
PO Box 558 
Church Street Station 
New York, NY 10008 

Re: Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina), SS# 063 90 4695, INS A# 047 202 363 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

On March 5, 2001,1 provided your office with a cover letter and various documents 
showing that Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, my wife, evaded paying taxes. I am now providing 
you with additional evidence that the key document evidencing her tax evasion—her personal 
diary—is authentic. 

I have enclosed Ms. Shipilina’s Answer in the current Annulment/Divorce proceedings in 
which she admits the diary provided your office is hers. In paragrah 5(i) of the Answer, Ms. 
Shiplina states “... .the Plaintiff (Mr. Hollander).. .created an internet website entitled 
http://www.alinashipilina.com in which he posted the Defendant’s (Ms. Shipilina) personal diary 
and naked photographs of the Defendant.” A comparison of the diary I provided your office 
with that referred to in Ms. Shipilina’s Answer will show that they are one and the same. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


September 30, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Criminal Investigation Division 
PO Box 558 
Church Street Station 
New York, NY 10008 

Re: Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina), SS# 063 90 4695, INS A# 047 202 363 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

On March 5 and again on September 16, 2001,1 provided your office with various 
documents showing that Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina violated the Internal Revenue Code by 
evading taxes. I am now providing you with information that Ms Shipilina, my wife, also 
violated the Code by failing to report on her tax returns for the year 2000 her Cyprus account at 
the Bank of Cyprus. Ms. Shipilina holds a Global Equity Fund, Account 54660, in the amount of 
around $17,000USD in the Bank of Cyprus at 


Limassol, Cyprus 

The beneficiary and signatory is Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina. 

I have enclosed a copy of her tax returns for the year 2000. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


March 5, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Criminal Investigation Division 
PO Box 558 
Church Street Station 
New York, NY 10008 


Dear Sir or Madam: 

I previously worked as an attorney in the Office of the Chief Counsel for the IRS in 
Washington, D.C. I am writing to inform you of tax evasion and the illegal transport of cash out 
of the country by a Russian immigrant. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) is required to make quarterly filings 
with the IRS because she works as an independent contractor whose total gross monthly income 
is around $15,000. She has not made any filings since she began working in the United States on 
July 17, 2000. Her Social Security Number is 063 90 4695 and her Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Alien Number is 047 202 363. See Exhibit 1, identifying photographs 
of Ms. Shipilina and copy of her resident card. She was bom on November 10, 1975, in Russia. 
Ms. Shipilina’s income consists almost exclusively of cash. A number of the attached Exhibits 
contain pertinent sections of her diary, which was hand written in Russian. These Exhibits are 
accompanied by an English translation of the crucial passages. 

1. Her main source of income and cash comes from working as an independent contractor 
giving lap dances at the topless club Flash Dancers, located at 1674 Broadway (212 315 
5107) in New York City. See Exhibit 2, copies of some of her work schedules for 2000. 
She works at the club under the assumed name of “Angelina”. The club charges her 
about $140 a night to dance there, and her average net is between $500 and $600 a night. 
See Exhibit 3, pages 30, 31, 32 of the English translation, pages 129, 130, 131, 132 of her 
Russian diary. Her gross, therefore, averages $640 to $740 a night—all cash. She 
dances five nights a week, which gives her a monthly gross of around $13,000 to $15,000 
in cash. Her diary states that for a month and a half from the end of July to the beginning 
of September she netted between $17,000 and $18,000. See Exhibit 4, page 32 of the 
English translation, page 132 of her Russian diary. A sampling of her earnings for last 
year is contained in Exhibit 5. 

2. Last year Ms. Shipilina worked from July 17 through the first week in September when 
she flew back to Russia with over $10,000 in cash that she did not report taking out of the 



country. She then returned to the US and worked from the beginning of October to the 
third week in December when she once again returned to Russia with over $10,000 in 
cash without reporting its transfer out of the country. She returned to the US on January 
18, 2001, and has been working continuously since then at Flash Dancers. In the year 
2000 she grossed in cash as a lap dancer between $57,600 and $66,000. 

3. Before taking her cash back to Russia, she stores it in her safe deposit box (number 
14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See Exhibit 6, page 31 of 
the English translation, page 131 of her Russian diary. The safe deposit box is under the 
name: Alina A, Chipilina. See Exhibit 7, copy of her safe deposit box agreement. She 
also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First 
Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and money market 67147234). See Exhibit 
8, copy of her August ha nk statement. She also has a ha nk account in Limassol, Cyprus, 
under the name Alina A. Chipilina, but I am unaware of which bank it is with. 

4. Ms. Shipilina also works part time as a model for the agency Grace Del Marco at 350 
Fifth Avenue in New York City (212 629 6404) and as a freelance model. Her earnings 
are paid by check and generally amount to $1,000 to $2,000 per month. As a model, she 
uses the assumed name “Angelina”. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A, Chipilina at the following address: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are under the name 

Alina A, Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing the second copy of this letter and returning it in the attached self-addressed stamped 
envelope. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
SS 141 40 7359 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


October 16, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Criminal Investigation Division 
PO Box 558 
Church Street Station 
New York, NY 10008 


Dear Sir or Madam: 

I previously worked as an attorney in the Office of the Chief Counsel for the IRS in 
Washington, D.C. I am writing to inform you of tax evasion and the illegal transportation of 
cash out of the country by a Russian immigrant who works as a lap dancer in New York City. 

Much of the proof of the following facts come from Ms. Shipilina’s personal journal, 
which was hand written in Russian. I have provided a certified English translation of that diary. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina, who also uses the last name Chipilina and the first 
name Angelina, reported her gross income for the year 2000 as $18,861 when it was actually 
around $62,000 with a net of about $50,000. See Exhibit 1 , 2000 US, New York State and New 
York City Income Tax Returns. For the year 2001, she has grossed around $103,000 with a net 
of about $82,000 as of October 14, 2001. Ms. Shipilina’s income consists almost exclusively of 
cash earned as a stripper. Ms. Shipilina was born in Russia on November 10, 1975, immigrated 
to the United States on July 10, 2000, and began working as a lap dancer in the United States on 
July 17, 2000. Her Social Security Number is 063 90 4695 and her Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Alien Number is 047 202 363. See Exhibit 2 , identifying photographs 
of Ms. Shipilina and copy of her resident card. 

Ms. Shipilina and I are currently involved in Annulment/Divorce proceedings. See 
Exhibits 3 and 4 . As part of the court proceedings, Ms. Shiplina has turned over copies of her 
Federal, New York State and New York City tax returns and amended returns, which she 
affirmed under oath to the court were duplicates of the returns she filed with the IRS and New 
York tax authorities. 

In her court filings, Ms. Shipilina admits the diary I am providing your office is hers. In 
paragraph 5(i) of her Answer to the New York Supreme Court, see Exhibit 4 , Ms. Shiplina states 
“.... the Plaintiff (Mr. Hollander).. .created an internet website entitled 
http://www.alinashipilina.com in which he posted the Defendant’s (Ms. Shipilina) personal 
diary....” A comparison of the diary that I am providing your office with that referred to in Ms. 







Shipilina’s Answer will show that they are one and the same. Further evidence that the diary is 
Ms. Shipilina’s is that I possess the original pages of her dairy for the months of May through 
September 2000, which are covered with Ms. Shipilina’s fingerprints and include admissions as 
to her income. 

1. Ms. Shipilina’s main source of income and cash comes from working as a lap dancer and 
stripper at the topless club Flash Dancers, located at 1674 Broadway (212 315 5107) in 
New York City. See Exhibit 5 , copies of most of her work schedules for 2000; Exhibit 6 , 
copy of an affidavit of service on Ms. Shipilina while working at Flash Dancers; Exhibit 
7, copy of private detective’s report in which Ms. Shipilina was observed giving lap 
dances at Flash Dancers. She works at the club under the assumed name of “Angelina”. 
The club charges her about $140 a night to dance there, and her average net is around 
$550 a night. See Exhibit 8 , pages 48, 49, 50 of the English translation of Ms. Shipilina’s 
diary; Exhibit 9 , pages 127, 128, 129, 130 of her Russian diary. Her gross, therefore, 
averages $690 a night—all cash. She dances five nights a week, which gives her a 
monthly gross of around $14,000 in cash. Her diary states that for a month and a half 
from the end of July to the beginning of September 2000 she netted between $ 17,000 and 
$18,000. See Exhibit 8 , page 50 of the English translation; Exhibit 9 , page 130 of her 
Russian diary. A sampling of her earnings for last year is contained in Exhibit 10 . 

2. In the year 2000, Ms. Shipilina worked five nights a week for 18 weeks, so she grossed 
around $62,000 with a net of about $50,000. So far, for the year 2001, Ms. Shipilna has 
worked five nights a week for 30 weeks as of October 14, 2001, so she has grossed 
around $103,000 with a net of about $82,000. 

3. Ms. Shipilina regularly transports over $10,000 in cash out of the country without filing 
the required reports with the US Customs Service. She previously violated US Customs 
regulations by transporting over $10,000 in cash out of the country on 

a. September 9, 2000, when Ms. Shipilina flew aboard Aeroflot to Russia and then 
to Cyprus. She returned to New York City on September 29, 2000. 

b. Around December 20, 2000, she flew aboard Aeroflot to Russia and then to 
Cyprus and returned to New York City on January 18, 2001. 

c. Over the last half of April 2001 and the first half of May 2001, Ms. Shipilina 
traveled to Russia and Cyprus. 

Ms, Shipilina maintains a Global Equity Fund, account number 54660, at the Bank 
of Cyprus in the amount of over $17,500 as of September 20, 2001. She did not report 
this account on her 2000 Tax returns. 

4. Before taking her cash back to Russia and Cyprus, Ms. Shipilina stores it in her safe 
deposit box (number 14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See 
Exhibit 8 , page 50 of the English translation; Exhibit 9 , page 129 of her Russian diary. 
Her safe deposit box is under the name: Alina A. Chipilina. See Exhibit 11 , copy of her 
safe deposit box agreement. She also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. 
Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and 
money market 67147234). See Exhibit 12 , copy of her August bank statement. Ms. 
Shipilina also has a PBC Credit Card issued in June 2001 with account number 4559 
5422 0049 7293. 
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5. Ms. Shipilina also works part time as a model for the agency Grace Del Marco at 350 
Fifth Avenue in New York City (212 629 6404) and as a freelance model. Her earnings 
are paid by check and generally amount to $1,000 to $2,000 per month. As a model, she 
uses the assumed name “Angelina”. See Exhibit 13 , Ms. Shipilina’s Grace Del Marco 
Modeling Card. 

6. Ms. Shipilina’s 1040 Tax Return falsely lists her business as “bartender” when in fact she 
works as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers in Manhattan. See above number 1. 

7. Ms. Shipilina falsely classified herself as “single” on her tax returns when in fact she was 
“married” and still is. See Exhibit 3 , Annulment/Divorce Complaint and Exhibit 4 , Ms. 
Shipilina’s Answer. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following address: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number with Verizon (718 274 4902) and mobile number with AT&T (917 374 
4713) are under the name Alina A, Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing the second copy of this letter and returning it in the attached self-addressed stamped 
envelope. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


March 5, 2001 

Internal Revenue Service 
Attention I.C.E. 

Holtsville, NY 00501-0002 


Dear Sir or Madam: 

I previously worked as an attorney in the Office of the Chief Counsel for the IRS in 
Washington, D.C. I am writing to inform you of tax evasion and the illegal transport of cash out 
of the country by a Russian immigrant. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) is required to make quarterly filings 
with the IRS because she works as an independent contractor whose total gross monthly income 
is around $15,000. She has not made any filings since she began working in the United States on 
July 17, 2000. Her Social Security Number is 063 90 4695 and her Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Alien Number is 047 202 363. See Exhibit 1, identifying photographs 
of Ms. Shipilina and copy of her resident card. She was bom on November 10, 1975, in Russia. 
Ms. Shipilina’s income consists almost exclusively of cash. A number of the attached Exhibits 
contain pertinent sections of her diary, which was hand written in Russian. These Exhibits are 
accompanied by an English translation of the crucial passages. 

1. Her main source of income and cash comes from working as an independent contractor 
giving lap dances at the topless club Flash Dancers, located at 1674 Broadway (212 315 
5107) in New York City. See Exhibit 2, copies of some of her work schedules for 2000. 
She works at the club under the assumed name of “Angelina”. The club charges her 
about $140 a night to dance there, and her average net is between $500 and $600 a night. 
See Exhibit 3, pages 30, 31, 32 of the English translation, pages 129, 130, 131, 132 of her 
Russian diary. Her gross, therefore, averages $640 to $740 a night—all cash. She 
dances five nights a week, which gives her a monthly gross of around $13,000 to $15,000 
in cash. Her diary states that for a month and a half from the end of July to the beginning 
of September she netted between $17,000 and $18,000. See Exhibit 4, page 32 of the 
English translation, page 132 of her Russian diary. A sampling of her earnings for last 
year is contained in Exhibit 5. 

2. Last year Ms. Shipilina worked from July 17 through the first week in September when 
she flew back to Russia with over $10,000 in cash that she did not report taking out of the 
country. She then returned to the US and worked from the beginning of October to the 
third week in December when she once again returned to Russia with over $10,000 in 



cash without reporting its transfer out of the country. She returned to the US on January 
18, 2001, and has been working continuously since then at Flash Dancers. In the year 
2000 she grossed in cash as a lap dancer between $57,600 and $66,000. 

3. Before taking her cash back to Russia, she stores it in her safe deposit box (number 
14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See Exhibit 6, page 31 of 
the English translation, page 131 of her Russian diary. The safe deposit box is under the 
name: Alina A. Chipilina. See Exhibit 7, copy of her safe deposit box agreement. She 
also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First 
Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and money market 67147234). See Exhibit 
8, copy of her August ha nk statement. She also has a ha nk account in Limassol, Cyprus, 
under the name Alina A. Chipilina, but I am unaware of which bank it is with. 

4. Ms. Shipilina also works part time as a model for the agency Grace Del Marco at 350 
Fifth Avenue in New York City (212 629 6404) and as a freelance model. Her earnings 
are paid by check and generally amount to $1,000 to $2,000 per month. As a model, she 
uses the assumed name “Angelina”. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following address: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number (718 274 4902) and mobile number (917 374 4713) are under the name 

Alina A. Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing the second copy of this letter and returning it in the attached self-addressed stamped 
envelope. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
SS 141 40 7359 
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Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


December 11, 2001 
Supervisor Rivera 

New York City Department of Finance 
Tax Enforcement Unit 
345 Adam Street, 13 th Floor 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Supervisor Rivera: 

In early October, I provided your office with information concerning the evasion of taxes by a 
Russian immigrant, Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) - Social Security Number 
063 90 4695, living in Queens, New York. 

This letter is to provide additional information that you may find useful. Exhibit 1 is the “Net 
worth Statement” that Ms. Shipilina filed in our divorce proceeding. The statement grossly 
understates her income and expenses. Exhibit 2 provides an analysis of the misrepresentations 
and omissions made under oath by Ms. Shipilina in her Net worth Statement. 

Ms. Shipilina began work at Flash Dancers’ Topless Club on July 17, 2000. In order to assist 
you in estimating her net income since then, Exhibit 3 is a document from an Internet site set up 
by lap dancers that estimates the average take home pay per night for a dancer at Flash Dancers. 
In addition, Exhibit 4 lists the dates for the vacations that Ms.Shipilina has taken since she began 
working at Flash Dancers. Although Ms. Shipilina is a very aggressive worker who makes 
significantly more than the average dancer, Exhibits 3 and 4 will provide an understanding of the 
relatively large amounts of money on which she evades taxes. 

Finally, Ms. Shipilina grew up in Grozny, Chechnya, from the mid 1970s until 1991. Ms. 
Shipilina’s acquaintances in Krasnodar, Russia, have told me that she is regularly seen 
associating with Chechen organized crime figures in Krasnodar and Sochi on the Black Sea. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


January 12, 2002 
Supervisor Rivera 

New York City Department of Finance 
Tax Enforcement Unit 
345 Adam Street, 13 th Floor 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 


Dear Supervisor Rivera: 

In early October and again in December, I provided your office with information concerning the 
evasion of taxes by a Russian immigrant, Alina (aka Angelina) Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka 
Chipilina) - Social Security Number 063 90 4695, living in Queens, New York. 

This letter is to provide you with the street address of the Bank of Cyprus where she maintains a 
Global Equity Fund, account number 54660, which she did not report on her 2000 tax return. 
The account is located at 

Bank Of Cyprus 
Aigos Fylaeeos 282 
3083 Aiga Fyaa 
Limassol, Cyprus. 

Ms. Shipilina is unaware that I know about this account. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


October 2, 2001 
Supervisor Rivera 

New York City Department of Finance 
Tax Enforcement Unit 
345 Adam Street, 13 th Floor 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 


Dear Supervisor Rivera: 

I am writing to inform you of tax evasion by a New York City resident who is also a 
Russian immigrant. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) reported her income for the year 2000 as 
$18,861 when it was actually over $60,000. See Exhibit 1 , 2000 US, New York State and New 
York City Income Tax Returns. Ms. Shipilina’s income consists almost exclusively of cash 
earned as a stripper. Ms. Shipilina was born in Russia on November 10, 1975, immigrated to the 
United States on July 10, 2000, and began working as a lap dancer in the United States on July 
17, 2000. Her Social Security Number is 063 90 4695 and her Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Alien Number is 047 202 363. See Exhibit 2 , identifying photographs 
of Ms. Shipilina and copy of her resident card. A number of the following references are to Ms. 
Shipilina’s diary, which was hand written in Russian, and a certified English translation of that 
diary. 

1. Ms. Shipilina’s main source of income and cash comes from working as an independent 
contractor giving lap dances and stripping at the topless club Flash Dancers, located at 
1674 Broadway (212 315 5107) in New York City. See Exhibit 3 , copies of most of her 
work schedules for 2000 and Exhibit 4 , copy of an affidavit of service on Ms. Shipilina 
while working at Flash Dancers. She works at the club under the assumed name of 
“Angelina”. The club charges her about $140 a night to dance there, and her average net 
is between $500 and $600 a night. See Exhibit 5 , pages 48, 49, 50 of the English 
translation of Ms. Shipilina’s diary; Exhibit 6 , pages 127, 128, 129, 130 of her Russian 
diary. Her gross, therefore, averages $640 to $740 a night—all cash. She dances five 
nights a week, which gives her a monthly gross of around $13,000 to $15,000 in cash. 

Her diary states that for a month and a half from the end of July to the beginning of 
September 2000 she netted between $17,000 and $18,000. See Exhibit 5 . page 50 of the 
English translation; Exhibit 6 , page 130 of her Russian diary. A sampling of her earnings 
for last year is contained in Exhibit 7 . 



2. Last year Ms. Shipilina worked from July 17, 2000, through the first week in September 
2000 when she flew back to Russia and then to Cyprus with over $10,000 in cash that she 
did not report taking out of the country. She then returned to the US and worked from 
the beginning of October 2000 to the third week in December 2000 when she once again 
returned to Russia with over $10,000 in cash without reporting its transfer out of the 
country. She returned to the US on January 18, 2001, and continued working at Flash 
Dancers until she took another trip out of the country from the middle of April 2001 to 
the middle of May 2001 without reporting her transfer of over $10,000 in cash. This trip 
took her to Russia and Cyprus. On her return, she continued working at Flash Dancers. 
Ms. Shipilina maintains a Global Equity Fund, account number 54660, at the Bank 
of Cyprus in the amount of over $17,500 as of September 20, 2001. She did not report 
this account on her 2000 Tax returns. 

3. Before taking her cash back to Russia and Cyprus, Ms. Shipilina stores it in her safe 
deposit box (number 14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See 
Exhibit 5 , page 50 of the English translation; Exhibit 6 , page 129 of her Russian diary. 
Her safe deposit box is under the name: Alina A. Chipilina. See Exhibit 8 , copy of her 
safe deposit box agreement. She also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. 
Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and 
money market 67147234). See Exhibit 9 , copy of her August bank statement. Ms. 
Shipilina also has a PBC Credit Card issued in June 2001 with account number 4559 
5422 0049 7293. 

4. Ms. Shipilina also works part time as a model for the agency Grace Del Marco at 350 
Fifth Avenue in New York City (212 629 6404) and as a freelance model. Her earnings 
are paid by check and generally amount to $1,000 to $2,000 per month. As a model, she 
uses the assumed name “Angelina”. Exhibit 10 , Ms. Shipilina’s Grace Del Marco 
Modeling Card. 

5. Ms. Shipilina’s 1040 Tax Return falsely lists her business as “bartender” when in fact she 
works primarily as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers in Manhattan. See above number 1. 

6. Ms. Shipilina falsely classified herself as “single” on her tax returns when in fact she was 
“married” and still is. See Exhibit 11 , Annulment/Divorce Complaint and Exhibit 12 , 

Ms. Shipilina’s Answer. 

Ms. Shipilina and I are currently involved in Annulment/Divorce proceedings. See 
Exhibits 11 and 12 . As part of the court proceedings, Ms.Shiplina has turned over copies of her 
Federal, New York State and New York City tax returns and amended returns, which she 
affirmed under oath to the court were duplicates of the returns she filed with the IRS and New 
York tax authorities. 

In her court filings, Ms. Shipilina admits the diary I am providing your office is hers. In 
paragraph 5(i) of her Answer to the New York Supreme Court, see Exhibit 12 , Ms. Shiplina 
states “... .the Plaintiff (Mr. Hollander).. .created an internet website entitled 
http://www.alinashipilina.com in which he posted the Defendant’s (Ms. Shipilina) personal diary 
and naked photographs of the Defendant.” A comparison of the diary that I am providing your 
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office with that referred to in Ms. Shipilina’s Answer will show that they are one and the same. 
Further evidence that the diary is Ms. Shipilina’s is that I possess the original pages of her dairy 
for the months of May through September 2000, which are covered with Ms. Shipilina’s 
fingerprints and include admissions as to her income. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following address: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number with Verizon (718 274 4902) and mobile number with AT&T (917 374 
4713) are under the name Alina A. Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing the second copy of this letter and returning it in the attached self-addressed stamped 
envelope. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 

December 11, 2001 
Lawrence Grinaldi 

New York State Department of Taxation and Finance 
55 Hanson Place 
Brooklyn, NY 11217 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Mr. Grinaldi: 

In early October, I provided your office with information concerning the evasion of taxes by a 
Russian immigrant, Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) - Social Security Number 
063 90 4695, living in Queens, New York. 

This letter is to provide additional information that you may find useful. Exhibit 1 is the “Net 
worth Statement” that Ms. Shipilina filed in our divorce proceeding. The statement grossly 
understates her income and expenses. Exhibit 2 provides an analysis of the misrepresentations 
and omissions made under oath by Ms. Shipilina in her Net worth Statement. 

Ms. Shipilina began work at Flash Dancers’ Topless Club on July 17, 2000. In order to assist 
you in estimating her net income since then, Exhibit 3 is a document from an Internet site set up 
by lap dancers that estimates the average take home pay per night for a dancer at Flash Dancers. 
In addition, Exhibit 4 lists the dates for the vacations that Ms.Shipilina has taken since she began 
working at Flash Dancers. Although Ms. Shipilina is a very aggressive worker who makes 
significantly more than the average dancer, Exhibits 3 and 4 will provide an understanding of the 
relatively large amounts of money on which she evades taxes. 

Finally, Ms. Shipilina grew up in Grozny, Chechnya, from the mid 1970s until 1991. Ms. 
Shipilina’s acquaintances in Krasnodar, Russia, have told me that she is regularly seen 
associating with Chechen organized crime figures in Krasnodar and Sochi on the Black Sea. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


October 2, 2001 

New York State Department of Taxation and Finance 
Tax Compliance Regional Director 
55 Hanson Place 
Brooklyn, NY 11217 


Dear Sir or Madam: 

I am writing to inform you of tax evasion by a New York City resident who is also a 
Russian immigrant. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) reported her income for the year 2000 as 
$18,861 when it was actually over $60,000. See Exhibit 1 , 2000 US, New York State and New 
York City Income Tax Returns. Ms. Shipilina’s income consists almost exclusively of cash 
earned as a stripper. Ms. Shipilina was born in Russia on November 10, 1975, immigrated to the 
United States on July 10, 2000, and began working as a lap dancer in the United States on July 
17, 2000. Her Social Security Number is 063 90 4695 and her Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Alien Number is 047 202 363. See Exhibit 2 , identifying photographs 
of Ms. Shipilina and copy of her resident card. A number of the following references are to Ms. 
Shipilina’s diary, which was hand written in Russian, and a certified English translation of that 
diary. 

1. Ms. Shipilina’s main source of income and cash comes from working as an independent 
contractor giving lap dances and stripping at the topless club Flash Dancers, located at 
1674 Broadway (212 315 5107) in New York City. See Exhibit 3 , copies of most of her 
work schedules for 2000 and Exhibit 4 , copy of an affidavit of service on Ms. Shipilina 
while working at Flash Dancers. She works at the club under the assumed name of 
“Angelina”. The club charges her about $140 a night to dance there, and her average net 
is between $500 and $600 a night. See Exhibit 5 , pages 48, 49, 50 of the English 
translation of Ms. Shipilina’s diary; Exhibit 6 , pages 127, 128, 129, 130 of her Russian 
diary. Her gross, therefore, averages $640 to $740 a night—all cash. She dances five 
nights a week, which gives her a monthly gross of around $13,000 to $15,000 in cash. 

Her diary states that for a month and a half from the end of July to the beginning of 
September 2000 she netted between $17,000 and $18,000. See Exhibit 5 . page 50 of the 
English translation; Exhibit 6 , page 130 of her Russian diary. A sampling of her earnings 
for last year is contained in Exhibit 7 . 



2. Last year Ms. Shipilina worked from July 17, 2000, through the first week in September 
2000 when she flew back to Russia and then to Cyprus with over $10,000 in cash that she 
did not report taking out of the country. She then returned to the US and worked from 
the beginning of October 2000 to the third week in December 2000 when she once again 
returned to Russia with over $10,000 in cash without reporting its transfer out of the 
country. She returned to the US on January 18, 2001, and continued working at Flash 
Dancers until she took another trip out of the country from the middle of April 2001 to 
the middle of May 2001 without reporting her transfer of over $10,000 in cash. This trip 
took her to Russia and Cyprus. On her return, she continued working at Flash Dancers. 
Ms. Shipilina maintains a Global Equity Fund, account number 54660, at the Bank 
of Cyprus in the amount of over $17,500 as of September 20, 2001. She did not report 
this account on her 2000 Tax returns. 

3. Before taking her cash back to Russia and Cyprus, Ms. Shipilina stores it in her safe 
deposit box (number 14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See 
Exhibit 5 , page 50 of the English translation; Exhibit 6 , page 129 of her Russian diary. 
Her safe deposit box is under the name: Alina A. Chipilina. See Exhibit 8 , copy of her 
safe deposit box agreement. She also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. 
Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and 
money market 67147234). See Exhibit 9 , copy of her August bank statement. Ms. 
Shipilina also has a PBC Credit Card issued in June 2001 with account number 4559 
5422 0049 7293. 

4. Ms. Shipilina also works part time as a model for the agency Grace Del Marco at 350 
Fifth Avenue in New York City (212 629 6404) and as a freelance model. Her earnings 
are paid by check and generally amount to $1,000 to $2,000 per month. As a model, she 
uses the assumed name “Angelina”. Exhibit 10 , Ms. Shipilina’s Grace Del Marco 
Modeling Card. 

5. Ms. Shipilina’s 1040 Tax Return falsely lists her business as “bartender” when in fact she 
works primarily as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers in Manhattan. See above number 1. 

6. Ms. Shipilina falsely classified herself as “single” on her tax returns when in fact she was 
“married” and still is. See Exhibit 11 , Annulment/Divorce Complaint and Exhibit 12 , 

Ms. Shipilina’s Answer. 

Ms. Shipilina and I are currently involved in Annulment/Divorce proceedings. See 
Exhibits 11 and 12 . As part of the court proceedings, Ms.Shiplina has turned over copies of her 
Federal, New York State and New York City tax returns and amended returns, which she 
affirmed under oath to the court were duplicates of the returns she filed with the IRS and New 
York tax authorities. 

In her court filings, Ms. Shipilina admits the diary I am providing your office is hers. In 
paragraph 5(i) of her Answer to the New York Supreme Court, see Exhibit 12 , Ms. Shiplina 
states “... .the Plaintiff (Mr. Hollander).. .created an internet website entitled 
http://www.alinashipilina.com in which he posted the Defendant’s (Ms. Shipilina) personal diary 
and naked photographs of the Defendant.” A comparison of the diary that I am providing your 
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office with that referred to in Ms. Shipilina’s Answer will show that they are one and the same. 
Further evidence that the diary is Ms. Shipilina’s is that I possess the original pages of her dairy 
for the months of May through September 2000, which are covered with Ms. Shipilina’s 
fingerprints and include admissions as to her income. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following address: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number with Verizon (718 274 4902) and mobile number with AT&T (917 374 
4713) are under the name Alina A. Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing the second copy of this letter and returning it in the attached self-addressed stamped 
envelope. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


October 4, 2001 

New York State Tax Department 
Disclosure Office 
Building 9 

State Campus, Room 381 
Albany, NY 12227 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

I am writing to inform you of tax evasion by a New York City resident who is also a 
Russian immigrant. 

Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (aka Chipilina) reported her income for the year 2000 as 
$18,861 when it was actually over $60,000. See Exhibit 1 , 2000 US, New York State and New 
York City Income Tax Returns. Ms. Shipilina’s income consists almost exclusively of cash 
earned as a stripper. Ms. Shipilina was born in Russia on November 10, 1975, immigrated to the 
United States on July 10, 2000, and began working as a lap dancer in the United States on July 
17, 2000. Her Social Security Number is 063 90 4695 and her Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Alien Number is 047 202 363. See Exhibit 2 , identifying photographs 
of Ms. Shipilina and copy of her resident card. A number of the following references are to Ms. 
Shipilina’s diary, which was hand written in Russian, and a certified English translation of that 
diary. 

1. Ms. Shipilina’s main source of income and cash comes from working as an independent 
contractor giving lap dances and stripping at the topless club Flash Dancers, located at 
1674 Broadway (212 315 5107) in New York City. See Exhibit 3 , copies of most of her 
work schedules for 2000 and Exhibit 4 , copy of an affidavit of service on Ms. Shipilina 
while working at Flash Dancers. She works at the club under the assumed name of 
“Angelina”. The club charges her about $140 a night to dance there, and her average net 
is between $500 and $600 a night. See Exhibit 5 , pages 48, 49, 50 of the English 
translation of Ms. Shipilina’s diary; Exhibit 6 , pages 127, 128, 129, 130 of her Russian 
diary. Her gross, therefore, averages $640 to $740 a night—all cash. She dances five 
nights a week, which gives her a monthly gross of around $13,000 to $15,000 in cash. 

Her diary states that for a month and a half from the end of July to the beginning of 
September 2000 she netted between $17,000 and $18,000. See Exhibit 5 . page 50 of the 
English translation; Exhibit 6 , page 130 of her Russian diary. A sampling of her earnings 
for last year is contained in Exhibit 7 . 



2. Last year Ms. Shipilina worked from July 17, 2000, through the first week in September 
2000 when she flew back to Russia and then to Cyprus with over $10,000 in cash that she 
did not report taking out of the country. She then returned to the US and worked from 
the beginning of October 2000 to the third week in December 2000 when she once again 
returned to Russia with over $10,000 in cash without reporting its transfer out of the 
country. She returned to the US on January 18, 2001, and continued working at Flash 
Dancers until she took another trip out of the country from the middle of April 2001 to 
the middle of May 2001 without reporting her transfer of over $10,000 in cash. This trip 
took her to Russia and Cyprus. On her return, she continued working at Flash Dancers. 
Ms. Shipilina maintains a Global Equity Fund, account number 54660, at the Bank 
of Cyprus in the amount of over $17,500 as of September 20, 2001. She did not report 
this account on her 2000 Tax returns. 

3. Before taking her cash back to Russia and Cyprus, Ms. Shipilina stores it in her safe 
deposit box (number 14299) at the Citibank at 411 Fifth Avenue, New York City. See 
Exhibit 5 , page 50 of the English translation; Exhibit 6 , page 129 of her Russian diary. 
Her safe deposit box is under the name: Alina A. Chipilina. See Exhibit 8 , copy of her 
safe deposit box agreement. She also has two bank accounts under the name Alina A. 
Chiplina at Citibank at 262 First Avenue, New York City (checking 67147197 and 
money market 67147234). See Exhibit 9 , copy of her August bank statement. Ms. 
Shipilina also has a PBC Credit Card issued in June 2001 with account number 4559 
5422 0049 7293. 

4. Ms. Shipilina also works part time as a model for the agency Grace Del Marco at 350 
Fifth Avenue in New York City (212 629 6404) and as a freelance model. Her earnings 
are paid by check and generally amount to $1,000 to $2,000 per month. As a model, she 
uses the assumed name “Angelina”. Exhibit 10 , Ms. Shipilina’s Grace Del Marco 
Modeling Card. 

5. Ms. Shipilina’s 1040 Tax Return falsely lists her business as “bartender” when in fact she 
works primarily as a lap dancer at Flash Dancers in Manhattan. See above number 1. 

6. Ms. Shipilina falsely classified herself as “single” on her tax returns when in fact she was 
“married” and still is. See Exhibit 11 , Annulment/Divorce Complaint and Exhibit 12 , 

Ms. Shipilina’s Answer. 

Ms. Shipilina and I are currently involved in Annulment/Divorce proceedings. See 
Exhibits 11 and 12 . As part of the court proceedings, Ms.Shiplina has turned over copies of her 
Federal, New York State and New York City tax returns and amended returns, which she 
affirmed under oath to the court were duplicates of the returns she filed with the IRS and New 
York tax authorities. 

In her court filings, Ms. Shipilina admits the diary I am providing your office is hers. In 
paragraph 5(i) of her Answer to the New York Supreme Court, see Exhibit 12 , Ms. Shiplina 
states “... .the Plaintiff (Mr. Hollander).. .created an internet website entitled 
http://www.alinashipilina.com in which he posted the Defendant’s (Ms. Shipilina) personal diary 
and naked photographs of the Defendant.” A comparison of the diary that I am providing your 
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office with that referred to in Ms. Shipilina’s Answer will show that they are one and the same. 
Further evidence that the diary is Ms. Shipilina’s is that I possess the original pages of her dairy 
for the months of May through September 2000, which are covered with Ms. Shipilina’s 
fingerprints and include admissions as to her income. 

Ms. Shipilina is now living under the name of Alina A. Chipilina at the following address: 

28-15 34 Street, Apt. 4H 
Astoria, New York 11103. 

Her telephone number with Verizon (718 274 4902) and mobile number with AT&T (917 374 
4713) are under the name Alina A. Shipilina. 

I would appreciate confirmation of your receipt of this letter and accompanying materials by 
signing the second copy of this letter and returning it in the attached self-addressed stamped 
envelope. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

Tel. & Fax: (212)995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 

December 8, 2001 

Assemblyman Thomas F. Barraga 
Albany Office 
LOB 629 

Albany, NY 12248 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Assemblyman Barraga: 

I am inquiring as to why New York State does not tap the vast untaxed revenue stream of lap 
dancers and strippers who work in the many “gentlemen clubs” through out the state. 

An average lap dancer at one of these establishments easily nets $100,000 a year—all cash and 
all untaxed. The Taxation and Finance Department could readily develop guide lines, as it has 
for other cash businesses, in order to estimate a dancer’s income from a particular club using 
club specific and industry wide infonnation. For instance the attached “Club Reviews by 
Dancers”, compiled by dancers themselves, lists average take home pay per night for a dancer 
for a number of different clubs. 

Take for example Flash Dancers at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan. The club has a day shift from 
12 noon to 8pm and a night shift from 8pm to 4am. The night shift uses around 75 girls each 
evening. Each girl on the night shift is required to work five nights a week. Assuming ten 
weeks vacation, not uncommon in the business, the average girl at Flash Dancers works 42 
weeks a year and makes an average net income per night of $500. For the year that equals 
$105,000. For 75 girls the total is $7,875,000 in taxable revenue generated from just one club 
that will never be reported. As a result, the rest of New York City’s taxpayers underwrite lap 
dancer independence—not fair and not fiscally astute. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


December 8, 2001 

Councilman Herbert E. Berman 
250 Broadway, 18 th Floor 
New York, NY 10007 


Dear Councilman Berman: 

I am inquiring as to why New York City does not tap the vast untaxed revenue stream of lap 
dancers and strippers who work in the many “gentlemen clubs” through out the city. 

An average lap dancer at one of these establishments easily nets $100,000 a year—all cash and 
all untaxed. The Finance Department could readily develop guide lines, as it has for other cash 
businesses, in order to estimate a dancer’s income from a particular club using club specific and 
industry wide infonnation. For instance the attached “Club Reviews by Dancers”, compiled by 
dancers themselves, lists average take home pay per night for a dancer for a number of different 
clubs. 

Take for example Flash Dancers at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan. The club has a day shift from 
12 noon to 8pm and a night shift from 8pm to 4am. The night shift uses around 75 girls each 
evening. Each girl on the night shift is required to work five nights a week. Assuming ten 
weeks vacation, not uncommon in the business, the average girl at Flash Dancers works 42 
weeks a year and makes an average net income per night of $500. For the year that equals 
$105,000. For 75 girls the total is $7,875,000 in taxable revenue generated from just one club 
that will never be reported. As a result, the rest of New York City’s taxpayers underwrite lap 
dancer independence—not fair and not fiscally astute. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

Tel. & Fax: (212)995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 

December 13, 2001 

Mayor Rudolph W. Giuliani 
City Hall 

New York, NY 10007 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Mayor Giuliani: 

I am inquiring as to why New York City does not tap the vast untaxed revenue stream of lap 
dancers and strippers who work in the many “gentlemen clubs” through out the city. 

An average lap dancer at one of these establishments easily nets $100,000 a year—all cash and 
all untaxed. The Finance Department could readily develop guide lines, as it has for other cash 
businesses, in order to estimate a dancer’s income from a particular club using club specific and 
industry wide infonnation. For instance the attached “Club Reviews by Dancers”, compiled by 
dancers themselves, lists average take home pay per night for a dancer for a number of different 
clubs. 

Take for example Flash Dancers at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan. The club has a day shift from 
12 noon to 8pm and a night shift from 8pm to 4am. The night shift uses around 75 girls each 
evening. Each girl on the night shift is required to work five nights a week. Assuming ten 
weeks vacation, not uncommon in the business, the average girl at Flash Dancers works 42 
weeks a year and makes an average net income per night of $500. For the year that equals 
$105,000. For 75 girls the total is $7,875,000 in taxable revenue generated from just one club 
that will never be reported. As a result, the rest of New York City’s taxpayers underwrite lap 
dancer independence—not fair and not fiscally astute. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


December 8, 2001 

Senator Roy M. Goodman 
913 Legislative Office Building 
Albany, NY 12247 


Dear Senator Goodman: 

I am inquiring as to why New York State does not tap the vast untaxed revenue stream of lap 
dancers and strippers who work in the many “gentlemen clubs” through out the state. 

An average lap dancer at one of these establishments nets around $100,000 a year—all cash and 
all untaxed. The Taxation and Finance Department could readily develop guidelines, as it has 
for other cash businesses, in order to estimate a dancer’s income from a particular club by using 
club specific and industry wide infonnation. For instance the attached “Club Reviews by 
Dancers”, compiled by dancers themselves, lists average take home pay per night for a dancer 
for a number of different clubs. 

Take for example Flash Dancers at 1674 Broadway in Manhattan. The club has a day shift from 
12 noon to 8pm and a night shift from 8pm to 4am. The night shift uses around 75 girls each 
evening. Each girl on the night shift is required to work five nights a week. Assuming ten 
weeks vacation, not uncommon in the business, the average girl at Flash Dancers works 42 
weeks a year and makes an average net income per night of $500. For the year that equals 
$105,000. For 75 girls, the total is $7,875,000 in taxable revenue generated from just one club 
that will never be reported. As a result, the rest of New York City’s taxpayers underwrite lap 
dancer independence—not fair and not fiscally astute. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



Tina Laschiavo Conversation Fed 25, 2004 


Follow up call to Laschiavo at the Queens County District Attorney’s office concerning 
Jan 28, 04 FOIL request. Time call 1:10pm. 

Laschiavo said that she had not been able to find my name in the system. She had looked 
but could not find any records concerning me. 

I informed her that Det Henning from the 114 th Pet had referred an alleged violation to 
Queens ADA Robert Alexander in the Computer Crimes Division for review of whether a 
violation had been committed. 

Laschiavo said that with this information she would continue looking for any record of 
such a request from Det. Henning, but so far, she had found nothing. 




Tina Loschiavo 5/24/04 re FOIL Queens DA 


Re Tape 4, M65-84 
9:40am 

Assigned to line assistant who conducted a thorough search and nothing was found. 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


January 28, 2004 


Tina Loschiavo 
FOIL Officer 

Queens District Attorney’s Office 
125-01 Queens Blvd. 

Kew Gardens, NY 11415 


Dear Ms. Laschiavo: 

This is a request under the New York State Freedom of Information law for copies of any 
fdes, correspondence, documents, records, complaints or telephone notes created or received 
within the past four years by the Queens District Attorney’s office concerning me. My full last 
name is Den Hollander, but at times different agencies mistakenly list my last name as Hollander 
or Denhollander. My social security is 141 40 7359. 

If copying charges and search fees exceed $50, please advise me before proceeding. 
Otherwise, please bill me at the above address. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


May 24, 2004 


Tina Loschiavo 
FOIL Officer 

Queens District Attorney’s Office 
125-01 Queens Blvd. 

Kew Gardens, NY 11415 


Dear Ms. Laschiavo: 

Thank you for your efforts so far in this matter. 

Pursuant to our telephone discussion of May 24, 2004,1 am providing more specific 
information concerning my FOIL request. 

I request under the New York State Freedom of Information law copies of any files, 
correspondence, documents, records, complaints or telephone notes created or received in April, 
May or June2002 regarding an apparent allegation against me for possible prosecution. 

Detective Robert W. Henning from the 114 th Precinct in Queens may have referred the allegation 
to Robert Alexander in the Computer Crimes Division to determine whether the allegation was a 
violation or crime. 

My full last name is Den Hollander, but at times different agencies mistakenly list my 
last name as Hollander or Denhollander. My social security is 141 40 7359. 

If copying charges and search fees exceed $50, please advise me before proceeding. 
Otherwise, please bill me at the above address. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


July 23, 2004 


Gary Fidel 

Executive Asst. District Attorney 
Appeals Officer 

Office of the District Attorney Queens County 
80-02 Queens Boulevard 
Kew Gardens, NY 11415 


Dear Mr. Fidel: 

This is an appeal of a denial under FOIL for copies of documents in the possession of the Queens 
County District Attorney Computer Crime Division that concern any allegations or 
communications concerning alleged criminal activity by me. 

Attached is a copy of the denial and the original request. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 



artspprs 


Publications 

Business World Weekly 

A Fair Market Is Not a Free-For-All Market . June 9, 1992 
Doing Business with Americans . September 22, 1992 
More Nomenklatura Privatization . November 17, 1992 
A Fairer Form of Privatization . December 8, 1992 
The Need for a Constitutional Convention . April 23, 1993 

Russian Academy of Sciences 

Problems with Foreign Assistance . May 24-29, 1993 


The Law Gazette 

To Each According To His Ambition . No. 7-8 (120-121), 1994 
Russians Caught By the Throat . No. 25-26 (138-139), 1994 
What It Was?. No. 35 (148), 1994 

Preventing America from Transforming Russia into a Third World Nation . 1994 

The Danger Posed by the American Military-Industrial Complex . 1994 

A Ruble Backed by Gold Instead of the IMF . 1994 
Vile American . 1998 
Nomenkaltura Looters . 1998 
Follow the Money . 1998 

Papers Presented 

Key Regulations for a Fair Economy . May 18-24, 1992 
Successful Privatization . November 16-20, 1992 

A Strategy to Generate Hard Currency from Russia’s Foreign Debt. December 3, 1993 
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HA C1IIIMKL': ncpcn yiaCTHMKiiMii xourpccca uMCiyuaer B.II.IUKHII.ah- 
pexiop KOHCopitMVMii «Ilcpconaa yupaibicmiti*. 


n.TEMHHKOB, Hay , iHO-nccjie;ioiiaTe.n>CKHH tfimiaHcoiibiiT 
HHCTHTVT, T.MoCKBa: 


POH XOJIJiaH^ep AABOKAT, CL 1 IA: 

«CYMEETE JIM BBI «IIPMBATH 3 HPOBA Tb» 

HO MEHKJIA TYP Y?» 


1/lMTepec k npoMeccaM. MAyupiM a 
Pocenn, y nac, o Llbaiax. HacTOAbxo 
semix, mto HeyAUBUtenbHa ra mra 
yneHux, cneuwanucTOB. xoTopaa ae- 
Aet MX b Poccmio. 3Aecb npoxoAMT 
rpaiiAMoaHbitt axcnepMMeHT no B03- 
BpaiueHMio rpOMafliioM cipaiibi o pyc- 
AO HOpM3AbHOM 9KOHOMMKM 51 c 
6oabuiMM yAOBneraopeHMeM Bocnpn 

mha npMrnauienne accoAnapHM «Hn- 
xeprpeMHMHr». 3 m mom xoanerM exa- 


(]>OHAa lenepb utinoAHHiOTcn OMeHb 
GbiCTpo He Aywaio. mto MB® 
o'teHb yxc 03a6oMen GAarococTOBMM- 

GM KaXAOM pOCCMMCKOM CeMbM — 

3T0 seAb He ero 3afk>Ta. A mhcJiasi- 
Umsi. Getuenbin poct pen npMBe/iM x 
ioMy. mto MAer noRanbHoe o 6 hmu) 3 - 
hmc napoAa m cipeMnre/ibiioo oGa- 
raipeHMe HOMeHX/iaTypu. HaM yAM- 
BMTenbHO, xax aro b to Bpe/MB. xor- 
Aa 3Aecb noBceMeciHasi pa3pyxa. 


cnexyasHTOB hmm b nponrpuuje. a 
oCbSBMib BWAany MM'eiiHwx (6e3 
npaBa npoAaxn) BaynepoB — ato 
Gbiao 6bi BAopoBO. ho 3T0 Bp»A 
Bo-jMOXHO. rioatOMy b xoAe npnoa- 
TMsapMM npeAnpMBTMi^i OMeHb Baxen 
rocyAapcTeeHHWM xoHrponb aa 3 imm 
npoueccoM. HyxcHo. mioGw o6flaa- 
TeabHO 51 nponem aiajnn ocTanca -b 
pyxax TpyAOBbix KOAAexTMBOB. M 

mtoGw mm b xocm cnyvae a peay/ib- 


«MciKciiMajibHO npu6jiu3umb 
Gonpocbi odyneHiisi k npaKtnuKe» 

CeKMac HyxHee Bcero AeaoaoMy MeaoBexy MHipopMauMB. TeM 6oaee y Mac, 
xorAa MAei axrviBHasi Hapa6oTxa npaBoeoi/i Gaaw. MAer 3KOMOMMHecxasi pe- 
4>opMa. 

B01 noHBMy mu iax axniBiio TSHeMca x BcrpeMaM c aioAbMM, npMMaciHUMM 
x paapaGoTxe 3 tmx AoxyMewTOB, c moAbMM, ctoblummm y mctokob pe^opMH. 

51 Btopofi pa3 npMcyTCTByx) na MeponpMflTMflx. npoBOAMMwx «HHTepTpefi- 
HMitroMo (ncpDbitt pas — 11a (J»opyMe), m a stom cmucac Mory aucxaaaTb iie- 
pxonbxo coo6paxeHMM no opraHM3ai(MM 3 Tmx hbcomhbmho Hyxcnux Mepon- 
pMBTVUI 

TopxecTiieHHoe oixphiTHe xoHrpecca b KpeM/iencxoM /Inopije c BHyuiM- 
TeabHbiM npeawAMyMOM, xoneMHO. BneMaTaoex m enyuiaeT yBaxeHMe, Ho m 
ronbxo. Hopa BiiyuiMTenbHbix npeaMflMyMoe npoutna. 

riycrb M6MH MBBMHHr axaAeMMxn. pykoBOAMTeab UBP. APyrue bmammc akj- 

AM. MO TO, 410 OHM rOBOpMBM HaM C IpnGyMU, Mbl 13K H/IM 1111340 CBblUiaBM 
an6o M3 mx yci no TeneeiiAeMMio. nM6o >iMtanM mx BticTynneHMa b mbccobux 
M 3A3HMBX. Tax mo. npocayujaB b nepBUvl Aent nexitMM caMoro bwcokoto 
ypOBHfl, Mbl M3/I0 nOHBpnHyAM KOHXpelMKM, 13K HyXHOM H3M CBMHaC- I/I 0 
paGoie cexuMM. 51 ynactBOBaa b o6cyxA B HMM npoGne.Mu npMBaiMaapMM. TaM 
Mbi yc/ibuuami oneHb coAepxareabHbie AoxnaAM pyxoBOAMieneM ynpaaaeHMM 
rocxoMMMymecTaa PCD B.C.IIaniOTMiia, A.E.AGpaMoaa, B.H.HaiixM, onnoiiM- 
poaaoaiero mm r.51.KMnepMaHa. a msm onnib ocraaocb Mana BpeMewn, mioGu 
oGcyAMTb hbuim xoHxpeTHwe npoGneMbi. MAyuiMe ot npaxTMKM. 

Moxei. ny'iuie Guiio 6 bi cAenoib Tax Ha naenapiibix aaceAanMax paccMai- 
pMtia 1 b xaxMe-io xniOMeBbie Bonpocu, xoiopwe aonHyioT Bcex. Hy. HanpMMep, 
Ta xe npMaaiM 3 ai(MB. A paaoMABCb no cexi|MBM, Mbi npoGneMy Moran Gbi 
o 6 cyAMtb nornyBixe — AeTa^bHo. BeAb croabxo Bonpocon y acex — TbMal 
A to onnib cayuiaeM yciaMOBOMiibie auxuMM- Xopouio, ecnM 6bi kio-io noAe- 
nMac« peanbMbiM onuTOM npHoain-jaunn: xto xax Bbi6Mpaacsi M3 rpyAHocreM. 
xro xaxMe uimuixm Ha6nn. xto c kbkmmm AoxyMeHiaMM paGoTaa, cxoabxo naa- 
tMfl aa ycayrn. 

Ha xbxaom ceMMHape Haiunocb Gti o neM norooopMib — m GyxraaiepaM, 


nn b MocxBy c GoabimiM om.iMMS- 
mom. Mu 6biaH yGexAeHU, mto, cGpo- 
CMB OKOBbl npHH'/AMTeahHQM 033110 
BOM 3K0H0MMKM, CipaMO pe3X0 HO' 
uiaa uiiepeA- Ho, yubi. mu aioro He 
yBMAeaM. Cxopee, Hao6opoT, KpM3MC 
nopa3Ma ace cTopoHW Bauieia XM3- 
HM — M 3K0H0MMM0CKMA. M nOaMTMMe- 
CKMM, M, HaRepnoe, HpaBCTBeMHblPl 
KPM 3 MC. 

I'lpMMMH TOMy, KOHeMHO, HeMaao. 
Ho oamoCI M 3 raaaHbix, npnneM ca- 
mom omgbmahoA. smasieTCfl ra. mto y 
ochobhwx pbiMaroB eaacTM Ha Bcex 
ypoBHtix — 01 cioaMttu a° pavio- 
hob — ctobt npaxTMMecxM tc xe 
CBMbie aiOAM. MTO kombhaobbam B3* 
iuef1 cTpaHOft m ao nepecrpoviKM. 
nopa 3 Mie/ibMO. ho 3 to iax. Ha cao- 
sax bw AeMOHTMpoeaaM sceBaacTMc 
oahoM napTMM. a na ppnc Gbiumiie 
napiMMMbie 4 >yHxi(MOHepbi. noMensm 
oSamk, cMeHMB H 03 BaHMB, no-npex- 

HeMy ynpaBasnoT aAMMHMCTpaTMBHbl- 
MM. BblOopilblMM OpraHaMM M A a *e 
xenepb yxe BMSHecoM. AedciBM- 
TeabMO, oaacib HOMeHKaaTypM 5ea- 
rpaHMMMa. 

HaMBHO AyblBTb, mto aiOAM. npM- 
BOAaiMe x xpaxy axoHOMnxy cxpaHW, 
ceftMac BwaeAyT ee M 3 xpMSMca. 
BeAb Aas HOMeHxnaTypw caMO- 
Ueatio scerAa Guaa loabxo Baacib, a 
Bosce He Gaaro HapoAa BaacTb, as 
eme anMiioe Gaaro. 

HeyMeaue pyxoROAMTenn, npa- 
BMBuiMe pan blue c noMoiMbio npM- 
HyxAeHMB, ceiUMac Miuyt hobux xo- 


pyxoBOAMTeaii eaiuMX npeAnpMSTMii. 
coaeiOB, napinii, oomecrBeHHbix 
<(iohaob saMacTMavi b CI1IA, b MaAa- 
mm. na xypopibi HlBeMMapuM, l/lcna- 
HMM. y MHOTMX M3 HMX eCTb BafllOT- 
Hue CMera b aapyGexiibix Gauxax. \A 
3To Toxe (JiaxTbi, nexauiMe «a no- 
BepxHociM, a Bonce He naoA aomwc- 
aa. Bw noMMTafiTc roabxo cboh ra- 
aeiw m yaiiAMie, cxonb MHTeHCMBen 
noTox HOMeHxnaTypuiMKOB. CTpeMa- 
upixcsi aa oxean «aa onbiTOM®. 

MexaHH3M cocpeAOTOMeHMSi or 
poMMbix cpeACTB a pyxax xynxM aio 
Aeii, rpeioutHXca y bjidctm. Me adav 
ctcb cexpeioM. Mu npouiAM Mepei 
3 to b roAW Bemixoft aenpeccMii b 
iiaMane TpMAMarbix toaob: n 6e3pa6o 
iMija (ao 25 npopeHTOB TpyAocno 
coGhmx He MMeAM paGoTbi). m miipnu 

IIMM, M paxel, M B 3 A 10 MMMMBCIB 0 MM 
houhmkob — ace aro y Hac Gbiao 
3HeprMMH3A nonMTMxa npeanAoiiia 
(PpaiiKJHiiia A er >aHO PyaBeauia. ha 
aeaHHaM mm ohobum xypcoM®, npn- 
Hcc/ia nnoAu. To 6uiAa noAMTMxa bw 
xoAa M 3 xpM 3 Mca. ManpaaAeHiiaM Ha 
yAyMtueiiMe xmshm acex caoeB Hace 
AeHMA. 

Kax «npMBaTM3MpoaaTb<> homcm 
xAaiypy? 3 to CAOXHWft aonpoc. 
ocoGeiino ecrui yMecib, mto HOMeti 
xaaTypa cedMac o6naAaeT He TOAbxo 
BAaCTblO, HO M IpMHaHCOBbIM MOTy 
uiecTBOM, nocxoAbxy ace msao 
MOA bCKM KpynHbie MMHOBHMKM yJXf 
ISHe^lpMAMCb B XOMMepMeCKMe CTpyx 
iypw. m MHorne npMoaTM3ai<MOHHbie 


rare GropoxparHHecxnx MaxMHanMii 
xoHTpoflbHbift naxeT axiiMfi ne nepe- 
KOMGBaA X aAMMHMCTpaUMM. HOMOHX- 
aarype. Onwr 3 tot Toxe nweeTca b 
paaHbix CTpanax. m mm ne rpex boc- 
noAbaoBarbca. 

Mbi McxpeHHe xeaaeM ycnexa pe- 
4>opM b Pocchm. Poccma AOAXHa co- 
XpaHMTb CBOe MeCTO B P»Ay BeflMXMX 
Aepxae, a aah aioro ona A°nxHa 
GbITb CMAbHOM 



HA CHMMKE: (cacua uaiipaiui) — 
> MjicTimxM xourpccca nan. xattieapw 
A K 3;l C MIIII MBA P4> JI.IO.ll., lipot))- 


m naaHOBMxaM, m pyxoBOAMTeABM. AxaAeMMMMOCTb b oGyMeiiMM yxe apcabix 3Re 8. M Bbi3biBaeT yAMBAeMMe toi Mexn, xoTopwe nouBMAMCb na pun T.A.CBEPAAblK h npeaiuenr Poc- 

cnepMaAMCtoB nopoM noAbau He npiiHocMT. b nauie BpeMB. xorAa cner ma®t 4 iaK J- 4T ° pexoMOHAaiiMM (oMeHb Ha- xe. yxe u pyxax btmx crpyxiyp. Ko ciihckoid (Poiiau :t,iimiTi,i upas mcjio- 

na hcabam, a to m na ahm. OMeHb saxreH xoHxpeTHhiii npaxTHMecxMM onwr, ciOMMMBwe) nexorAa OTBepraBuiero- hcmho. ecan 6w yAaAocb aHHyAMpo nexa, aaxomiocTti 11 iipatiouupHjixa 

c« MexAynapoAHoro BaAiotHoro aaTb BUAaMMbie mokm m ocraBMit, B.C.KOMHCCAPOB. 












■-+- He 229 (20909) nflTHMUA, 29 HOflBPfl 1991 TO/U 

BblXOflMT EWEflHEBHO, KPOME BOCKPECEHbfl M nOHEflEJlbHHKA 

UEHA 10 KOfL 


! 3aarninH.iftei> npoxoAHauiHe r Mocxiie Ann unposoro Cione- we e.iy*6u. i«nopue Oh i cm - 
ca oanh hi opr.iHinaTopoB Roropwx Me**yiMpo»»* accouwa- an.in sa nutio.iHefraeM; aaKOHS, 
UI1H CpcjlM yMaCTHHKOH — 100 OnaHCCMCHOB ClliA. HCK.'llOTHB 113 BCTO KAKHe ,6J 

Kotopwc noOwaaaM ne TOJibao r cToaHue, no h Apvrnx ropoaax an 

crpanu. Kypcx nocerna r-n Pofi Aei. Xoaaanaep - Ownec- ^ P .£2 c££ 

lopHCT, npoipcccop HMO-FlopxcKoro ymmtpcHTeTa. ao npmiRTi. xaK uchcho ck 

MHTEPBbfO flEJIOBOrO HEJIOBEKA ^ 


— Ha En*x MKponoro Gusne- 
c* n no.iVTRJi cncaenBR o ne- 
KOTopux npoO.iewax aameR 

CTpnHM, K*K rOt>OpnTCJI. R3 

nepnwx pyx. npcmae scero 6po- 
caeiCR h raaja Hopa36epnxa t 
nworaaconaimocn. weway eo- 
KMIIUM H PoCCIlfieKlIM UPSBH- 
Tt?ai<CTB3 Hh. Orciona 6n3iiecve- 
iiu y nac’Mrmay Abvx oriicfl, 

OIIH ' 8WMV*ACHH ItOATHHHTbOl 
anoftnoMy* CtopoKpaTHiccKOHy 
ruCTy. A 3T0 — noTcpn achci- 
ii HpoMCMi. Hpn xoiup.niKTe npa- 
ntmviiiCTn panmcT OiwHcca lie- 
poiMoxen Hysaio. Coxn ao.i- 

JXCII 3flHHMaTbCU TO.IbKO ROUpO- 

rnuii ofioponw, ace octii.tmioc, b 
TOM TMCJIC OlUHCC, — AC.10 POC- 
CMH. 

— T n Xo.i.ianacp, b tipeere 
(lORR-tRCTCR MCMa.IO nyOJIMK.1' 

riHK nax sapyOcmiiwx cncuna- 
aitcTon. Tax « nauiiix 6 mbiiihx 

COOTe'ieCTBeHMIKOB. kotophc 
HHT atorcH yxaiaib nyrvi paaoii- 
THR PoCCIIH. FlpniCM CODCTII 

aawrcfl fauiie noanpitwe: or 
no.moro KoimpoaaHH* 3anaaa 
ao RCRaionHTeabHo eaMoCwT- 
Iioco, pycexoro Bapnanra. V 
nac er-n. MHCHRe no sTOMy bo- 
itpocy? . - 

_ Ha moR BTMRa. bom rtvm- 
HO CiWCTpce ABHrflTbCR K ICCT- 
HOft. CtipaBejlAHHOfl 3XOHOM1IKC 
b npoTHBOBoe cnoGoanoft pi« - - 
HoMiiofi no snnaaiioMy oOpaany. 
CnpaBcaaiiBue phiio'ihmc onto- 
iiiphhr npeanoaaraioT naanme 
pery.iBTopon, Roiopue hc no,v 
Bo.iawT 3anaay sRcnayampo- 
Fan. saitiM npwpoaHbte pecypcw 
m pafiooyio cnay. It npn 3 toh 
onn oOecncRaT npnOHAb xax 


«$ [WHJ/BCTBOBSn 

m 

npeflnpHHHMaTenbCTBa» 


»aitiHM. Tax n imocTpannHV 
OHinecMenaM 

A b CBoOoanofl pHnfi«n?oft rx- 
creMe mojxct npoHioftTR ito 
yro.THo. BapyOrwiiHe napmepw 
motvt aarpasnirn. saniy oxpy- 
ixaiomyio cpeay. ne naanm. na- 
aorH n noay'nan. orpoMnyx) 
npHfiu.Th. 

— Hhtcpcciw. a eerb r.ne-iin- 
6yaw cnpaDea.TRBHfl punox? 

— CcvWac yixe unrae b hh- 
pe Rrr cnoOoxRoro pwnxa, no 
hpt eme n rnpaBcaJiRnoro. Amp- 
PHrs HaxoanTcn rae-ro noce- 
peanne MPixay brmh. B »xono- 
mhkp namefl crpanw cytnccruy- 
ct MMoro peryanTopoB, aaraH- 
mancnnx fiHsiiec b oxpy*aRi- 
myw rpcay ot sKcnayaTatiHn. Ho 
b to me npcMR b 3aRonax miio- 
ro aaaccK, orroro pcry.ntTopH 
flPfiCTBVH)T HP3<()((>eXTHnHO. 

>1.111 Toro, TTOfiU Pocchb 
npnftTH x cnpaDejuinnoMy pun- 
ry, ii 6m npeaaontn.i rjutb 3a 
ocnoay BMppuKancKHe npaBn.ia 
peryaHpoBanHH n cosaaib Ta- 


pea n cnocoCcTPonan. npusae- 
ienmo nnocTpaHnoro xanHraaa. 
Hpm aoahtrie 6iopoxp3TH 6yavT 
aaTnmBan. stot nponccc, xop- 
mi napoa o6craaHHHMH, ten 
6om.ilif Ovnyr cTpaaan. .noan, 
iip omytnnsi nporpcccs, tpm bc- 
ponTnci'i DoiMonuiocTb noniwe- 
liiin lionoro anxTSTopa. Crrya- 
miH n Bauiefl cTpanc oncm. na- 
nommacT rcpMannio naxanyHe 
npnxcwa x naacm rnT.iepa. 

— Bh pafkrTaaB b KvpcxcTpn 
ana. BcTppTti.mcb co cnennaan- 
CTRMn LIHTH. xoaiCKTimaMn 
Kavnin - nHcapeHaecKoro npca- 
npHHTiiR <3 ko - nenTp», aiiKcpo- 
Boaomoro SBBoaa, An3-20. O 
ipai m. 1.1 peat, na sthx ocrpe- 

131? 

— B OCHOSHOM O TOM. TTO R 
eeftnac norrHTa.icR xoporxo na- 
aoaxmi. R8M r mrrepBbKi. 51 npn- 
exaa, >rro6 ttoMPpmaTb npo- 
rppecHBHHe nainnannR b samcM 
ropoae n aan. pexoMPnaannn 
x.ik xipner. riocoBPTOBa.i. xax 
qo.iynBtb Rn4>opM8ttHio o npea- 


npairrHax b AMcpiixe, e xeji 
VCiailOBUTb KOHT3KT, hto6h op- 
raiinaosaTb chop acao. KypcKRe 
npcAnpHKHMaTcan noxasa.tn wse 
cbok) npoAyxuHio, a nonwTaiocb 
aamiicppcoeaTb cto ae-ioBtix 
nwxcfl AMppmtH, onpcic-niTb, c 
xeM b Aa.TbHcftmcii mo«ho co- 
TpyaHnnaTb. 

— A tto aanoMnn.iocb m 
oeHACHHOfl 3KH3HH HalDefl CTpa- 
eh, H3 xy.TbTypHofl nporpsMMU? 

— Cancoe 6o.ibuioe Bnenarjre- 
ime npon3ne.iM caMH pycooie 
.hoar B Moexae na KOH^epen- 
a:»H MHoriic roBopn.'in, a to y 
pvccxnx ne xuaTact HnmuiaTH- 
bu. Ho ? y6ean.icii. ito sto 
ne rax. Bo bcrkom coyrae, 
yjKe na y.inaax miic nhiTa.mcb 
rto-to npoaaTb. Tax no syx 
npcjnpmiHMaTe.ibCTBa 6t3yc.i03- 
no ecTb. Bamn 4»an R3o6pe- 
TaTC-ibstu, xpy.io.iio6nBU a nue- 
kjt tie.ib. 

1 1to xacacTcn xy-tbiypRofl 
XH3MI1, to ona ropaajo 6ora- 
ne sMcpimaHCXOH. Oco6«hho 
nnenaT.iRPT Bo.ibttiofi tcbtp- B 
KypcxoM TK)3e n nocwoTpej 
cncxTax.ib <Boctoih3h TPH6y- 
na» H ClHT.1IO. TTO cro MO*HO 
rucao nrpaTb na Bpoasee. 
ripanjia. 3a paspeiiieHHe hsao 
aan.ianm. 1 mim.ihoh ao.i.iapoa. 
Ho mo*ho lie na casiOM 5poa- 
bcc, a riic-HH6yab pnao.M — 
BocnpiisTKc Cyacr t3khm *e. 

51 ne 6o.ibiuo(l 3 h»tok kh- 
BonncH, no MHe nonpasRaatb 
naina xapmHnas raaepea A 
xpaeBeaTecKiid uyseft, Bepaee 
npeacTaB.icHHan t.im bctophr, 
noacpr.ia b uiox. AjicpHxa To¬ 
me nepemnsa.ia TR*e.Tue spo- 
Mens, no 3 to xacaaocb Herron, 
y bbc me bcr Haims noaBepr- 
,iacb mecTO'iafluieMy Tcppopv- 
Tcnepb r boo' into npeacTa barks, 
xaxoii nyn. npoui.ia Pocchh r 
tto eft erne npcacTOKT— 

Btna 6eceay 
T. AHTH11EHKO. 


BHHiYiaEHio no^HTaiejieS Mejn»noMeHu! 
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Models 



Adrianna 



Alise 
Amanda 
Amber Easton 



April 

Ariel 

Ashley Brandon 

Asiana Lee 

Britney 

Britney Alexander 

Buffv Van Norton 

Carmen 

Caroline 
Chennin Blanc 

Cindy 

Clarissa 

Claudia 

Devon 

Dominique Paynes 

Dylan 

Emmanualla 

Ericka 

Faith 

Gia 

Iris 

Jade 

Janet Taylor 
Jazzmine Foxxx 

Jennifer 

Jordan 

Julianna 

Julie 

Justine 

Katina 

Katrina 
Kourtney 
Krista Kincade 

LA LaMann 

Laura 
Lee Sin 

Liz 

Luciana 

Magda 

Megan 

Monica Moore 

Natascha 

Nicole 

Nicole Sweet 

Nikita 
Nikki Chao 

Pamela 

Paris 
Percilla 
Red Rita 

Renee 

Ryan 

Savannah 

Shaine 

Shauna 

Shayla Jamone 

Shavna 

Sierra 

Skye 

Stephani 


Sat May 12, 2012 - 2:15 PM 



Welcome to Exotica VIP the ultimate provider of intimate encounters with the world's most beautiful women. 
We specialize in finding the most beautiful women for your companionship needs. Exotica VIP has a large 
variety of women that are available for travel to various countries across the world. Find beautiful women to 
be your companion for dinner, business functions, travel, weekend getaways, nightlife and modeling. 
Exotica VIP features beautiful independent escorts, high-end models and erotic film stars. At Exotica VIP 
there is a beautiful woman available for any man's taste 


FREE NEWSLETTER WITH UPDATES AND TOURING 
ESCORT INFORMATION 


JUST ENTER YOUR EMAIL ADDRESS: 






Friday August 11, 2004 

Brittany Alexander: page was added!! As she takes the 
industry by storming the covers of DVD's and magazines. This 
previous dancer turned adult film star, known for her exuberant 
youthfulness, is a budding 19 year old blonde.. See Bio » 


Specials: 

we offer photographs and bios of your model of choice. Take a 
look at our models and choose the one, that fits your intentions 
the most.... 


more photos in archive » 


j 


Note: If you do not see a model to suit your need please contact us and we will try our best to 
accomadate you. 


New 

Models 



Amber 

Easton 



Jade 




Nicole 



Zazel 



Sierra 













































































































































































Summer 

Sydney 

Sylvia 

Talia 

Tiffany 

Tina 

Tracy Moore 

Trinity 

Vanessa 

Veronica 

Victoria 
Victoria Style 

Zazel 


Call us toll free at 1-888-652-3737 ext. 104 24 hours a day 7 days a week 
Web site designed, hosted, and managed by i t 1995-2005 
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Strip Club List 


Search Over 7,500 Strip Clubs 


Strip Club Director 


Strip Clubs.NET 




STRIP GEAR 


StrpGfar 


THE SEXES! DANCEWEAR 


ON THE PLANET 


TAND OUT FROM THE CROWD 


WEB MASTERS CLICK HERE 


WELCOME TO SCN AFFILIATE / REVSHARE 
50/50 AFFILIATE PROGRAM 
REVENUE SHARING 
CONVERSION AND RETENTION 


Strip Club Reviews 


The World’s Largest 


Featured Strip Club Sites 


New York Area 


Flash Dancers 
Privilege 
VIP Club 
Hustler NYC 


Phenomenon 
Wild Wild West 
Tender Trap 
Habitat Club 
The Carousel 
CrystalCafe 
Selenas 
Juicees 

Pleasure Island 
Blue Moon 
Elans 

Gold Fingers 
Head Quarters NYC 


Legz Diamond 

Sin City Club 

Gossip 

Mirage 

High Heels 

Vibrations 

Lace 

Cafe Royale 
The Scene 
Private Eyes 
NY Dolls 
Paradise Club 


Scandals 
Runway 69 
Infinity 

City Scape LI 
Gold Club 


Vegas Clubs 


Olympic Garden 


Jaguars 
Club Paradise 
Can Can Room 
Cheetahs 
Diamond Cabaret 


Strip Tease 
DejaVu 

Leopard Lounge 
Glitter Gulch 
Little Darlings 
Ricks Tally HO 
Pussy Cats 


Florida 


Strip Club Dancers 

VJQ REAL STRIPPERS 

m RECENT PHOTOS 
^ | Give them your rating!!! 


RATE NOW 


Strip Club Dancers 


Adult Employment 
KM FeaturedKiti 

km 

Sign up today and work in over 
50 Top Strip Club Locations 

AdultBrokeraoe Adult Job Search 


Strip Club Party Bus 


Strip Club Network 


MEMBERS JOIN NOW 


SCN Card Holders Click Here 


T7 rrrfltfim 


, Listen 
to our 
, Radio 


StripClubNetwork.com "Improving the industry one web site at a time..." 
Welcome to Strip Club Network, the largest network of strip club sites in the world! 


f Commercial Conten t, Employment, Directories, Classifieds, Boards, Communities, Live Chat...we have it all. 


Search Strip Clubs 


Search 































































? Strip Club 
A Party Experience of a 
Lifetime... 


Party Boat Express 




The Ultimate Luxury. 


Strippers 2 Go 


" . 


Strippers 2 Go 


Having an Event 

GET LIVE 

Entertainment 


Massage Express 


Strip Club Dream Date 



Inrintitrif Fntt*rtninf*rc: 



Check out your Favorite Feature 


Strip Club Features 
Porn Star Services 
Strip Club Photos 


Custom Videos 





0 


Videos from your Favorite dancer 

Custom Porno Custom Stri 



Y Escort Services ^ 

Exotica VIP 

Call Girls Now 

Escort Sex Guide 

Porno Star Escorts 

Strip Club Escorts 

Porno Stars Direct 

Independent Escorts 

Escort Community 


Cheetah 
Club Madonna 


Diamonds 


Stone Wall 
Masters 
Landinq Stri 


Rachels 


Tootsies 
Treasure Island 


Alley Cat 
Aphrodites 
Body Sho 


Booby Tra 


Solid Gold 


Gold Club 
Port Hole Pub 


Thee Doll House 
Diamond Dolls 


YBor Secrets 


YBor Strip 
Sweet Hearts 
Scarletts 


Gold Rush 


Gold Finger 
Bada Bin 


Pink Pony 
Doll House Club 
Bare Necessit 


Stir Crazy Lounge 


Silhouette 


Pure Platinum 


Miami Gold 
Peek-a-Boos 


Crazy Horse 
Platinum Club 
Strokers Club 


Misc Area Clubs 

DejaVu 

Hustler 

GbarNY 


Strip Club Services 

f 


Strip Club Press 

Strip Club H2o 

Strip Club Services 

Strip Club Agency 

Strip Club Photographers 

Strip Club Publications 

Strip Club Products 

Strip Club Parties 

Strip Club Guestbook 

Strip Club Vip Card 

Strip Club Financial Services 



Industry Real Estate Opportunities 

Strip Club Brokers 
Strip Club Properties 
Strip Club Management 
Adult Legal Services 


Bet on Sports 


Shopping 

1 

StripGear 

Club Videos/DVD's 


Adult Videos/DVD's 


Sex Toy Retailers 


Erotic Art 


Ciqar Mall 


Hemp Galaxy 


Panties Erotica 


Erectile Plus 

Enlarge Your Breasts 



- ww ^ 



Strip Club Resorts 
Travel Exotica 


jmiME 


Swing Travel 
Strip Club Limo 

mi Mi 


like no other airlines 

Strip Club Jets Strip Club Airlines 


Strip Club Mail 


Sign up for your Free 
Strip Club Mail Account Today! 



Strip Club Cards 



SCN Network Sites 

' mr -r 


Strip Club Cash 
Dirty Joke Book 
Cartoon Erotica 
XXX Gameroom 
Comics XXX 
Hack Pass 
Audio Exotica 



Swinger Sites = 

SflIliNCER NEWS 


Swinqer News 


Swing Travel 
Swinqer Directory 
Manhattan Couples Club 
Swing Erotica 


GayBarDirector 


Streaming Videos 

Strip Club Broadcast 
Porn Video Streaming 
Fetish Streaming 
Cyber Paradise 


Internet Services 






























































http://live.stripclubnetwork.com 


Girkof the Month 


ADULT CONTENT 

rot total coHivff wsootkl oonifinmc 


F0« ADULT WTDHAyERS 


Where do ygu 
Host you re Site? 

Cybertech Internet Cyber Payment Systems 


GlobalPornHost 
Web Payment Cards 


Cybertech Leasing 
Adult Content Providers 


Wh ere do ygu 
Host your Site? 

Where do you host your site 


Escorts, Dancers, 
j W Tantra, Masseuses, 
1 Pl and many more! 

www.escortsexauide.com 

EscortSexGuide.com 


SCN Featured Adult Sites 


Asian Slut Girls 
Bordello Broadcast 
Brute Cocks 
Celeb Sex Online 
Celebs Erotica 
Cock Craving 
Amateurs 

Cum Soaked Boobs 


Cum Surfers 
Cyber Porn City 
Erotic Nipple 
Exotica Porn 
Fantasy Asses 
Granny Puss 
Fioney Bliss 


Fiorny Preqs 
Island Whores 
Lesbian Grannys 




Cheerleaders 
Paris Hilton XXX 
Porn Stars Erotica 


Pussy Exotica 
Pussy Fiotties 
School Girl Asses 
School Girl Puss 
Sex-Cave 
SexyStrippers4U 
Sinful Showers 


Strip Club Orgy 
Strip Club Puss\ 
StripCIubXXX 
SuperPornTV 


Teen Tail 
TeenGirlPussy 
Thunder Twat 


Transvestite World 
Unique Fetishes 
Vagina City 
Water Sports Erotica 


XXX Real Sex 
XXX Santa 
Thunder Twat 
Young Sweet Puss 
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JOIN 


StripjClub^^ 

BRnResorts 


Plot Escort Travel 


www.stripclubresorts.i 




com 


Hot Escort Travel 


http://tour.stnoclubnetwork.com/ 














































lubwcmpnt 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

545 East 14th 
Street 

Fax: (212) 995-5201 
New York, NY 
10009 

917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


Tel. & 


Mobile 


July 22, 2002, 

State Commission on Judicial Conduct 
801 Second Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 


Dear Sir or Madam: 

This is a complaint against Judge Fran L. Lubow of the Family Court of the State of New York, County of 
Queens for violating: 

Judicial Canon 3 (B) (3) that requires a judge “shall be patient, dignified and courteous to litigants ... and others 
with whom the judge deals in an official capacity,....” 

On February 16, 2001,1 appeared before Judge Lubow as the petitioner in Roy Den Hollander v. Alina 
Shipilina. Docket No. 0-02615/01, requesting a temporary order of protection against my wife, who grew up in 
Chechnya, for threatening me with grave bodily harm from her Russian organized crime associates. Judge Lubow 
discourteously cut me off when I began to explain my reasons for wanting a temporary order of protection. She jumped 
to the conclusion that I only wanted an order because my wife had previously obtained one against me. At that point 
both Judge Lubow and her law clerk laughed mockingly at me and Judge Lubow told me to seek any order of protection 
with the New York County Supreme Court where a divorce proceeding was pending. 

I do not think such behavior is fitting for any official in any position of power in this country. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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September 30,2002 


CONFIDENT IAL 

Mr. Ro> Den Hollander 
$45 F.ast 14th Street 
New York. New York 10009 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

The State Commission on Judicial Conduct has reviewed your letters 
of complaint dated July 22.2002 and August 1, 2002. The Commission has asked 
me to advise you that it has dismissed the complaints. 

Upon careful consideration, the Commission concluded that there was 
insufficient indication of judicial misconduct to justify judicial discipline. 

Very truly yours, 

Jean M. Savanyu 

IMS.Id 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th 

Street Tel. & 

Fax: (212) 995-5201 
New York, NY 

10009 Mobile 

917 687 0652 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 

August 1, 2002 

State Commission on Judicial Conduct 
801 Second Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 


Dear Sir or Madam: 

This is a complaint against Judge Helen C. Sturm of the Family Court of the State of New York, County of New 
York for violating: 

1. Judicial Canon 2 (A) that requires a judge to “act at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the 
integrity and impartiality of the judiciary;” and 

2. Judicial Canon 3 (6) that requires a judge to “accord to every person who has a legal interest in a proceeding ... 
the right to be heard according to law. A judge shall not initiate, pennit or consider ex parte communications, or 
consider other communications made to the judge outside the presence of the parties or their lawyers concerning 
a pending ... proceeding, except....” for certain situations that do not apply here. 

The alleged violations occurred on July 2, 2002, around 9:30 am in Part 8 of the Family Court of the State of 
New York, County of New York in the matter of Roy Den Hollander v. Shipilina. Docket No. 0-03570/02, a petition 
for a permanent order of protection. 

The chain of events began at a preliminary conference on May 6 th where Judge Strum set a trail date of July 2 nd 
and instructed the parties to engage in discovery. Petitioner served Respondent’s attorney, Nicholas J. Mundy, two 
requests for interrogatories, a request for inspection and copying of documents and a notice to admit—four requests in 
all. Mr. Mundy chose to completely ignore all the discovery requests, so Petitioner filed motions to compel discovery 
that were returnable on the scheduled trial date of July 2 nd . 

On July 2 nd Petitioner, who represents himself, was instructed along with others to wait outside the 
courtroom while Mr. Mundy spent around fifteen minutes inside apparently engaged in ex parte communications with 
Judge Strum and/or her law clerk as inferred by the transcript, see attached Exhibit 1 . Transcript of July 2, 2002, 
proceedings in Hollander v. Shipilina. Docket No. 0-03570/02, and the manner in which Judge Strum conducted the 
proceeding. 

Judge Sturm began the proceeding by calling on Respondent’s attorney, Mr. Mundy, even though the issue at 
hand concerned Petitioner’s motions to compel discovery. In addition, the tenor, flow and length of the initiating 
conversation between Judge Sturm and Mr. Mundy infer the continuation of previous ex parte talks and carrying out a 
prearranged decision to resolve quickly and in favor of Mr. Mundy’s client the issue over the motions to compel 
discovery. 
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As the transcript illustrates, Judge Sturm decided that Petitioner’s discovery requests were intrusive before even 
affording Petitioner an opportunity to be heard through motion practice. See Exhibit 1 . Transcript pp 6, 7, 8. True, 
Judge Strum instructed Mr. Mundy and Petitioner to file motion papers for and against a protective order on discovery, 
but a hearing after the Judge has already made up her mind is no hearing at all. Due process is not met by filing papers 
after a “Star Chamber” like decision has obviated a party’s right to notice and a hearing. 

Subsequent events bear out the inevitable conclusion that Judge Sturm had no intention of providing and, in 
actuality, did not provide Petitioner a meaningful hearing on his discovery requests. Mr. Mundy’s partner submitted the 
motion for a protective order at a proceeding before Judge Sturm on July 16, 2002, while Petitioner served his answer a 

few days later. Judge Sturm rendered her decision on July 29 th . See attached Exhibit 2 . Order Directing Discovery. 
Judge Sturm’s ruling made a mockery of her directive of May 6 th that the parties engage in discovery by eviscerating 

Petitioner’s rights under discovery. Judge Stunn’s ruling carried out her premature decision of July 2 nd to deny 
Petitioner’s discovery requests without a meaningful hearing. Motion practice as a mere matter of fonn over substance 
does not rise to the level of due process in this country. 

In addition to denying Petitioner a proper hearing on discovery requests, the transcript of the July 2, 2002, 
hearing shows that the entire proceeding does not promote confidence in the integrity and impartiality of Judge Sturm’s 
court. 


Sincerely yours, 
Roy Den Hollander 
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September 30,2002 


CONFIDENTIAL 

Mr, Roy Den I lollandcr 
$43 East 14th Street 
New York. New York 10009 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

The State Commission on Judicial Conduct has reviewed your letters 
of complaint dated July 22.2002 and August 1,2002. The Commission has asked 
me to advise you that it has dismissed the complaints. 


Upon careful consideration, the Commission concluded that there was 
insufficient indication of judicial misconduct to justify judicial discipline. 

Very truly yours. 


JMS:ld 




Jean M. Savanyu 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

Tel. 

rdhhh@yahoo.com 
October 8, 2002 
Gerald Stem 


545 East 14th 
Street 

& Fax: (212) 995-5201 
New York, NY 
10009 

Mobile 917 687 0652 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/stmlcmplnt.lltm[9/28/2019 9:49:37 PM] 




strmcmplnt 


Administrator and Counsel 
State Commission on Judicial Conduct 
801 Second Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 


Dear Mr. Stem: 

It has been some time since the Marie Lambert case, and I hope the years have been good for you. 

I’m contacting you now concerning the conduct of another New York judge: Helen C. Sturm of the Family 
Court in Manhattan. This is my second complaint against her, which was necessitated by improper conduct that 
occurred after I filed my first complaint. Your office dismissed that complaint. 

The new violations of the Judicial Rules by Judge Strum occurred during the discovery phase and trial in the 
case Roy Den Hollander v. Alina Shipilina . Docket No. 0-03570/02. I brought the action to obtain an order of 
protection against the defendant in order to prevent an organized crime associate of the defendant from making good on 
his telephone threats. 

The threats were made by a man, unknown to me, but whom the Federal Bureau of Investigation identified by 
tracking down a telephone number I provided them. One FBI agent said the man probably worked at Flash Dancers in 
Manhattan, the same club where the defendant works. 

In my case, I claimed that the defendant, who grew up in Chechnya, had arranged for the man to make three 
threatening telephone calls in order to, among other things, keep me from testifying against the defendant before the 
U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service. 

Judge Strum violated Rule 100.3(B)(1) by failing to “be faithful to the law” and Rule 100.3(B)(7) by failing to 
“dispose of all judicial matters.. .fairly” when: 

1. Judge Sturm denied my discovery motion for a subpoena of Verizon telephone records for the same telephone 
number that the FBI used to determine the identity of the threatening caller. Exhibit 1. Motion for Verizon 
Records . The FBI had refused to provide me with the identity of the caller, and, as Judge Sturm knew, 
identifying the caller through Verizon records was key to proving my case. 

2. At the beginning of the trial on August 12, 2002,1 requested Judge Strum to order the defendant to produce 
her mobile telephone, which she had in court with her, for examination in order to detennine whether calls 
were made from defendant’s mobile to my telephone number at the times and dates of the threatening calls. 

During discovery, Judge Sturm had ordered defendant to produce telephone records for both defendant’s 
mobile and home telephones if “in fact [defendant] has these documents.” Exhibit 2. Order Directing 
Discovery. Document Requests. Item 2 . In response to that order, defendant claimed not to have these records 
in her possession. Exhibit 3. Respondent’s Response. Document Requests. Item 2 . Despite her own order, 
Judge Strum sharply denied my request to examine defendant’s mobile telephone in court by saying, “I’m not 
going to allow him [plaintiff] to touch her phone.” Exhibit 4. page 3. Transcript of August 12. 2002. Trial . 

3. In the beginning of my case, I requested pennission to play audio tape recordings I had made of two of the 
three threatening telephone calls that were voicemail messages left on my mobile telephone. In addition to the 
caller’s words, the recordings captured his threatening demeanor that made clear I was in physical danger and 
that he was calling on behalf of the defendant. The recordings also noted the times and dates that the messages 
were left. Judge Sturm abruptly refused my admission of this key evidence by saying, “I am not going to take 
the Court’s time to listen to the tape.” Exhibit 4. page 6 . 

The above conduct also illustrates that Judge Sturm violated 100.3(B)(3): “A judge shall be patient....” and 
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100.3(B)(4): “ A judge shall perform judicial duties without bias or prejudice against or in favor of any person.” By 
denying key discovery requests and admission of crucial evidence, Judge Sturm made clear her impatience with the 
proceedings and her biased against plaintiff. It is clear to me that if the sexes of the parties had been reversed, Judge 
Strum would not have made the same rulings in her rush to judgment. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 

Roy Den Hollander 
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CONFIDENTIAL 


November 21,2002 


Mr. Roy Den Hollander 
$45 Fast 14th Street 
New York. New York 10009 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

The State Commission on Judicial Conduct has reviewed your letter of 
complaint dated October 8,2002. The Commission has asked me to advise you that 
it has dismissed die complaint. 

Upon care ltd consideration, the Commission concluded that there was 
no indication of judicial misconduct to justify judicial discipline. The Commission 
is not a court of law and docs not have appellate authority to change a judge’s 
decision or to review the merits of matters within a judge's discretion, such as the 
rulings in a particular case. Judges by law have broad discretion in such matters, 
and the law precludes the Commission from interfering in that discretion. 

Very truly yours. 

Jean M. Savanyu 

JMSId 
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COMPLAINT AGAINST ATTORNEY STEVEN M. SILPE TOR MATERIAL MISREPRESENTATIONS TO CLIENT 


1. Attorney Steven M. Silpe of the firm Cohen Goldstein & Silpe, LLP, (212 315 4400) represented me, Roy Den Hollander, 
in an annulment/divorce action last year, 2001, in the Supreme Court for New York County, Case No. 3500091/01. 

2. Mr. Silpe violated Disciplinary Rule 1-102(A)(4) by making at least two material misrepresentations to me on which I 
relied to my detriment. 

3. On July 26, 2001, just before the beginning of the Preliminary Conference before Judge Joan Lobis, Mr. Silpe said I 
had to make a choice concerning the divorce cause of action in my complaint on whether to pursue adultery or cruel and 
inhuman treatment because I could not pursue both issues of fault at the same time. 

4. The complaint filed by Mr. Silpe on my behalf asked for an annulment or in the alternative a divorce on the grounds of 
adultery and cruel and inhuman treatment. 

5. I told Mr. Silpe to pursue adultery and to accept a settlement on either annulment or adultery. 

6. During the conference with Justice Lobis, both parties were asked by Justice Lobis to leave the room while the lawyers 
and the Justice discussed the case. 

7. After the conference, Mr. Silpe told me there was no settlement and that there would be a trial on annulment and 
adultery in December 2001. This turned out to be misrepresentation number one. 

8. Mr. Silpe instructed me to sign the Preliminary Conference Stipulation, which I did. 

9. On arriving home, I reviewed the Stipulation and saw that it indicated the issue of fault had been resolved. I 
immediately call Mr. Silpe concerned that there had been a misunderstanding and that he had settled the case without my 
approval. 

10. Mr. Silpe assured me that my concerns were groundless, that there was no settlement on the issue of fault and that I 
should continue my investigations in Russia on obtaining evidence for the December trial on the issues of annulment and 
adultery. This was misrepresentation two. 

11. In reliance on Mr. Silpe’s above two misrepresentations, I continued my investigations in Russia and preparation for 
the December trial that I believed would be on the issues of annulment and adultery. 

12. In September, Mr. Silpe filed a motion for a default judgment in the annulment/divorce proceeding even though the 
opposing side had previously filed an answer. When I learned that the opposing side had filed an answer two months 
earlier and that Mr. Silpe had gone ahead with the default motion anyway, I fired Mr. Silpe and obtained new counsel. 

13. At an October Compliance Conference with my new attorney, I learned for the first time from Justice Lobis and 
opposing counsel that Mr. Silpe had committed me at the July Preliminary Conference to a settlement in which both sides 
would admit to innocuous cruel and inhuman conduct. 

14. I never gave Mr. Silpe the authority to make such a settlement, but he did so anyway and afterwards lied twice to me 
by saying he had not made any such settlement on the issue of fault. 

15. My reliance on Mr. Silpe’s intentional misrepresentations ultimately resulted in no trail on the issue of fault and cost 
me money and time by deceiving me into preparing for a trail that he knew would never happen. 

Dated: September 8, 2002 

Roy Den Hollander 

212 995 5201 
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October 25, 2002 


Departmental Disciplinary Coeaaittee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
61 Broadway 
New York, N.Y. 10006 


<4 


Answer to Complaint of 
Roy Den Hollander 

Pocket Mo. 2 QQ 2 . 25 iU 


To Whom It May Concern: 


I an in receipt of Mr. Den Hollander's complaint, dated 
September 8, 2002. 

While I no longer have all of Mr. Den Hollander's file, 
having passed it on to my successor, Robert H. Moses, Esq., I 
recollect as follows: 

1) Mr. Den Hollander retained us in May 2001, at which 
tine he was being represented by another attorney and there was a 
Family Court proceeding pending that had been ccsranonced by his 
ex-wife for, I believe, an Order of Protection against him. 

2) After we were retained we commenced an action for 
divorce and/or annulment on the grounds of cruelty and adultery. 
The complaint set forth both causes of action in detail and 
included a specific cause of action for annulment on the ground 
of fraud. A copy of the complaint (unsigned, because it comes 
from my computer files) is attached. I did not say to Mr. Den 
Hollander that he could only pursue a single cause of action for 
divorce or annulment in the complaint. Ho himself is a lawyer 
and knows that is not the case. Furthermore the complaint that we 
prepared and served sought a divorce on both the grounds of 
cruelty and adultery, as well as a separate cause of action for 
an annulment, so I have no idea what Mr. Den Hollander is talking 
about in paragraph 3 of his complaint. 
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Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
October 25, 2002 
Page 2 


3) At the preliminary conference both sides were 
advised by the court's law secretary that insofar as both parties 
wanted a divorce, that is that neither side would be claiming 
that hc/she wanted to remain married, that we should indicate on 
the preliminary conference form that fault was "resolved", 
otherwise the Court was going to bifurcate the case and proceed 
with an Immediate trial on fault. Attached is the preliminary 
conference order. As the committee can see, the check mark that 
had been made under the heading "unresolved" was crossed off, and 
the category “resolved" was checked. Next to that, the law 
secretary wrote “will not be an issue." There was absolutely no 
agreement of any kind on the grounds for divorce/annulment that 
either party would or could pursue, nor does the preliminary 
conference form indicate such. Parenthetically, I will say, that 
at the time, Mr. Pen Hollander said to me that he wanted a 
divorco on either adultery or cruelty grounds, and that was what 
wo pleaded in his Verified Complaint. However, he now seems to 
be saying in his complaint to the committee that he only wanted 
an annulment. If that were the case, we would never have 
interposed cruelty and adultery causes of action for divorce. 

The information for them came entirely from him. 

4) At the preliminary conference, at which Mr. Den 
Hollander was present, I fully explained to him the preliminary 
conference order prior to him signing it. I did say that it only 
provided that fault would not be an issue, i.e., that one or both 
of the parties would get a divorce or annulment. I also told him 
that no grounds had been specified or agreed upon, and that was 
truo. 

5) As further proof that the specific grounds for 
divorce were not resolved and there had been no agreement of any 
kind on an “innocuous" divorce (Den Hollander complaint, para. 
13), on or about August 31, 2001, after not having received an 
Answer to the complaint, we moved for a judgment of divorce on 
default, on the grounds set forth in the complaint. 

6) Upon receipt of our default motion, defendant's 
counsel advised us that they had already served an Answer. He 
had not received it (we checked our files, carefully). 
Nevertheless, although the Answer had not been timely, I knew a 
default judgment would not be granted and we withdrew our 
motion. Mr. Den Hollander complains about this (Den Hollander 
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Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
October 25, 2002 
Page 3 


complaint, para.12) but fails to advise the committee that t 
deleted all of our time charges in connection with the motion. 

7) Hr. Den Hollander was quite upset at the fact that 
he believed we had received the Answer and had moved for a 
default judgment anyway. Although 1 advised Hr. Den Hollander 
that we had not received the Answer, he discharged us in 
September 2001. I promptly forwarded his file to our successor, 
Robert H. Hoses, Esq., and did not hear from Hr. Den Hollander 
(or his counsel) until this complaint. 

8) I am advised by Mr. Hoses, with whom 1 spoke upon 
receipt of this complaint, that no one forced or coerced Hr. Den 
Hollander into proceeding with an “innocuous cruelty" divorce 

(Den Hollander complaint, para.13) _ and that he CSUld lULES 

proceeded with a full blown divorce or annulment trial, however r 
ill advised it might have been, it he wanted, o n any available 
ground . As it was, after the parties reached a financial 
settlement I understand they obtained mutual divorces against 
one another, on the ground of cruelty. 

9) Mr. Den Hollander’s former wife's counsel advised us 
that Mr. Den Hollander also filed a complaint against him, which 
complaint was recently dismissed as unfounded and he further 
advised us that after the financial settlement was made Mr. Den 
Hollander, acting pro se, moved to set it aside on the ground of 
coercion and duress. The motion was denied. 

In summary, the preliminary conference order was 
entered into with the express understanding that only the fact of 
a divorce/annulment was being resolved, in so much as neither 
party was asserting thoir desire to remain married. The actual 
grounds themselves were not agreed upon and certainly no 
"innocuous" divorce ground was consented to and no agreements 
regarding the divorce or annulment were made which would have 
limited Mr. Den Hollander's rights to proceed with a contested 
divorce or annulment on any ground available. Mhat I told him 
was correct. 

As to the default motion, I can't understand what Mr. 
Den Hollander is complaining about, both because there was no 
prejudice to him from our making the motion, which was done in 
good faith, and because he was not charged for any of the time 
incurred. 


. 
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Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
October 2S. 2002 

Page 4 


As I hope my recital of events makes clear, 1 did not 
misrepresent anything to Mr. Den Hollander and his rights were 
not prejudiced by me in any way. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require 
anything further. 


Encs. 
SMS: ms 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Attorney at Law 


545 East 14th 
Street 

Fax: (212) 995-5201 
New York, NY 
10009 

917 687 0652 


Tel. & 


Mobile 


November 7, 2002 
Thomas J. Cahill 

Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 


fiIe:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy/been-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/silpecmpnt.htm[9/28/2019 9:49:39 PM] 




silpecmpnt 


First Judicial Department 

61 Broadway 

New York, NY 10006 


Matter of Steven M. Silpe, Esq. Docket No 2002.2501 


Dear Mr. Cahill: 

This letter serves as my reply to Steven M. Silpe’s answer in the above captioned disciplinary matter and 
incorporates the disciplinary complaint against him dated September 8, 2002. 

Mr. Silpe’s stipulation without my consent to forgo a trail on fault and his misrepresentation about that agreement. 

Mr. Silpe goes to significant lengths in his answer to mischaracterize the disciplinary allegation against him concerning his 
misrepresentation on settling the issue of a trail on fault. 

The allegation as stated in ^[10 of my complaint is that Mr. Silpe misrepresented to me that there had been no 
agreement on the issue of fault . In an apparent effort of obfuscation, Mr. Silpe’s answer states he made no agreement on 
the specific grounds that would have supported a divorce or annulment. My complaint does not accuse Mr. Silpe of 
entering an agreement on the grounds for the divorce or an annulment and then lying about it. What Mr. Silpe did without 
my consent, and then lied about doing, was stipulating at the July 26, 2001 preliminary conference that there would be no 
trial on the issue of finding fault, whether in the divorce or annulment cause of action. 

Because of Mr. Silpe’s misrepresentations to me, his agreement to eliminate a trail on fault did not become fully 
evident until a compliance conference on October 4, 2001, before Justice Lobis. Her Honor said that the attorneys for both 
parties had agreed at the July 26, 2001 preliminary conference that a trail on the issue of fault would not take place. She 
emphasized to my new attorney, Robert Moses (212-949-5928), and me that whether there was to have been a trial on the 
issue of fault had previously been settled, and in order to set aside that stipulation entered into by Mr. Silpe, I would have 
to make a motion to the court. 

Mr. Moses at the time told me that a motion to set aside the stipulation in order to have a trial on the issue of fault 
in the divorce and annulment causes of action would cost about $5,000 and likely be denied. Mr. Silpe in ^[8 of his answer 
states that my attorney, Mr. Moses, recently told him that I could have proceeded with a “full blown divorce or annulment 
trial.. .if [I] wanted.” Mr. Moses says he did not make that statement to Mr. Silpe. Once again Mr. Silpe is making a 
misrepresentation. It was my right to a trail on fault that Mr. Silpe stipulated away and then lied about doing so. As a 
result, I could not have proceeded to a “full blown divorce or annulment trail.. .if [I] wanted” unless I made a costly 
motion and the Justice granted that motion, which appeared unlikely. 

Mr. Silpe also makes a misrepresentation in ^[4 of his answer. Mr. Silpe did not fully explain to me the preliminary 
conference order prior to my signing and did not say that the order only provided for fault as a non-issue. Jeffrey 
Drummond, an attorney who accompanied me to the conference as a friend, witnessed the end of the conference when Mr. 
Silpe presented me with the order. Mr. Drummond states that Mr. Silpe did not fully explain the order nor say that fault 
would not be an issue. 

The preliminary conference along with the waiting lasted the entire morning on July 26 th and comprised two 
meetings: first with Justice Lobis’ law secretary and later with the Justice herself. At both meetings, the defendant and I 
were required to leave the discussions. As such, neither the defendant nor I were present when the stipulation was 
reached. I was, therefore, completely dependent on Mr. Silpe’s characterization of what occurred in the meetings. After 
the final meeting, Mr. Silpe was in such a rush to leave for another appointment that he hurried me to sign the order, and 
all he said was I could continue my discovery in Russia in preparation for a December trail on adultery and annulment. 

Mr. Drummond witnessed this. 


Mr. Silpe’s misrepresentation about my having to choose between a cruelty or adultery cause of action for a divorce. 

Mr. Silpe also mischaracterized ^[3 of my complaint. ^[3 does not state that Mr. Silpe said I could only pursue in 


fiIe:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy/been-scammed.co.uk/httpdocs/silpecmpnt.htm[9/28/2019 9:49:39 PM] 



silpecmpnt 


my complaint one cause of action for divorce and one cause of action for annulment. What Mr. Silpe falsely stated at the 
courthouse on the morning of July 26, 2001, before the preliminary conference started, was that in the divorce cause of 
action, it was necessary for me to choose between the grounds of adultery and cruelty. It was this statement at that point in 
time that constituted a misrepresentation on which I relied. 

Mr. Silpe’s excuse that I am a lawyer and therefore was not misled contradicts the reasons behind the often- 
repeated advice that a lawyer should not represent himself. I hired Mr. Silpe, trusted him and relied on his advice because 
he specialized in marital cases, an area of the law in which I had never previously practiced nor studied except for the bar 
exam. Unfortunately my reliance was misplaced. 

I hope the issues in this proceeding are clear that Mr. Silpe’s misrepresentations prejudiced my rights. 

Thank for your time and if I can be of any further assistance please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th 
Street 

Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 

10009 

Mobile 917 687 0652 


November 9, 2003 

Thomas J. Cahill 

Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
61 Broadway 
New York, NY 10006 


Matter of Steven M. Silpe. Esq. Docket No 2002.2501 


Dear Mr. Cahill: 

On November 7, 2002,1 sent my reply to Mr. Silpe’s answer to the disciplinary complaint I filed against him. A 
copy of that rely is attached. 

In the reply, I noted that I had witnesses to two material misrepresentations that Mr.Silpe made in his answer to the 
Committee. 

1. Mr. Silpe, in 1|8 of his answer, said that my attorney, Robert H. Moses (212 972 8911), told him that I could 
have proceeded with a “full blown divorce or annulment trial.. .if [I] wanted.” Mr. Moses says he did not make that 
statement. So apparently, Mr. Silpe is making a misrepresentation. Mr. Silpe had stipulated away my right to a trial on 
fault and then lied about doing so. As a result, I could not have proceeded to a “full blown divorce or annulment trail...if 
[I] wanted” unless I made a costly motion and the Justice granted that motion. Please see Reply p. 2 ^[1. 
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2. Mr. Silpe also made a misrepresentation in ^[4 of his answer. Contrary to his statement in *\4, Mr. Silpe did not 
fully explain to me the preliminary conference order prior to my signing it and did not say that the order only provided for 
fault as a non-issue. Jeffrey N. Drummond (212 352 9861), an attorney, had accompanied me to the conference as a friend 
and witnessed when Mr. Silpe presented me with the order for signing. Mr. Drummond confirms my statement that Mr. 
Silpe did not fully explain the order nor say that fault would not be an issue. 

Since filing my reply on November 7, 2002, to my knowledge, neither of the above witnesses has been contacted 
by the Committee to confirm Mr. Silpe’s misrepresentations to this Committee. 

Sincerely, 

Roy Den Hollander 
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Departmental Disopunarv Committee 
Supaimc Court. Appellate Divivon 
F**»T Judicial. Dcpaitmi’lt 
0 l Baoaowav 
New You, N.v t OOC« 

(212) AO I -0600 
Fax: r2 i 2> 401-0010 


March 10, 2004 

EBKSONAL AND CONFinex-Ti: 

Mr. Roy Don Hollander 
545 East 14Ch St., Apt. 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


Matter of Steven M. Silpe. Esq. 
Docket No. 2002.2501 


Dear Mr. Den Hollander: 

The Departmental Disciplinary Committee has 
completed its investigation of your complaint against the 
above-referenced attorney. As explained below, the 
Committee has decided to take no further action. 

Specifically, there is insufficient evidence to 
conclude that Mr. Silpe made intentional - 
misrepresentations lr. your case or that ha engaged in any 
pro£es6ionjiT misconduct. Ttao pr«lin?.inAry court 
conference held on July 26. 2001 resulted in a 
stipulation which was signed by you, Mr. Silpe. the 
adversary and the Court. That stipulation states that 
■fault" was resolved and "will not be an issue." Thus, 
the signed stipulation is self-evident chat you had 
knowledge of the facts ar.d circumstances surrounding the 
court conference. Further, there is no supportive or 
corroborative evidence to conclude that Mr. Silpe made 
intentional misrepresentations on any other relevant 
ieeuee, or that he intentionally withheld information 
From you. 


The Committee arrived at this determination 
after conducting an investigation consisting of several 
steps. First, we obtained an answer from the attorney 
and sent it to you for a reply. Then, a staff attorney 
obtained any additional information necessary to complete 
the investigation. The case was Chen submitted to a 
member of the Committee, an Independent board of lawyers 
and non-lawyers appointed by the Appellate Division, 

First Judifial Department.- The Committee member 
concluded that no further investigation or action was 
warranted. As a result, your file has been closed. 
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p*gc; 

Miner of Steven M. Silpc. Esq 
Docket No. 2002.2501 


You may seek review of this decision by submitting a 
written request for reconsideration to this office at the above 
address within thirty (30> days of the date on this letter. 


Very truly yours, 



Thomas J. cghill 



TJCtNC 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th 

Street Tel. 

& Fax: (212) 995-5201 
New York, NY 
10009 

Mobile 917 687 0652 
rdhhh@yahoo.com 


March 24, 2004 


Thomas J. Cahill 
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Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
61 Broadway 
New York, NY 10006 


Matter of Steven M. Silpe. Esq. Docket No 2002.2501 


Dear Mr. Cahill: 

In response to your summary dismissal of my complaint against Mr. Silpe in which you cavalierly ignored material 
evidence—I request a review. However, given the biased nature of your investigation by failing to interview two 
corroborating witnesses to Mr. Silpe’s misrepresentations, the review will most likely reach the same conclusion. A 
conclusion that is unsupported in light of all the evidence but supported by just that evidence hand picked to reach the 
conclusion desired. I, therefore, have two questions: 

1. When the review upholds your decision, is there recourse to another tribunal, 
perhaps the Supreme Court? 

2 . Is there an inspector general or some other agency that looks into the Committee’s 
failure to do its duty, incompetence or worst? 

You state in your letter of March 18, 2003 at ^ 2 that my signing of the stipulation is “self-evident” that I had 
“knowledge of the facts and circumstances surrounding the court conference.” What kind of a standard of proof is “self- 
evident?” Is it preponderance, beyond a reasonable doubt, or, more likely, whatever an accused attorney says. 
Furthermore, since when does caveat emptor from the 19 th century apply in the 21 st to attorney-client relationships? I 
thought the attorney-client relationship was deemed so important by the law and the Committee that attorneys were held to 
a standard higher than the sharp practices of yesteryear where the person in the know used that information to deceive 
others. 


Mr. Silpe was my attorney to whom I paid lots of money. He held himself out as competent in domestic relations 
law of which I never even had a course. I trusted and relied on him as clients are encouraged to do and for which the 
disciplinary and ethics rules were enacted so that such trust and reliance would only rarely be misplaced. Perhaps the rules 
exist to give clients a false sense of security that their attorney will act forthrightly. 

You also state in 2 that “there is insufficient evidence to conclude that Mr. Silpe made intentional 
misrepresentations.... there is no supportive or corroborative evidence to conclude that Mr. Silpe made intentional 
misrepresentations on any other relevant issues, or that he intentionally withheld information ..Basically you are 
calling me a liar, since my statements are evidence that Mr. Silpe made misrepresentations. You’re also telling any client 
who complains against a lawyer that the client’s words are useless—they will not be believed. Okay, let’s assume my 
statements mean zero and all clients are liars when they complain against august attorneys. What about the two 
corroborating witnesses to misrepresentations by Mr. Silpe? The two witnesses to whom you and your Committee never 
talked—Jeffrey Drummond and Robert Mosses. 

As I stated in my November 7, 2002 reply to Mr. Silpe’s answer and again in my November 9, 2003 inquiry into 
the status of this case: 

1. Mr. Silpe, in 1[8 of his answer, said that my attorney, Robert H. Moses (212 972 8911), told Mr. Silpe that I 
could have proceeded with a “full blown divorce or annulment trial.. .if [I] wanted.” Mr. Moses says he did not make that 
statement. 

2. Mr. Silpe also made a misrepresentation in ^[4 of his answer. Contrary to his statement in *\4, Mr. Silpe did not 
fully explain to me the preliminary conference order prior to my signing it and did not say that the order eliminate fault as 
a trial issue. Jeffrey N. Drummond (212 352 9861), an attorney, had accompanied me to the conference and witnessed 
what Mr. Silpe said when he presented me with the order for signing. Mr. Drummond confirms that Mr. Silpe did not 
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fully explain the order nor say that fault would not be an issue. 

Mr. Drummond will also confirm that when Mr. Silpe presented me with the stipulation, he was rushing me to 
sign. Given the emotional nature of the situation, my trust in my attorney (something that will never happen again) and 
my reliance on Mr. Silpe, I signed the order under circumstances that current consumer law would classify as high- 
pressure salesmanship. As soon as I had left that emotionally charged situation and read the order, I telephoned Mr. Silpe 
as to its meaning, and he continued his lie that there was no settlement and I would have a trial in December on the issues 
of fault—annulment and adultery. Actually, the previous sentence written here is completely useless, since you have 
already made it clear that I am considered a liar in this proceeding. But how do you answer my corroborating witnesses— 
are they liars too? No, you just ignore their evidence. 

Finally, Mr. Silpe’s misrepresentations in ^[s 4 & 8 of his answer amount to hiding the truth from the Committee. 
But, I assume that is not considered professional misconduct. 

Thank you for your time and I look forward to how you will twist this letter into charges against me—it’s the 
American way these days; truth must be punished. 


Sincerely, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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Complaint filed by Roy Den Hollander against Nicholas J. Mundy 


In the divorce and annulment proceedings of Roy Den Hollander v. Alina A. Shipilina, No.3500091/01, in the 
Supreme Court for New York County, Mr. Den Hollander was represented, in part, by Amy Saltzman of the firm Cohen 
Goldstein & Silpe (212 315 4400). Ms. Shipilina was represented, in part, by Nicholas J. Mundy of the firm Kuba, 
Mundy & Associates (212 732 5050). 

Prior to the Preliminary Conference on July 26, 2001, and prior to receipt of Ms. Shipilina’s Answer, Ms. 
Saltzman had a telephone conversation with Mr. Mundy concerning possible settlement of the above action. During that 
conversation, according to Ms. Saltzman, Mr. Mundy accused Mr. Den Hollander of extortion and said that he 
possessed an audiotape of Mr. Den Hollander on which Mr. Den Hollander attempted to extort money from his then 
wife, Ms. Shipilina, by threatening to have her deported unless she paid him money. Ms. Saltzman became so upset by 
Mr. Mundy’s pronouncement that she notified her supervising partner, Steven Silpe, and the two immediately made a 
conference telephone call to Mr. Den Hollander. Mr. Silpe and Ms. Saltzman, both sounding upset, conveyed to Mr. 
Den Hollander that Mr. Mundy had accused Mr. Den Hollander of extortion, that Mr. Mundy had an audio tape of the 
attempted extortion and that the tape would be used at trial as part of the counterclaim of Ms. Shipilina. The clear 
inference to Mr. Den Hollander from Mr. Mundy was that unless Mr. Den Hollander settled the case on terms agreeable 
to his wife, he would be accused of extortion. Mr. Den Hollander immediately felt great fear that unless he settled the 
divorce case according to his wife’s wishes, he would soon be facing unfounded criminal charges in addition to a bitter 
divorce suit. Months later the case was subsequently settled on grounds previously opposed by Mr. Den Hollander. 

It is not only a violation of the Code of Professional Conduct but also of New York State Penal Code 135.60 on 
coercion or attempted coercion for an attorney to instill fear in an opposing party in a civil litigation by accusing that 
party of criminal wrong doing in order to induce that party into reaching a settlement favorable to the accusing 
attorney’s client. 

Mr. Mundy also violated the Professional Code of Responsibility sometime in March 2001 when, according to 
Mr. Den Hollander’s original attorney in this matter, Judith Bader-York (212 688 9020), Mr. Mundy falsely told Ms. 
Bader-York that he possessed medical records that showed Mr. Den Hollander had repeatedly battered his wife. No 
such genuine records exist. 

Attached are copies of the Complaint and Answer in the divorce/annulment proceedings. 

Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Roy Den Hollander 
December 21, 2001 
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RONALD I KURA 
MCIKKAS J MUNDY- 


Kuba. Mundy & Associate 

attorneys; at law 


321 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK, BY t0007 
<3121212-M40 
FAX <21212M-OM9 


FAUirm DcriRF.Riis 

WMnWMiKRl 


Departmental Diseiplmary Commtttec 
Supreme Coon, Appellate Divuwn 
Fust Judicial Department 
AI Broadway 

New YoA. New York 10006 


ROCKLAND COUNTY OFFICE 
rl4)l)M ISIS 

NEW JERSEY OFFICE 
< 2011*01 0101 

March 70 2002 


Alt Ihtnnx M. Killian. Ifyal Aaittanl 

Re Complaint of Mr Roy Pmllallandrr 
Pock* Xumhrr 2001.3312 


Dear Ms KUIuui 

Thn letter shall serve as at)' formal response to the above-mentioned complaint Simple stated, to the 
extent Mr Roy DcnHolkndcr's complaint is not a fabrication, it is a gross misrepresentation of fact 

llus firm screed as counsel to Ms Angelina Shipilina in divorcoannulment proceedings commenced by Iki 
husband Mr Roy DcnHoHanlcr In bis complaint. Mr Dad lot lander looted allegations of prostitution 
drug use. and fraud jgamst Ms Shipilina He sought to annul their marriage on the turns of fraud, and 
claimed that Ms Shipilsna threatened to input- him if he did not "be to the Immigration and Naluraliraticai 
Scry see to get her a green card" A copy of Mr DcnHol lander s Divorce Complaint IS enclosed herewith 
Mr DcnHollandcr’s Complaint is dated June 21.20 01 

In vast contradiction to Mr Dcnlioilanders Complaint. Ms Shspilma's Answer contains a counterclaim 
allcgmg that, among other things. Mr DcnHollandcr threatened to hayr Ms Shipilina deported if she thd 
not do everything he told her to", including pay ment of a large turn of money Mr Roy DcnHollandcr also 
created a public website m Ms Shipiltna's name (www alnashusilina oom l where, pending ihvorcc 
proceedings, he posted a copy of her personal diary and naked photographs of Ms Shipilina, without her 
know ledge or content A copy of the Answer is enclosed herew ith 

Each of Ms Slupilinas abose mentioned allegations were reported by Ms Shipilina to the New York City 
Police Department (114* Pet ) These criminal matters are sttll active and pending They arc besng 
handled by Detective Bob Henning of the 114* Precinct Tellingly, the incident invoicing the alleged 
attempt to cxtofl money from Ms Shiptluu predates Mr DcnHollandcr s divorce complaint (and thus Ins 
version of the facts) by six months This is evidenced by copies of (he Police Reports enclosed herewith 

The divorce action has since settled pursuant to stipulation Mi DcnHol Landes was represented by several 
attorney s throughout the divorce proceeding A copy of the Stipulation IS enclosed herewith 

Mr DcnHol landers only complaint against this firm appears to stem from a telephone conversation with 
Mi DenHoUander s previous attorney. Amy Sahrman. Esq Mr DcnHollandcr was no! a party to that 
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telephone conversation, and he has gross!) misrepresented the sum and substance of my conversation with 
Ms Salttman Simply stated, there was nothing improper about the conversation between Ms Saluman 
and myself Indcod. this firm was under an affirmative obligation to advise Mr DcnHollandcr's attorney of 
any potential discovery they were entitled lo Ms Shipilana advised this linn that she had a tape recording 
of a conversation between herself and Mr DcnKollander which was potential!) discoverable, ami which we 
may present into evidence in the divorce proceed mgs I personally explained to Ms Saltanan that I had 
not yet listened to the tape or had it transcribed, but would do so if necessary, and that I had an obligation 
lo provide her a copy, if she desired 

There is no "inference that unless Mr DcnHollandcr settled the case on terms agreeable to his wife, he 
would he accused of extortion", as set forth in Mr Hollander s complaint This statement is absurd 
Indeed Ms Shipdtni > complaint was already filed and pending with the Police Department, and she 
continues to prosecute her complaints lo this day furthermore, the divorce action has been settled per 
stipulation, and Mi Roy DenHollander was represented by new counsel The Stipulation was read into the 
record in open Court 

Accordingly, the complaint of Mr Roy DcnHollandcr is without merit and should be dismissed in ifi 
entirety 

Thank you 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 


Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 
Mobile 917 687 0652 


March 30, 2002 

Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
61 Broadway 
New York, NY 10006 


545 East 14th Street 
New York, NY 10009 
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Att: Donna M. Killian 

Re: Matter of Nicholas J. Mundy, Esq. 

Docket No 2001.3312 

Dear Ms. Killian: 

This letter serves as my response to Nicholas J. Mundy’s answer in the above-mentioned disciplinary matter. To the 
extent that Mr. Mundy’s answer does not labor on irrelevancies, it is a gross dissemblance. Mr. Mundy spends much of 
the beginning of his response rehashing old allegations, reciting extraneous matters and making false inferences in an 

effort to paint Mr. Den HollanderW ? the complainant, in a negative light. An unfortunate but often used tactic of 
lawyers. 

On the merits, Mr. Mundy completely ignored the allegation that he lied to the complainant’s attorney, Judith Bader- 
York, by claiming to possess genuine medical records that showed the complainant battered his wife. Mr. Mundy’s 
omission of a response can only mean that he admits this allegation. 

The only allegation Mr. Mundy did address was his violation of the New York State Penal Code 135.60 when he 
instilled fear in Mr. Den Hollander by accusing him of criminal wrong doing and inferring exposure of an asserted fact 
injurious to Mr. Den Hollander in order to induce him into reaching a settlement favorable to Mr. Mundy’s client, Alina 
Shipilina. Mr. Mundy made the communication to Mr. Den Hollander’s attorney, Amy Saltzman, knowing full well 
that Ms. Saltzman would inform her client about it. 

Mr. Mundy’s specious response to this allegation ignores a number of facts: 

1. Mr. Mundy states that his client, Ms. Shipilina, filed a complaint of attempted extortion against Mr. Den Hollander 
on December 13, 2000, well before Mr. Mundy’s conversation with attorney Amy Saltzman about an audiotape 
evidencing the alleged extortion attempt. The false implication Mr. Mundy creates is that he could not have inferred 
that criminal charges would be brought against Mr. Den Hollander because Ms. Shipilina had already brought them. 
However, Ms. Shipilina’s complaint, called a “Domestic Incident Report”, states at the end of the section “Narrative of 
the Incident” that Ms. Shipilina “does not want to press charges at this time.” So in truth, when Mr. Mundy discussed 
with Amy Saltzman the alleged extortion attempt, no criminal charges had been instituted. Mr. Mundy conveniently 
failed to note this fact. 

2. Mr. Mundy misleading infers that the alleged extortion complaint was not connected to the divorce/annulment 
proceedings because the divorce/annulment complaint was not filed until six months later. Once again Mr. Mundy 
omitted crucial facts. Mr. Mundy’s firm began representing Ms. Shipilina on both immigration and marital matters in 
October 2000. By December 2000, it was clear that his client would most likely be involved in a contested divorce. A 
contested divorce might raise issues that could hinder his client, a Russian alien who grew up in Chechnya, from 
becoming a permanent United States resident. In preparation for a divorce suit, Mr. Mundy evidently had his client file 
the Incident Report but held off on having her institute criminal charges against Mr. Den Hollander in order to 
strengthen his client’s bargaining position. If Mr. Mundy had instructed his client to institute the criminal charges in 
December 2000, then there would have been no club, if needed, with which to cow Mr. Den Hollander and his attorney 
into submission during divorce negotiations. Furthermore, any reasonable person, not to mention an experienced 
attorney, knows that contingency plans for a contested divorce begin long before the filing of the complaint or even the 
notice of action. In Den Hollander v. Shipilina preparation for a potential divorce case clearly began in Mr. Mundy’s 
office well before December 13, 2000, while formal proceedings commenced on February 13, 2001, and not, as Mr. 
Mundy falsely inferred, six months following the alleged incident of extortion. See attached Action For A Divorce . 

3. Mr. Mundy also falsely states in his answer that Ms. Shipilina “continues to prosecute her complaints to this day.” 

As of the date of this response, no action has been taken on the alleged extortion attempt. 

4. Mr. Mundy’s characterization of his telephone conversation with Ms. Saltzman is inconsistent with her description to 
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Mr. Den Hollander immediately following the telephone call, which is stated in paragraph two of the complaint against 
Mr. Mundy. See attached copy of Complaint . It appears that Ms. Saltzman’s recollection and notes of the conversation, 
plus her statements made to her superior, Mr. Steven Silpe, would be useful to the Committee on this point. 

5. Mr. Mundy’s explanation that discussion of the audiotape with Ms. Saltzman arose because of discovery seems 
unlikely since Mr. Mundy’s client had not yet filed an answer in the divorce/annulment case and the Preliminary 
Conference, which detennines the extent of discovery in marital proceedings, had not yet been held. 

Given Mr. Mundy’s actions and the communications made to Mr. Den Hollander by Ms. Saltzman and Mr. Silpe, Mr. 
Mundy clearly violated the following sections of Penal Code 135.60, which states: 

A person is guilty of coercion in the second degree when he compels or induces a person to engage in conduct 
which the latter has a legal right to abstain from engaging in, or to abstain from engaging in conduct in which he 
has a legal right to engage, by means of instilling in him a fear that, if the demand is not complied with, the actor 
or another will: 

(Paragraphs 1 through 3 and 6 through 8 omitted.) 

4. Accuse some person of a crime or cause criminal charges to be instituted against him; or 

5. Expose a secret or publicize an asserted fact, whether true or false, tending to subject some person to hatred, 
contempt or ridicule; or 

9. Perform any other act which would not in itself materially benefit the actor but which is calculated to harm another 
person materially with respect to his health, safety, business, calling, career, financial condition, reputation, or personal 
relationships. 

With respect to recent developments, an unsettling event occurred that raises a serious question as to whether Mr. 

Mundy is instigating his client to harass Mr. Den Hollander as a fonn of retaliation for Mr. Den Hollander filing a 
Disciplinary Complaint against Mr. Mundy. After receiving the Disciplinary Complaint in early March 2002, Mr. 
Mundy apparently instructed his client to resurrect a Domestic Incident Report dating back to June 27, 2001, alleging a 
violation of a Temporary Order of Protection against Mr. Den Hollander that was dismissed on July 31, 2001. The 
matter will end up in another court hearing even though the parties are divorced and the allegations in the report grew 
out of the divorce/annulment proceedings. 

In addition, there is also a Temporary Order of Protection pending in the New York County Family Court, Docket O- 
03570/02, against Ms. Shipilina for enlisting a gentlemen, u nkn own to Mr. Den Hollander, but apparently kn own to the 
United States Federal Bureau of Investigation, for making threatening telephone calls to Mr. Den Hollander to prevent 
him from testifying in a potential deportation hearing against Ms. Shipilina. Mr. Mundy will most likely be representing 
Ms. Shipilina in that matter. 

In conclusion, Mr.Mundy’s answer is without merit and disciplinary action against him should proceed. 

Thank you for your time. 


Very truly yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 


1 refer to myself in the third person in order to make it easier in distinguishing the players. 


Complaint filed against Peter Petrovich working as a paralegal at the firm of Kuba, Mundy and Associates 
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In October 2000, my then wife, a Russian immigrant, and I wanted to separate and divorce. She was concerned 
that either might negatively affect her chance to obtain permanent residency status from the United States Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. Seeking legal advice, we made an appointment with the law firm of Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates. 

On October 30, 2000, my then wife, Alina Shipilina, and I met with Peter Petrovich, a paralegal for the law firm 
who worked under the supervision of attorney Nicholas J. Mundy. Despite Mr. Petrovich’s lack of a license to practice 
law in New York State, Mr. Petrovich proceeded to provide my wife and me legal advice. 

Mr. Petrovich counseled that we enter into a legal separation agreement that would state our separation as 
beginning in January or February 2001 even though we intended and did actually separate in December 2000. He said 
the reason for the false date of the beginning of our separation was because, “It would look better to the INS.” 

According to Mr. Petrovich, our divorce would then become effective one year later. He further advised that with the 
separation agreement my then wife could still obtain permanent residency status provided I execute a sworn affidavit for 
the INS in which I would make false statements. I subsequently declined to make such an affidavit. 

Mr. Petrovich’s legal advice to my then wife and me constituted practicing law without a license while working 
under the supervision of attorney Nicholas J. Mundy. 

Dated: July 10, 2002 


Roy Den Hollander 
212 995 5201 
917 687 0652 


file:///C/Users/l/Desktop/roy^een-scammed.co.uk/llttpdocs/mndycmplnt.htm[9/28/2019 9:49:42 PM] 



mndycmplnt 


mii ao no 






departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
SI Broadway 
NEW Yew*. NY 10006 
dill 40*0800 
Fas i2I2i 4010010 


VfejarCMO ML lit tM 

CHMM1 S DONUT* M tM 



N * t i AtVtfi CM 


DOMMI CAWS IN 




INKS • tM 




(MM>M C AtSSmOA 
* CWO » N MM NT* 



SUM' J MClItK 


ItfMOi * ISOOlBM 



ASM" H CMM 


October 16. 2002 


PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 

Mr. Roy DenHollander 

545 East 14“ Street, Apt. 10D 

New York, New York 10009 

Re: Matter of Nicholas J. Mundy, Esq. 

Docket No. 2001.3312 

Dear Mr. DenHollander: 

The Departmental Disciplinary Committee has 
completed itB investigation of your complaint against the 
above-referenced attorney. As explained below, the 
Committee has decided to take no further action. 

Specifically, there ie no evidence of a threat 
by Mr. Mundy to force you to settle the matrimonial case 
with your wife, whom he was representing. TheML_xes 
merely a statement from one counsel to another, 
concerning evidence that might be used In the case. 

Since the criminal charge by your wife had already been 
made at that time, there was no inappropriate threat by 
Mr. Mundy or a violation of the Disciplinary Code. 

The Cocmictee arrived at this determination 
after conducting an investigation consisting of several 
steps. First, we obtained an answer from the attorney 
and sent it to you for a reply. Then, a staff attorney 
obtained any additional information necessary to complete 
the investigation. The case was then submitted to a 
member of the Committee, an independent board of lawyers 
and non-lawyers appointed by the Appellate Division, 

First Judicial Department. The Committee member 
concluded that no further investigation or action was 
warranted. As a result, your file has been closed. 


MN O h Q -1ITT 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Attorney at Law 


545 East 14th 

Street Tel. 

& Fax: (212) 995-5201 
New York, NY 
10009 

Mobile 917 687 0652 


October 26, 2002 
Thomas J. Cahill 
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Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
61 Broadway 
New York, NY 10006 


Matter of Nicholas J. Mundy, Esq. 
Docket No 2001.3312 


Dear Mr. Cahill: 

This is a request for review of the Committee’s decision in the above captioned matter and an additional 
complaint against Nicholas J. Mundy. 

The Committee’s decision failed to address the second allegation in the original complaint filed against Mundy 
in December 2001: 

“Mr. Mundy also violated the Professional Code of Responsibility sometime in March 2001 when, 

according to Mr. Den Hollander’s original attorney in this matter [Den Hollander v. Shipilina, No. 

3500091/01], Judith Bader-York (212 688 9020), Mr. Mundy falsely told Ms. Bader-York that he 

possessed medical records that showed Mr. Den Hollander had repeatedly battered his wife. No such 

genuine records exist.” See Ex. 1. Complaint Against Nicholas J. Mundv . 

This conduct by Mundy violated DR 1-102[ 1200.3] of the Code of Professional Responsibility because it 
involved deceit and misrepresentation, since no such medical records existed and no such battery ever occurred. 

Mundy’s answer to the original complaint did not even address the above allegation as pointed out in the reply: 

“On the merits, Mr. Mundy completely ignored the allegation that he lied to the complainant’s attorney, Judith Bader- 
York, by claiming to possess genuine medical records that showed the complainant battered his wife. Mr. Mundy’s 
omission of a response can only mean that he admits this allegation.” See Ex. 2, Reply to Mundy’s Answer . 

In addition, Mundy’s statement to Bader-York constituted coercion in the second degree under New York Penal 
Law 135.60. Mundy’s clear inference to Den Hollander was that unless Den Hollander settled the case on tenns 
agreeable to his wife, he would be accused of battery and face contempt or ridicule, or hann to his business, calling, 
career, financial condition or personal relationships by publication of that false statement. Mundy’s misrepresentation 
instilled fear in Den Hollander. 

This attempted coercion by Mundy was not a mere statement from one counsel to another, concerning evidence 
that might be used in the case, since no such evidence existed. Nor were such charges by Den Hollander’s wife already 
made at the time of Mundy’s attempted coercion. 

In conclusion, Mundy engaged in conduct involving deceit and misrepresentation in an attempt to coerce Den 
Hollander to abstain from an activity in which he had a legal right to engage. 


Sincerely yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
61 RROAOWAV 
NCR YORK. N Y 10000 

1212) 401-0000 
Fm 1212) 4010010 


July XI. 2003 


PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 

Mr. Roy DenHollander 
545 East 14th Street 
Apt 10D 

New York, NY 10009 


Re: Matter of Nicholas J. Mundy, Esq. 

Docket No. 2001.3312 

Dear Mr. DenHollander: 

We have received your letter dated October 26, 
2002 in which you have requested reconsideration of 
the determination by this Committee to dismiss your 
complaint against the above respondent-attorney. As 
a result of your request we forwarded your letter, 
together with the entire file, to a different member 
of the Departmental Disciplinary Committee than the 
person who originally reviewed and approved the staff 
recommendation of dismissal. 


That independent review has now taken place. 

J have been formally advised that the second 
reviewing member is in accord with the original 
decision not to proceed further with your complaint. 
Accordingly, I regret to inform you that we cannot be 
of any further assistance in this matter. 


Very truly yours, 

S7 1 CJLM 

Thomas J Q Cahill 


KF:adp/P:RVT/A:JNS 
DC540(F420/TB501) 
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SUPREME COURT. APPELLATE DIVISION 
Flrac Doparcoant, June 1990 


David Rosa. J.P. 

Sidney H. Aach 
E. Lao Mllonas 
Ernst H. Roaanbargar 
Batty WaInbar* Ellerln, JJ. 


FlUfl 


OCT 1 1 1990 


In the Hotter of Ronald J. Kuba, an : 

attorney and ccunselor-at-lav; 

Dsparcxencal Disciplinary C0a3x.it tee t 

for the Flrsc Judicial Department, 

Petitioner, : 



M-2615 


against 

Ronald J. Kuba, 

Respondent. : 

-- —- x 


Disciplinary proceedings instituted by the Departmental 

Disciplinary Committee for the First Judicial Department. 
Respondent was admitted to the Bar at a Term of the Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court for the Second Judicial 
Department on October 17, 1962. By order of this Court 
cade and entered on January 4, 1990 respondent was suspended 
as an attorney and counselor-at-law In the State of New York. 


Richard M. Halts, of counsel (Hal R. Lleberman, attorney) 
for petitioner 


Richard A. Creenberg, of counsel (Xevman 6 Schwartz, ateomeys) 
for respondent 
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Motion No. 26X5 - returnable June 25, 1990 
In rc: Ronald J. Kuba, a Suspended Attorney 
Per Curiam 

Ronald J. Kuba, Esq. (respondent) was admitted to practice, 
as an attorney and counsellor-at-law in the Courts of the State of 
New York, by the Appellate Division, Second Judicial Department, on 
October 17, 1962, and, at all relevant tines pertinent to this 
proceeding he has maintained an office for the practice of law, in 
this Department. 

On or about July 24, 1989, in the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of New York, respondent pled guilty 
to the crime of filing a false tax return (26 U.S.C. $7201), which 
is a felony under the laws of the United States. Thereafter, he 
was sentirtcelT to six months, supervised probation, 600 hours of 
community service, to be monitored by the Probation Department, and 
to pay the cost of his prosecution. 

Respondents conviction resulted from his filing a false 
income tax return for the calendar year 1982, which indicated his 
taxable income for that year was approximately $24,165.84, and that 
the amount of tax due and owing thereon was $6,363.18. In fact, 
respondent's true 1982 taxable income was approximately 
$126,068.00, upon which there was due and owing an income tax of 
approximately $53,512.40. 
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Following respondent’s conviction, and sentence, in 
September 1989, the Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
(petitioner) filed a petition, seeking an order from this Court, 
finding that the crime of which respondent was convicted is a 
“serious crime", pursuant to the Judiciary law, $90, subdivision 4, 
paragraph d, and 22 NYCRR $603.12(b), suspending respondent from 
the practice of law, pursuant to the Judiciary Law, $90, 
subdivision 4, paragraph f, and, directing respondent to show 
cause, pursuant to the Judiciary Law, $90, subdivision 4, paragraph 
g, as to whether a final order of censure, suspension or removal 
from office should not be entered. 

In response, respondent submitted an answer to the 
petition, and he cross-moved, pursuant to the Judiciary Law, $90, 
subdivision 4, paragraph h, and 22 NYCRR $603.12(a), for a Hearing. 
Respondent, in his answer, admitted that the crime of which he was 
convicted is a "serious crime", within the meaning of the Judiciary 
Law, $90, subdivision 4, paragraph d, and, 22 NYCRR $603.12(b), and 
he did not object to his immediate suspension, pursuant to the 
Judiciary Law, $90, subdivision 4, paragraph f. 

By our order (M-5280, N-5768), entered January 4, 1990, we 
granted the petitioner's motion (M-S280), and found that respondent 
had committed a "serious crime" (Judiciary Law, $90, subdivision 4, 
pargraph d), suspended respondent from the practice of law, pending 
a final order of this Court (Judiciary Law, $90 subdivision 4, 
paragraph f), and directed respondent to show cause as to whether a 
final order of suspension, censure, or, removal from office should 
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not be entered (Judiciary Law, S90, subdivision 4, paragraph g). 
Further, we granted the respondent’s cross-motion (m- 5768), and 
referred the matter to the petitioner for a hearing. 

At that hearing, respondent presented three witnesses, 
including two members of the Bar of this State, and all three 
testified as to the respondent’s good character, and his fitness to 
practice law. Further, respondent, who is married, the father of 
three children, and an immigration lawyer, testified in his own 
behalf, and stated, in substance, that he is remorseful, and has 
fully cooperated with the Internal Revenue Service concerning the 
collection of the unpaid taxes, resulting from his crime. 

Subsequent to hearing the witnesses, and examining the 
exhibits admitted into evidence, the Panel, in its written report 
(Report), dated May 11, 1990, found that the respondent had 
testified candidly before them. Also, the Panel stated, in 
pertinent part (see. Report, at page 3)r 




"The materials supplied to us 
from the official judicial record 
of his (respondent) prosecution apply 
only to the year 1982... 

It.is to ... (respondent's] credit 
that he candidly disclosed to us that 
there was also an unreported amount of 
some 815,000 - $20,000 for the year 1981. 
(respondent) stated further, without 
contradiction, that this unreported 1981 
income has been disclosed to the Internal 


Revenue Service and that he has entered 
into a settlement with respect to 1981. 
[Respondent) also testified that he had 


paid some 5100,000 to the IRS to cover the 
indictment year (1982)... ." 


Finally, the Panel recommended (see. Report, at page 2): 


"Balancing all the considerations, we 
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sanction d 

th» P H n f 1 ° i 2 of six(6) months to run fro* 
••• trespondent's] fr °" 

supension . January 4 , 1990 

reinstatement* upon°tUs ,> f ilino^of'n a , 

compliance with^s^^^?* 

By notice of motion, dated June 5, 1990, respondent .move, 
to confirm the Panel's Report and Recordation. Petitioner doe, 
not oppose this application. 

V. have reviewed the transcript of the hearing, and find 
that same indicates, int£r alia, respondent's concession of the 
<acts surrounding hi. conviction, his cooperation with the Federal 
government in the prosecution of the case, and hi, remorse. 

In Ma tter of Rotwein , 20 AD2d 428, 429 (1st Dept. 1964), 
which was a disciplinary proceeding, involving a charge of Federal 
income tax evasion, we stated, in pertinent part: 

"The inescapable fact is that 
respondent perpetrated a deliberate fr*.,* 
on the Government, it was pl^ 

and witho “t the pressure of 

■*-* “ p °" BE, w. W1U , th . 

recommendation, as to the sanction to be imposed. 

Accordingly, we grant respondent's motion to confirm the 
Panel's Report and Reccamendation, suspend respondent for a period 
of six (6, months, to run from January 4, 1990. the date of our 
order of intermediate suspension of respondent. Further, on 

expiration of that suspension, we direct respondent's automatic 
reinstatment. 

All concur. 


Order filed. 
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RONALD J KURA 
NICHOLAS I MUKDY* 


MUTTS DETTRIJUB* 
Aawmowikv acti 


*9-- 


Kuba, Mundy & Associates 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

)2t BROADWAY 
NEW YORK. KYIC007 
(213)711-5050 
PAXOI9KMMI 


ROCKLAND COUNTY OWCIi 
iMJ> 156-1)1) 

NEW JERSEY OFFICE 
OOI. SOI <0501 


April 23. 2003 

Dtpsrtmenu! Discipimiry Committee 
Supreme Court. Appellate DiviflOR 
First Judicial Department 
61 Broadway 

New York. New York 10006 


CmiPLUSTAGAlSST ROY DES HOU.ASDER. t\SV 


Dear Sir or Madam 

Pleaje consider this letter * formal complaint against Mr Roy Den Hollander. Esq and in urgent 
request to the Committee to investigate Mt Den Hollander's fitness to practice law m the Stole of 
Vew York. 

Although 1 make this complaint with much trepidation (os 1 had hoped that the need to make such 
indictments against a member of the bar would never arise). I verily believe that the facts set forth 
in this compl/unt will reveal that Mr Den Hollander’s reprehensible conduct has left me no choice 
I submit that the proven conduct of Mr Den Hollander will warrant censure ann/or suspension 
from the practice of law While 1 apologue for the voluminous nature of the exhibtts attached to 
this congslaint. it is the actual legal pleadings and motions of Mr Der. Hollander in v arious lorums 
that form the facts tnd basts of this complain. and which I urge this Committee to personally 
tevsew This is not a complaint comprised of allegations, but of simple tacts evidenced by the 
exhibits attached hereto 

Simply stated. Mr Den Hollander has been engaged in a relentless course of harassment, 
intimidation and persecution that all began with the commencement o: divorcer annulment 
proceedings against his former wife. Angelina Shipdina on or about June 21, 2001 

Toe facts are at follows 

This firm served as counsel to Ms Angelina Shipdina in the dtvorcoannulmer.t proceedings 
commenced by Mr Den Hollander In his complaint Mr Den Hollander leveled allegations of 
prostitution, drug use. and fraud against Ms Sh-.pilina He sought to annul their marnage on the 
bu» of fraud and claimed that Ms Shipihna threatened to miuie him if he did not lie to the 
Immigration and \aturafieauon Service to get her a green card" A copy of Mr Den Hollander s 
Divorce Complaint it attached as Exhibit "A" 
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S in vast contradiction to Mr Den Hollander's Complaint. Ms Shipilnu's Answer contains i 
counterclaim alleging that, among other things. Mr Den Hollander threatened to have Ms 
Shipilina deported "if she did not do everything he told her to", including payment of a large sum 
of money Mr Dei Hollander had the audacity to create a public website in Ms Stupilma's name 
f wwvv alma .i.ii 'ii'ia coini where, pending divorce proceedings, he posted a copy of her personal 
diary and naked photographs of Ms Shipslma, without her knowledge or consent A copv of the 
Answer is attached as Exhibit "B" 

The creation of tins inappropriate and offensive website by Mr Den Hollander prompted Ms 
Shipilina to file a report with the New York City Police Department (I la* l*ct) Upon 
information and bel.cf, the criminal matters were being handled by Detective Bob Henning of the 
IH* Precinct Telling!), the incident involving the alleged attempt to extort money from Ms 
Shipilina predates Mr Deo Hollander's divorce complaint by six months This is evidenced by 
copies of the Police Reports attached as Exhibit "C 

The divorce action between the parties settled pursuant to Stipulation of Settlement dated 
November 2. 2001 The Stipulation of Setticmenl, Finds of Fact and Conclusions of taw and 
Divorce Judgment were all crafted by Mr Den Hollander's retained attorney A copy of same 
along with a copy of the transcript of allocution, are combined as Exhibit "D 

Despite the above, in May. 2052 Mr Den Hollander made a motion to vacate and set-aside the 
Stipulation, pro s*. which motion was denied by the Honorable Joan B Lobis by decision dated 
August I, 2002 A copy of decision is attached as Exhibit E” The outlandish baseless ar.d 
downright insulting allegations contained within Mr Den Hollander's motion papers speak 
volumes about his fitness to practice law The abu<e of the Court system and use of litigation es a 
means to harass and intimidate are evident in his motion papers, which 1 urge the Committee to 
read Without regard for ethics or even common decency, among the 22 exhibits attached to Mr 
Den Hollander's frivolous motion was a CD Rom be labeled Masturbation Video Promo 
Featuring .Alina Shipilina" A copy of bis Motion (without exhibits) is attached as Exhibit ' F 
and a photocopy of the said CD Rom is attached as Exhibit ”G" 

Concurrently, in March. 2002, Mr Deo Hollander commenced a Family Court proceeding agamsi 
Ms Shipilina, also pro sc. seeking an order or protection Ironically. Mr Den Hol'andet s 
complaint alleged hr was the victim of harassment (see Exhibit “H”) Once again, Mr Den 
Hollander's very own legal papers provide all the evidence needed to support the conclusion that 
Mr Den Hollander is unfit to practice law. improperly using the legal system at a vehicle to 
harass and incense I urge the Committee to review Mr Den Hollander's voluminous discovery 
demands, which were almost entirely stricken by the Court They are offensive and repugnant 
See Exhibit T Mr Den Hollander's petition was dismissed after trial on August 12. 2002 

Additional harassment and intimidation is evidenced by Mr Den Hollander's enurcly tabi'cated 
and baseless disciplinary complaint against the undersigned, which he filed with this Committee m 
December 2001 and which he made public by annexing as an exhibit to his motion to set-aside 
the aforesaid divorce stipulation The incredible and far-fetched allegations contained in Mt Den 
Hollander's complaint still dumbfound and amaze me The complaint was dismissed by the 
Committee on October If 2002 See Exhibit T' and "K". respectively 
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Despite all of the above, I hesitated to file formal charge* against Mr Den Hollander i was 
hopeful that l*s course of haraasment had ended Then, last week. I was named as a defendant tn 
two (2) separate law suns commenced by Mi Den Hollander in the New York State Supreme 
Court and the United States District Court for the Southern District of Sew Yoti Ms Shipilrna. 
this law firm, and dozens of other innocent defendants were named as well Amazingly Mr Den 
Hollander's allegation* have actually become more frivolous and outlandish than ever before 
alleging among other ihangs that 1 am part of a RICO conspiracy that spans tht globe Mr Den 
Hollander's District Court complaint, prepared pro ft, is 91 pages in length and contains 9|? 
numbers paragraphs It is a meandering, disorganized, prolix narrative, and ar. embarrassment to 
the justice system A review of the caption alone should question whether Mr Den Hollander is 
fit to practice law See Exhibits "L" and "M" 

By his very own words, Mr Den Hollander claims to suffer from deep emotional detpait 
depression and anxiety'', and is under the mflueme of psychotropic medication necessitated by hi* 
apparent condition (see Mr Den Hollander'« affidavit in support of motion to set-aside divorce 
itipulation attached as Exhibit T) 1 cannot ignore the obvious conclusion one must draw from 
reading Mr Den Hollander's very own words, to wti, that he may indeed be ment ally incompetent 
to practice law Mr Den Hollander's allegations are not limply far-fetched and irresponsible, but 
paranoid delusional, if he truly believes them 

Decent people are being forced to defend themselves, time and time again, against Mi Den 
Hollander's incredible charges and irrepressible, unrelenting harassment The time and energy of 
the Court is be-.ng wasted I urge the Committee to assist in any way possible in putting an end to 
Mr Den Hollander's acuonablc conduct, unbefitting of an attorney licensed to practice law 

I conclude by stating, once again, that this complaint is based on simple fact and hard evidence 
not unsubstantiated allegations The Committee need look no ftirther than the attached exhibit* of 
Mr Den Hollander's legal pleadings and motions as described above to form the conclusion that 
he is unfit to practice law and must be disciplined 

I thank the Committee in advance for considering this complaint Please do not hesitate to 
contact me if any additional documentation and or information is required 

Very 


Kuba, 
By 

NJM/ab 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

Attorney at Law 


545 East 14th 
Street 

Tel. & Fax: (212) 995-5201 

New York, NY 

10009 

Mobile 917 687 0652 


June 12, 2003 


Thomas J. Cahill 
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Departmental Disciplinary Committee 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division 
First Judicial Department 
61 Broadway 
New York, NY 10006 


Complaint of Nicholas J. Mundy, Esq. 
Docket No 2.003.1105 


Dear Mr. Cahill: 

This letter serves as my response to Nicholas J. Mundy’s complaint. Mr. Mundy’s complaint does not - and 
cannot - specify a single disciplinary rule or other regulation that I allegedly violated. 

The real reason for his “complaint” is that his firm, and he personally, are defendants in a R.I.C.O. action that I 
filed in federal court on April 18, 2003. The R.I.C.O. complaint alleges a Russian-New York enterprise that violates 
R.I.C.O. and numerous other laws. The enterprise brings prostitutes to New York and other states in the U.S.A., passes 
drugs and huge sums of money back and forth between the countries, creates and traffics in pornography, and threatens 
physical violence to anyone who might get in the way. A central member and site of the enterprise’s illegal actions is 
the establishment called “Flash Dancers Topless Club,” located on Broadway and 52d Street in New York City. In 
addition, the enterprise often acts in other countries where there is a link of some kind, such as a connection to a brothel 
in Cyprus that some defendants control, or to specific participants in the enterprise traveling in other places. 

Unfortunately for me, one of the aims of the enterprise was for prostitutes in Moscow to deceive American 
businessmen into marrying them so that the prostitutes could gain legal entry into the U.S.A. I was one of the deceived 
husbands. In total - and naive - good faith, I married Ms. Shipilina shortly before I returned to the U.S.A. from my 
Moscow consultancy with a large American company. 

When we returned to the U.S.A., shortly thereafter, my “wife” immediately joined her cohorts in prostitution, 
working out of “Flash Dancers Topless Club,” tried to engage me in criminal activity, drugged my food to deter me 
from seeking an annulment or divorce, and threatened me with violence from her Russian associates once I sought an 
annulment/divorce. 

I learned my “wife” worked as a prostitute and was using me for immigration purposes after translating a 
portion of her diary, which she kept in plain sight. When the annulment/divorce action commenced, I began searching 
in Russia for infonnation and witnesses relevant to the court proceeding. My investigation discovered, among other 
culpable conduct, that she had created a pornographic video with very graphic acts and advertised her sexual services 
via naked photographs. In one case, there is direct evidence that she sold these naked photographs to a man for 10 
Cypriot pounds after performing sexual acts on him when she worked in Cyprus for the brothel “Zygos”. The 
pornographic video, which was imported into America, was produced by a California doctor and Ms. Shipilina’s 
Moscow procurer. The clips from the video that comprise the CD Rom are used to advertise the services sold by Ms. 
Shipilina’s Moscow procurer. 

Ms. Shipilina’s own representative, Mr. Mundy, hypocritically criticizes the use of these photographs, CD and a 
portion of her diary that were employed in an attempt to discover even more evidence of her fraud on me and her 
criminal activities. The Russian language web site was created as a means to find new Russian witnesses, acquire 
additional information and communicate the truth to potential witnesses and informants after previously forthcoming 
witnesses and individuals with useful information were being threatened into silence. The web site contained only a 
small sampling of Ms. Shipilina’s widely offered pornographic services and extensive criminal exploits. After a period 
of time, the web site was closed when it no longer produced evidence. 

My investigation disclosed not only marriage fraud but also fraud on the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, fraud on the U.S. Department of State, prostitution, pornography, drug smuggling, money laundering and other 
criminal conduct. As a result, unidentified men have called me by telephone to threaten my physical safety if I pursue 
my rights in the courts; I even have tape recordings of some of those telephone calls. 
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Mr. Mundy and his firm participate as full principals in some of this illegal conduct. Among other acts alleged 
in the R.I.C.O. complaint, and as described below, a firm employee, while I was in the firm’s offices, urged me to lie to 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service, which I would not do. 

Ultimately, I filed the R.I.C.O. complaint, asking for an injunctive order of protection for myself, together with 
damages and costs. That complaint was sent by mail to Mr. Mundy on April 21; his April 23 complaint to this body 
followed—two days later. Obviously he is not only trying to deter my use of the legal system by claiming that the filing 
of a R.I.C.O. complaint is evidence of unfitness to practice law, but he is also attempting to thwart the purpose of 
Congress in enacting the civil R.I.C.O. statute: “Those who have been wronged by organized crime should at least be 
given access to a legal remedy.” Congressional hearings quoted in Sedima. S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co.. Inc. . 473 U.S. 479, 
487, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3280 (1985). Mr. Mundy is attempting to deny me access to a legal remedy by filing unproven and 
unfounded allegations with this Committee. 

Mr. Mundy’s “urgent request” to have this Committee censure or suspend me from practicing law is aimed at 
denying me the right to earn a living, and intends to allow Mr. Mundy to use character assassination in an effort to 
distract the federal court from the merits of the case. A unique R.I.C.O. defense, but that is Mr. Mundy’s strategy: 
throw enough mud and maybe some will stick; make enough misrepresentations and maybe some will be believed. 

The federal court will provide defendant Mundy the opportunity to refute the detailed allegations of the R.I.C.O. 
complaint where the trier of fact, and not he, will decide whether his characterizations of the complaint hold any merit. 

On the whole, Mr. Mundy’s complaint to this Committee is very general name-calling, but there are a number of 
false statements based on half-truths and deceptions, some of which, in their own right, may constitute mail fraud under 
the R.I.C.O. statute. 

Page 1. paragraph 3 . Mr. Mundy falsely states that our prior dealings began with my commencing a divorce and 
annulment action in June 2001. As stated in my July 10, 2002 disciplinary complaint against a Russian lawyer, who 
was not licensed to practice law but was doing so anyway while working for Mr. Mundy, our dealings began on October 
30, 2000. See Exhibit A . On that date Ms. Shipilina, a Russian alien who grew up in Chechnya, and I met with the 
Russian lawyer for advice on separating. The Russian lawyer, after consulting with Mr. Mundy, suggested that the two 
of us lie to the Immigration and Naturalization Service (“I.N.S.”) about the date of our separation and that I lie to the 
I.N.S. in an affidavit to help obtain Ms. Shipilina a green card. 

Other dealings with Mr. Mundy’s office prior to June 2001 involved Ms. Shipilina filing for a temporary order 
of protection against me on January 31, 2001 in which she lied to the court. Five days later, Mr. Mundy sent me a letter 
stating that if I did not respond within seven days, he would commence “difficult” divorce proceedings against me. See 
Exhibit B . On advice of counsel, I commenced a divorce and annulment action on February 13, 2001. See Exhibit C . 
Then in March 2001, Mr. Mundy lied to my attorney in an effort to coerce me into a settlement by saying he possessed 
medical records showing I had repeatedly battered my wife. This is contained in my December 21, 2001 disciplinary 
complaint against Mr. Mundy, see Exhibit D . and my October 26, 2002 request for reconsideration of this Committee’s 
decision, see Exhibit E . 

Page 1. paragraph 4 . Mr. Mundy appears to allege that the complaint filed in my divorce and annulment action 
is grounds for this Committee’s sanctions. If he believes that, then logically he should file a disciplinary complaint 
against my lawyers who prepared the complaint. But, on information and belief, he has not, since it is my constitutional 
rights that Mr. Mundy wants to chill through state action and not those of my divorce lawyers. 

Page 2. paragraph 2 . I had consulted with an attorney friend on the advice given by the Kuba, Mundy & 
Associates law firm that I lie in an affidavit to the I.N.S. In no uncertain terms, my friend confirmed that my decision 
not to lie was the only acceptable course of action. I then notified Ms. Shipilina that I would not lie for her to the I.N.S. 

and subsequently she filed a false police report—not a complaint—with 114 th Police Precinct. She declined to press 
charges at the time of filing. The report was most likely intended to create a false record by which Mr. Mundy could 
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pressure me into lying before the I.N.S. in order to obtain his client a green card. See July 10, 2002, Disciplinary 
Complaint, Exhibit A . 

Page 2. paragraph 3 . I agreed to settle the annulment/divorce action as a direct result of a threatening telephone 
call I received in October 2001 from an individual calling himself John Madison. The caller said he was telephoning on 
behalf of my “soon to be ex-wife, Angelina.” Ms. Shipilina uses the name Angelina when she strips at Flash Dancers 
Topless Club. I felt extremely threatened and decided not to take any chances with my physical safety. 

If this Committee wishes, I can provide a tape of the threatening telephone call, a copy of which Mr. Mundy also 
possesses. 

Page 2. paragraph 4 . In an action for refonnation of a divorce settlement that essentially requests damages for 
emotional distress, could anything demonstrate emotional distress more effectively than a man discovering that the 
woman he loved and cherished was, and apparently continued to be, a porn star who had deceived him into marriage so 
that she could ply her wares in a hard currency market? I don’t think so. 

Mr. Mundy makes unspecified references to the motion for refonnation as “outlandish, baseless and downright 
insulting.” If he would indicate the allegations to which he objects and why, rather than engaging in vituperative 
generalizations and asking this Committee to do his work by determining the sections that Mr. Mundy is referring to, 
then as required by your cover letter, I will provide specific responses. 

Page 2. paragraph 5 . Mr. Mundy omits that the action to obtain an order of protection in March 2002 occurred 
after two more threatening telephone calls were made by a man who sounded like the John Madison from the first 
menacing call in October 2001. In these two other calls, the man referred to himself as John Pierre, and once again said 
he was calling on behalf of Angelina. The purpose of these terrorizing calls was primarily to prevent me from providing 
infonnation to the I.N.S. concerning Ms. Shipilina’s fraud on the I.N.S. and U.S. State Department in obtaining an 
immigrant visa. 

After a February 2002 call, I filed a complaint with the 13 th Police Precinct. The Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (“F.B.I.”) did start a preliminary investigation and apparently identified the man making the threats, but 
the F.B.I. agents refused to tell me his name. One of the agents, however, did tell me that the F.B.I. decided not to 
interview the man for fear he might cause me harm. Then in March 2002 I received another threatening call, and I filed 
for an order of protection in the Family Court. Unfortunately, the judge refused to grant me a discovery subpoena for 
telephone records that would have led to identifying the man making the threats and enable me through the discovery 
process to link that man with Ms. Shipilina. 

If this Committee wishes, I can provide a tape of the February menacing call, a copy of which Mr. Mundy also 
possesses. 

Page 2. paragraph 6 . Mr. Mundy fails to mention my request for reconsideration of this Committee’s decision 
and the making of an additional complaint on October 26, 2002. See Exhibit E . Mr. Mundy claims the case is closed, 
but recently I received a card from this Committee stating that my request for reconsideration has been granted. See 
Exhibit F . 

My request for reconsideration was based on this Committee not addressing the allegation that Mr. Mundy 
falsely told my divorce attorney that he possessed medical records showing I repeatedly beat my wife. Since no such 
records existed, Mr. Mundy’s statement violated DR 1-102[ 1200.3] for engaging in deceit and misrepresentation. 

In addition, Mr. Mundy’s statement about records of wife beating constituted coercion in the second degree, 

N.Y. Penal 135.60, since the clear implication was that unless I settled the case on terms agreeable to his client, I would 
be accused of battery and face contempt or ridicule, or harm to my business, calling, career, financial condition or 
personal relationships by publication of that false statement. Furthermore, at the time of Mr. Mundy’s 
misrepresentation, which instilled fear in me, others had made no previous publication of such charges. See Exhibit E . 
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Page 3. paragraph 1 . Mr. Mundy, who apparently didn’t read the R.I.C.O. complaint, fails to state that the 
federal action includes the cause of action filed in the New York State Supreme Court. They are not two distinct 
lawsuits. The New York State court case was commenced by a “summons with notice” for procedural purposes and 
contains only one cause of action. This cause of action is included in the R.I.C.O. complaint and will most likely be 
removed to the federal court under that court’s pendent jurisdiction. 

Mr. Mundy argues against my right to file a federal R.I.C.O. complaint that was based on detailed and deep 
research, and which was drafted with the assistance of a very well-respected attorney. Mr. Mundy’s argument, though, 
is only a set of sweeping generalizations that even claim that certain notorious Russian criminals are innocent victims. 

If Mr. Mundy is concerned with the substance, length and perhaps even the weight of the R.I.C.O. complaint, it 
would appear to be more appropriate to take such matters up with the federal court rather than attempting to use this 
Committee as a surrogate for federal procedure. 

Mr. Mundy goes so far as to request this Committee “to assist in any way possible in putting an end to Mr. Den 
Hollander’s actionable conduct,” which, in substance, is an attempt to misuse this Committee to deny me of my civil 
right to bring a R.I.C.O. suit. Before all the defendants have even been served, Mr. Mundy’s strategy is clear: use this 
Committee to pressure me into withdrawing the federal claim. 

In conclusion, Mr. Mundy seeks to have this Committee punish me for exercising my civil rights as a 
threatened and aggrieved individual. Mr. Mundy does not cite any ethical canons or disciplinary rules that I allegedly 
violated. Instead, he resorts to castigating me as mentally unfit to exercise my rights because while experiencing a 
terrible situation, in part, intentionally created by Mr. Mundy, I sought temporary, appropriate medical help. 

I thank this Committee for reviewing my answer. Please contact me if any additional infonnation is required. 


Very truly yours, 


Roy Den Hollander 
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PERSONAL AND CONFIDENT IAL 


Roy Den Hollander, Eaq. 
545 East nth Street 
New York, NY 10009-3020 


Re: Complaint of Nicholas J. Mundy, Esq. 

Docket No. 2003.110S 

Dear Mr. Den Hollander: 

As you know, there is pending litigation concerning 
the same or related facts which have been alleged here. 
He have found that a judicial resolution of such 
matters is helpful to the Committee. Accordingly, we 
have decided to close our investigation at this time. 

The Committee arrived at this determination after 
the case was submitted to a member of the Committee, an 
independent board of lawyers and non-lawyers appointed 
by the Appellate Division, First Judicial Department. 
The Committee member concluded that we should await the 
conclusion of the litigation. We request, however, 
that you inform the Committee of any court decision or 
other event which should bear on our consideration of 
your professional conduct. Thank you for your 
anticipated cooperation. 


Very truly yours, 

_JuL_ I CtM 

Thomas J. (fahill 

TJC: adp/ P: RVT/A: S KC 
D-PL/R(F475/TB520) 
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JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

These are continued removal proceedings in New York 
City, in the case of Alina Shipilina, A 47 202 363. The date is 
May 25th, 2007, Immigration Judge Paul A. DeFonzo presiding. The 
respondent is present in court today, with counsel, Jack Sachs, 
Esquire. For the Service, Khalilah Taylor, Esquire, Assistant 
Chief Counsel. We've been waiting the presentation of proof of 
the respondent filing a waiver of the requirement to file a joint 
petition. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. Where do we stand, Mr. Sachs? 

A. I'm sorry Judge, I wasn't given that information. 

Q. Well -- 

A. About the waiver, otherwise, I certainly had 
plenty of time to do that. 

Q. The District Director issued a decision denying a 
good faith waiver application. We were to decide if she was to 
apply for a waiver based on hardship. If so, you were to give me 
proof of filing, if not, you were to give me a duplicate original 
or a copy of supporting documents so that I could then consider 
the good faith waiver application. How are you seeking to 
proceed? 

A. Well Judge, I could file it Monday. I mean, 

it's -- 

Q. Well what relief are you seeking? 
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A. The adjudication of the 1-751. 

Q. Well, the 1-751 has previously been denied by the 
District Director, is that correct? 

A. Right, yes. Judge. 

Q. So are you seeking to file a hardship waiver in 
this case or not? 


7 A. I guess, if that's what's necessary. 

8 Q. I'm not asking. 

9 A. No, no, no, yes, Judge. 

10 Q. I want to know what your strategy is in this case. 

11 I mean, you were here on this case in July of last year, it's now 
^-0.2 May of 2007. 

13 A. Yes, Judge. 

14 Q. Are you giving me here a duplicate of her good 

15 faith waiver application? 

16 A. No, I haven't made it yet. Judge. 

17 Q. From July of 2006? I'd like to know why. 

18 A. Well, I don't know if I can get it, there isn't a 

19 good reason, Judge, it wasn't done. 

20 Q. Well what materials are you giving me today? 

21 A. The materials concerning the relationship of what 

22 happened with her. The hardship waiver can be filed, my 

23 apologies to the Court, Judge, either later today or even Monday. 

^,^24 Q. Well I'm not waiting for that, I'm going to 

25 consider that your right to submit that application has been 
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1 waived. So these materials that you're giving me today, are 

2 these materials in support of the application for a good faith 

3 relationship? 

4 A. Yes, Judge. 

5 Q. Are the parties divorced? 

6 A. Yes, Judge. I believe there was a huge file and I 

7 don't what's in the file here, but -- 

8 Q. Well I haven't had a chance to see nothing in this 

9 file. Whatever you submitted -- 


10 

A. 

The prior attorney -- 



11 

Q. 

Or whatever was submitted to the 

Immigration 

.12 

authorities, I 

do not have, that is, 

they have 

to be submitted to 

13 

me by someone. 

Is there an 1-751 in 

this packet that you have 

14 

given me today 

•? 



15 

A. 

Judge, all that stuff 

was in the 

original file, 

16 

Judge. 




17 

Q. 

Yes, but that has no 

bearing on 

what I am doing. 

18 

It is your responsibility to get me 

those materials, as you are 

19 

the one seeking the relief from removal. I can 

give you until 1 

20 

o'clock today 

to give me the 1-751, 

If I do not get it, I will 

21 

be denying that application today. 



22 

A. 

Okay. 



23 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

JUDGE 



24 

Q. 

Is this going to be a 

. hardship waiver? 

25 

A. 

I understand that it' 

s supposed 

to be a good faith 
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1 marriage waiver. 

2 Q. I think that was denied initially. She initially 

3 filed a good faith marriage. 

4 A. Well that's fine, but she can then renew that 

5 application before me. 

6 Q. That's what I'm asking, is she renewing it or is 

7 she going to file a new one based on a separate ground. 

8 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

9 Q. Well, she's renewing it before the Judge. 

10 MS. TAYLOR TO JUDGE 

11 Q. Okay. 

12 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

13 Q. All right, so I need the 1-751. I was presented 

14 with a packet today. 

15 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

16 Q. Do you have that, Ms. Taylor? 

17 A. Yes, I do. 

18 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

19 That will be Group 3 for identification. 

20 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

21 Q. I'll put on you second call. Please come back by 

22 1 o'clock with the 1-571. 

23 A. I will, Your Honor. 

24 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

25 Hearing is adjourned. 


A 47 202 363 


15 


May 25, 2007 





1 


(OFF THE RECORD) 

2 


(ON THE RECORD) 

3 

JUDGE FOR THE 

RECORD 

4 

Back 

on the record in the case of Alina Shipilina, A 47 

5 

202 363. It's 

still May 25th, 2007, counsel has returned with 

6 

the respondent 

Ms. Taylor continues to be present. 

7 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

8 

Q. 

What do you have there, Mr. Sachs? 

9 

A. 

Your Honor. 

10 

Q. 

Thank you. Presented with an 1-751 and supporting 

11 

documents, including a receipt for an 1-751. 

-12 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

13 

Q. 

Do you have those materials Ms. Taylor? 

14 

A. 

Yes, Your Honor. 

15 

JUDGE FOR THE 

RECORD 

16 

Group 4, for identification. 

17 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

18 

Q. 

Are you ready to go do trial, Mr. Sachs? 

19 

A. 

Yes, Judge. 

20 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

JUDGE 

21 

Q. 

I have to stay with this, so a Monday, Tuesday or 

22 

a Thursday. 


23 

A. 

Is good? 

24 

Q. 

Is good. 

25 

A. 

All right. 
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1 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 


2 

Q. 

How about January 8th at 3 o'clock. Is that a 

3 

good date for 

you? 


4 

A. 

Just one second Judge, it sounds 

good to me. 

5 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

JUDGE 


6 

Q. 

What day of the week is that? 


7 

A. 

That's a Tuesday. 


8 

Q. 

No, that's not good, I have another continued 

9 

case. 



10 

A. 

All right. 


11 

Q. 

Maybe the following Tuesday? 



MR. SACHS TO 

JUDGE 


13 

Q. 

It looks like I have nothing in 

January, so any 

14 

day. 



15 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 


16 

Q- 

All right, how about the 22nd at 

3:00, Ms. Tayli 

17 

A. 

What day of the week is that? 


18 

Q. 

Also a Tuesday. 


19 

A. 

Okay. 


20 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 


21 

Q. 

Hearing notice for January 22nd, 

2008, at 3 

22 

o 'clock. 



23 

A. 

At 3 o'clock. 



MS. TAYLOR TO MR. SACHS 


25 

Q. 

You gave me two copies. 
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5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

_24 

25 


A. 

Q. 

A. 

JUDGE TO MS. 


Sorry? 

You gave me two copies. 
Sorry. 

SHIPILINA 


Q. Ma'am, you speak English, correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Going to give you a hearing notice to come back 
for your trial on January 22nd at 3 o'clock. It's important that 
you return to court on that date. If you don't return to court, 

I may have to go ahead in this case without you. If that 
happens, I may have to order you deported because you are not 
present. Understand? 

A. Yes, I do. 

Q. I'm also going to give you a written sheet of 
warnings which repeat the warnings I have just made to you about 
the consequences of not appearing to court when you are supposed 
to. If you have any questions about any of that, you can discuss 
it with your lawyer. Are you continuing to reside on, I can't 
read this that well, 34th Street in Astoria? 

A. Yes, that's correct. 

Q. All right. 

JUDGE TO COUNSEL 


Q. Both parties will continue to have the opportunity 
to supplement the application with additional information or 
documentation. Any such materials should be submitted no later 
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1 than 10 days prior to the hearing date. If you do anticipate 

2 presenting any witnesses in support of the claim in addition to 

3 the respondent, please provide the Court with a witness list no 

4 later than 10 days prior to the hearing date identifying the 

5 witness or witnesses, together with their status in this country 


6 

and A number, if applicable, their residence in this country 

in 

7 

brief proper 

• 


8 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 


9 

Q. 

Ms. Taylor, will the Service initiate database 

10 

checks? 



11 

A. 

Yes, I'm going to give a BUCKS slip for 


W 2 

fingerprints 

• 


13 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 


14 

Q. 

Your client must appear for a biometric scan 


15 

appointment 

at the appropriate time. If she fails to do so, 

I 

16 

may have to 

deny her application for failure to prosecute. 

Will 

17 

you convey those instructions to her? 


18 

A. 

Yes, Your Honor. 


19 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 


20 

I 

will be denying the hardship waiver effective today, 

21 

for failure 

to prosecute. We'll be proceeding on the basis 

of 

22 

the good faith waive. 


23 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 


^24 

Q. 

Anything else from the respondent today? 


25 

A. 

No, Your Honor. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

W2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

25 


JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. Ms. Taylor? 

A. Yes, I'm giving a BUCKS slip for fingerprints. 
Q. So noted. 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

Hearing is adjourned. 

HEARING CONTINUED 
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1 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

2 These are continued removal proceedings in New York 

3 City, in the case of Alina Shipilina, A 47 202 363. The date is 

4 January 22nd, 2008, Immigration Judge Paul A. DeFonzo presiding. 

5 The respondent is present in court today, with counsel. 

6 JUDGE TO MS. SHIPILINA 


7 


Q. 

Ma'am, do you speak English? 

8 


A. 

Yes. 

9 


Q. 

Please stand up and raise your right hand. Do you 

10 

swear that the 

testimony that you give today will be the truth, 

11 

the whole 

truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

^12 


A. 

Yes. 

13 


Q. 

Thank you, please take a seat on the end. Ma'am, 

14 

are you fluent 

in English? 

15 


A. 

Yes. 

16 


Q. 

Are you continuing to reside on 34th Street in 

17 

Astoria? 



18 

MR. SACHS 

TO JUDGE 

19 


Q. 

Excuse me, Judge. 

20 


A. 

She answered yes? 

21 

MS. SHIPILINA 

TO JUDGE 

22 


Q. 

Not much. 

23 


A. 

I'm sorry? 

^24 


Q. 

It's not much, (indiscernible) in Russian. 

25 


A. 

Well I asked if you were fluent in English, you 
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said yes. Are you not fluent in English? 

Q. I'm not fluent in English. 

A. When you previously appeared in court in this case 
in July of 2006, you did indicate to me that you believed you 
could proceed in English. Do you still believe you can proceed 
in English, or do you require a Russian interpreter? 

Q. I'll do my best to -- 

A. Well that's not what I'm asking you, since your 
best may be inadequate. Do you believe you can proceed with your 
trial which is today, in the English language, or do you require 
a Russian interpreter? 

Q. I do English. 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

The charging document in this case is a Notice To 
Appear, dated June 22nd, 2006, previously been marked into the 
record as Exhibit 1. Factual allegations have previously been 
admitted. Removability has previously been conceded. 

JUDGE TO MS. SHIPILINA 

Q. Are you continuing to reside on 34th Street in 

Astoria? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Are you working? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Where do you work? 

A. I'm self-employed. 
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1 

Q. 

What do you do? 


2 

A. 

I work as a model and entertainer. 


3 

Q. 

And where do you do that? 


4 

A. 

Where? 


5 

Q. 

Yes. 


6 

A. 

Modeling jobs, I do catalogue, runway. As 

7 

entertain, I do it at trade shows, promotional works. 


8 

Q. 

Do you do them in New York or do you do them 

9 

elsewhere? 



10 

A. 

I do New York mostly, Judge. 


11 

Q. 

The gentleman seated across from you, is 

he still 

12 

your attorney. 

authorized to speak for you? 


13 

A. 

Yeah. 


14 

JUDGE FOR THE 

RECORD 


15 

For 

the respondent, Jack Sachs, Esquire. For 

the 

16 

Service, Khalilah Taylor, Esquire, Assistant Chief Counsel. 

17 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 


18 

Q. 

Mr. Sachs, when we were last together on 

this on 

19 

master calendar in May of last year, you then indicated 

the 

20 

respondent would be seeking a waiver of the requirement 

to file 

21 

joint petition based on the good faith of her marriage. 

Is she 

22 

continuing to 

seek that relief today? 


23 

A. 

Yes, Judge. 


24 

JUDGE FOR THE 

RECORD 


25 

Also presented in this case is a packet marked Group 2 
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1 for identification, from the Service. Initially consisting of a 

2 copy of an 1-551 for the respondent. 

3 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

4 Q. Is there any objection to that, Mr. Sachs? 

5 A. Your Honor, there's so much in this, I don't know 

6 if I, I just have to refresh my recollection of it. 

7 Q. That was presented at master calendar on July 

8 14th, 2006. 

9 A. No, then I, no. 

10 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

11 That will be Exhibit 2-A. Also contained in that 

^J.2 packet is a copy of a visa face for the respondent. 

13 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

14 Q. Any objection to that? 

15 A. No, Your Honor. 

16 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

17 Two B, and the last item contained in that packet is 

18 the notice terminating the respondent's conditional resident 

19 status from the District Director in New York. That notice is 

20 dated October 1st, 2004. 

21 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

22 Q. Any objection to that? 

23 A. No, Judge, no, Your Honor. 

^24 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

25 That will be 2-C. That concludes that packet. I have 
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1 some submissions from the respondent in this case. A packet 

2 previously marked as 3, for identification, initially consisting 

3 of what is described as a stipulation of settlement referencing 

OC 

4 the respondent and Roy Dean Hollinder, dated November 4, 29-91. 

5 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

6 Q. Do you have any objection to that, Ms. Taylor? 

7 A. No, Judge. 

8 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

9 Three A. A letter dated February 2nd, 2006, from the 

10 Falcon Private Investigators. 

11 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

^-12 Q. Any objection to that? 

13 A. I'm not sure if the examiner is available for 

14 cross-examination. 

15 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

16 Q. Is he available, Mr. Sachs? 

17 A. Not today. 

18 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

19 Sustained as to the unavailability of the author for 

20 cross-examination. That will be 3-B for identification. There 

21 appears to be a statement of qualification and curriculum ditae 

22 for the author of the report. That will be considered part of 

23 3-B for identification. A letter from the State of Connecticut, 

^_24 dated March 3rd, 2004, again, referencing the author as a court. 

25 That will again be considered part of 3-B for identification. At 
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1 tab 3, I have the psycho-social assessment referencing the 

2 respondent, offered by a social worker, Nancy Kahn. My copy of 

3 that assessment is not signed. 


4 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 


5 

Q. 

Is your copy signed, Ms. Taylor? 


6 

A. 

No, it's not. 


7 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 


8 

Q. 

Do you have a signed copy, Mr. -- 


9 

A. 

Yes, I do, Judge. 


10 

Q. 

Sachs? 


11 

A. 

Yes, I do. Once second, let me just look 

for it, 


I have it here. 


13 

Q. 

We'll go off the record while you look for 

• it. 

14 

A. 

Thank you, Judge. 


15 


(OFF THE RECORD) 


16 


(ON THE RECORD) 


17 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 


18 

Mr 

. Sachs has provided the Court with a signed 

copy of 

19 

the report. 

I've provided a courtesy copy of the entire 

signed 

20 

copy to both 

the Court's record of proceedings, as well as to the 

21 

parties. 



22 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 


23 

Q. 

Any objection to that, Ms. Taylor? 


24 

A. 

I'm not sure if Ms. Kahn is available for 

cross- 





25 

examination « 

ane, two, relevance because the son is substance of 
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1 this report, indicates that the respondent was a battered woman 

2 and subjected to domestic violence. This is a waiver based on 

3 the good faith of her marriage, not based on any battery or 

4 extreme cruelty. 

5 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

6 Q. Is the author available, Mr. Sachs? 

7 A. Well I spoke to her and she didn't think she could 

8 make it today. She could be available at a future -- I had 

9 anticipated that and did speak to her, but her schedule wouldn't 

10 permit that. 

11 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

^12 I' 11 sustain the objection as to her unavailability for 

13 cross-examination. So note Ms. Taylor's remarks as to the 

14 respective relevancy of the report. That will be 3-C for 

15 identification. Document described as a personal and business 

16 management agreement, referencing the respondent. 

17 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

18 Q. Any objection to that? 

19 A. Relevance, and it's not signed by any party. 

20 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

21 Q. Do we have a signed copy of this, Mr. Sachs? 

22 A. No, we don't, Judge. That's the one with the 

23 hearts on it. 

24 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

25 Well, I'll admit it into the record, but it's difficult 
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• • 

for me to give it any probative value as evidence in the case due 

2 to the fact that it's unsigned. Mark it 3-D into the record. A 

3 statement from Enessa Alexandrovna Shipilina (phonetic sp.). 

4 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

5 Q. Any objection to that? 

6 A. Just note it's not notarized or sworn to. 

7 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

8 Nevertheless, I'll give it the weight I fell it 

9 deserves, given the totality of the evidence in the case. That 

10 will be 3-E. Statement from Demetri Morisal (phonetic sp.). 

11 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

^J.2 Q. Same position as to that? 

13 A. Same objection, Judge. 

14 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

15 Again, I'll overrule the objection, giving it the 

16 weight that I feel it deserves given the totality of the evidence 

17 in the case. That will be 3-F. That concludes that packet. I 

18 have an additional submission from the respondent, previously 

19 marked Group 4 for identification. Initially, consisting of an i, , /A 

20 1-751 bearing a date of 0 5-21- 02 . That will be Exhibit 4-A. _I_ ,, A 

— ' i a ' “ r 

21 have a receipt from the Regional Service Center in Saint Albans, .'f' 

/ ; 

22 Vermont. I appear to have the original. That will be 4-B. A ‘ 

23 letter from the Citizenship and Immigration Services, May 24th, 

^4 2004. 

25 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 
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1 


Q. 

Any objection to that, Ms. Taylor? 


2 


A. 

No. 


3 

JUDGE 

FOR THE 

RECORD 


4 


Four C. Divorce decree, referencing the 

respondent. 

5 

JUDGE 

TO MS . 

TAYLOR 


6 


Q. 

Any objection to that? 


7 


A. 

No, Judge. 


8 

JUDGE 

FOR THE 

RECORD 


9 


Four D, and it appears to be a letter which is 

10 

presented in 

some manner of chronological form. 


11 

JUDGE 

TO MS. 

TAYLOR 


^42 


Q. 

Any objection to that? 


13 


A. 

No original Judge, and I'm not sure 

where it's 

14 

taken 

from. 



15 


Q. 

I'm sorry, you're not sure? 


16 


A. 

Where it's taken from. 


17 

JUDGE 

TO MR. 

SACHS 


18 


Q. 

Do we have an original, Mr. Sachs? 


19 


A. 

I thought I had. That's the letter 

from? 

20 


Q. 

Signed with love, Roy. My copy of 

the original 

21 

looks 

like this, two pages. We're off the record 

while you look 

22 

for it. 



23 



(OFF THE RECORD) 


^_24 



(ON THE RECORD) 


25 

JUDGE 

TO MR. 

SACHS 
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Q. Mr. Sachs, have you been able to locate an 
original for that letter? 

A. No, Your Honor. 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. What say you, as to the copy, Ms. Taylor? 

A. Same object, Judge. 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

Sustained for lack of the original. That will be 4-E 
for identification. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. Well, should you locate the original before the 
conclusion of the hearing, you can bring that to my attention. 
JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

I have an additional submission today from the 
respondent, a packet tabbed 1 through 6. 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. Do you have that, Ms. Taylor? 

A. Yes, I do. Judge. 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

It will be Group 5, for identification. 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. Would you like an opportunity to review it? 

A. Yes, Judge. 

Q. Go off the record while you do that. 

(OFF THE RECORD) 
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1 


(ON THE RECORD) 


2 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

3 Q. Referring to the Group 5 packet, initially I have 

4 an affidavit from the respondent. Any objection to that? 

5 A. Timeliness, Judge. 

6 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

7 Well, as the respondent is present in court today to be 

8 subjected to cross-examination with regard to that document, and 

9 it's only a 2-page document, I'll overrule the objection as to 

10 timeliness with regard to that. Mark it 5-A. Another copy of 

11 the correspondence from the District Director in New York, dated 

W 2 October 1st, 2004, previously marked 2-C. A decision and order 

13 with regard to the divorce action. 

14 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

15 Q. Any objection to that? 

16 A. No, Judge. 

17 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

18 Five B. Another copy of the psycho-social assessment 

19 from the social worker, previously marked 3-C for identification. 

20 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

21 Q. That's the signed copy, right? 

22 A. This copy is signed, but it's a photocopy, but 

23 it's the same copy that you presented earlier. 

^_24 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

25 A summons and complaint referencing Roy Dean Hollinder 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

^12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

25 


as plaintiff. 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. What say you as to that? 

A. Relevance, timeliness, and I haven't had a full 
opportunity to read over some of it. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. This is a substantial submission, is there any 
special reason why it was not submitted within the 10-day 
submission deadline, Mr. Sachs? 

A. No, I don't have a (indiscernible), Your Honor. 
JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

Sustain the objection after the untimeliness of the 
submission, 5-C for identification. An order from the 2nd 
Circuit Court of Appeals referencing Roy Dean Hollinder as 
plaintiff, appellant. 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. What say you as to that, Ms. Taylor? 

A. Again, timeliness, Judge. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. Any special reason why that was not submitted 
within the submission deadline that I provided, Mr. Sachs? 

A. No, Judge. 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

Sustained, as to untimeliness, would appear to relate 
to the lengthy summons and complaint marked 5-C for 
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identification. Mark the order, 5-D for identification. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

^12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

^2 4 
25 


JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. Is there anything additional in terms of 
documentary evidence from the respondent today, Mr. Sachs? 

A. No, Your Honor. 

Q. While off the record, you had indicated that you 
may have an original copy of the letter marked 4-E for 
identification? 

A. I had it in my hand a minute ago, Judge. 

Q. Well while you're looking for that -- 
JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. Ms. Taylor, is there anything additional in terms 
of documentary evidence from the Service today? 

A. No, Judge. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. We'll go off the record while you look for it. 

(OFF THE RECORD) 

(ON THE RECORD) 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. Sachs has presented a copy of the translation. 

Note that the translation does state at the top, translated from 
Russian, then parenthetically this text had been prior translated 
from English, however what has been presented to me does appear 
to be in the nature of a photocopy. There is no signature in any 
event, says With Love, Roy at the end and typewritten. 
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1 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

2 Q. Well the Russian that is translated Judge, has his 

3 name typed on it. 

4 A. Well again, parenthetically it says this text had 

5 been prior translated from English, which leads me to believe 

6 that the original of the document was supposed to be in English, 

7 but this document is completely typewritten and in fact, does 

8 appear to be a photocopy, looking at the translation stamp which 

9 is affixed thereto. 

10 Q. That's the question I have, the way I put it to 

11 the other Judge is that he wrote a letter, gave it to someone to 

y*-12 put into Russian, which is here, and then had this translated 

13 into English. 

14 A. Well where is the letter that he wrote, that is 

15 the question? 

16 Q. That's something that nobody knows. 

17 A. Well in the absence of that original, I do feel 

18 compelled to sustain the objection as to lack of the original. 

19 Q. Okay. 

20 A. Well how are we seeking to proceed today, Mr. 

21 Sachs? I have sustained objections to some portion of your 

22 documentary evidence including the report from the detective. I 

23 don't know to what degree you are seeking to rely on the report. 
^_24 I'll also sustain the objection to the psycho-social report which 

25 Ms. Taylor believes also may have relevancy issues. Do you wish 
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15 

16 

17 

18 
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25 


to proceed in the absence of those materials? 

Q. Yes, Judge. 

A. Or would you like an opportunity to discuss with 

your client if she would like an opportunity to have those 
individuals made available. 

Q. Yeah, the (indiscernible) May I have a moment? 

A. Go off the record while you do that. 

Q. Thank you. 

(OFF THE RECORD) 

(ON THE RECORD) 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

We're back on the record. While off the record, Mr. 
Sachs has inquired as to where I might be adjourning this case. 
I do have an opening for March 20th at 9 o'clock. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. In view of that, would you seeking to proceed 
today in the absence of the excluded evidence, Mr. Sachs, or 
would you be interested in having the case adjourned? 

A. I would be interested in having the case 
adjourned, and I would request at this time, with enough time, 
that there be a Russian interpreter next time. 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. Ms. Taylor, what's the Service's position? 

A. No objection, Judge. 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 
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1 In view of the unopposed nature of the adjournment 

2 request and a consideration of the fact there is a first time, 

3 the case has been scheduled to the merits calendar. I will 

4 adjourn the case to March 20th, 2008, at 9 o'clock. 

5 JUDGE TO MS. SHIPILINA 

6 Q. Ma'am, I'm going to adjourn your case to March 

7 20th at 9 o'clock, in view of the fact that your attorney has 

8 some interest in an adjournment. Since I have been compelled to 

9 exclude various items of your documentary evidence today. I'm 

10 going to give you a new hearing notice for March 20th, at 9 

11 o'clock. It's important that you return to court at that time. 

W2 If you don't, we may have to go ahead in this case without you. 

13 If that happens, we may have to order you deported because you 

14 are not here. Do you understand? 

15 A. I understand. 

16 Q. In addition to your new hearing notice, I'm also 

17 going to give you a written sheet of warnings which repeats the 

18 warnings I have just made to you concerning the consequences of 

19 not returning to court when you are supposed to. If you have any 

20 questions about any of that, you should discuss it with your 

21 lawyer. 

22 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

23 Q. Does the Service have any objection to the 

24 perspective witnesses appear telephonically in this case? 

25 A. No, Judge. 
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Q. So noted, and that would apply to the social 
worker as well as to the preparer of the polygraph report? 


1 
2 

3 A. That's fine. 

4 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

5 Q. If you do anticipate presenting any additional 

6 witnesses in the case besides those two, they would be expected 

7 to appear in person unless you have previously cleared with Ms. 

8 Taylor that they may also appear telephonically. 

9 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

10 Both parties will continue to have the opportunity to 

11 supplement the application with additional information or 
documentation. Any such materials should also be submitted no 

13 later than 10 days prior to the hearing date. 

14 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

15 Q. There is a (indiscernible) and understandably so, 

16 Judge, since it's put over until March 20th, can I grandfather 

17 these things that were excluded today, or should I resubmit them? 

18 A. If you're referring to 5-C and 5-D_for 

19 identification, there were two objections to those based first on 

20 timeliness. Naturally, that objection would be cured upon the 

21 next hearing date. As to the relevance objection, I would most 

22 likely just have to sustain that subjection of connection 

23 depending on the contents of those materials. But certainly, the 

^_24 untimeliness objection as to those would be overruled in view of 

25 the fact that more than 10 days would have elapsed from their 
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1 

original date of submission which was today, until the next 

2 

hearing date 

• 

3 

Q. 

Well that's fine, Judge, and I believe I could 

4 

develop the 

relevancy to both, Your Honor, to Ms. Taylor's 

5 

satisfaction 

• 

6 

A. 

All right, well you'll have the opportunity to do 

7 

that at the 

merits hearing. 

8 

Q. 

Yes, Judge. 

9 

A. 

As to the remaining item of excluded evidence, the 

10 

letter, it is, of course, in your interest to try to locate the 

11 

original of 

that, if you would like the Court to consider it. 

^•2 

Q. 

Yes, Judge. 

13 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 

14 

Q. 

Then Ms. Taylor, where do we stand with the checks 

15 

at this time 

■p 

16 

A. 

Her prints will still be good the next hearing 

17 

date. 


18 

Q. 

Thank you. 

19 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 

20 

Q. 

Anything else from the respondent today? 

21 

A. 

No, Your Honor. 

22 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 

23 

Q. 

Ms. Taylor? 

^24 

A. 

No, Judge. 

25 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 
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The hearing is adjourned. 
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JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

These are continued removal proceedings in New York 
City, in the case of Alina Shipilina, A 47 202 363. The date is 
March 20th, 2008, Immigration Judge Paul A. DeFonzo presiding. 
The respondent is present in court today, with counsel. Also 
present is an interpreter in the Russian language, Edward Bot 
(phonetic sp.). 

JUDGE TO INTERPRETER 

Q. Mr. Bot, would you please stand up and raise your 
right hand. Do you swear that the interpretation you perform 
today from the English to Russian and Russian to English 
languages will be true and accurate to the best of your ability? 

A. I do. 

Q. Thank you, please be seated. 

A. Thank you. 

Q. You're welcome. Would you please ask the 
respondent to stand up and to raise her right hand. 

JUDGE TO MS. SHIPILINA 

Q. Ma'am, do you swear that the testimony that you 
give today will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Thank you, please be seated. Ma'am, can you 
understand the Russian being spoken by the interpreter? 

A. Yes. 
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Q. Russian your best language? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You're residing on 34th Street in Astoria? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Are you working? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Where? 

A. I work as a model, I do promotions and 
convent ions. 

Q. The gentleman seated across you, is he still your 
attorney authorized to speak for you? 

A. Yes . 

JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

For the respondent, Jack Sachs, Esquire. For the 
Service, Khalilah Taylor, Esquire, Assistant Chief Counsel. We 
were last together on this case on the individual calendar in 
January. At that time, the case was adjourned to allow the 
respondent an opportunity to arrange for the presentation of 
witnesses. It had previously been represented that the 
respondent would be seeking to renew her application for a good 
faith waiver of the joint petition requirement pursuant to 
Section 216. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. Is that the relief she's continuing to seek, Mr. 

Sachs? 
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1 A. Yes, Your Honor. 

2 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

3 Charging document in this case is the Notice To Appear, 

4 dated June 22nd, 2006, previously marked Exhibit 1. Factual 

5 allegations have previously been admitted, removability has 

6 previously been conceded. I have a packet from the Service 

7 previously marked Group 2, consisting of a copy of the front of 

8 an 1-551 for the respondent marked Exhibit 2-A, a visa face for 

9 the respondent marked Exhibit 2-B, correspondence from the 

10 Department of Homeland Security dated August 1st, 2004, 

11 previously marked 2-C. That concludes that packet. I have a 

W 2 submission as well from the respondent previously marked Group 3 

13 for identification, initially consisting of a stipulation of 

14 settlement referencing the respondent marked Exhibit 3-A, a 

15 polygraph report referencing the respondent, dated February 2nd, 

16 2006. The Service had previously expressed an interest in cross- 

17 examining the author. 

18 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

19 Q. Has he been made available, Mr. Sachs? 

20 A. Unfortunately, I spoke to him yesterday and he had 

21 mistaken the date, he was prepared to come in or even testify 

22 telephonically. 

23 Q. So he's not available? 

24 A. No, Judge. 

25 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 
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Q. 


Is the Service continuing to press that objection? 
Yes, Judge. 


1 

2 A. 

3 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

4 Sustain the objection for unavailability of the author 

5 for cross, that will be 3-B for identification. A psycho-social 

6 assessment referencing the respondent is marked 3-C for 

7 identification. The Service had also expressed an interest in 

8 cross-examining the author. 

9 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

10 Q. Is that author available? 

11 A. She's sitting, as you instructed, she's in the 

^4.2 courtroom. 

13 Q. All right. 

14 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

15 The Service had also lodged a relevancy objection to 

16 that which I'll consider under advisement. Continue to mark it 

17 3-C pending the testimony of the author. A document described as 

18 a personal and business management agreement referencing the 

19 respondent, previously marked 3-D. A letter from Enessa 

20 Alexandrovna Shipilina, previously marked 3-E. A letter from 

21 Demetri Morisal, previously marked 3-F, and that concludes that 

22 packet. I have an additional submission from the respondent 

23 previously marked Group 4 for identification. Initially 

/'■‘S 4 consisting of the 1-751, re-questioning the good faith marriage 
25 waiver, previously marked Exhibit 4-A. Receipts from the 
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1 Regional Service Center in Saint Albans, already marked 4-B. 

2 A second letter from the Citizenship and Immigration Services 

3 Office, this one dated May 24th, 2004, previously marked 4-C. 

4 Divorce decree, referencing the respondent, previously marked 

5 4-D, and a letter, it appears to be a series letters which was 

6 marked 4-E for identification, in the absence of the original. 

7 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

8 Q. Has the original been located, Mr. Sachs? 

9 A. Which letter is that, sir? 

10 Q. The document marked 4-E for identification? It 

11 appears to be a series of letter from the ex-husband. 

^42 A. No, Judge. 

13 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

14 Continue to mark it 4-E for identification in the 

15 absence of the original. Also from the respondent, packet marked 

16 Group 5 for identification, initially consisting of a statement 

17 from the respondent marked Exhibit 5-A. I have another copy of 

18 the service, for respondent, from October 1st, 2004, already 

19 marked 2-C. Court materials referencing the respondent, marked 

20 Exhibit 5-B. Another copy of Ms. Kahn's assessment, already 

21 marked 3-C for identification. A summons with additional court 

22 materials previously marked 5-C for identification. I have 

23 sustained an objection as to untimeliness of that submission. 

/ ^»24 Submission is not rendered timely by the adjournment. 

25 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 
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Q. 


Any other objections to that Ms. Taylor? 

Let me just locate it, Judge. 

That's at tab 5, in the Group 5 packet. Similar 


1 

2 A. 

3 Q. 

4 objection to the next item which is a summary order from the 2nd 

5 Circuit Court of Appeals. 

6 A. Yes, just relevancy, Judge. 

7 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

8 I'll admit it and consider it for what it's worth, that 

9 will be 5-C. 

10 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

11 Q. And the 2nd Circuit order, same position as to 
that? 

13 A. Yes, Judge. 

14 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

15 Admit that as well for what it's worth, that will be 

16 5-D. That concludes that packet. 

17 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

18 Q. Is there anything additional in terms of 

19 documentary evidence from the respondent today, Mr. Sachs? 

20 A. I thought that I had submitted that huge complaint 

21 from the -- apparently not, I thought I did. I thought I saw it 

22 mentioned in one of my letters. If you had it, it's like an 85, 

23 89-page complaint. 

^-34 Q. I believe that's the 5-C packet. The first item 

25 is a summons? 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

^-12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

25 


A. Yes. 

Q. For the Southern District of New York? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Well that's Exhibit 5-C. 

A. The whole, the complaint as well? 

Q. This much stuff? 

A. Right, right. 

Q. Anything else in terms of documentary evidence 

from the respondent today? 

A. No, Your Honor. 

JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

Q. Ms. Taylor, anything additional in terms of 
documentary evidence from the Service today? 

A. No, Judge. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. And how are you seeking to proceed today, 
initially with testimony from the respondent or from the witness? 

A. Good question. I've never been given that option 
before. It probably would make sense to have the witness 
testify, then she could leave and go wherever she wants, and then 
follow-up with the --do you have any objection to that, Judge? 
Well you suggested it. As I said, this is the first time I've 
been offered that alternative. 

Q. Is there any objection to the respondent being 
sequestered while the witness testifies? 
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2 JUDGE TO MS. SHIPILINA 

3 Q. To the respondent, ma'am, your attorney has 

4 indicated that he will first be eliciting testimony from your 

5 witness. It is of some value to me that you do not hear your 

6 witness' testimony, so in a moment, I'm going to invite you to 

7 wait outside the courtroom in the waiting room until we are ready 

8 to hear from you. I do want to caution you that we may take a 

9 brief break or a recess in the proceedings this morning. During 


10 

the course of 

any such break or recess, you're not 

to 

have any 

11 

communication 

with the witness. Should it come to 

my 

attention 

^2 

that you have 

communicated with her, I will have to 

i take 

that 

13 

into account 

when I make the decision in your case. 

Do 

you 

14 

understand? 





15 

A. 

Yes. 




16 

Q. 

Thank you, you are excused. Please 

shut 

the door 

17 

behind you when you go out. 




18 

JUDGE TO WITNESS 




19 

Q. 

Ma'am, you can come forward. 




20 

JUDGE TO INTERPRETER 




21 

Q. 

You can take a break, Mr. Bot. 




22 

A. 

Thank you, should I wait outside also? 



23 

Q. 

If you want, or you can wait in here. 



^24 

A. 

I'll wait in the back. 




25 

Q. 

Just don't disappear. 
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1 A. Okay. 

2 JUDGE TO WITNESS 

3 Q. Ma'am, please remain standing and raise your right 

4 hand. Do you swear that the testimony that you give today will 

5 be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 

6 you God? 

7 A. I do. 

8 Q. Thank you, please be seated. Ma'am, are you 

9 fluent in English? 

10 A. Yes. 

11 Q. At this time, Mr. Sachs is going to have the 
^ 4.2 opportunity to ask you some questions. When he is finished, the 

13 attorney for the Government, Ms. Taylor, may ask you some 

14 questions. I may also ask you questions when they're finished, 

15 or by interrupting them from time-to-time. Please note, there's 

16 a microphone on the table in front of you, that's because we're 

17 tape recording the proceeding. 

18 A. Okay. 

19 Q. So when you speak, please do so in a loud and 

20 clear voice so that everyone can hear you. 

21 A. Okay. 

22 Q. Please make sure you do answer the questions, 

23 however I would ask that you please limit your answer to the 

^*24 questions that are put to you and if you're not sure of something 

25 or you don't remember something, you should let us know. Don't 
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1 make-up or guess at answers just to please us. 

2 A. Okay. 

3 Q. I see you have some materials in front of you, 

4 please put them one of the chairs or provide or give them to me. 

5 A. I don't know (indiscernible) 

6 Q. Because you shouldn't refer to materials during 

7 testimony unless you have (indiscernible) with the Court. 

8 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

9 Q. Go ahead, Mr. Sachs. 

10 MR. SACHS TO WITNESS 

11 Q. Ms. Kahn, could you please state your 


13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

^24 

25 


qualifications? 

A. I'm a New York State Licensed Clinical Social 
Worker and I've been in practice for almost 35 years, post¬ 
masters from Boston University. 

Q. Post-masters in what? 

A. Social work. 

Q. And, you're familiar with Ms. Shipilina, Alina? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Would you state the circumstances under which you 
came to know her? 

A. I met with her in May of 2006, I understood at the 
time that she was filing a battered spouse petition, so I was 
hired to do a psycho-social evaluation in reference to that. 

Q. And is that represented by this document that -- 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

/*~i2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

^24 

25 


A. Yes. 

Q. Okay, now how long did you spend with Ms. 

Shipilina? 

A. I met with her in her home for about three hours. 

Q. And since the reason for originally interviewing 
her was, as you said, a battered spouse petition, I presume that 
you spoke about her marriage at length? 

A. Yes, at length. 

Q. And what did she tell you about the marriage as to 
how or when she met her husband? 

A. She met her husband, I believe, in Moscow, where 
she was for her work, and after she met him, he pursued her very 
vigorously, texting her, calling her, sending flowers and so 
forth. 

Q. He pursued her? 

A. He pursued her. 

Q. And did she state, or did you find out when the 
subject of marriage came up? 

A. After, I think, a couple of months of their 
knowing each other, he impulsively all the sudden, blurted out 
marry me. 

Q. So as far as you were able to discover, that the 
idea of getting married was his idea? 

A. That's correct. She said she was surprised at the 
time and needed a little time to think about it. 
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1 Q. And then what did she say? 

2 A. And then she decided that she would marry him, she 

3 felt she was in love with him, and she felt they could help each 

4 other. 

5 Q. Did the topic of coming to the United States as an 

6 immigrant ever come up? 

7 A. No. 

8 Q. So, to your knowledge, that was not the reason she 

9 married her husband? 

10 A. That's correct. 

11 Q. And then, did she describe some of the problems 
that led to the battered spouse petition? 

13 MS. TAYLOR TO JUDGE 

14 Q. Objection, Judge, there's not evidence of a 

15 battered spouse petition being filed within the court. 

16 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

17 Q. I don't have anything in the Court's record about 

18 it, Mr. Sachs, so where are we going with this? 

19 A. Well, Ms. Kahn had said that's why she was 

20 originally hired to interview. 

21 Q. Well that's fine, but I don't know the relevancy 

22 of it to this proceeding which is supported by a good faith and a 

23 marriage waiver. I mean, if a battered spouse petition was ever 
^4 f iled, it has not been brought to my attention. Do you know if 

25 one was filed? 
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1 A. Well apparently, but I've seen it, Judge. She 

2 mentioned -- 

3 Q. So you don't know anything about it? 

4 A. Just what I've heard. 

5 Q. All right, well if the witness has anything to 

6 relate with regard to the good faith nature of the marriage, you 

7 can illicit that from her, but I don't know that we need to get 

8 into the battered wife petition. 

9 A. Okay. 

10 Q. That no one is aware exists. 

11 A. All right. 

^2 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

13 Q. Unless you have some notice of it, Ms. Taylor? 

14 A. I do not. 

15 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

16 Q. All right, go ahead. 

17 MR. SACHS TO WITNESS 

18 Q. Do you know whether she mentioned anything about 

19 her husband's attitude toward her immigration status? 

20 A. Well initially, he said that he wanted her to come 

21 to the United States to see where he lived and I believe he got a 

22 visa for her at some point. And then she came a second time 

23 later on to stay with him. Later on in the marriage, as he 

^-124 became more and more abusive, he used her status or lack of 

25 status as a way to yield power over her and would periodically 
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■*" s p 

1 threaten her that he was going to notify the INS, that he had 

2 friends at the INS, that he would have her deported, and that was 

3 very frightening to her. 

4 Q. I see, and did it come out as to yield power over 

5 her in what way? 

6 MS. TAYLOR TO JUDGE 

7 Q. Objection again, this goes to any type of abuse, 

8 which I don't think is relevant. I think (indiscernible). 

9 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

10 Q. No, I didn't say anything about abuse. 

11 A. Well, I'll allow it, but I'll put you on a short 

>*—4.2 leash, if it doesn't look like it's going in the right direction, 

13 Mr. Sachs. Go ahead. 

14 MR. SACHS TO WITNESS 

15 Q. What were some of the examples? Not necessarily 

16 physical abuse, but what were some of the examples? 

17 A. Well as I said, he would threaten her if she 

18 didn't do what he wanted her to do, that he would report her to 

19 the INS. He would have her deported. That was menacing to her, 

20 so she tended to do things that she was uncomfortable with 

21 because of that. 

22 Q. Any examples of things that she was uncomfortable 

23 with? 

^-34 A. He got her a job at a topless dance club called 

25 Flash Dance, which she didn't want to do, but he kept threatening 
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1 her. It was very intimidating to her. 

2 Q. So he was the one who arranged for the job? 

3 A. Correct. 

4 Q. Did you ever have any questions or reasons to talk 

5 about possible activities as a prostitute? 

6 A. No, it never came up. 

7 Q. Did you know of any actions in court, either he 

8 had against her or she had against him? 

9 A. She told me that he had filed some suits against 

10 her, against her mother, against a lot of other people accusing 

11 her of illegal activities, one point even accusing her of being 

r-12 involved with Al Queda, and she felt that these were all, you 

13 know, things to harass her. That was actually after the marriage 

14 ended. 

15 Q. So as far as you were able to determine, she did 

16 nothing to initiate the proceedings to bring her here as a 

17 immigrant, is that true? 

18 A. That's correct. 

19 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

20 Q. I have no further questions at this time, Your 

21 Honor. 

22 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

23 Q. Ms. Taylor, cross-examination. 

^~24 A. Thank you. 

25 Q. You're welcome. 
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1 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

WITNESS 

2 

Q. 

How many times did you meet with the respondent? 

3 

A. 

One time. 

4 

Q. 

Has she ever been married before, to your 

5 

knowledge? 


6 

A. 

Not to my knowledge. 

7 

Q. 

Was there any particular reason that you met her 

8 

in her home as opposed to your office? 

9 

A. 

I usually meet clients in their homes so that 

10 

they're more 

comfortable and so that I can get a sense of, more 

11 

of a sense of 

who they are and how they live. 

^-2 

Q. 

Now you said her ex-husband got her a job at a 

13 

topless club, 

correct? 

14 

A. 

Correct. 

15 

Q. 

Do you know if she ever worked at a topless club 

16 

before that? 


17 

A. 

Not to my knowledge. 

18 

Q. 

And how long was she married? 

19 

A. 

I think it was a year and a couple of months. 

20 

Q. 

And do you know how long they actually lived 

21 

together? 


22 

A. 

I believe it was about a year, maybe slightly 

23 

under a year. 


✓'-'24 

Q. 

One year or slightly under a year, and you said 

25 

that their courtship was a couple of months, by couple, does that 
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1 mean two? 

2 A. Two, three months, I believe. 

3 MS. TAYLOR TO JUDGE 

4 Q. I don't have any other questions. 

5 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

6 Q. Mr. Sachs, redirect? 

7 A. No, Your Honor. 

8 JUDGE TO WITNESS 

9 Q. Thank you, ma'am, your testimony is finished. I 

10 appreciate your taking the time to be with us today. 

11 A. Thank you. 

^12 Q. You are excused. 

13 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

14 I'll mark the assessment into the record as Exhibit 3-C 

15 giving it the weight that I feel it deserves, given the totality 

16 of the evidence in the case. We're off the record. 

17 (OFF THE RECORD) 

18 (ON THE RECORD) 

19 JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 

20 We're rejoined by the respondent. 

21 JUDGE TO MS. SHIPILINA 

22 Q. Ma'am, at this time your attorney is going to have 

23 the opportunity to ask you some questions. When he is finished, 
the attorney for the Government will ask you some questions. 

25 When they're both finished, I may ask you some questions. I may 
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also interrupt either one of them from time-to-time to ask you 


2 some questions. Ma'am, please note there is a microphone on the 

3 table in front of you, that's because we are tape recording these 

4 proceedings today. So when you speak, please do so in a loud and 

5 clear, excuse me, a loud and a clear voice so that everyone can 

6 hear you. If anything is said to you that you don't understand, 

7 do not try to please us by creating or by making-up an answer. 

8 You should indicate that you don't understand and I will endeavor 

9 to have the statement repeated or explained for you. Please do 

10 not speak while the interpreter is speaking, and the interpreter 

11 may signal you from time-to-time to stop speaking, if he requires 

^*2 additional time to complete his interpretation. When he is 

13 finished, you may complete your answer, if your answer was not 

14 done. Ma'am, in this kind of a case, your testimony is very 

15 important. You should understand that the burden of proof in 

16 this kind of a case is on your side, so when you're answering 

17 questions today, please insure that your answers are detailed, 

18 specific and responsive to the questions put to you by each of 

19 us. Please do not answer questions that have not been asked of 

20 you because I may have to consider such answers to be 

21 unresponsive or to be evasive in nature. Do you understand? 

22 A. Yes. 

23 Q. It's also important that you understand that if 

^#-24 you are not sure of something that you will be telling us today, 

25 that it's your responsibility to inform us either that you are 
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5 
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7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

^L2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

r* 4 

25 



not sure, or that you do not exactly remember. If you do not 
tell us that, I will then conclude that you are sure of whatever 
it is that you are saying. You understand? 

A. Yes. 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. Go ahead, Mr. Sachs. 

MR. SACHS TO MS. SHIPILINA 

Q. When and where did you meet Roy Dean Hollinder? 

A. I was in Moscow at the party for models and I 

spoke a little English. He used to live in this area. He walked 
by and he heard English spoken, he walked up and who was speaking 
English and I said I speak English and that's how we met, that's 
where we got acquainted. 

Q. And what happened after that, did the relationship 

continue? 

A. He liked me very much. He escorted me home. He 
started to give me flowers, and he started to ask me out to 
restaurants, and when I was leaving for Krasnodar, he asked me to 
give him my telephone number. 

Q. And then did you see him after that? 

A. Many times. 

Q. And would you describe those circumstances? 

A. He used to invite me and I came to Moscow, I used 
to spend time with him. He introduced me to everybody at work 
that he worked with, and I also invited him, used to invite him 
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1 to my home. 

2 Q. Did the subject of marriage ever come up? 

3 A. We talked, I talked with him and all of a sudden 

4 he says, why don't you marry me. I didn't agree right away 

5 because I had to think about it. I felt, you know, inside the 

6 connection with him to the degree that I felt very well with him, 

7 and after some time, I agreed. 

8 Q. Was there any talk at that time either by you or 

9 by him as to you becoming an immigrant to the United States? 

10 A. We got married through love, because of love, to 

11 be together. 

^*.2 Q. Did you have any idea of obtaining a green card by 

13 marrying him? 

14 A. I didn't know anything about this. 

15 Q. You didn't know anything about this when? 

16 A. Before marriage, after marriage. For me, it was 

17 important just to be with the person I loved, not where we lived. 

18 Q. So would it be fair to say that you did not marry 

19 Mr. Hollinder to get a green card, an immigrant visa to the 

20 United States? 

21 A. No, absolutely not. 

22 Q. When and where did you get married? 

23 A. We got married the 11th of March 2000, in the city 

^2 4 of Krasnodar. 

25 Q. And do you know when the proceedings were started 
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to apply for a green card for you as a wife of a citizen? 

A. I don't remember exactly, maybe some time in April 

or May. 

Q. Okay, who's idea was it? 

A. My husband's. 

Q. And you next came to the United States when? 

A. First time we came in January, and get acquainted 
with relatives and friends here. When I got the papers, we came 
here in July 2000 to live together, yes. 

Q. And when did you start having problems with your 

husband? 

A. Here. 

Q. When? 

A. When we moved, he stopped sharing things. He 
didn't want to buy things for me that I wanted to buy. He then 
started to, strangely, he started to ask me about my past 
relationships and it happened everyday and the background was 
that he started to humiliate me and call me names like a monster, 
and you know, ugly person. 

Q. Was he ever involved with any employment, did he 
ever get you a job of any kind? 

A. Yes, he bought a book about nightlife in New York 

and he managed in addition, for me to work in a strip club, but I 
wanted very much to work as a model, but I didn't have money for 
the portfolio. 
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1 Q. What was the name of the strip club, do you 

2 remember? 

3 A. Flash Dance. 

4 Q. And how long did you work there? 

5 A. I worked there maybe two years. Every day he used 

6 to walk me, he used to meet me at 4:00 a.m. at home, and if I 

7 happen to be late home a few minutes, he started to abuse me that 

8 I already commenced to sleep with somebody, and this was like 

9 this every week. 

10 Q. Did he ever visit you at the club? 

11 A. Yes, he did. 

“*2 Q. And what circumstances? 

13 A. He used to come in and buy dances with his friends 

14 in front of my eyes, and he forced me to dance. 

15 Q. What do you mean forced you to dance? 

16 A. He used to pay my name, you cannot refuse. 

17 Q. Well did he force you to dance with any specific 

18 people or just by yourself, be more specific. 

19 A. He used to come, excuse me, with a friend and he 

20 forced me to dance for him in front of him. 

21 Q. What kind of dance? 

22 A. Lap dance, topless. 

23 Q. Are you saying that he would force you to dance 
■<24 topless with a friend of his? 

25 A. When he was next to me, and it was very hard for 
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1 me because it hurt me because I love my husband and I just wanted 

2 to only do this for my husband. 

3 Q. And how long did you live together with him? 

4 A. When we moved here, from that moment until 

5 December. 

6 Q. I see now, had you already received the 

7 conditional, the first green card? 

8 A. Yes. 

9 Q. The petition to remove the condition, what they 

10 call the 1-751, did you file that together with Roy, or did you 

11 file it by yourself? 

^—12 A. When I arrived here, (indiscernible) later. 

13 Q. There was another form that you had to fill out 

14 with Roy, so that your conditional residence would the be 

15 approved to become permanent. Do you remember that, yes or no, 

16 do you remember that? 

17 A. I don't remember exactly, but as far as I 

18 remember, I think that I applied it by myself for it, by myself. 

19 Q. When did you separate from Roy, do you remember? 

20 A. When we moved from December, I wanted to save our 

21 relationship and hoped that this would help us to straighten 

22 things out between each other. 

23 Q. Well you finally wound up with a divorce, is that 
^^4 true? 

25 A. True. 
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Q. 


And was that before you had your interview for the 


2 1-751? 

3 A. After. 

4 Q. Do you recall, I'm going to refer to the interview 

5 you had for that document which took place at the end of 

6 September of, excuse me a minute, September 9th, 2004. Do you 

7 remember that interview? 

8 A. Yes. 

9 Q. Okay, now as you know, the application was denied 

10 as a result of the interview and I'm going to ask you some 

11 question about what happened at the interview. You submitted 
^12 some income tax returns for their consideration, is that true? 

13 A. Yes. 

14 Q. Now the income tax return for the year 2000, at 

15 the time, you were still married to Roy, is that true? 

16 A. Yes. 

17 Q. Now, it stated in the denial that, that return was 

18 filed as single, not at married. Is that true? Is that true, 

19 yes or no? 

20 A. Yes. 

21 Q. Okay, would you please explain why you filed it 

22 that way? 

23 A. Oh, I went to the accountant and I wanted to say 

^4 that I want to file as married, but he said that we cannot apply 

25 because I didn't have, I didn't know my husband's social security 
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number. I asked my husband to give me his social security 
number, but he refused me, and that's why I had to do it this 


1 
2 

3 way. 


4 

Q. 

Was that according to the accountant's 


5 

instructions? 



6 

A. 

Yes. 


7 

Q. 

Did you have any intention of committing a 

fraud 

8 

of the Immigration Service by filing it that way? 


9 

A. 

Absolutely not. 


10 

Q. 

Now there's mentioned in the denial about 

a diary 

11 

and many things are quoted from supposedly that document. 

At the 


interview on 

September 9th, 2004, were you shown any document at 

13 

all and asked 

. for identify either as to your handwriting 

or what 

14 

the document 

was? 


15 

A. 

No. 


16 

Q. 

Was there any mention during the interview 

of the 

17 

diary? 



18 

A. 

No. 


19 

Q. 

Did the officer who interview you ask you 

for an 

20 

example of your handwriting or something to identify your 


21 

handwriting? 



22 

A. 

No. 


23 

Q. 

Do you have your diary? 



A. 

I don't. 


25 

Q. 

Why not? 
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1 

A. 

There isn't. 



2 

JUDGE TO MS. 

SHIPILINA 



3 

Q. 

I'm sorry, I didn't hear you. 



4 

A. 

There isn't. 



5 

Q. 

There isn't. 



6 

MR. SACHS TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 



7 

Q. 

Why do you not have it? 



8 

A. 

Because it was stolen from me. 



9 

Q. 

When, do you have any idea when? 



10 

A. 

Maybe in 2001. 



11 

JUDGE TO MS. 

SHIPILINA 



W2 

Q. 

Ma'am, I need you to speak louder 

please, I 

can 

13 

barely hear 

you. 



14 

A. 

Okay. 



15 

Q. 

If I'm having difficulty hearing ; 

you, your voice 

16 

may not be picked-up on the tape. 



17 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 



18 

Q. 

Go ahead, Mr. Sachs. 



19 

MR. SACHS TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 



20 

Q. 

So that nothing at all was either 

said or done 

21 

during that 

interview, to either identify or determine the 


22 

document from which so many of your comments are 

taken, is 

that 

23 

true? 





A. 

Nothing, no. 



25 

Q- 

All right, have you ever been to 

Mexico? 



A 47 202 363 


65 


March 20, 2008 




2 


Q. 


Do you remember when? 


3 A. In 1999. 

4 Q. And how did you enter Mexico, with a visa? 

5 A. Yes, with a visa. 

6 Q. And describe how you left Mexico. Did you leave 

7 on your own terms, did you leave voluntarily? 

8 A. My visa was just expired, I went there as a model 

9 through agencies. 

10 Q. Were you deported from Mexico? 

11 A. No. 

^•“12 Q. Just one more time, was it ever your intention to 

13 obtain an immigrant visa in the United States by marrying Ron 

14 Dean? 

15 A. No. 

16 Q. Okay now, what are some of the problems you had 

17 with him after you were divorced? 

18 MS. TAYLOR TO JUDGE 

19 Q. Objection, relevancy, Judge. Only a period of 

20 relevance is whether she entered the marriage in good faith and 

21 probably during her marriage, not after. 

22 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

23 Q. Where are we going with this, Mr. Sachs? 

^~24 A. Well, according to the decision Judge, they made a 

25 whole section of the decision on a document that nobody ever 
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1 identified, that we don't know who's diary it was, who translated 

2 it, was it an original, who sent it, I mean it's just impossible. 

3 Q. Okay, but what does that have to do with your 

4 question? 

5 A. Because the -- I don't know whether that was Group 

6 5, Judge, of the Court, he had the pattern and the practice of 

7 doing incredibly crazy things trying to hurt her. The complaint 

8 in a Federal case, in which I represented her for close to three 

9 years, was like a 100 and some odd defendants boiled down that 

10 she was the cause of a conspiracy throughout the whole world, 

11 that the man was nuts, and he did anything he could to try and 

^J.2 damage her. And as I said, with this, I'm sorry, I don't mean to 

13 be testifying as a witness, but I went through the whole thing. 

14 It was thrown out of the Court of Appeals, he went to the Supreme 

15 Court, they threw it out, but he did a lot of damage with it, and 

16 if you just look at the complaint, there are people all over the 

17 world who are accused of doing things without names, but every 

18 way he could, he made her to the monster. 

19 Q. Well, I believe it's in the record, I can look at 

20 it. I don't know that anything that occurred after the divorce 

21 is necessarily germane to the reason that we're here today. 

22 A. Well, specifically to the question of this what 

23 claims to be her diary and I don't know where they have it, where 

^24 they got it, nothing. The prior attorney who represented her -- 

25 (OFF THE RECORD) 
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^2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

25 


# • 

(ON THE RECORD) 

JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

Q. Go ahead, Mr. Sachs, continue with your response. 

A. Thank you, Your Honor. As I said, the reason for 
having presented that to the Court was just as an illustration 
that was obtainable as to the incredibly fantastic lengths this 
person went to harm her. Because that whole action was designed, 
assuming everybody in the whole world was focused on doing harm 
to her. 

Q. Well, I'm sorry, go ahead. 

A. No, I'm sorry, and it's similar to this and if he 
did supply something, it would not be beyond imagination, having 
seen what he did in this case, that things were either invented, 
falsified, whatever. That's things that he did. 

Q. Well, the materials that you're making reference 
to are in the record, so I can consider them for what they're 
worth as evidence, but I don't see that things that occurred 
following the conclusion of the marital relationship really has a 
probative nature for the good faith marriage. So I'm going to 
sustain the objection. 

A. Okay. 

Q. Proceed. 

A. Well I have no further questions at this time 
Judge, I would like to reserve redirect, if necessary. 

Q. You'll have that opportunity. 
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1 

A. 

Thank you. 

2 

Q. 

You're welcome. 

3 

JUDGE FOR THE 

RECORD 

4 

Why 

don't we take a short break. 

5 


(OFF THE RECORD) 

6 


(ON THE RECORD) 

7 

JUDGE FOR THE 

RECORD 

8 

Back on the record. 

9 

JUDGE TO MS. 1 

TAYLOR 

10 

Q. 

Ms. Taylor, cross-examination. 

11 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 

W 2 

Q. 

What was your job in Moscow? 

13 

A. 

I didn't work in Moscow. 

14 

Q. 

You said you met your husband at a party for 

15 

models, were 

you working as a model at that time? 

16 

A. 

Yes, the modeling agency invited me to meet 

17 

everybody. 


18 

Q. 

Okay, so were you working as a model in Moscow? 

19 

INTERPRETER TO JUDGE 

20 

Q. 

I'm sorry, Your Honor -- 

21 

A. 

You can shut the door if you need to. 

22 

Q. 

Close the door, yes. Thank you. 

23 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 

24 

Q. 

Repeat the question, Ms. Taylor. 

25 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 
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1 

Q. 

Were you working as a model in Moscow? 

2 

A. 

Yes, yeah I did a few model jobs. 

3 

JUDGE FOR THE 

RECORD 

4 

Excuse me. 

5 

JUDGE TO MR. , 

SACHS 

6 

Q. 

Mr. Sachs, where are you going? 

7 

A. 

I didn't realize he was on. 

8 

Q. 

Mr. Sachs, please don't leave the courtroom during 

9 

trial without 

(indiscernible), if your phone is ringing, please 

10 

shut it off. 


11 

A. 

Yes, I'm terribly sorry, Judge. 


Q. 

Thank you. 

13 

A. 

I apologize, Judge. 

14 

JUDGE TO INTERPRETER 

15 

Q. 

Do you still have her answer, Mr. Bot? 

16 

A. 

I believe so, I filled several modeling jobs in 

17 

Moscow. 


18 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 

19 

Q. 

Go ahead. 

20 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 

21 

Q. 

Did you get paid for those jobs? 

22 

A. 

Yes. 

23 

Q. 

So that was your profession in Moscow, you were a 

24 

mode1? 


25 

A. 

I was there for a very short period of time. Most 
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1 of my modeling job I did in Krasnodar. 

2 Q. And how did your ex-husband come to be at this 

3 part for models in Moscow? 


4 


A. 

He lived in that building and the party was on the 

5 

bottom, 

in the 

basement of the building, in the building. 

6 


Q. 

What was his job, if you know? 

7 


A. 

Clothes associate. 

8 


Q. 

Clothes? 

9 


A. 

Kroll K-R-O-L-L. 

10 


Q- 

What does that mean? 

11 


A. 

It's an investigation company. 



Q. 

Okay, when did you first meet him? 

13 


A. 

My husband? 

14 


Q. 

Yes. 

15 


A. 

At the party. 

16 


Q. 

When? 

17 


A. 

It was in the summer, approximately July 1990. 

18 


Q. 

After that, did he propose marriage? 

19 


A. 

Approximately, half a year. 

20 


Q. 

Six months? 

21 


A. 

Approximately. 

22 


Q. 

In June until six months, how often did you see 

23 

him? 



^24 


A. 

I used to come to Moscow and we lived together in 

25 

his apartment 

and then approximately half a month, and sometimes 


A 47 202 363 


71 


March 20, 2008 






1 he used to come to visit me, and New Years we spent together. 


2 


Q. 

And what's the length of time between the marriage 

3 

proposal 

and the actual marriage ceremony? 

4 


A. 

I don't remember exactly, but approximately two 

5 

months. 



6 


Q- 

How many times have you been to the United States? 

7 


A. 

First time in January 2000, when I met relatives 

8 

and friends of 

his, and second time was in July when we got 

9 

married. 



10 


Q. 

July of what year? 

11 


A. 

2000 . 

W 2 


Q. 

How old were you when you got married? 

13 


A. 

Twenty-five. 

14 


Q. 

How old was your ex-husband? 

15 


A. 

I don't know because in different documents, he 

16 

had different 

age listed. 

17 


Q. 

How old did you believe him to be when you got 

18 

married? 



19 


A. 

Approximately, 50-years-old. 

20 


Q. 

Did you meet any of his relatives or family 

21 

members? 



22 


A. 

I met his close friends, but his mother and father 

23 

who were 

deceased, I never met them. 

^24 


Q. 

What about any siblings or brother and sisters he 

25 

may have? 
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A. He has a brother, he is married, he's got two 

children. 

Q. Have you met him? 

A. We met very, very briefly. 

Q. Who came to your wedding? 

A. Nobody came because we decided that we kind of get 
married in secret, a surprise, then to make everybody happy, to 
spring the surprise on everybody. 

Q. Has he ever met your parents? 

A. Of course. 

Q. And any other family members? 

A. They live in different parts of Russia. 

Q. When you met your ex-husband, were you dating or 
see anyone else at that time? 

A. You have your mind on we, when we met? 

Q. Yes. 

A. My relationship was practically over with my 
boyfriend at that time. 

Q. Were you dating anyone else at the same time while 
you were dating your ex-husband? 

A. No. 

Q. How long did you actually physically live with 
your ex-husband in the United States? 

A. From July when we came here together until 

December. 
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1 Q. So from July 2000 until December 2000? 

2 A. Yes. 

3 Q. Now you said that he made you work at a strip club 

4 called Flash Dance for two years, is that correct? 

5 A. He didn't force me to work two years, he forced me 

6 to work when we came here and when I lived with him. 

7 Q. Okay, how long did you work at Flash Dance? 

8 A. I don't remember exactly, but I think about two 

9 years. 


10 


Q. 

Okay, when did you start working there? You can 

11 

just give 

me the month and the year. 

12 


A. 

Approximately, the end of July, beginning of 

13 

August. 



14 


Q. 

2000? 

15 


A. 

Yes. 

16 


Q. 

Until when? 

17 


A. 

I don't remember exactly. 

18 


Q- 

Well, would you say it's about two years later? 

19 

INTERPRETER TO 

i MS. TAYLOR 

20 


Q. 

I beg your pardon? 

21 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 

22 


Q. 

Would you say it was two years later? 

23 


A. 

Approximately, but I don't remember. 

24 


Q- 

Okay, did you continue to work there after your 

25 

divorce? 

Yes 

or no? 
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A. I don't remember. 

Q. Well, when were you divorced? 

A. In 2001, in December. 

Q. Right, and if you worked at Flash Dance for two 
years starting in about July or August 2000, you were still 
working there when you were divorced, correct? 

A. Approximately, yes, but I don't remember exactly 
the exact months. 

Q. Okay, did you continue to work there after you 
stopped living with your husband in December of 2000? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because I didn't know anybody. I didn't know 
where I can find a job. 

Q. But at that point, he wasn't forcing you to work 
there because you and him did not live together anymore, correct? 

A. I worked a very few days because my main goal was 
to work as a model, not to waste my life. 

Q. But I still need a yes or no, ma'am. 

A. Did I work two years? 

Q. You continued to work there after you physically 
separated from your husband, correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Well my question is, he wasn't forcing you to work 
there as you and him did not live together anymore after that 
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1 

time, is that 

correct? 

2 

A. 

That's right, no. 

3 

Q. 

How much did you get paid as a dancer per week or 

4 

per month? 


5 

A. 

It depends how many days. 

6 

Q. 

Approximately? 

7 

A. 

Sometimes $100 a day, sometimes $200, sometimes 

8 

$300. 


9 

Q. 

So about $100 to $300 a day, correct? 

10 

A. 

Approximately. 

11 

Q. 

And how many days did you work? 


A. 

It varied. 

13 

Q. 

From what to what? From how many to how many? 

14 

A. 

Sometimes four days, sometimes once a week, and 

15 

sometimes I didn't work at all, on vacation. 

16 

Q. 

Who initiated your divorce, you your husband? 

17 

A. 

I wanted to do it, but he beat me to it. 

18 

Q. 

So he actually filed the paperwork first? 

19 

A. 

Yes . 

20 

Q. 

Did you have a diary anywhere in the world? Yes 

21 

or no? 


22 

A. 

I had a book that I had about my fantasies and 

23 

some of them 

were real events. 

24 

Q. 

Well your attorney asked you if you had a diary 

25 

and you said 

yes, and it was stolen from you in 2001, is that 
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1 


correct? 


2 


A. 

Yeah, that was my book. 

3 


Q. 

So, you had a diary or a book, as you call it? 

4 


A. 

Yes. 

5 


Q- 

How many? 

6 


A. 

One. 

7 


Q. 

Okay, when did you start writing in that book or 

8 

diary? 



9 


A. 

Approximately, from '99. 

10 


Q. 

And when did you stop writing? 

11 


A. 

When I lived with my husband. 



Q. 

What year and month? 

13 


A. 

August or September in 2000. 

14 


Q. 

Now you said it contained some relevance and some 

15 

fantasies 

, is 

that correct? 

16 


A. 

Yes. 

17 


Q. 

Did you read, well you know that your initial 

18 

petition 

was 

denied by the Immigration Service, correct? 

19 


A. 

Yes. 

20 


Q. 

Did you read that denial? 

21 


A. 

Yes. 

22 


Q. 

So you know what it says? 

23 


A. 

Yes. 

^24 


Q. 

And as your attorney pointed out, it has some 

25 

quotes from a 

diary that was alleged to be yours. 
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2 Q. I'm just going to read a quote that allegedly came 

3 from your diary. 

4 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

5 Q. Objection, Your Honor. We've been through this, 

6 and unless they're prepared to show where the quote came from, 

7 I'm going to object to it. 

8 A. The quote is from the decision, the decision is in 

9 the record. 

10 Q. Well I thought we went over it, okay. 

11 A. And you read the decision as well as the Service, 

2 so I think in view of that, the objection ought to be sustained. 

13 I'm sorry, the objection ought to be overruled, excuse me. 

14 Q. That's fine. 

15 MS. TAYLOR TO JUDGE 

16 Q. Thank you, I'll ask my question. 

17 A. Go ahead. 

18 MS. TAYLOR TO MS. SHIPILINA 

19 Q. Part of the denial indicates a quote from your 

20 alleged diary. It states that on November 29th, 1999, you 

21 performed dances in Mexico for customers. Is that a fantasy or 

22 is that a real event? 

23 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

24 Q. Objection, Your Honor. 

25 A. Basis? 
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1 Q. Well this is quoting from something that's never 

2 been either authenticated or proven, and now she's being asked to 

3 attest to the truth of the statement based on something which we 

4 don't know, it's like double or triple hearsay. 

5 A. Sustained, after the form of the question. 

6 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 


7 

Q. 

You can rephrase the question. 


8 

A. 

Sure, Judge. 


9 

MS. TAYLOR TO ] 

MS. SHIPILINA 


10 

Q. 

Okay, the entry from November 29th, 1999, . 

11 

written in the 

denial of the termination of condition 

of 


status indicates that you performed dances with customers 

13 

Mexico. Do you have any knowledge of that? 


14 

INTERPRETER TO 

MS. TAYLOR 


15 

Q- 

What was the question again? 


16 

A. 

Do you knowledge of that? 


17 

Q. 

That I danced in Mexico? 


18 

Q. 

Yes. 


19 

A. 

Yes, I did dance. 


20 

Q. 

In Mexico? 


21 

A. 

Yes. 


22 

Q. 

At what type of establishment? Was it 

an 

23 

establishment 

like Flash Dance in New York? 


^24 

A. 

It was of a very high level. 


25 

Q. 

I don't know what that means? 
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1 


A. 

It was also a club. 


2 


Q. 

Was it a strip club? 


3 


A. 

Yes. 


4 


Q. 

Now you said you had a visa to go to Mexico, what 

5 

visa 

did you have? 


6 


A. 

It was a tourist visa. 


7 


Q. 

Were you allowed to work in Mexico with that type 

8 

of visa? 



9 


A. 

No. 


10 


Q. 

But you worked anyway, correct? 


11 


A. 

Yes. 


^a.2 


Q. 

How long were you in Mexico, how many 

months? 

13 


A. 

Few months. 


14 


Q. 

What's a few months? 


15 


A. 

Approximately, two, three months. 


16 


Q. 

Were you ever arrested in Mexico? 


17 


A. 

No. 


18 


Q. 

What countries have you been to other 

than Mexico 

19 

and 

the United 

States? 


20 

MR. 

SACHS TO JUDGE 


21 


Q. 

Objection, Your Honor, can we narrow 

that down, 

22 

from the time 

she was born until -- 


23 

MS. 

TAYLOR TO 

MR. SACHS 




Q. 

Okay, I'll narrow it. 


25 


A. 

Please. 
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1 


MS. TAYLOR TO JUDGE 


2 


Q. 

Since you were 18-years-old, what countries have 

3 

you been to 

besides the United States and Mexico? 

4 


A. 

Cyprus, Turkey, Italy and USA. 

5 


Q. 

Did you have visas to go to Cyprus, Turkey and 

6 

Italy? 



7 


A. 

Yes, it's very easy. 

8 


Q. 

So you had visas to enter these countries? 

9 


A. 

Of course. 

10 


Q. 

What was the purpose of these trips? 

11 


A. 

Relaxation with my mother, and perhaps to find 


some work 

as modeling jobs. 

13 


Q. 

Did you ever work in any of those countries? 

14 


A. 

Yes. 

15 


Q. 

Which ones? 

16 


A. 

Cyprus. 

17 


Q. 

What about Turkey or Italy? 

18 


A. 

No. 

19 


Q. 

What was your work in Cyprus? 

20 


A. 

When? 

21 


Q. 

What was your work in Cyprus? 

22 


A 

I was dancing. 

23 


Q 

In a strip club also? 

^24 


A 

Yes. 

25 


Q 

How long did you do that in Cyprus? 
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1 

A. 

Approximately, six months. 

2 

Q. 

Have you ever been a prostitute anywhere in the 

3 

world since you turned 18? 

4 

A. 

No, never. 

5 

Q. 

Have you ever sold or trafficked any illegal 

6 

drugs? 


7 

A. 

No. 

8 

Q. 

Now you said you worked in the United States, 

9 

correct? 


10 

A. 

Yes. 

11 

Q. 

And you worked as a model for trade shows? 


A. 

And also promotions. 

13 

Q. 

Okay, what type of trade shows? 

14 

A. 

Software, hardware, food, wine, bars, light show, 

15 

quarterly show 

• 

16 

Q. 

Okay, approximately, how much do you earn monthly 

17 

or weekly? 


18 

A. 

It varies. Sometimes I have no work and sometimes 

19 

a week I make , 

as much as, you know, every two weeks. 

20 

Q- 

After you stopped working at Flash Dance, have you 

21 

ever worked at 

any other strip club? 

22 

A. 

No. 

23 

Q. 

Have you ever been arrested anywhere in the world? 

^_24 

A. 

No. 

25 

Q. 

When was the last time you ever had any contact 


A 47 202 363 


82 


March 20, 2008 


1 with your ex-husband? 

2 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

3 Q. I didn't hear the question. 

4 MS. TAYLOR TO MS. SHIPILINA 

5 Q. When was the last time you had any contact with 

6 your ex-husband? 

7 MR. SACHS TO JUDGE 

8 Q. Excuse me, Your Honor, could we just clarify that 

9 personal contact, telephone contact? 


10 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 


11 

Q. 

Any type of contact? 


^2 

A. 

It was long time ago, but as far as I remember, 

it 

13 

was when there was the divorce. 


14 

Q. 

Did your husband have any children? 


15 

A. 

No. 


16 

Q. 

Was he ever married before you? 


17 

A. 

Never. 


18 

MS. TAYLOR TO 

JUDGE 


19 

Q. 

I don't have any more questions. 


20 

JUDGE TO MS. 

SHIPILINA 


21 

22 

Q. 

year? 

When were you working at the club in Mexico, what 

23 

A. 

Approximately, from August to November of 1990. 


^_24 

25 

Q. 

husband? 

And on that trip to Mexico, were you with your 

ex- 
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A. No. 

Q. Had you met him yet by that time? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did he in any way pressure you to work at the club 

in Mexico? 

A. No. 

Q. And when did you work at the strip club in Cyprus? 

A. We have not met yet. 

Q. Well do you know when you worked there, what year? 

A. Approximately, from January to June, '99. 

Q. You're claiming that you were working at a strip 
club in New York because essentially because your husband forced 
you to. It would appear, in fact, that you willingly worked in 
strip clubs even before that, and worked in the strip club in New 
York, even after you were separated from your husband. Can you 
explain that behavior? 

A. When I worked in Cyprus, my mother and myself were 
refugees. In Mexico, we desperately needed money and when I came 
here I didn't want to do this anymore, and I wanted to work as a 
model, but my husband didn't give me any sources, any support and 
he told me that this is the only thing I can do. 

Q. When Ms. Taylor asked you a few minutes ago about 
your trips to Cyprus, Turkey, Italy, she asked you the reason for 
the trips. You answered that they were relaxation trips with 
your mother, you didn't say anything about being a refugee in 
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Cyprus, is there any special reason why you didn't give that 
answer? 

A. I don't understand the question. 

Q. Well, a few minutes ago, Ms. Taylor was asking you 
about the countries you had visited. You responded that you had 
visited Cyprus, Turkey, Italy. Do you remember that? 

A. Yes. 

Q. She asked you if you had visas to go to those 
countries, you said that you did. Remember that? 

A. Yes. 

Q. She asked you the reasons for the visits to those 
countries. You answered that they were relaxation trips with 
your mother. Do you remember giving that answer? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now you didn't say anything about being a refugee 
in Cyprus when Ms. Taylor asked you the question about those 
trips. Is there any special reason why you did not tell Ms. 

Taylor when she asked you the question, that you were a refugee 
in Cyprus? 

A. I didn't mean that we were refugees on Cyprus, 
what I meant is that we were refugees in Russia. We left the 
area where there was war and we couldn't sell anything. 

Q. Am I to understand from your answer then, that the 
reason you were dancing at a strip club in Cyprus was because you 
were suffering some manner of financial hardship? 

A 47 202 363 85 March 20, 2008 



1 A. Yes. 

2 Q. Now, at the time that you were residing with your 

3 husband in the United States, now your ex-husband, did you ever 

4 have a bank account? 


5 



A. 

We didn't have a joint bank. 


6 



Q. 

Did you have a bank account? 


7 



A. 

Yes, I opened an account in bank. 


8 



Q. 

And where was that account? 


9 



A. 

Citibank. 


10 



Q. 

Is there any special reason why it was : 

not a joint 

11 

account 

with 

your husband? 


^2 



A. 

I wanted, but he didn't want to show me 

how much 

13 

money 

he 

has. 



14 



Q. 

I don't know if I understand your answer. Why 

15 

would 

the amount of money that he has or does not have 

prevent 

16 

you from 

creating a joint bank account with him? 


17 



A. 

He didn't want to, I don't know why. 


18 



Q. 

And from your testimony, it sounds like 

that you 

19 

never 

joined 

in one of his bank accounts? 


20 



A. 

No. 


21 



Q. 

You've already explained the situation 

about your 

22 

tax returns. 

When you lived with your husband in New 

York, what 

23 

kind 

of 

place did you live in? 





A. 

The address was 545 East 14th Street, Apartment 


25 10-D. 
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1 Q. Was that a co-op, a condo, a rental unit, do you 

2 know? 

3 A. He said it was an apartment, it was a stable rent, 

4 as far as I remember, it was $800. 

5 Q. Was that a place that he was already living in or 

6 is that a place that the two of you found together? 

7 A. He was already living there. 

8 Q. Did you ever express an interest in being placed 

9 on the lease with him as a joint tenant? 

10 A. He just only asked me half for the rent. 

11 Q. So you were contributing to the rent? 

^J.2 A. Yes, for the television, far the lights. 

13 Q. When you made these payments, did you make them 

14 directly to him or did you pay the landlord? 

15 A. I paid to him personally. 

16 Q. Did you ever purchase anything jointly with your 

17 ex-husband? 

18 A. Yes. 

19 Q. What? 

20 A. Well I helped him buy clothing, jackets, from as 

21 far as furniture is concerned, he didn't want anything, he had 

22 everything he needed. 

23 Q. Okay, but my question really goes to whether the 
two of you held any joint ownership of anything? 

25 A. We had only, the only thing we had together was 
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1 Oxford Insurance. 

2 Q. Can you describe what the nature of that was? 

3 A. It was health insurance. He said that in this 

4 country it's very important to have, and I listened to him and 

5 together to feel healthy. 

6 Q. Was that insurance through his job of through your 

7 employment, or what was the source of the insurance? 

8 A. He had it and we just kind of split it, I don't 

9 know. 

10 Q. Were the two of you named as beneficiaries on the 

11 insurance? 

^-0.2 A. Yes. 

13 Q. I don't happen to have anything which proves the 

14 existence of this insurance, is there any special reason why? 

15 A. I remember I had paperwork, I had papers. 

16 Q. Well I don't have the papers. Is there any 

17 special reason why you have not presented them in support of your 

18 case? 

19 A. I don't know, maybe I lost them, but I have it. 

20 Q. Do you mean by your answer that you do not know 

21 where the papers are now? 

22 A. Yes, I don't remember. 

23 Q. Did you ever have any life insurance when you 
^24 lived with your ex-husband? 

25 A. No. 
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Q. 


Any special reason why? 

You know, in my culture, it's not common to have 


1 

2 A. 

3 something like that, I didn't think about this. 

4 Q. Now, when you were living with your ex-husband in 

5 the United States, did you or did the two of you commonly 

6 socialize with other people? 

7 A. Yes. 

8 Q. Now you told us about the visits to the Flash 

9 Dance Club. Was there any socializing independent of that, such 

10 as going out to dinner with people or having people over to your 

11 apartment? 

^J.2 A. No. 

13 Q. Well what kind of socializing did you do, if any? 

14 A. Well he was doing martial arts, and he has a 

15 teacher. 

16 Q. What were you doing when you're socializing 

17 together? 

18 A. And there was a girl and her boyfriend, she was 

19 Czechoslovakian, that lived in the apartment, and we went with 

20 them together to dinner. 

21 Q. Lived in your apartment? 

22 A. She lived there during the time that he was in 

23 Russia working. 

^_24 Q. Have you maintained contact with that couple at 

25 all? 
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1 A. No, because my husband turned everybody against 

2 me, nobody wanted to socialize with me. 

3 Q. The reason I'm asking you these questions, I'm 

4 trying to determine if there was any actual proof that the two of 

5 you had a legitimate relationship as husband and wife. I have no 

6 witnesses here who could attest to that. I have no documents in 

7 support of the joint relationship during the marriage. You did 

8 submit the un-executed business agreement, but it actually 

9 appears to be a proposed business agreement, not a document 

10 between a husband and wife. Did you make any efforts to contact 

11 the Oxford Insurance Company to confirm the two of you did have 
health insurance together? 

13 A. I didn't call, but I can. 

14 Q. Your trial is today, ma'am, is there any special 

15 reason why you didn't call? 

16 A. I just don't understand the system. 

17 Q. Well you have an attorney to advise you, that's 

18 why you have the attorney to assist you. 

19 JUDGE TO MS. TAYLOR 

20 Q. Ms. Taylor, do you have any questions based on my 

21 questions? 

22 A. No, Judge. 

23 JUDGE TO MR. SACHS 

24 Q. Mr. Sachs, redirect? 

25 A. There's just a couple, briefly, Judge. 
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1 

Q. 

Go ahead. 

2 

MR. SACHS TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 

3 

Q. 

When and where did you get married? 

4 

JUDGE TO MR. 

SACHS 

5 

Q. 

I'm sorry, I didn't hear the question? 

6 

A. 

When and where did you get married? 

7 

Q- 

We, that's already in the record. 

8 

MS. TAYLOR TC 

i JUDGE 

9 

Q. 

That's asked and answered. 

10 

MR. SACHS TO 

JUDGE 

11 

Q. 

Okay. 

^2 

MR. SACHS TO 

MS. SHIPILINA 

13 

Q- 

After you got married, you were married in Russia 

14 

is that right 

;? 

15 

A. 

Yes. 

16 

Q. 

Did you live with your husband after you got 

17 

married? 


18 

A. 

Yes, he lived with us at home and I used to go 

19 

visit him in 

Moscow where we used to live together in his 

20 

apartment. 


21 

Q- 

So that, since you were married, other than here 

22 

in the United States, you did live with your husband? 

23 

A. 

Yes, we lived. 

^—24 

Q. 

Okay, as far as your modeling work, have you ever 

25 

had any jobs 

on television? 
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1 

A. 

Yes . 

2 

Q. 

Can you describe some of them? 

3 

A. 

Here in America? 

4 

Q. 

Here in America. 

5 

A. 

I worked for Spike TV, CMBC, Good Morning America 

6 

in the movie, 

My Super Ex-Girlfriend -- 

7 

Q. 

Well most of these you had as a model? 

8 

A. 

As a model, as an actress. 

9 

MR. SACHS TO 

JUDGE 

10 

Q. 

I have no further questions. Judge. 

11 

JUDGE TO MS. 

SHIPILINA 

z^.2 

Q. 

Thank you, ma'am, your testimony is finished. 

13 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 

14 

Q. 

Ms. Taylor, where do we stand with the checks in 

15 

this case? 


16 

A. 

They all are clear and complete. Judge. 

17 

Q. 

Thank you. 

18 


JUDGE RENDERS ORAL DECISION 

19 

JUDGE TO MR, 

. SACHS 

20 

Q. 

Mr. Sachs, is the respondent reserving the right 

21 

to appeal? 


22 

A. 

Yes, Your Honor. 

23 

Q. 

The appeal must be received at the Board by April 


21st, 2008. 


25 

JUDGE TO MS. 

TAYLOR 


A 47 202 363 


92 


March 20, 2008 



V 


Service? 


Q. Ms. Taylor, is the decision final as for the 


A. Yes, Judge. 


JUDGE FOR THE RECORD 


The hearing is closed. 


HEARING CLOSED 


^24 
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Decision offlre Board of Immigration Appeals 


File: A047 202 363 - New York, NY Date: 

In re: ALINA SHIPILINA 
IN REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS 
APPEAL 

ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT: Jack Sachs, Esquire 

ON BEHALF OF DHS: Khalilah M. Taylor 

Assistant Chief Counsel 

CHARGE: 


FEB 1 2 2003 


Notice: Sec. 237(a)(l)(D)(i), I&N Act [8 U.S.C. § 1227(a)(l)(D)(i)] - 

Conditional resident status terminated 

APPLICATION: Waiver of filing joint petition to remove conditions on status 


The respondent, a native and citizen of Russia, appeals the March 20,2008, denial of her request 
for a waiver under section 216(c)(4) ofthe Immigration and Nationality Act, 8U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(4). 
See also 8 C.F.R. § 216.5. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The respondent was admitted to the United States as a conditional permanent resident on July 10, 
2000, based on her marriage to a United States citizen on March 11,2000 (I.J. at 1-2; Exhs. 1 and 
2C). After her marriage ended in divorce on December 18, 2001, she filed an application for a 
waiver of the joint petition filing requirements with the Department of Homeland Security (“DHS”) 
on June 1,2002 (I.J. at 2; Exh. 2C). The DHS denied this application on October 1,2004, finding 
that she failed to establish that she entered into her marriage in good faith (I.J. at 2; Exh. 2C). The 
respondent renewed her application in these proceedings and the Immigration Judge similarly held 
that she failed to show that she entered into a good faith marriage (I.J. at 3-8). 

On July 18, 2008, we rejected the respondent’s motion to accept a late-filed brief. Thus, we 
consider only the arguments raised in the Notice of Appeal. The respondent generally avers that her 
“right to due process was violated at several stages of the adjudication process.” We disagree, as the 
transcript demonstrates that she received a full and fair hearing below. The respondent also argues 
that the DHS’s denial of her petition to remove the conditions on her residence was unfounded and 
based on unauthenticated evidence. Even if this were true, the Immigration Judge did not simply 
consider the DHS denial in determining that the respondent did not enter into her marriage in good 
faith. On the contrary, he supported this finding by noting: (a) the lack of evidence that she 
commingled assets and property with her ex-husband; (b) her filing of a tax return as “single” for 





the calendar year during which she was married; (c) her lack of a joint bank account with her ex- 
husband; (d) her failure to submit corroborating evidence of joint health insurance with her former 
spouse; (e) the lack of children from the marriage; (f) the absence of witnesses with firsthand 
knowledge of the couple’s cohabitation; and (g) the absence of other reliable documentation 
demonstrating a good faith marriage (I.J. at 4-7; Tr, at 63-64,83, 85-90). See 8 C.F.R. § 216.5(e)(2). 
In addition, the respondent’s assertion that her ex-husband forced her to work as a nude dancer in 
the United States is undermined by the fact that she worked in this profession before and after her 
divorce (I.J. at 6-7; Tr. at 60-62, 73-85). In any event, this claim does not relate to the pivotal issue 
of whether she entered into her marriage in good faith. For these reasons, we find no reversible 
error in the denial of the respondent’s application for a waiver under section 216(c)(4) of the Act. 

Accordingly, the following order is entered. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 



FOR THE BOARD 


U.S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW 
IMMIGRATION COURT 
26 FEDERAL PLZ 12TH FL.,RM1237 
NEW YORK, NY 10278 


In the Matter of: He 


OLGA FLOROFF, ESQ. 

87-10 QUEENS BLVD., 2ND FLOOR 
ELMHURST, NY 11373 


Case No.; 


i(b) (6) 


IN REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS 


DISTRICT COUNSEL, NYC DISTRICT, DHS 


ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUDGE 

It is HEREBY ORDERED that the case be administratively closed for the following 
reason: 


( ) 





This case remains under the jurisdiction and docket control of the immigration 
court. If either party in this case desires further action on this matter, at 
any time hereafter, a written motion to recalendar the case (including a certi¬ 
ficate of service on the opposing party) must be filed with the Office of the 
Immigration Court having administrative control over the Record of Proceeding 
in this case. 


7^4 
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ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


Tel: (917)687-0652 
roy 17 den@gmail .com 


August 19, 2014 


Jeff Rosenblum, General Counsel 
Office of the General Counsel 
Executive Office for Immigration Review 
U.S. Department of Justice 
5107 Leesburg Pike 
Falls Church, VA 20530 


Dear Mr. Rosenblum: 

In the second removal proceeding of Alina Shipilina, 047 202 363, a Russian alien, the 
Immigration Judge administratively closed the proceeding because “BIA reports it does not have 
the file.” (Ex. A, Immigration Court Order, June 1, 2012). 

I cannot provide you with the entire file, but I can provide a copy of a key document— 
her diary—that, in part, resulted in the Immigration Court upholding her removal in her first 
removal proceeding (Ex. B, Removal Proceeding Transcript, pp. 76 - 86), and the BIA affirming 
that decision (Ex. C, In re Alina Shipilina, page 2, February 12, 2009). 

If E.O.I.R. is interested in replacing part of its “lost” file, please let me know. 


Sincerely, 

/S/ 


Roy Den Hollander 




U.S. Department of Justice 

Executive Office for Immigration Review 

Office of the General Counsel 

5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2600 
Falls Church, Virginia 20530 

September 24, 2014 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, NY 10009 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

Your August 19, 2014, letter to the Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) 
was referred to me for response. You offer to provide a diary belonging to Alina Shipilina, 
which you say is relevant to an appeal that was pending in 2012 with the Board of Immigration 
Appeals (Board) relating to a visa petition filed on Ms. Shipilina’s behalf. In appeals involving 
visa petitions, the file is transferred directly from the Department of Homeland Security, United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Services, to the Board. The Board makes its decision based 
on materials in the file, as well as those submitted by parties. EOIR does not accept documents, 
such as Ms. Shipilina’s diary, from non-parties. 


Sincerely, 



Emmett Sog£r 
Associate General Counsel 



545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel: (917)687-0652 
roy 17 den@gmail .com 


October 25, 2014 


Michael E. Horowitz 

Inspector General 

U.S. Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Ste. 4706 

Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 

Dear Mr. Horowitz: 

On February 12, 2009, the Board of Immigration Appeals upheld an Immigration Court’s 
decision to remove the alien Alina Shipilina (INA 047-202-363), an associate of the Chechen 
Special Islamic Regiment, for marriage fraud. (Ex. A, B.I.A. Decision). 

Prior to the B.I.A.’s decision, Ms. Shipilina for a second time had married and divorced 
an American. Upon the B.I.A.’s dismissal of her appeal, she once again filed for a VAWA 
waiver. USCIS denied that waiver based, in part, on the contents of her file from her application 
for a VAWA waiver concerning her first marriage. USCIS concluded Ms. Shipilina’s second 
marriage was fraudulent as was the first and placed her into removal proceedings. 

Ms. Shipilina appealed the USCIS’s second denial to the B.I.A. On March 30, 2012, the 
Immigration Judge adjourned her Master Hearing to June 1, 2012, in order to obtain 
confirmation that Ms. Shipilina was appealing USCIS’s second decision to have her removed. 

On June 1, 2012, the Immigration Judge administratively closed the removal proceeding 
against Ms. Shipilina because B.I.A. “does not have [her] file.” (Ex. B, Order of the 
Immigration Judge). 

Apparently Ms. Shipilina’s file, which contained reports from the F.B.I. and D.E.A. 
concerning her, has disappeared, so she remains within this country. Such occurrences are 
common in her homelands of Russia and Chechnya, but I thought they no longer happened here. 

If there are any questions, please contact me. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 

/S/ 


Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 


Tel: (917)687-0652 
roy 17 den@gmail .com 


February 20, 2015 

Senator Chuck Grassley 
Senate Judiciary Committee Chainnan 
224 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6050 

Dear Senator Grassley: 

The immigration file on a Russian associate of the Chechen Special Islamic Regiment 
disappeared when the alien appealed a U.S.C.I.S. removal decision to the D.O.J. Board of 
Immigration Appeals. The file included reports by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Drug 
Enforcement Agency and the Defense Intelligence Agency. 

Neither the General Counsel for the D.O.J. Executive Office for Immigration Review nor the 

D. O.J. Inspector General is concerned over how such a file could disappear. 

In response to a letter notifying General Counsel Jeff Rosenblum of the disappearance, his office 
ignored that the file had disappeared and ignored that the case was administratively closed as a 
result. (Ex. A, Response & Ex. B, Order of the Immigration Judge). Inspector General Michael 

E. Horowitz has not even bother to respond to an October 25, 2014, notification. (Ex. C). 

The alien is a Russian raised in Grozny, Chechnya: Alina Shipilina (INA 047-202-363). 
U.S.C.I.S. denied her application for a V.A.W.A. waiver based on the contents of the 
disappeared file by concluding that Ms. Shipilina’s second marriage to a U.S. citizen was 
fraudulent—just as was her first marriage to a U.S. citizen—and placed her in a removal 
proceeding. 

On March 30, 2012, Immigration Judge Jesse B. Christensen adjourned her removal hearing to 
June 1, 2012, in order to obtain confirmation that Ms. Shipilina was appealing to the B.I.A 
U.S.C.I.S.’s second decision to have her removed. 


On June 1, 2012, the Immigration Judge administratively closed the removal proceeding against 
Ms. Shipilina because B.I.A. “reports it does not have the file.” (Ex. B). 

As a former manager of Kroll Associates in Moscow, I know such occurrences are common in 
Ms. Shipilina’s homelands of Russia and Chechnya, but I had mistakenly believed they no 
longer happened here. 


Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 


/S/ Roy Den Hollander 



545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 


ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
Attorney at Law 

Tel: (917)687-0652 
rdenhollander97@gsb. Columbia .edu 

May 1,2017 


Jefferson B. Sessions 
Attorney General of the United States 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 

Dear Attorney General Sessions: 

Immigration Judge Jesse B. Christensen, appointed by the Obama Administration, 
dismissed the second removal proceeding against a Russian national with ties to the Chechen 
Barayev crime organization because the Russian’s immigration file had disappeared. (Exhibit A, 
Avetisyan Dismissal because the Board of Immigration Appeal “does not have the file.”). 

As a former manager of Kroll Associates in Moscow, Russia, I was aware of crucial files 
disappearing from government offices in both Russia and Mexico through bribery, but never 
realized that the practice had apparently reached America under the Obama Administration. 

The Russian national is Alina Alexandrovna Shipilina (INA 047-202-363), raised in 
Grozny, Chechnya, and still living and working in New York City. 

On October 1, 2004, the Department of Homeland Security denied her first application 
for a waiver under the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(4), based on the 
contents of her file and placed her in a removal proceeding. Her file contained reports from the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Drug Enforcement Agency and the Defense Intelligence 
Agency. 

On March 20, 2008, Immigration Judge Paul A. DeFonzo ruled that she be deported. Ms. 
Shipilina appealed to the B.I.A., which denied her appeal on February 2, 2009. (Exhibit B, 

B.I.A. decision denying appeal). 

While her appeal was still pending, Ms. Shipilina married an America for a second time 
and subsequently filed once again for a waiver under 8 U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(4). The Department of 
Homeland Security for a second time denied her application once again based on the contents of 
her file and placed her in a removal proceeding for a second time. 

On March 30, 2012, Immigration Judge Jesse B. Christensen adjourned her removal 
hearing to June 1, 2012, in order to obtain confirmation that Ms. Shipilina was again appealing 
to the B.I.A. the Department of Homeland Security’s second decision to have her removed. 



On June 1, 2012, Immigration Judge Jesse B. Christensen administratively closed the 
removal proceeding against Ms. Shipilina because B.I.A. “reports it does not have the file.” (Ex. 
A). 

In 2015, the above information was provided to the General Counsel for the D.O.J. 
Executive Office for Immigration Review and the D.O.J. Inspector General, but given the 
Obama Administration’s policies, neither took any action. 

Perhaps now with you as Attorney General, the Department of Justice may look into this 
micro-aggression against the rule of law. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 

/s/ 

Roy Den Hollander 


2 



U.S. Department of Justice 

Executive Office for Immigration Review 
Office of the General Counsel 


5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2600 
Falls Church, Virginia 22041 

June 5, 2017 

Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 th Street, 10D 
New York, NY 10009 

Dear Mr. Hollander: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence to the Attorney General, Jefferson B. 
Sessions III, of the United States Department of Justice, dated February 2017. Your letter has 
been referred the Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR), Office of the General 
Counsel, for response. In your letter, you expressed concern regarding an Immigration Judge’s 
adjudication of a removal proceeding in 2012. 

EOIR’s primary mission is to adjudicate immigration cases by fairly, expeditiously, and 
uniformly interpreting and administering the Nation’s immigration laws. Under delegated 
authority of the Attorney General, EOIR conducts immigration court proceedings in the 58 
immigration courts located throughout the Nation. In addition, EOIR includes the Board of 
Immigration Appeals (BIA), which is the highest administrative body for interpreting and 
applying immigration laws. The BIA has nationwide jurisdiction to hear appeals from certain 
decisions made by immigration judges and by district directors of the Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS). Most BIA decisions are subject to judicial review in the federal courts of 
appeals and, ultimately, by the United States Supreme Court. Throughout its daily operations, 
EOIR is committed to adjudicating immigration cases and rendering immigration decisions in a 
careful and timely manner, guided by the standards of due process and fair treatment for all 
parties involved. 

Your letter will be sent to the Office of the Chief Immigration Judge, who has established 
a procedure that allows any person to file a complaint about the conduct of an Immigration 
Judge. Thank you again for your letter to the Attorney General and for your suggestions on how 
to improve the immigration system. 



EOIR WF ID 158682 
ES WF ID 3830941 


Sincerely, 



Christina~Baptista 
Senior Counsel 




U.S. Department of Justice 

Executive Office for Immigration Review 

Office of the Chief Immigration Judge 

5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2500 
Falls Church, Virginia 22041 


July 27, 2017 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14th Street, 10D 
New York, NY 10009 


Dear Mr. Hollander: 

We received your letter dated May 1, 2017. However, we are unable to take action on your 
concerns at this time. 

This office handles complaints about immigration judge misconduct. Your message does not 
specifically allege that an immigration judge has engaged in misconduct, and following a 
complete review of your concerns, we have determined that no judicial misconduct occurred. 
Accordingly, this matter is considered closed. 


Sincerely, 

Conduct and Professionalism Unit 
Office of the Chief Immigration Judge 



Responses to Frank Meo’s Questions 7/24/18, re: Alina (“Angelina”) Aexandrovna 

Shipilina 

1. Any government officials pursue investigations? 

a. Brett C. Stanley, US Immigration and Naturalization Service, American Embassy, 
PSC 77 - INS, APO, AE 09721,Moscow, Russia, initiated deportation 
proceedings against Shipilina. 

b. NYC Board of Elections referred Shipilina’s registering to vote to the Queens’ 

DA and the U.S. Attorney for the Eastern District in . 

2. Anyone in the U.S. who may know about Shipilina’s activities past and present? 

a. Shipilina’s only friend in the U.S. whom I met was Tatyanna, another stripper at 
Flash Dancers in November 2000 and a martial arts student at what I recall was 
World Oyama Karate - Matsumoto Dojo during that time. It is now at 754 9th 
Ave, New York, NY 10019. I can not find her last name, if I ever knew it. 

b. Anastasia Anatolyevna Vasilyeva and Nicolay (“Dima”) N. Vasilyev: Dima took 
his wife’s last name. The two ran the Tatyanna Vasilyeva House of Fashion, a 
call girl operation in Krasnodar, Russia. They sent Shipilina and other girls to 
work in Cyprus brothels and brothels in other countries. They expanded their 
operations to Valentina Women’s Clothing Store and Custom Tailoring at 18900 
W. Bluemound Rd., Brookfield, Wise 53045, tel. 262 796 0434. 

As of July 2003: Anastasia A. Vasilyeva, Social Security number 395-21-8413 
Pennanent resident card (green card) number 047-469-650, 2876 A SOUTH 
46TH STREET, MILWAUKEE WISCONSIN 53219. Nicolay N. Vasilyev, 
Social security number 395-21-8414, Permanent resident card (green card) 
number 047-469-651, 2876 A SOUTH 46 th STREET, MILWAUKEE, 
WISCONSIN 53219, (414) 545-16-74 

c. Barry P. Babler: FBI special agent in Milwaukee who told Cynthia D. Zahnow, 
an associate of the Vasilyevas, to file a harassment complaint with Brookfield 
Police against Den Hollander, according to what Zahnow told the Brookfield 
Police. Zahnow worked at Valentina Women’s Clothing Store or at Custom 
Tailoring. 

d. Bob Henning: New York City detective from the 114 th Precinct in Astoria, 
Queens. Tried to arrest Den Hollander for violating an order of protection that 
had been dismissed. Apparently, knew Shipilina personally. 

e. Gene Kazenko: INS agent to whom Den Hollander complained about Shipilina 
lying on her immigration papers. Kazenko subsequently claimed he interviewed 
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Shipilina but could not do anything because he had no confirmation that she was 
connected to organized crime. 

f. Grace Del Marco Models for Print and TV, Dee Simmons-Edelstein Director: 
Shipilina’s first New York City model agency, then located in the Empire State 
Building. 

g. Inessa Alexnadrovna Shipilina is Shipilina’s mother whom she may have 
sponsored for a green card under the family exemption. 

h. Jack Sachs: Shipilina’s lawyer for her first removal proceeding. 

i. John Madison or John Pierre: Threatened Den Hollander three times not to 
pursue activities in divorce/annulment proceedings and the indictment of Inessa 
Shipilina in Russia for criminal defamation. True identity known to Mario 
Pisano, FBI agent, 212 384 2295, and Vadim Thomas, FBI, 212 384 3698, agent, 
with whom Den Hollander met February 13, 2002, at 26 Federal Plaza. 

j. Lu Lieber FBI Office of Professional Responsibility: Telephone call from her 
around 11:40am Wednesday, Feb. 4, 2004, in which Lieber said the FBI would 
not tell me the results of the substance tested, the FBI would not tell me the name 
of the man who made the threats, but did say they knew who the man was that 
made the threats, and that the FBI has no obligation to provide information or the 
results of an on going investigation. [Pisano and Thomas never said there was an 
on going investigation when they refused to provide Den Hollander with any 
information.] 

Lieber also stressed that the FBI was under no obligation to answer the 
professional responsibility complaint I made by telephone against Thomas and 
Pisano and that her telephone call was a courtesy. I responded that the courtesy 
was my listening to a nasty government bureaucrat tell a US citizen that the FBI 
was not going to help him. (John Madison in his second threatening telephone 
call also used the phrase this is a “courtesy call.”). Lieber refused to provide the 
FBI’s decisions in writing. 

k. Dr. Marc L. Paulsen: California doctor who produces pornography in Russia and 
imports it to Southern California. At one point, Custom’s seized some of his 
pornography that he was bringing into the U.S. 

l. Nicholas Mundy: Shipilina’s first immigration lawyer and employer of Peter 
Petrovich. Both tried to get Den Hollander to lie on an affidavit to the INS in 
order for Shipilina to obtain a pennanent residency. 

3. Did Shipilina have any connections to Russian Intelligence? 
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a. Her former boy friend in Krasnodar had a brother who worked for the FSB. She 
went to him for assistance such as obtaining Aeroflot tickets quickly. 
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By Taylor Tiamoyo Harris , tharris@n i advancemedia.com . 

NJ Advance Media for NJ.com 

A Fort Lee man with weapons charges stemming from a 
2014 police raid was sentenced to five years in state 
prison. 

Orig inally char ged with multiple weapons and drugs 
charges, Onn Rapeika, a former pizza shop owner, pleaded 
guilty to a single charge of unlawful possession of an 
assault weapon. 

He must serve at least 3 1/2 years, according to the Bergen 
County Prosecutor's Office. He was sentenced Friday. 

When police entered Rapeika's apartment in 2014, 
they quickly spotted surveillance cameras and discovered 
that the doors and windows were fortified with locks and 
steel bars. There was also a "false wall," according to 
the Fort Lee Daily News. 


https://www.nj.com/bergen/index.ssf/2018/05/man_who_created_apartment_fort_filled_with_weapons.html 
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about 3 months ago 


A self-described bullion dealer from #Alpine was sentenced to five years in 
prison and ordered to forfeit dozens of guns that authorities found -- along 
with drugs and compressed gas -- inside a fortified apartment he kept in 
#FortLee. #dailyvoice 



1 Comment 2 


In total, more than 30 firearms, including assault weapons, 
and a "large quantity of narcotics" were seized by police 
from Rapeika's Fort Lee home by police. 

Thousands of rounds of ammunition, cocaine, marijuana, 
marijuana wax, molly, prescription drugs, and portable 
compressed gas tanks were also confiscated in the raid. 

Police also found explosive devices in Rapeika's garage, 
according to Fort Lee Police Chief Keith M. Bendul. The 
bomb squad determined they were inert and not a danger. 

In 2017, a Bergen County judge dismissed Rapeika's $8 
million lawsuit against the Fort Lee Police Department as a 
result of the raid according to a complaint filed in U.S. 
District Court in New Jersey. 


https://www.nj.com/bergen/index.ssf/2018/05/man_who_created_apartment_fort_filled_with_weapons.html 
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Rapeika claimed $250,000 of his property was destroyed, 
damaged, seized and unaccounted for during the raid. 

Taylor Tiamoyo Harris may be reached 
at tharris@niadvancemedia. com . Follow her on 
Twitter @ladvtiamo vo. 

Find NJ.com on Facebook 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 


Plaintiff-appellant Hollander appeals from a final order to dismiss with 
prejudice under Rule 12(b)(6), reported at 340 F.Supp.2d 453 (S.D.N.Y. 2004) 
(Castel, J.). 

Throughout this brief, the following nomenclature applies: cites to the 
Complaint or Supplemental Complaint (Supp. Complaint) are to numbered 
paragraphs; cites to the District Court’s Memorandum and Order (“ Order ”), Order 
not to disqualify (“ Disqualify ”) and excerpts from Plaintiffs Memorandum of Law 
in Opposition to Certain Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss (“Opposition”) are to a 
page number hyphen paragraph, which may or may not be a full paragraph. 
References to documents in the Appendix are designated by “A” hyphen page 
number. 

SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION 

The Southern District Court had jurisdiction pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c) 
of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organization Act (“RICO”), 18 U.S.C. 
§§1961-68. The District Court had pendent jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §1367 
over state law claims. This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §1291. 

ISSUES FOR REVIEW 

1. Did the District Court misapply the law for determining a Rule 12(b)(6) 
motion to dismiss? 
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2. Did the District Court contradict the U.S. Supreme Court, Second Circuit 
and other courts on what constitutes an injury to business or property under civil 
RICO 18U.S.C. 1964(c)? 

3. Did the District Court contravene holdings of the U.S. Supreme Court, 
the Second Circuit and other courts by wrongly stating and misapplying the 
proximate causation element for standing under civil RICO on a motion to 
dismiss? 

4. Did the District Court abuse its discretion by fabricating a fact, creating a 
Catch-22, using a trivial excuse and relying on its key misrepresentation of the 
Complaint to slam the door on even one leave to amend the Complaint? 

5. Did the District Court violate the plaintiffs due process rights by mixing 
pro se and attorney standards in deciding to dismiss with prejudice and ignoring 
the policy behind Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(d) for allowing supplemental complaints? 

CASE STATEMENT 

The Complaint and Supplemental Complaint of this civil RICO action 
against a relatively few members and associates of the Russian mafia were 
dismissed with prejudice, denying plaintiff-appellant leave to file even one 
amended complaint. A supplemental complaint is not an amended complaint 
although the same standard is used in deciding whether to grant either. Plaintiff- 
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appellant filed post-judgment motions to disqualify and reconsider, both were 
denied. 

FACTS 

The term “Russian mafia” means the Russian International Crime 
Organization or the “Enterprise” as stated in the Complaint 1, 10-15, A-24, 25- 
26. It includes members and associates, such as the defendants; those identified as 
Russian Mafiosi by law enforcement agencies, including the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation’s unit on Russian organized crime; various Russian, Chechen, 
American, Cypriot, Mexican and gangsters of other nationalities; assorted Chechen 
Islamic terrorists; and the more than thirty Russian gangs now operating in the 
U.S., notably New York and Miami, Robert I. Friedman, Red Mafiva: How the 
Russian Mob Has Invaded America , p. xix-xx, Tittle Brown & Company (2002). 
The defendants in this case comprise a small portion (Complaint 15, A-26, 
Opposition pp 1-1, 3-1, 28-2, 135-2, A-128) of the very large Russian mafia that 
reaches across international borders, according to former Central Intelligence 
Agency Director John Deutsch, Emergency Net News Service , May 3, 1996, Vol. 
2-124. Former F.B.I. Director Fouis Freeh said, “Evidence that organized crime 
activity from [Russia] is expanding and will continue to expand to the United 
States is well-documented.” Id. Russian criminal operations in America, such as 
money laundering, illegal money transactions, prostitution, narcotics trafficking, 
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extortion and fraud are often carried out in cooperation with La Cosa Nostra. 
Report on Russian Organized Crime , 1997, Task Force headed by William H. 
Webster, Center for Strategic and International Studies. 

The Russian mob, once a hierarchical structure under the Soviet Union, 
diffused with the end of Communist Party power into a confederation of crime 
groups using modern-day management principles—something along the lines of a 
diversified worldwide conglomerate with all its attendant business relationships. 
(Complaint || 10, 14, 874, A-25, 26, 107-08.) Freed from scheming for rubles, the 
smarter members of the Russian mafia chased hard currency by expanding their 
criminal operations to the wealthy West: full of suckers and sensitive law 
enforcement officials. (Complaint 13, A-26.) Bringing Russian crime to 
Western shores meant the continual transplanting of money-making assets into 
foreign markets where their successful utilization required a strategy of (a) using 
money from criminal activities to set up and expand Russian mob businesses, such 
as prostitution, pornography, strip joints, drug pushing and money laundering; (b) 
protecting those businesses through criminal activities, such as tampering with 
informants and witnesses, obstructing justice, bribery and coercion; and (c) 
running the operations by engaging in crimes, such as white slavery, immigration 
fraud, importing pornography, drug smuggling and the improper use of 
international facilities. The Russian mafia uses a complex, intertwined web of 
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predicate acts to maintain and continue expanding its activities in an insatiable 
drive for new targets and more money, causing widespread and varied harm. 
(Complaint H 879-85, A-109, 110.) 

This crime syndicate, as with all organizations, consists of and acts through 
people, and no one victim, or unwitting customer, comes into contact with all the 
decision-makers and support personnel that go into making that enterprise 
successful. But they are there in the shadows supporting those on the front lines, 
giving aid and direction in order to reach its goals. 

This RICO case concerns just one specific string of events and injuries 
arising out of the Russian mob bringing prostitutes to New York and other states, 
passing drugs and large sums of money back and forth between countries, creating 
and trafficking in pornography, and threatening physical violence to anyone who 
might get in its way. 

The defendants include the Baraev Chechen crime group (responsible for the 
2002 Moscow Theater hostage taking) that defendants Alina and Inessa Shipilina 
used to threaten plaintiff-appellant Hollander and various witnesses in Krasnodar, 
Russia; assorted Russian Mafiosi, including a crime boss for southern Russia; 
corrupt Russian government officials; movers and shakers of Krasnodar; pimps; 
prostitutes; pornographers; pushers; strip joints and brothels, euphemistically 
called “exotic dancing clubs” by the District Court, Order 1-1, A-131; Internet call 


5 



girl operations, euphemistically called “escort agencies” by the District Court, id. ; 
threatening goons; a less than honest City cop; an ex-wife Russian prostitute and 
procurer; a Russian mother-in-law; and, of course, lawyers. 

The defendants work hard and ingeniously to enrich themselves in furthering 
a key goal of the Russian mafia: to infiltrate and expand its illegal and ancillary 
legal activities into hard currency markets, especially the U.S. (Complaint ^ 2, 

13, 27-28, 36, 320-22, 329, 331, 350, 352, 363, 366, 370-71, 375, 377-79, 381-83, 
387-88, 390, 403, 410, 426, 429-30, 434-35, 874(m)-(r), A-25, 26-28, 52-63, 108.) 
In order to grow and supply the Russian mafia’s sex business in America, the mob 
uses various methods, such as suckering American men into sponsoring and 
financing Russian mob prostitutes and procurers for U.S. residency and citizenship 
involving, unbeknown to the American, a fraudulent marriage. (Complaint 135- 
38, 164, 360-61, 883, A-36, 38, 56, 109.) The fraudulent marriage for citizenship 
contrivance is the part that ensnared Hollander in the Russian mafia’s Scheme to 
expand into hard currency markets. (Complaint || 165, 170-72, 174-80, 183, 360- 
66, 880, A-38, 39-40, 56-57, 109.) This contrivance falsely depicts Russian mafia 
prostitutes as honest, moral ladies who want to commit to a marriage since if the 
truth were told, American men would run the other way. (Complaint | 883, A- 
109.) So, with lies and drugs secretly fed the marks (Complaint 137, 171-72, 
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175-79, 180, 185, 206, 216, A-36, 39-40, 42-43), American men are convinced 


they’ve found the one, but it’s really a costly pig in a poke. 

Because the trail of harm involves fraudulent marriages, residencies and 
naturalizations rather than fraudulent business transactions, the injuries to property 
interests are no less serious. A scheme to defraud is measured against a standard 
of “moral uprightness, of fundamental honesty, fair play and right dealing in the 
general and business life of members of society.” Gregory v. US , 253 F.2d 104, 
109 (5 th Cir. 1958). When criminal instrumentalities exploit human emotions of the 
heart rather than the pocketbook, a man does not lose his rights under U.S. law, or, 
at least, that’s the way it used to work in this country. 

The success of the Russian mafia’s Scheme for one of its cash generating 
assets, such as defendant Shipilina, first requires transferring the human capital to 
the New World and slotting her into one or more mob businesses—prostitution, 
stripping, pornography or procuring. That step involves the predicate acts of white 
slavery, 18 U.S.C. 2421 & 2422, importing an alien for immoral purposes, 8 
U.S.C. 1328, fraud and the misuse of visas, 18 U.S.C. 1546, failure to file 
statement about an alien, 18 U.S.C. 2424, and eventually procurement of 
nationality unlawfully, 18 U.S.C. 1425. To keep the customers coming back for 
more from the new asset often means drugs, 21 U.S.C. 841 and 952. A Russian 
prostitute and lap-dancer in America easily generates $150,000 tax-free a year. 


7 



The income stream can be threatened if the husband or boy-friend finds out 
the truth and complains to the authorities, or, at least, that’s the way it worked in 
the old movies. Protecting the mob’s human capital from deportation, arrest or 
imprisonment, which would ruin the purpose of its Scheme for any particular asset, 
often requires mail and wire fraud, 18 U.S.C. 1341 & 1343, use of interstate or 
international facilities in aid of a racketeering enterprise, 18 U.S.C. 1952, bribery 8 
U.S.C. 201, attempting to obstruct a criminal investigation 18 U.S.C. 1510, 
tampering with a witness and informant, 18 U.S.C. 1512, and even conspiracy to 
commit murder-for-hire 18 U.S.C. 1958, as in this case. To assure that the mob’s 
profits from its asset escape the taxman, money laundering, 18 U.S.C. 1956, and 
failing to file reports on exporting amounts of over $10,000, 31 U.S.C. 5316, are 
used. The Russian mafia’s expansion into the West has created a vertically 
integrated business of supply, service, protection, profit maximization and 
reinvestment with a huge appetite for new assets. 

Certain defendants, playing her or his part in the success of the mob’s 
expansion, committed various predicate acts to get defendant Shipilina into the 
U.S., keep her here and profit from the ongoing value she creates. 

ARGUMENT SUMMARY 

“While not all district courts are hostile to RICO, ... [they] often use various 
devices to restrict it.” Rakoff & Goldstein, RICO Civil and Criminal . § 2.03[1], at 
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2-41 (2005 ed.) The District Court did just that by rewriting the allegations in the 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint, then mistakenly stating and misapplying 
the law to its newly invented averments to bounce this case out of the lower court 
for failure to allege a compensable injury and proximate cause. 

The District Court claims: Hollander discovered the RICO Scheme 
involving defendant Shipilina in August 2000—false; the Complaint alleges harm 
from RICO violations after August 2000 as mostly resulting from Hollander’s 
discovery of the Scheme—false; allegations of other injuries after August 2000 
were general and conclusory—contradicts Supreme Court rulings; the Complaint 
didn’t allege RICO injuries prior to August 2000—false; employee termination and 
shareholder RICO actions apply for determining proximate cause—wrong, 
Hollander was not an employee of the Russian mob and not terminated by it (at 
least not yet) and didn’t own its stock; injuries were not to business or property— 
wrong; the Scheme involving defendant Shipilina only aimed at entry into the U.S. 
—false; the Complaint did not allege Hollander was an intended victim or target— 
false, the Court wrongly applied this questionable test; and Hollander did not 
request leave to amend the Complaint—false. 
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ARGUMENT 


I. Rule 12(b)(6) Errors 

Did the District Court misapply the law on deciding a Rule 12(b)(6) motion 
to dismiss? 

After reciting the law for determining a Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal, Order 6-3, 
7-2, A-136, 137, the District Court proceeded to misapply it. The Court failed to 
accept all of the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint’s allegations as true, 
California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited . 404 U.S. 508, 515, 30 L. 
Ed. 2d 642, 92 S.Ct. 609 (citation omitted)(1972), failed to draw all inferences in 
favor of the plaintiff, Lew v. Southbrook International Investments. Ltd. , 263 F.3d 
10, 14 (2d Cir. 2001), and failed to apply the rule that “[dismissal of a civil RICO 
complaint for failure to state a claim is appropriate only when ‘it is clear that no 
relief could be granted under any set of facts that could be proved consistent with 
[plaintiffs] allegations,”’ Commercial Cleaning Services LLC v. Colin Serv. Sys. 
Inc. , 271 F.3d 374, 380 (2d Cir. 2001) (quoting H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern Bell 
Telephone Co. . 492 US 229, 249-50, 106 L.Ed.2d 195, 109 S.Ct. 2893 (1989)). 

Although the District Court stated, “I have ... accepted the well-pleaded 
allegations as true,” Order 3-1, A-133, such treatment is nowhere evident. From 
page one, the Court manifested its disbelief by asserting the Complaint “spins a 
tale of a dark netherworld of international intrigue and deception.” Order 1-1, A- 
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131. The Court misrepresented, misconstrued and ignored many pertinent 
allegations in the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint in order to gerrymander 
both into fitting its conclusions—reminiscent of the newspaper reporting motto, 
“Don’t let the facts get in the way of a good story,” only here, it’s don’t let the 
allegations get in the way of dismissal. 

The District Court failed to accept as true the allegations in the Complaint 
and Supplemental Complaint concerning: 

• The Enterprise, a.k.a. the Russian mafia, 

• Discovery of the Russian mafia’s Scheme that entangled Hollander, 

• Violations of 18 U.S.C. 1962 (“RICO violations”) before August 2000 
and after, 

• Injury to Hollander’s law and consulting business and property before 
August 2000 and after, 

• The full extent of the Russian mafia’s Scheme as applied against 
Hollander, and 

• Causation of injuries. 

A. Enterprise 

The District Court misconstrued the Complaint by asserting the defendants 
comprised the entire criminal Enterprise. Order 1-1, A-131. The Enterprise is the 
Russian mafia and the defendants participate in that criminal syndicate (Complaint 
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11 1, 15, A-1, 26; Opposition pp 1-1, 3-1, 28-2, 135-2, A-128) by working to 
achieve its ends and reap its benefits (Complaint H 12, 13, A-26), as would any 
member or associate of a large non-hierarchical organization. The defendants do 
not comprise the entire Russian mafia; they are just part of it and many were active 
in carrying out the Scheme applied against Hollander. 

A person who is loan-sharked by the Bonanno crime family will not likely 
run into those who issue fake construction bonds. No individual will ever be the 
victim of all of a gang’s illegal acts, nor have contact with all of the gang’s 
culprits, but the entire gang is still the Enterprise, and all its players joint and 
severally liable, See, e.g., Scales v. U.S. . 367 U.S. 203, 226-27, 6 L.Ed.2d 782, 81 
S.Ct. 1469, 1485 (1961); Fleischhauer v. Fcltner . 879 F.2d 1290, 1301 (6 th Cir. 
1989). The U.S. Senate report on RICO states, “What is needed here ... are new 
approaches that will deal not only with individuals, but also with the economic 
base through which those individuals constitute such a serious threat to the 
economic well-being of the Nation.” Russello v. U.S. . 464 U.S. 16, 27, 78 L.Ed.2d 
17, 104 S.Ct. 296 (1983)(quoting S.Rep. No. 91-617, p. 79 (1969)). In this case, 
that economic base is the Russian mafia of which the defendants comprise some of 
its members and associates. 
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B. District Court’s Maginot Line of August 2000 

The District Court states Hollander discovered the Russian mafia’s Scheme 
as it applied to him in August 2000. Order 4-1 & 2, 12-1, A-134, 142. Not so, 
Hollander didn’t discover the defendants were engaged in a Russian mob RICO 
scheme until the end of July 2002 when a consulting attorney first raised the issue. 
(Opposition pp 28-2, 37-1, 135-2, A-129.) Any uncertainty on when Hollander 
discovered the Scheme could easily be cleared up by an affidavit from that attorney 
in an amended complaint. 

The District Court failed to draw all inferences in favor of the plaintiff, 

Levy , 263 F.3d at 14 and failed to apply the rule that “[dismissal of a civil RICO 
complaint for failure to state a claim is appropriate only when ‘it is clear that no 
relief could be granted under any set of facts that could be proved consistent with 
[plaintiffs] allegations,”’ Commercial Cleaning Services, 271 F.3d at 379. An 
amended complaint and affidavit would show such a “set of facts” despite the 
Court’s claims that any amended complaint “would be futile,” Order 16-2, A-146, 
and unable “to truthfully allege more,” Disqualify 5-2, A-154. It would have 
disabused the Court of its key misunderstanding of the Complaint on which it 
relied for attributing the proximate causation of injuries after August 2000 to 
Hollander’s discovery and subsequent investigation of the Scheme rather than 
defendants’ RICO violations to protect and further the Scheme. 
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C. Western front of the District Court’s Maginot Line—August 2000 and 
later—where it conjured a new cause for injuries. 

The District Court cherry-picked and misrepresented the Complaint’s 
allegations in order to wrongly claim that injury to Hollander’s business and 
property arose from his discovery of the Scheme in August 2000, which led to an 
“investigation of the Enterprise.” Order 2-1. 4-1 & 2, 9-1, 11-2, 12-1, A-132, 134, 
139, 141-42. As stated above, Hollander did not discover a RICO Scheme until 
July 2002, which means the District Court misrepresented the allegations when it 
stated “as plaintiff himself asserts, any such injury... arose from his discovery of 
the Scheme in August 2000 and his investigation....” of such, Order 12-1, A-142. 

The Complaint states that in August 2000, Hollander became suspicious of 
and investigated “... Shipilina’s involvement in prostitution when she began 
secretly contacting Flash Dancer customers....” (Complaint 1214, A-43.) The 
investigation was to determine whether his wife was a prostitute, not to ferret out 
Russian organized crime. The District Court, however, ignored the plain meaning 
of the Complaint by distorting it to say Hollander became suspicious of defendant 
Shipilina working for the Russian mafia and its Scheme involving her. Order 4-1 
& 2, A-134. 

Once Hollander learned defendant Shipilina engaged in prostitution, he 
sought a legal separation and divorce. (Complaint H 220-21, A-44.) That 
decision did not result from any suspicion of the Russian mafia’s Scheme because 
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Hollander was still unaware of the Scheme at the time (Complaint 1220, A-44). 
Yet, the District Court dissemblingly claims the desire for a divorce as a 
intervening event: “[pjlaintiff alleges, in considerable detail...” that Hollander’s 
“desire to divorce Ms. Shipilina” resulted in the defendants engaging in criminal 
acts. Order 4-2, A-134. Baloney, the Complaint doesn’t say that. The Complaint 
does not allege Hollander’s “desire to divorce” led to RICO violations. It alleges 
that certain defendants’ desire to carry out and protect the Scheme until it 
succeeded in gaining defendant Shipilina permanent residency and U.S. citizenship 
is what resulted in additional RICO violations that harmed Hollander. (See 
Complaint 210-12, A-43.) The Complaint actually includes an entire subsection 
titled “VII(E) Enterprise’s Illegal Activities to Protect its Scheme.” (Complaint 
228-319, A 44-52.) 

In order to assure success of the Scheme as originally formulated in 1999 to 
win defendant Shipilina permanent residency and naturalization (Complaint 1164, 
A-38), Shipilina’s lawyers, defendants Mundy and Petrovich, requested in October 
2000 that Hollander to commit perjury before the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service (“INS”) so as to avoid any immigration problems for Shipilina (Complaint 
222-25, A-44). In November 2000, Hollander refused (Complaint ^ 226, A-44), 
and defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and others resorted to RICO violations 
for protecting the Scheme and keeping part of the Russian mob’s operations hidden 
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by: trying to make Hollander lie to the INS (Complaint ^ 228-30, 232-34, 239-41, 
A 44-45,), using coercion to avoid an annulment-divorce trial (Complaint || 243- 
45, 273, A-46, 48), interfering with pre-discovery and silencing witnesses 
(Complaint 256-60, 265-72, A 47-48), threatening Hollander out of making a 
motion for a trial (Complaint 280-84, A-49), attempting to intimidate Hollander 
into silence before the INS, which was conducting an investigation of defendant 
Shipilina, and the Krasnodar prosecutor, who had indicted defendant Inessa 
Shipilina, (Complaint || 285-90, 316-18, A 49-50, 52), intimidating witnesses into 
recanting their testimony before the Krasnodar prosecutor (Complaint || 293-97, 
A-50), bribing Krasnodar officials to close the case against Inessa Shipilina 
(Complaint Tflf 298-304, A 50-51), attempting to arrest Hollander on a bogus 
charge (Complaint 306-15, A 51-52), conspiring to commit murder-for-hire 
(Complaint 1319, A-52), intimidating Hollander to stay out of Krasnodar and not 
prosecute this RICO action (Supp. Complaint H 2, 9-10, 12, 13, A 114-115), 
threatening Hollander again with arrest on a false charge (Supp. Complaint H 34- 
38, 43, A 117-118), starting disciplinary proceedings against Hollander to prevent 
him from proceeding with this RICO case (Supp. Complaint H 50, 52, 53, A 119- 
120) and obstructing justice by lying to the District Court (Supp. Complaint || 59, 
61-63, 70, A 120-21). 
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The Complaint alleges the desire of certain defendants not to give up on the 
Scheme but to fight for its success in making Shipilina a permanent fixture for the 
Russian mafia in America and to keep their activities on its behalf secret 
(Complaint || 238, 243-44, 265, A 45-47) caused them to commit RICO violations 
after August 2000 (Complaint fflj 479-484, 494, 500-01, 506, 512-13, 514-16, 526- 
27, 529-31, 542-43, 556-559, 573, 586-87, 592-93, 594, 596-97, 622, 625-26, A 
68-73, 75-76, 78-79, 82), and injure Hollander (Complaint 239, 242, 256, 270, 
313, 900-907, A 45-48, 52, 111-112). Alternatively, after Hollander refused to 
commit perjury before the INS, defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and others 
embarked on a new scheme of RICO violations to crush any obstacles to defendant 
Shipilina becoming a long-term dollar-maker for the Russian mob—so far a 
successful effort: over $750,000 tax free in five years. 

The District Court’s devious trek to dismissal partly relies on an incomplete 
quotation that distorts the cause of harm from criminality by the violators to legal 
recourse by the victim. According to the Court, Order 9-1, A-139, the injuries “all 
arose out of ‘plaintiffs ongoing investigation of the Enterprise’s Scheme’ 
(Complaint 1907(a), (d), A-l 12).” The Court, convenient for its argument in this 
section of the Order, left out the last part of that sentence from the Complaint, “in 
order to prevent and rectify injury to the plaintiff;” (Complaint f 907(a), A-l 12). 
Even had the Court gotten the full quote right, it still got wrong its claim that ah 
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alleged injuries arose from investigations. The Complaint alleges defendants 
caused injury by using funds from racketeering activities (Complaint 900-903, 
All 1-112), engaging in racketeering activities to acquire or preserve influence in 
the Russian mafia (Complaint 904, A-l 12) (the Court misconstrued this averment 
as a 1962(a) violation, Order 12 n.6, A-142), committing predicate acts to further 
the Scheme (Complaint 1905, A-l 12), conspiring (Complaint 1906, A-l 12), 
impugning Hollander’s business reputation (Complaint 1907(e), A-l 12), 
obstructing this RICO action (Supp. Complaint 76) and engaging in RICO 
violations before the initial investigation into Shipilina’s prostitution, see below 
1(E) Eastern front Maginot Line—before August 2000. 

The Court again rewrote the Complaint by asserting, “That plaintiffs 
claimed damages in this case were caused by alleged retaliation for his discovery 
[August 2000] and subsequent investigation of the Scheme is highlighted ...” in 
the damages section of the Complaint. Order 13-2, A-143. The Court includes a 
couple of edited quotes and attributes them as coming from five subsections of the 
Complaint 907(a)-(e), A-l 12, when they actually come from only two: (a) and 
(d)—a neat trick for applying its argument against the other subsections. In 
addition, no derivation of the word retaliate appears in either the Complaint or 
Supplemental Complaint. 
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The District Court also inaccurately claims, “The Supplemental Complaint 
consists of allegations of additional [RICO violations]... as a result of [Hollander’s 
August 2000] investigation of the Enterprise and its Scheme.” Order 5-3, A-135. 
The Supplemental Complaint actually alleges RICO violations that arose out of 
certain defendants’ efforts to obstruct this RICO action after it was filed in April 
2003. Those violations include a June 4, 2003 telephone call threatening 
Hollander to stay out of Krasnodar (Supp. Complaint 2, 9, 12, A 114-115); an 
August 25, 2003 threat of arrest based on a fraudulent complaint in order to halt 
RICO pre-discovery activities in Wisconsin (id. |^[ 22-24, 34-38, 43, A 116-118); 
use of the mails to initiate a state disciplinary proceeding against Hollander that 
threatened his livelihood and therefore his ability to pursue this RICO action—a 
not-so-subtle attempt to intimidate him into withdrawing the Complaint (id 49, 
50, 52, 53, A-l 19); and defendant Shipilina’s obstruction of justice “by filing false 
and misleading documents in this case,” Order 5-3, A-135, after the Court ordered 
her to provide addresses for certain defendants, Disqualify 2-1, A-151. The 
District Court’s distorting of the Supplemental Complaint and drawing of 
inferences in favor of defendants rather than plaintiff, contra Levy . 263 F.3d 10, 

14, actually results in the Court holding that criminals can use RICO acts to deter a 
civil RICO suit against them. 
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The District Court misconstrued the pleadings about when Hollander 
discovered the Scheme so as to avoid holding that certain expenses—those from 
investigations and litigations for preventing and rectifying injuries to business and 
property—were not compensable, which would contradict Alexander Grant and 
Co. v. Tiffany Industries, Inc. , 770 F.2d 717, 719 (8 th Cir. 1985), cert, denied 474 
U.S. 1058 (1986); Stochastic Decisions. Inc, v. DiDomenico . 995 F.2d 1158, 1167 
(2d Cir.), cert, denied 510 U.S. 945 (1993). In addition, by claiming those 
expenses resulted from Hollander determining whether RICO violations occurred, 
the Court could twist the pleadings into failing to allege causation from the 
defendants' RICO acts after August 2000 by interposing its invented intervening 
event. (See below 11(B) Proximate Causation.) 

In response to defendants’ predicate and other criminal acts after August 
2000, Hollander tried to mitigate harm to his business and property through various 
investigations and court actions and did not learn until July 2002 that he was up 
against the Russian mafia. The District Court ignored this common sense meaning 
of the Complaint to reach the Orwellian conclusion that when a citizen of the U.S. 
fights for his rights and redress of grievances, he’s the culprit causing himself harm 
and not those violating the law to connive something they don’t deserve by 
quashing him. The Court apparently believes men should relinquish their rights in 
such situations. 
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The Complaint and Supplemental Complaint allege that the RICO violations 
after August 2000 were not caused by Hollander’s acts but the defendants’ efforts 
to further and protect the Scheme that began against Hollander in 1999. Had there 
been no Scheme, there wouldn’t have been those RICO violations. What good is a 
scheme if it doesn’t succeed? And what idiot would initiate a scheme without the 
intent to do what was necessary to reach its goal? That goal, as stated over and 
over in the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint, was to achieve defendant 
Shipilina, a cash-generating asset of the Russian mafia, permanent residency and 
naturalization. In order to reach that goal, differing defendants engaged in RICO 
violations from the beginning right through to the prosecution of this action. 

Under the District Court’s inventive rewriting of the pleadings to shift 
causation, criminals can effect whatever harm they wish by violating RICO so long 
as they do it after a plaintiff learns about a scheme against him. Perhaps sending 
him a postcard is sufficient. And if the victim does not know about the scheme but 
takes legal steps to put an end to the slings and arrows accosting his business or 
property, the evildoers can still continue to violate RICO with impunity because 
they’re only doing it in retaliation to a plaintiffs efforts to mitigate harm. So 
much for the maxim deeply rooted in 1950s American jurisprudence “that no man 
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may take advantage of his own wrong,” Glus v. Brooklyn Eastern District 

Terminal 359 U.S. 231, 232, 3 L.Ed.2d 770, 79 S.Ct. 760 (1959). 

D. As for the other allegations of injury after August 2000 that the District 
Court did not attribute causation to Hollander’s conduct, the Court wrongly 
dismissed them by invoking the talismans of “general” and “conclusory.” 

Unable to assign the causation of other injuries after August 2000 to the 
District Court’s invented culprit—the discovery of the Scheme—the Court punted 
those allegations out of the case by labeling them as “general” and “conclusory” of 
legal status. Order 12 n.6, 13-2, A 142-43; see Order 5-3, 6-1, A 135-36. 

The District Court’s failure to accept “general allegations” contravened 
NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994) 
(quoting Luian v. Defenders of Wildlife . 504 U.S. 555, 561, 119 L.Ed.2d 351, 112 
S.Ct. 2130 (1992), “[a]t the pleading stage, general factual allegations of injury 
resulting from the defendant’s conduct may suffice, for on a motion to dismiss we 
presume that general allegations embrace those specific facts that are necessary to 
support the claim.” 

Under the pre-1938 system of code pleading, legal conclusions were 
prohibited. But with the modem Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the absurdity of 
objecting to a complaint for making legal conclusions was illustrated by Professor 
James, “If one sought to describe a situation having legal significance entirely in 
words which were devoid of all legal evaluation, the result would be a series of 
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prolix circumlocutions which would serve neither elegance of style nor ease of 
understanding.” The Objective and Function of the Complaint: Common Law— 
Codes—Federal Rules . 1961, 14 Vand.L.Rev. 899, 912-918. 

The District Courts’ reliance on the old codes to reject allegations of injury 
and causation as conclusions of law is contrary to holdings by the Supreme Court 
and other courts. “Whether these charges [in the complaint] be called ‘allegations 
of fact’ or ‘mere conclusions of the pleader,’ we hold that they must be taken into 
account in deciding whether the [plaintiff] is entitled to have its case tried,” U.S. v. 
Employing Plasterer’s Ass’n . 347 U.S. 186, 188, 98 L.Ed. 618, 74 S.Ct. 452, 454 
(1954), for “the ancient distinction between “facts” and “conclusions” is no longer 
significant.” Oil Chem. & Atomic Workers IntT Union v. Delta Ref. Co. . 277 
F.2d 694, 697 (6 th Cir. 1960)(citing U.S. v. Employing Plasterer’s Ass’n, 347 U.S. 
186, 188). A complaint can allege conclusions if they provide defendants with a 
minimal notice of the claims, Kyle v. Morton High School , 144 F.3d 448, 455 (7 th 
Cir. 1998); see Leatherman v. Tarrant County Narcotics Intel. & Coordination 
Unit . 507 U.S. 163, 168, 122 L.Ed.2d517, 113 S.Ct. 1160, 1163 (1993), which the 
“some 90 pages and over 900 paragraphs in length,” Order 1-1, A-131, of the 
Complaint does. Further, “[a] complaint that complies with the Federal rules of 
civil procedure cannot be dismissed on the ground that it is conclusory or fails to 
allege facts. The Federal rules require (with irrelevant exceptions) only that the 
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complaint state a claim not that it plead the facts if true would establish ... that the 
claim was valid.” Higgs v. Carver , 286 F.3d 437, 439 (7 th Cir. 2002)(Posner, J.) 
(citation omitted). Even the Official Forms of the modern Rules plead legal 
conclusions without specification of the facts, Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : 
Civ. 3d 1218. In addition, conclusory allegations on the legal effect of events are 
acceptable if they reasonably follow from the plaintiffs description of what 
happened. See Kadar Corp. v. Milburv, 549 F.2d 230, 233 (1 st Cir. 1977)(citation 
omitted). The Complaint’s 91 pages and the Supplemental Complaint’s eight 
pages of what occurred imply the legal impact of defendants’ acts as recounted in 
the allegations of injury. 

The District Court’s concern over conclusory allegations could have been 
resolved by allowing Hollander one, just one, leave to amend, which would have 
conformed with the Rules “powerful presumption against rejecting pleadings for 
failure to state a claim,” Robbins v. Wilkie , 300 F.3d 1208, 1210 (10 th Cir. 2002). 
Or, the Court could have instructed the defendants to move for a more definite 
statement under Rule 12(e) if the pleadings failed to specify the allegations in a 
manner that provided sufficient notice, Swicrkiewicz v. Sorema NA , 534 U.S. 506, 
514, 152 L.Ed.2d 1, 122 S.Ct. 992 (2002). But the Court didn’t. 
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E. The Eastern front of the Court’s Maginot Line—before August 2000 

As for injuries from RICO violations before August 2000, the District Court 
simply ignored them. “The factual allegations detailing these [RICO] activities 
largely predate plaintiffs ‘discovery’ of the Scheme in August 2000, and are not 
alleged to have caused plaintiff injury.” Order 11-2, 12-1, A 141-42. 

Contrary to the Court’s claims, the Complaint specifically alleges that to 
further the Scheme defendant Shipilina applied for and fraudulently obtained a 
U.S. visa (Complaint || 135, 136, 514, A-36, 71), which resulted in an initial 
interruption of two and a half months in Hollander’s law and consulting business 
from March through May 2000 (Complaint ^[ 186, 187, 188, A-40). The business 
interruption ended up lasting as a result of subsequent RICO violations until 
August 2002. Damages from the business interruption before August 2000 are 
included in the loss of profits, interruption expenses and loss of business 
opportunities alleged in the Complaint ^[ 907(a)-(c), A-l 12. Furtherance of the 
Scheme also entailed mail and wire fraud by defendant Shipilina in June and July 
2000 so as to trick Hollander into returning to Russia for her at the cost of a round 
trip ticket for himself and accommodations in Moscow (Complaint ^ 198-204, 
515, 516, A-42, 71.) Other costs to Hollander’s property interests before August 
2000 include telephone calls, legal fees, defendant Shipilina’s visa medical, 
Embassy filing fees and paying for Shipilina’s flight to the U.S. in July 2000 
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(Complaint t205, A-42). Such damages may have appeared small to the District 
Court, but they weren’t to Hollander. 

F. District Court improperly narrowed the Scheme. 

The District Court edited down the extent of the Russian mafia’s Scheme 
pertaining to defendant Shipilina to just gaining her entry into America as a 
conditional permanent resident. See Order 11-2, 12-1, 13-2, 14-1, A 141-44. The 
Court’s abbreviated version of the Scheme gave it the out to claim the injuries 
alleged in the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint did not result from “any 
conspiracy directed” at Hollander,” Order 11-2, A-141; that he “was not a target of 
the Scheme,” Order 13-2, A-143; and success “depended on a lack of harm” to 
him, Order 14-1, A-144 (Court’s emphasis). The Court couldn’t accept the 
description of the Scheme in the Complaint as true because then its sophistry 
supporting dismissal would fail. The pleadings actually allege the Scheme 
involving Shipilina was to win this Russian mafia asset entry, permanent 
residency, citizenship and continued financial support from a deceived husband. 
(Complaint It 164, 179, 190, 192, 207, 209-12, 222, 227, 360-61, 397, 879, 880, 
882, A 38-44, 56, 59, 109; Supp. Complaint H 74, 76, A-122.) 

Under the Complaint’s definition and not the District Court’s revisionism, 
the Scheme concerning Shipilina wouldn’t be completed until she received 
citizenship because then the chance of her deportation back to ruble-currency 
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Russia was negligible. (Complaint f 211, A-43.) A number of steps were required 
before defendant Shipilina was ensconced in America as a long-term generator of 
dollars for the mob: fraudulently obtaining an immigrant visa, conditional 
permanent residency on entry, permanent residency two years later and 
naturalization seven years after entry. Landing in America wasn’t enough, so to 
assure maximum return, defendants, in addition to illegal acts prior to entry 
(Complaint ^ 135-37, 190-93, 201-04, 514-16, 519, A-36, 41-42, 71), took actions 
to assure a valuable asset stayed in America. They furthered and protected the 
Scheme by conspiring (Complaint || 228, 232, 234, 243, 254, 265, 280, 287, 293, 
298, 306, 316, A 44-47, 49-52; Supp. Complaint 12, 37, 38, A-115, 118), lulling 
(Complaint Tflf 218-19, 227, 516, A 43-44, 71), targeting (Complaint || 227-29, 
234, 239-41, 243, 245, 273, 281-83, 288-90, 307-09, 317-19, 494, 506, 518, 530, A 
44-46, 48-52, 69-72; Supp. Complaint H 2, 13, 35, 50, 53, A 114-115, 117, 119), 
and grinding or attempting to grind Hollander and his witnesses into submission 
and silence (Complaint H 216, 239, 245, 257, 266-68, 273, 282, 289, 297, 308-09, 
313, 318, 479, 482, 487, 492, 494, 504, 506, 527, 530-31, 556, A-43, 45-52, 68-70, 
72, 75; Supp. Complaint H 2, 13,34,37-38, 52, A 114-115, 117-118). 

Improperly narrowing the Scheme’s purpose allowed the District Court to 
claim the defendants RICO violations after August 2000 were not part of the 
Scheme because their “aim,” Order 14-1, A-144, which means “clearly directed 
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intent or purpose,” Webster’s 9 th New Collegiate Dictionary , p. 66, “was not to 
cause injury to plaintiffs business or property, but rather, to prevent him from 
interfering with defendant Shipilina’s efforts to obtain legal residency and, 
therefore, extend the Enterprise’s Scheme into the U.S..This bizarre reasoning 
by the Court that human beings who intended the RICO violations post August 
2000 against Hollander did not intend or reasonable foresee harm to Hollander’s 
business or property by carrying out such acts ignores how people achieve their 
ends in the real world. The path to gaining defendant Shipilina full citizenship 
required “preventing] [Hollander] from interfering,” Order at 14-1, A-144. So 
how do hoodlums and lawyers prevent interference with their plans from a 
professional businessman trying to rectify and prevent injury? Engage in acts that 
cost him out-of-pocket expenses, legal fees, time, distraction from his business and 
loss of reputation and goodwill so that he finally gives up because the price to his 
livelihood is too great. The Court ignores that intending an end is meaningless 
unless the means are also intended. “Where a racketeering enterprise intends no 
specific harms to any particular individual, but causes harm by the creation of 
substantial risk of harm, the victim injured by that enterprise’s harm may have 
standing....” Baisch v. Gallina . 346 F.3d 366, 376 (2d Cir. 2003). RICO 
violations aimed at the plaintiff are alleged to have harmed his business and 
property, which included legal fees and the costs of their attendant investigations. 
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(Complaint H 239-40, 242, 256, 270, 274, 313, 900-907, A 45-48, 52, 111-112; 
Supp. Complaint 49, 77, A-l 19, 122.) 

Alternatively, the Court ignored the natural outgrowth of any criminal 
scheme—the cover-up, which in itself is a scheme. Numerous RICO violations 
were committed in order to pressure Hollander and witnesses and bribe Krasnodar 
officials and a New York City detective so as to hinder, delay or prevent 
information reaching federal law enforcement officials about certain defendants’ 
violations of federal law in conducting the Russian mafia’s Scheme involving 
Shipilina. (Complaint 244, 265, 276, 293-97, 298-304, 306-07, 319, A 46-48, 
50-52.) Whether that information was to come by way of testimony in an INS 
removal proceeding, state court trial or Russian criminal case, it was on its way to 
federal law enforcement officers until the defendants’ threats and bribes effectively 
prevented any testimony. Covering up the Scheme as to Shipilina also protected 
the Scheme involving other Russian mob prostitutes and members. (Complaint || 
882-84, A-109.) 

Alternatively, the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint fairly alleges a 
series of schemes: 

1. Trick Hollander into getting defendant Shipilina into America via a 
fraudulent marriage and immigration fraud. 
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2. Lull, reward or coerce Hollander into perjury before the INS to avoid 
Shipilina immigration problems. 

3. Coerce, kidnap and threaten Hollander into foregoing a trial on annulment or 
divorce, intimidate his witnesses and cover-up evidence. 

4. Coerce and threaten Hollander and others not to cooperate with the INS 
investigation of Shipilina and cover-up evidence. 

5. Coerce and threaten Hollander and witnesses not to cooperate with the 
Krasnodar prosecutor. 

6. Obstruct the prosecution of this civil RICO action. 

Whichever alternative is chosen, certain defendants didn’t stop pursuing 
their goal involving Shipilina with just her entry into America. 

G. More failures to draw inferences in favor of plaintiff. 

The District Court failed to draw all inferences from the Supplemental 
Complaint in favor of the plaintiff. The Court stated the Supplemental Complaint 
“purports to” update the Complaint. Order 5-3, A-135. "Purport" means "to 
profess or claim, especially falsely." Black’s Law Dictionary , p. 1271, 8 th ed. 

Since judges are experts in the use of language, the implication is the District Court 
drew inferences in the wrong direction. 

Moreover, the Court also took the time in its decision not just to repeat a 
defense counsel's objection to the filing of the Supplemental Complaint but to 
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ratchet it up and through a backhanded slap make the objection even more 
unfavorable to the plaintiff. Defendant Shipilina’s attorney argued, “[I]t appears 
that few, if any, of the events cited in the Supplemental Complaint ever really 
happened. .(Sach’s August 30, 2004 letter to the Court, emphasis in the 
original, A-123.) The District Court deleted Sachs’ qualifier “it appears” and 
wrote “few, if any, of the events set forth in the Supplemental Complaint ever 
really happened ...,” Order 6-2, A-136. Then the Court took another swipe at 
communicating the Supplemental Complaint was bogus by stating “it is not the 
Court’s role at this stage of the litigation to assess the truth or validity of plaintiff’s 
allegations, no matter how fanciful they appear or how difficult they may be to 
prove. ” Order 6-2, A-136 (emphasis added). It’s also not the Court’s role to draw 
inferences in favor of defendants by tainting the credibility of a pleading with such 
statements as those, which the Court repeated verbatim in Disqualify 4-2, A-153. 

By characterizing the Supplemental Complaint allegations as “[too] difficult 
to prove,” Order 6-2, A-136, the Court contravened Ideal Steel Supply v. Anza, et 
ah, 373 F.3d 251, 264 (2d Cir. 2004)(citations omitted), which held that 
evidentiary difficulty is not a proper basis for a dismissal pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) 
for failure to state a claim. 
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II. Standing 

Civil RICO standing applies to “[a]ny person injured in his business or 
property by reason of a violation of [18 U.S.C. 1962].” 18U.S.C. 1964(c). To 
bring suit, a plaintiff must allege: (1) defendants’ violation of 1962, (2) injury to 
the plaintiffs business and property and (3) causation of injury by defendants' 
violation. Commercial Cleaning Services , 271 F.3d 374, 380. The “by reason of’ 
clause in 18 U.S.C. 1964(c) limits standing to plaintiffs who allege the RICO 
violation was both the factual and proximate causes of the averred injuries. 
Commercial Cleaning Services , 271 F.3d at 380. 

The District Court restricted its examination to the injury and causation 
requirements. Order at 7-1, A-137. 

A. Injury Errors 

Did the District Court contradict rulings by the U.S. Supreme Court, Second 
Circuit and other courts on what constitutes an injury to business or property under 
civil RICO? 

The District Court incorrectly ruled that injuries to Hollander's business 
reputation and goodwill are not compensable under civil RICO, Order 8-2, 9-1, A 
138-39; cast doubt on whether loss of profits, business interruption expenses, loss 
of business opportunities and expenses for investigating fraud are recoverable, id.; 
and ignored injury from out-of-pocket expenses, legal fees, delays and 
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inconvenience in prosecuting a lawsuit, defending against a fraudulent restraining 
order and costs from reliance on false representations. Civil RICO's remedial 
purposes are not limited to only compensation for competitive injuries but allow 
recovery for harm to business or property. Sedima. S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co.. Inc. . 
473 U.S. 479, 497 n. 15, 87 L.Ed.2d 346, 105 S.Ct. 3275 (1985)(emphasis the 
Court's). Since Congress used the disjunctive “business or property,” it must have 
meant for the terms to cover different although overlapping concepts. Oscar v. 
University Students Co-Op. Ass’n, 939 F.2d 808, 810-11 (9 th Cir. 1991), rev’d en 
banc on other grounds, 965 F.2d 783 (9 th Cir. 1992); see Reiter v. Sonotone Corp. , 
442 U.S. 330, 338-39, 60 F.Ed.2d 931, 99 S.Ct. 2326 (1979). 

The Supreme Court and other courts have held that the nature of a property 
interest is an individual entitlement determined by state law, Logan v. Zimmerman 
Brush Co. . 455 U.S. 422, 430, 71 L.Ed.2d265, 102 S.Ct. 1148 (1982)(citations 
omitted); e.g. Isaak v. Trumbull Sav. & Loan Co. , 169 F.3d 390, 397 (6 th Cir. 

1999); Doe v. Roe . 958 F.2d 763, 768 (7 th Cir. 1992), and, according to the 
Supreme Court, the types of interests protected as property are varied, often 
intangible and relate to the whole area of social and economic fact, Logan 455 U.S. 
at 430 (citations omitted); contra Oscar v. University Students Co-Op. Ass’n , 965 
F.2d 783, 785 (9 th Cir. 1992)(en banc)(injury to intangible property not 
compensable). Under New York law, property includes anything that may be 
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subject to ownership and includes obligations, rights and other intangibles. New 


York Jur.2d , Prop 1. 

Hollander owns and operates his own law practice and business-consulting 
firm headquartered in New York. The Complaint alleges injuries to his business 
and property interests, including out-of-pocket expenses beginning well before 
August 2000. (See Complaint H 169, 182-83, 197, 204, 220, 239, 242, 246-47, 
256, 270, 274, 313, 900-907; Supp. Complaint 77). The injuries to Hollander 
and his business flowed from certain defendants engaging in RICO violations in 
order to bring the Scheme benefiting defendant Shipilina and the Russian mafia to 
fruition. Certain defendants tricked Hollander into sponsoring and paying for 
defendant Shipilina’s fraudulently obtained immigrant visa (Complaint || 135-36, 
164, 170, 186, 190-93, 197, A-36, 38-42), lulled him into paying for her flight to 
America (Complaint || 198-205, A-42), attempted to coerce Hollander into lying 
to the INS that included bringing a fraudulent restraining order against him 
(Complaint || 228, 234, 239-41, A 44-45), sought to prevent an annulment-divorce 
trial that would expose the Scheme and certain defendants involvement with the 
Russian mafia (Complaint ^ 243-45, 273, 280-82, A-46, 48-49), intimidated 
annulment-divorce witnesses from providing pre-discovery information, testifying 
in discovery or at trial or providing information to the INS (Complaint 265-68, 
A 47-48), attempted to prevent Hollander from cooperating with an INS 
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investigation into the Scheme involving defendant Shipilina (Complaint ^ 286-90, 
316-18, A 49-50, 52), threatened Hollander with two false arrests (Complaint 
306-13, A 51-52; Supp. Complaint || 24-36) and attempted to obstruct this RICO 
action (Supp. Complaint H 2, 9, 12, 34-38, 43, 49, 52-53, 59-64, A 114-115, 117- 
120 ). 

Concerning the injury to business category, the District Court stealthily 
confused harm to business reputation and goodwill with a personal injury, Order at 
7-3, 8-1 & 2, 9-1, A 137-39, so as to hold that Hollander's injuries to his business 
reputation and goodwill “are simply not the type of injuries .. .actionable under 
RICO,” Order at 8-2, 9-1, A 138-39. Bolstering this mistake, the District Court 
wrongly cited “[s]ee Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection Corp., 503 U.S. 258, 
265-68, 117 L.Ed.2d 532, 112 S.Ct. 1311,(1992); Manson v. Stacescu . 11 F.3d 
1127, 1132-33 (2d Cir. 1993),” Order at 9-1, A-139, where the Supreme Court and 
Second Circuit didn’t even deal with the definition of business or property injuries 
at those pages. Putting the ruse aside, other courts have held an injury to business 
reputation and goodwill is recoverable under civil RICO. Khurana v. Innovative 
Health Care Svs. Inc. 130 F.3d 143 150-51 (5 th Cir. 1997) dismissed as moot Teel 
v. Khurana , 525 U.S. 979 (1998) (violations caused injury to professional 
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reputation); Alexander Grant , 770 F.2d 717, 719 (business damaged in its 
reputation) 1 

Loss of profits from Hollander’s law and consulting business due to 
interference from the initial success of the Scheme in defrauding Hollander into 
assisting defendant Shipilina to enter the U.S. prior to August 2000 and, 
subsequently, from the defendants’ RICO violations to further and protect the 
Scheme are recoverable. “When a commercial enterprise suffers a loss of money, 
it suffers an injury to both its business and property.” Reiter v. Sonotone Corp. , 
442 U.S. 330, 339. The lost of profits are a compensable injury to business. 
Terminate Control Corp. v. Horowitz , 28 F.3d 1335, 1343 (2d Cir. 1994); 
Philatelic Foundation v. Kaplan . 1986 WL 5629 at * 11 (S.D.N.Y. May 9, 1986), 
dismissed in part 647 F.Supp. 1344. The “vast majority of cases” that have 
addressed the issue of lost profits or expectancy damages have found them 
recoverable under RICO, Frankford Trust Co. v. Advest, Inc. , 943 F.Supp. 531, 
533-34 (E.D. Pa. 1996)(citations omitted), while the Supreme Court found future 
injuries from an antitrust conspiracy recoverable, Zenith Radio Corp. v. Hazeltine 
Research. Inc. . 401 U.S. 321, 339, 28 L.Ed.2d 77, 91 S.Ct. 795 (1971). 

Business interruption and expenses resulting from RICO violations to carry 
out and protect the Russian mafia’s Scheme from its inception (Complaint 

1 Complaint | 905, A-l 12, did not intend to claim RICO damages for “imperiling] [Hollander’s] safety, 
life, liberty and right not to live in fear.” Such expectancies no longer exist for a man in America. 
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907(b), A-l 12) are recoverable and sufficient to withstand a motion to dismiss. 
R.A.G. S. Couture. Inc, v. Hyatt . 774 F.2d 1350, 1354 (5 th Cir. 1985), Continental 
Assur. Co. v. Lombardo . 1987 WL 8198 at *2 (E.D. Pa. Mar. 19, 1987). 

The value of business opportunities lost due to RICO violations to carry out 
and protect the Scheme from its inception, (Complaint at 1907(c), A-l 12) are 
compensable. See Terminate Control Corp., 28 F.3d 1335, 1343; Khurana . 130 
F.3d 143, 151-52 (loss of legitimate business opportunity). 

Executing the Scheme resulted in Hollander unwittingly assisting defendant 
Shipilina’s fraudulent immigration (Complaint m 182, 187, 201, 204-05, A-40, 
42), defending against a restraining order obtained by perjury (Complaint f 239, 
242, A-45, 46), preventing a false arrest from abuse of New York City police 
authority (Complaint 312-14, A-52), rectifying the defamation of Hollander to 
witnesses in the annulment-divorce case (Complaint 1271-72, A-48), trying to 
overcome witness intimidation by Chechen gangsters (Complaint 267, 270, A- 
48), dealing with interference in gathering information for state and federal court 
proceedings (Complaint||269-70, A-48; Supp. Complaint^ 12, 38, 52, 62, A- 
115, 118-120), mitigating threats against Hollander with remedial actions through 
the Government and courts (Complaint ^ 854-870, A 106-107), and more. All of 
which cost Hollander’s business profits, time and opportunities; caused 
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interruption; and damaged his professional reputation and goodwill. (Complaint 
907(a)-(c) & (e), A-112.) 

In the injury to property category, the annulment-divorce and RICO cause of 
actions are property interests under RICO. Mallev-Duff & Associates, Inc, v. 
Crown Life Ins. Co. . 792 F.2d 341, 353-54 (3d Cir. 1986), aff’d sub nom., Agency 
Holding Corn, v. Mallev-Duff . 479 U.S. 983, 93 L.Ed.2d 573, 107 S.Ct. 569 
(1987); Deck v. Engineering Laminates . 349 F.3d 1253, 1259 (10 th Cir. 2003) 
(citing Logan v. Zimmerman Brush Co. , 455 U.S. at 428). The criminal 
interference with their prosecution caused expenses, delays and inconvenience, 
which are an injury to property, Mallev-Duff , 792 F.2d at 355. 

A property injury under 18 U.S.C. 1964(c) can be satisfied by allegations of 
monetary loss, such as out-of-pocket expenses. Maio v. Aetna. Inc. . 221 F.3d 472, 
483 (3 rd Cir. 2000)(citations omitted). Out-of-pocket expenses from Hollander’s 
investigation into and efforts to stop the intimidation of witnesses in the 
annulment-divorce action (Complaint ^ 907(d), A-l 12) are compensable injuries. 
Mallev-Duff . 792 F.2d at 355; Miller v. Glen & Helen Aircraft. Inc. . 777 F.2d 496, 
498-99 (9 th Cir. 1985). Legal fees to defend against the fraudulent restraining order 
and the New York City threat of arrest, to prosecute the annulment-divorce action 
and halt the defendants’ obstruction of pre-discovery activities are compensable 
injuries to property. Handeen v. Lemaire, 112 F.3d 1339, 1354 (9 th Cir. 1997); 
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Stochastic Decisions . 995 F.2d 1158, 1167. Further, allegations of expenses for 
investigations and efforts to put a stop to and rectify harm (Complaint ^ 907(d)), 
which include private investigators and legal expenses, are sufficient to withstand a 
motion to dismiss. Philatelic Foundation v. Kaplan , 1986 WL 5629 *9 & *11 
(S.D.N.Y, May 9, 1986), dismissed in part 647 F.Supp. 1344; Continental Assur. 
Co. . 1987 WL 8198 at *2; see Alexander Grant . 770 F.2d 717, 719. 

Hollander’s reliance on false representations made by defendant Shipilina 
over the telephone and by mail to lull him into returning to Russia to bring her to 
the U.S. so that the Scheme could move forward resulted in out-of-pocket expenses 
for Hollander’s round trip flight, accommodations in Moscow and defendant 
Shipilina's flight to America. (Complaint Tflf 198-204, A-42.) Where defendants 
fraudulently induce a plaintiff to take actions and make expenditures, the financial 
injury is compensable under civil RICO. Standardbrcd Owners Ass’n v. Roosevelt 
Raceway . 985 F.2d 102, 104-05 (2 nd Cir. 1993). 

Damages from the above injuries to business or property can be nominal, 
Potomac Elec. Power v. Electric Motor & Supply . 262 F.3d 260, 266 (4 th Cir. 

2001), so an injury to Hollander’s business or property in an amount of one U.S. 
dollar is sufficient for standing provided the damage was caused by a RICO 
violation. 
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B. Proximate Causation Errors 


Did the District Court contravene holdings of the U.S. Supreme Court, the 
Second Circuit and other courts by wrongly stating and misapplying the proximate 
causation element for standing under civil RICO on a motion to dismiss? 

In NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 
(1994), the plaintiff alleged that the RICO conspiracy "had injured the [plaintiffs'] 
business and/or property interests ..." and that a defendant had threatened reprisals. 
The Supreme Court concluded that "nothing more is needed to confer standing on 
[plaintiff] at the pleading stage.” Id The Complaint at ^ 282, 289-90, 309, 313, 
318, 900-07, A 49-52, 111-112, and Supplemental Complaint at 2, 34-35, 50, 

77, A-l 14, 117, 119, 122, do that and more, but it is not good enough for the 
District Court. In addition, the Complaint provides allegations of RICO violations, 
such as Complaint at H 479-84, 492-94, 500-01, 504-06, 512-13, 514-16, 518, 

527, 530, 541-43, 556-59, 573, 586-87, 592-93, 594, 596-97, 600, 606-07, 622, 
625-26, A 68-73, 75-76, 78-80, 82, that furthered the Scheme involving Shipilina, 
injured Hollander and benefited certain defendants from its initiation while the 
Supplemental Complaint at ^ 16-21, 45-48, 55, 57-58, 69-71, A 115-116, 119-21 
refers to more efforts to assure the Scheme’s success that also injured Hollander. 2 

2 Threatening an attorney admitted to practice in the federal courts is not an 18 U.S.C. 1503 
violation, sorry about that. 
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The District Court didn’t find a passed-on, or derivative, injury problem in 
which harm flowed to Hollander through a third party as in Holmes , 503 U.S. 258, 
268-69. It instead relied on the proximate cause test of an insubstantial causal link 
due to an intervening event. The Court held that intervening event to be 
Hollander’s August 2000 discovery of the Scheme, which subsequently led to an 
investigation. Order 2-1, 11-2, 12-1, 13-2, A-132, 141-43. Hollander, however, 
did not discover the Scheme until July 2002, (Opposition pp 28-2, 37-1, 135-2, A- 
129; Complaint f 220, A-44.) Disputed claims of causation cannot be decided on a 
Rule 12(b)(6) motion. Knevclbaard Dairies v. Kraft Foods. Inc. . 232 F.3d 979, 

989 (9 th Cir. 2000). Besides, taken at face value, the Complaint and Supplemental 
Complaint do not allege intervening events of a wholly independent nature from 
the alleged predicate acts. 

Even had Hollander discovered the Scheme in August 2000, federal 
appellate courts characterize the issue of intervening causation as an evidentiary 
rather than pleading matter, which is determined by whether defendants’ violations 
were a substantial factor in plaintiffs injury. Smith & Reed, Civil RICO . TJ6.04, p. 
6-126.1, 2005 ed. “[A] RICO case with a derivative-injury problem is better suited 
to dismissal on the pleadings than a RICO case with a traditional proximate-cause 
problem (e.g., a weak or insubstantial causal link....” Trollinger v. Tyson Foods, 
Inc. , 370 F.3d 602, 615 (6 th Cir. 2004). A summary judgment motion under Rule 
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56 is more appropriate than a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6) for handling 
causal weaknesses that are not the passed-on injury type. Id., (citing NOW v. 
Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256). Whether injuries are attributable to defendants’ 
conduct, or to other causes, is normally up to the trier of fact to decide. Schwartz 
v. Sun Co. . 276 F.3d 900, 904 (6 th Cir. 2002)(antitrust case). But if a court must 
decide on whether an intervening cause exists for a Rule 12(b)(6) motion in a non¬ 
derivative RICO case, it should focus on “the foreseeability that intervening events 
would cause injury to the plaintiff,” Mid Atl. Telecom v. Long Distance Servs., 18 
F.3d 260, 263 (4 th Cir. 1994)(citation omitted), because foreseeability of harm from 
defendants’ misconduct is sufficient to overcome invented assertions that other 
factors constituted intervening events that proximately caused the injuries. Once 
again, assuming Hollander had discovered the Scheme in August 2000, only 
modern-day political correctionalist claptrap couldn’t anticipate discovery, 
investigation and efforts to protect property by a man tricked and drugged into a 
fraudulent marriage for financially supporting and winning a Russian mob asset 
U.S. citizenship. (Emphasis added.) 

Regardless of when the Scheme was discovered, the predicate acts 
committed before August 2000, to gain defendant Shipilina entry into America, 
required Hollander to initially investigate and incur expenses beginning in that 
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month. This sufficiently connects the RICO Scheme, even as narrowed by the 
Court, with those injuries. Continental Assur. Co. , 1987 WL 8198 at *2. 

The District Court improperly shoehomed the allegations of this case into 
employee termination suits based on employees refusing to aid and abet RICO 
violations, exposing illegal acts, being retaliated against or whistle blowing, such 
as Hecht v. Commerce Clearing House. Inc. , 897 F.2d 21, 23-24 (2d Cir. 1990) 
(citing other firing cases), and shareholder derivative action suits, such as In Re 
American Exp. Co. Shareholder Litigation, 39 F.3d 395, 396 (2d Cir. 1994). Order 
10-1 & 2, 11-1, 12-2 & 3, 13-1 & 2, A 140-43. Neither the Complaint nor the 
Supplemental Complaint allege that Hollander was a Russian mafia shareholder or 
mob employee fired for his refusal to assist in violations or retaliated against for 
whistle blowing. 

The employee firing cases relied on by the District Court: Hecht , 897 F.2d at 
24; Burdick v. American Express Co. , 865 F.2d 527, 529 (2d Cir. 1989); and 
Nodine v. Textron. Inc. . 819 F.2d 347, 349 (1 st 1987), found that the injuries to 
those plaintiffs resulted from employers’ decisions to fire them, not the RICO 
violations they exposed or wouldn’t help. In this case, there is no firing as an 
intervening cause because Hollander never worked for the mob. There are also no 
whistleblowers despite the Court’s misrepresentation that Hollander “portrays 
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himself in his pleadings as a whistleblower.” Order 12-2, A-142. A person can’t 


be a whistleblower unless he was an employee, Mruz v. Caring, Inc. , 991 F.Supp. 
701, 708-09 (D.N.J. 1998)(referring to “Whistleblower Act” 31 U.S.C. §3730(h)), 
and he can’t blow the whistle on something before he knows it exists, such as the 
mob’s Scheme, which Hollander didn’t leam about until July 2002. The 
whistleblower cases, as with other employee termination cases, hold the firing 
decisions caused the injury of an employee’s loss of job, not the employer’s RICO 
violations. See, e.g., Hecht, 897 F.2d at 24; Cullom v. Hibernia Nat. Bank . 859 
F.2d 1211, 1215 (5 th Cir. 1988); Pujol v. Shearson/Am. Express. Inc. , 829 F.2d 
1201, 1205 (1 st Cir. 1987); Nodine v. Textron. Inc. . 819 F.2d 347, 349 (1 st 1987); 
Morast v. Lance . 807 F.2d 926, 933 (11 th Cir. 1987). The Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint do not allege injury after August 2000 from Hollander’s 
loss of a job with the Russian mob that he never had. 

Regardless of Hollander’s non-employee status, proximate cause exists for 
injuries from overt predicate acts in furtherance of defendants’ RICO conspiracies. 
Cf Beck v. Prunis. 529 U.S. 494, 506 n. 10, 146 L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 1608 
(2000). The post August 2000 illegal acts by defendants that caused injury by 
trying to suborn perjury, intimidate and prevent Hollander and others’ testifying in 
court or at administrative proceedings and interfered with this RICO action 
included predicate acts (Complaint 479, 482, 492, 494, 504, 506, 530, 531, 541, 
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556-57, A 68-70, 72-73, 75; Supp. Complaint If 16, 19, 45, 55, 57, 69, 70, A 115- 
116, 119-121) taken in furtherance of the RICO conspiracies (Complaint ff 481, 
484, 501, 513, 543, 559, A-68, 70-71, 73, 75; Supp. Complaint ff 18, 21, 47, A- 
116, 119) to prevent their unraveling from disclosure of the Scheme. 

The District Court’s reliance on shareholder derivative action suits required 
it to twist, bend, fold and mutilate the Complaint’s allegations into a false pattern 
that seemingly fitted the fact allegations in American Express so as to reach the 
same result—dismissal. American Express , 39 F.3d at 400, held that RICO 
violations by company officers and employees were not meant to harm the 
company but benefit it and, in turn, the shareholder-plaintiffs. The Russian mafia 
in this case also engaged in RICO violations to benefit itself but there the analogy 
ends. Hollander is not a shareholder of the Russian mob, so the defendants’ acts 
weren’t done to benefit him. 

American Express, 39 F.3d at 400, and Abrahams v. Young & Rubicam, 
Inc. . 79 F.3d 234, 238-39 (2d Cir.), cert, denied, 519 U.S. 816 (1996), also found 
the RICO violations did not injure plaintiffs but the revealing of those acts did. 
Here, the RICO violations and injuries in the Complaint all occurred before the 
revelation of the Scheme in July 2002 and its public exposure in April 2003 with 

the filing of this suit. 3 The harm to Hollander from RICO acts between August 

3 The District Court claims RICO violations occurring before August 2000 “are not 
alleged to have caused plaintiff injury,” Order at 11-2, 12-1, but the Court lies (perhaps 
unknowingly), see above § 1(E) Eastern front of the District Court’s Maginot line. 
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2000 and July 2002 did not flow from an exposure as in American Express or 
Abrahams but from certain defendants’ efforts to protect and finish the Scheme by 
preventing its exposure. Predicate acts committed to conceal an ongoing fraud, 
including money laundering and travel in aid of racketeering, support a finding of 
proximate causation. Maiz v. Virani . 253 F.3d 641, 674 fll th Cir. 2001). The 
District Court, however, reaches the absurd result that any harm caused by a RICO 
violation that a criminal group does to protect or conceal a scheme, rather than 
carrying it out, assuming these two activities can be distinguished in reality, is not 
the proximate cause of resulting injuries. Alternatively, the Court required 
defendants’ RICO violations before August 2000 to be the sole factor in causing 
injury after that date. A proximate cause, however, is not the same thing as a sole 
cause. Cox v. Admin. U.S. Steel & Carnegie . 17 F.3d 1386, 1399 (11 th Cir. 1994). 

Accepting the District Court’s premise about exposure in August 2000 as an 
intervening event would mean that RICO defendants, following the exposure of 
their first set of RICO violations, could engage in a second set of RICO violations 
to prevent or deter a plaintiff’s access to law enforcement authorities or the courts 
for redressing grievances from the first set of illegal acts. Under the Court’s 
reasoning, Order 10-1 & 2, 11-1 & 2, A 140-41, defendants would not be liable 
under RICO for injuries from the second group of violations because that harm was 
caused by an intervening event: the exposure of the first set. I don’t think so. The 
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second set of RICO violations still could have proximately caused injury. In 
American Express and Abrahams , there was no second set of RICO violations as 
here. An easy way, however, to deal with the Court’s immunity for defendants’ 
second set of violations is to consider them as carrying out an addendum scheme or 
new scheme. 

American Express. 39 F.3d at 400, also holds the shareholders were not the 
intended targets and, according to Lerner v. Fleet Bank. N.A. . 318 F.3d 113, 124 
(2d Cir. 2003), American Express also held the injuries were not the "preconceived 
purpose" or "specifically intended consequences" of the RICO acts, therefore, no 
proximate causation. The Second Circuit subsequently appeared to reject requiring 
"specifically intended harm" and "intended victim or target" in Baisch v. Gallina . 
346 F.3d 366, 375-76, by favoring the standard: intent to create a risk of harm and 
substantial risk of injury to the victim. But in Ideal . 373 F.2d 251, 260, it 
resurrected the specifically intended victim, or target, element by noting that 
complaints are dismissed for lacking proximate cause when plaintiff is not an 
intended victim or target. With these decisions, the Second Circuit has in effect 
added the mail and wire fraud requirements of a specifically intended victim or 
target and, perhaps, specifically intended injury to its proximate cause 
determination even though mail and wire fraud are specific intent crimes, U.S. v. 
Chandler , 98 F.3d 711,715 (2d Cir. 1996), and RICO a statutory tort remedy, Mid 
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Atl. Telecom , 18 F.3d 260, 263 (citation omitted); Bieter Co. v. Blomquist , 987 
F.2d 1319, 1329 (8 th Cir. 1993). Allegations of a plaintiff as the specific target and 
injuries specifically intended are unnecessary for a statutory tort action, see 
Restatement of Torts 2d . § 548A, and contrary to the Supreme Court's admonition 
that strict proximate cause requirements not be erected as obstacles to private 
RICO litigants, see Sedima . 473 U.S. 479, 497-98. 

The District Court’s conclusion that a plaintiff must be the intended target of 
the RICO scheme, Order 9-2, 10-2, 11-2, 13-2, A 139-41, 143, and the alleged 
injury a preconceived purpose or specifically intended consequence of RICO 
violations, id at 10-2, 11-2, 12-1, 13-2, 14-1, A 140-44, is “simply wrong.” BCCI 
Holdings (Lux.). S.A. v. Khalil 214 F.3d 168, 173 (D.C.Cir.), cert, denied 531 
U.S. 958 (2000). Standing to pursue a RICO action exists even without allegations 
that plaintiff was the intended target. Khurana . 130 F.3d 143, 151-52 (5 th Cir. 

1997) (physician not intended target); Terre Du Lac Ass’n, Inc, v, Terre Du Lac, 
Inc. , 772 F.2d 467, 472 (8 th Cir. 1985)(citation omitted), cert, denied 475 U.S. 

1082 (1986). “[T]he RICO plaintiff need not be the target of the RICO conspiracy 
or the intended victim of the RICO predicate acts, as long as plaintiffs business or 
property was ... injured as a proximate result of the violation.” Rakoff and 
Goldstein, RICO Civil and Criminal . §4.02[7], In Holmes , the Supreme Court 
“never suggests ... that the only or best way to prove proximate cause is for a 
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plaintiff to prove he was the ‘intended target’ and that the injury was the 
‘preconceived purpose’ of the RICO activity.” BCC1, 214 F.3d at 174. Regardless 
of what the Second Circuit requires, the District Court demands both a specifically 
intended harm and victim, which conflicts with the D.C., 5th, and 8 th Circuits. 

In Holmes . 503 U.S. at 267-68, the Supreme Court found the principles for 
determining proximate cause in Federal RICO and antirust cases to be the same 
because of the identical statutory language. The Second Circuit’s Ideal 
requirement that a plaintiff must be an intended target of defendants’ RICO 
violations is contrary to present day antitrust proximate causation principles. 
Federal courts previously used a target standing test for antitrust causation, Repp v. 
F.E.L. Publications. Ltd. . 688 F.2d 441, 444-45 (7 th Cir. 1982), but it has fallen on 
disfavor. The Supreme Court expressed dissatisfaction with the antitrust target test 
in Assoc. Gen. Contractors of Cal, v. Cal. St. Council . 459 U.S. 519, 536 n. 33 & 
37, 74 L.Ed.2d 723, 103 S.Ct. 897 (1983), and stated the availability of a remedy 
“is not a question of specific intent of the conspirators.” Id 459 U.S. at 537 
(quoting Blue Shield Virginia v. McCreadv . 457 U.S. 465, 479, 73 L.Ed.2d 149, 
102 S.Ct. 2540 (1982)). Several federal courts subsequently declined to apply the 
target standing test in antitrust cases. See, e.g. R.C. Dick Geothermal Corp. v. 
Thermo genic s, Inc. . 890 F.2d 139, 146 (9 th Cir. 1989); Southwest Suburban Bd. 
Realtors, Inc, v. Beverly Area Planning Ass’n . 830 F.2d 1374, 1377 n.l (7 th Cir. 


49 



1987). Since the Supreme Court has ruled that proximate causation principles for 
antitrust are the same for RICO, the Second Circuit and District Court’s use of 
target standing for RICO contradicts the Supreme Court and other Circuits. But if 
it doesn't, the Complaint (fflf 135-36, 164, 170, 179, 185, 201-04, 227-30, 234, 239- 
41, 243, 245, 281-83, 288-90, 307-09, 317-19, 494, 506, 518, 527, 530, A-36, 38- 
40, 42, 44-46, 49-52, 69-72) and Supplemental Complaint 2, 13, 35, 50, 53, A 
114-115, 117, 119) allege Hollander was a target of the RICO violations right from 
the beginning. 

The District Court even admits Hollander was a target during the first step of 
the Scheme. “[T]he success of the Scheme [the first part] depended on a lack of 
harm to plaintiff, for it was through plaintiff and with plaintiff’s (perhaps 
unknowing) cooperation that the [Russian mob] hoped to succeed in infiltrating the 
United States [with defendant Shipilina].” Order 14-1, A-144 (Court’s emphasis.) 
The Court’s “ lack of harm” apparently refers to personal, physical harm since 
Hollander had already been injured to the tune of out-of-pocket expenses and lost 
business by the time defendant Shipilina entered America on a fraudulent 
immigrant visa. (See above 1(E) Eastern front Maginot Line.) 

The first step in the Scheme was intended to give the Russian mafia the 
financial advantage of transposing one more asset to the lucrative American market 
at the expense of Hollander. Next when faced with Hollander’s refusal to yield to 
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certain defendants’ lulling and coercive practices (Complaint || 226-233, A 44- 
45), the mob imposed further sanctions on Hollander with additional coercion 
(Complaint It 239-43, 245, 257, 259, 273, 281-84, 287-90, 306-09, 316-18, 319, A 
45-52), which the District Court also admits targeted Hollander: “plaintiffs 
resistance to and investigation of the Scheme is what the predicate acts ... were 
designed to prevent,” Order 14-1, A-144. Such coercive efforts sufficiently plead 
proximate cause. See McCreadv . 457 U.S. 465, 483 (antitrust standing). The 
District Court, however, in relying on Manson v. Stacescu . 11 F.3d 1127, 1132-33 
(2d Cir. 1993), guilefully holds that threats to stop a person from investigating a 
scheme cannot proximately harm a person’s business or property. Order 14-1, A- 
144. Manson did not reach that conclusion; instead, it held the harm to Manson 
was derivative of the injury to the company of which he was president, which 
under Holmes meant no proximate cause. The Complaint here does not allege 
threats injured Russian Mafia, Inc. and that injury passed through to Hollander. 
There is no third person or entity between the threats and Hollander. 

Concerning foreseeability, the Court makes the conclusory statement based 
on its core misrepresentation of the Complaint, the Maginot Line, “That plaintiff 
would put his legal and consulting business on hold [in August 2000] to investigate 
the Enterprise simply is not a reasonably foreseeable consequence of the predicate 
acts. Order 14-1, A-144. Hollander first put his business on hold from March 
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to May 2000 (Complaint 187-88) to assist defendant Shipilina in obtaining her 
immigrant visa from the Moscow Embassy. And no, Hollander didn’t know 
Shipilina was perpetrating a fraud at that time. After putting his business on hold 
once as a result of predicate acts to permanently transplant a mob asset to America, 
a reasonable criminal could easily foresee it happening again in order to determine 
whether his wife was a prostitute and deal with threats, intimidation and 
fraudulently instigated court and police actions. Besides, Hollander falls into the 
foreseeable class of immediate victims because he was a customer, albeit an 
unwitting one, of a Russian mafia prostitute trying to continue her work for the 
Russian mob in the U.S. American Express , 39 F.3d at 399)(no proximate cause 
since plaintiff not a target, competitor nor customer of the racketeer, citing Sperber 
v. Boeskv, 849 F.2d 60, 64-65 (2d Cir. 1988)); (Complaint H 136-40, 360-61, A- 
36, 56.) 

The District Court failed to address proximate causation of injuries that 
occurred before August 2000 from RICO violations by falsely claiming the 
Complaint did not allege any injuries from such activities. “The factual allegations 
detailing these activities largely predate plaintiffs ‘discovery’ of the Scheme in 
August 2000, and are not alleged to have caused plaintiff injury.” Order 11-2, 12- 
1, A 141-42. The Complaint, however, avers certain defendants tricked Hollander 
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into sponsoring and paying for defendant Shipilina’s fraudulently obtained 
immigrant visa (Complaint || 135-36, 182-83, 186, 190-93, 197, A-36, 40-42), 
defendant Shipilina made false representations by telephone and mail between the 
U.S. and Russia in order to lull Hollander into returning to Russia so as to bring 
her to America, which included the cost for Shipilina’s flight, Hollander’s round- 
trip flight and accommodations in Moscow (Complaint 198-205, A-42), and the 
Scheme caused Hollander to put his law and consulting business on hold 
(Complaint 187-88, A-40), which resulted in loss of profits, loss of business 
opportunities and business interruption expenses for which the amounts are 
included in the figures at Complaint 1907(a)-(c), A-l 12. 

The District Court also avoided the proximate cause issue for the injuries 
after August 2000 that it didn't claim resulted from Hollander’s “discovery of the 
Scheme.” The Court disregarded these allegations as “general” and “conclusory,” 
see section 1(D) above. The Complaint, however, sufficiently alleged injury from 
use of racketeering funds to finance the Scheme, from use of racketeering activities 
to acquire or preserve influence over Russian mob activities, from overt predicate 
acts to further conspiracies (Complaint ^ 900, 904-06, A 111-112) and damage to 
professional reputation and good will from false allegations, such as those in a 
restraining order, report to police and threat of arrest (Complaint ^ 229-32, 234, 
239, 271, 309-14, 907(e), A 44-45, 48, 51-52, 112). The Supplemental Complaint 
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sufficiently alleged causation of injuries from defendants’ efforts to obstruct this 
RICO action (Supp. Complaint 2, 12, 34-36, 38, 43, 49, 52, 59-63, 77, A 114- 
115, 117-120, 122). 

III. Leave to Amend Errors 

Did the District Court abuse its discretion by fabricating a fact, creating a 
Catch-22, using a trivial excuse and relying on its key misrepresentation of the 
Complaint to slam the door on even one leave to amend the Complaint? 

The District Court lied when it stated, “Plaintiff made no request to file an 
amended Complaint in the event the motions to dismiss were granted,” Order 16-2, 
A-146. Plaintiffs Memorandum in Opposition p. 41-2, A-129, states, “If this 
Court dismisses the Complaint or part of it under Rule 12(b)(6), then the plaintiff 
requests leave to amend.” Plaintiff also made similar requests with respect to 
specific issues throughout his Memorandum in Opposition pp. 49-1, 70-2, 76-2, 
119-3, A-130. 

The Court created a legal Catch-22 for plaintiffs who dare file a 
supplemental complaint after receiving defendants’ motions to dismiss but before a 
court decides those 12(b)(6) motions. The Catch-22 works by assuming the 
purpose of an amended and supplemental complaint are the same, defendants’ 
motion to dismiss arguments are accurate and plaintiff can divine which of those 
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arguments a court will use for its decision before it occurs: “[Hjaving been fully 
apprised of the bases for the motions to dismiss,” Order 16-2, A-146, [plaintiff] 
“was fully aware of the asserted [that means alleged] pleading deficiencies raised 
in the motion to dismiss and, with those assertions [allegations] in hand, he sought 
to supplement his complaint,” Disqualify at 5-2, A-154. 

Supplemental complaints are for “setting forth transactions or occurrences or 
events which have happened since the date of the pleading sought to be 
supplemented.” Rule 15(d). Amended pleadings incorporate events that occurred 
prior to the filing of the original pleading, but were either overlooked or not known 
at the time, Slavenberg Corp. v. Boston Ins. Co., 30 F.R.D. 123, 126 (S.D.N.Y. 
1962), and are used to cure deficiencies in an original complaint. 

The Court erred in holding the Supplemental Complaint an amended 
complaint. It stated, “Plaintiff is correct that there is nothing inappropriate with 
seeking to cure a pleading deficiency called to one’s attention by an opposing 
party.” Disqualify 5-2, A-154. The plaintiff never said that, the Supplemental 
Complaint never said that. Both stated, “The events included in this supplemental 
complaint happened after the original Complaint was filed on April 18, 2003.” 
(Supp. Complaint 11, A-l 14.) The Supplemental Complaint was not filed in 
response to alleged “pleading deficiencies raised in the [defendants] motion to 
dismiss,” Disqualify 5-2, A-l 54, it was filed because of predicate acts engaged in 
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by the defendants after the Complaint had been filed. But the Court ignored this so 
as to conclude, “the supplemental pleading added nothing of material significance 
to cure the deficiencies in [plaintiffs] allegations,” id. Deficiencies that wouldn’t 
be known until the Court rendered its decision. 

By simply updating the Court on recent harm caused by defendants, the 
Court jumped to the Orwellian conclusion that plaintiff was trying to correct 
deficiencies in his Complaint that he wouldn’t leam about until some time in the 
future when the Court made its decision. Under such reasoning, all plaintiffs must 
use a Doctor Who telephone booth to determine the Court’s criticism, so they can 
cure it before the Court makes its decision. Or, just as bizarre, plaintiffs should 
adopt defendants’ interpretation of the law and objections as true, which means the 
courts might as well throw out all complaints since that’s where defendants’ 
objections lead on a motion to dismiss—that’s why it’s called a motion to dismiss. 
So much for the courts as a means to resolve disputes. 

The implication of the District Court’s reasoning is that when a plaintiff files 
a supplemental complaint under Rule 15(d) after being served with defendants’ 
motions to dismiss but before the Court rules on those motions, it legally follows 
that plaintiff will be unable to amend his original complaint under Rule 15(a) so as 
to cure a subsequent dismissal because the plaintiff cannot “truthfully allege 
more,” Order 5-2, A-154, since he already filed a supplemental complaint. 
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Therefore, when a supplemental complaint is filed, an amended complaint must 
also be filed that addresses the Court’s objections, which plaintiff will not learn 
about until some point in the future; otherwise, plaintiff forfeits any opportunity to 
amend the original complaint under Rule 15(a). A nice Alice in Wonderland tactic 
that turns on its head the policy: “Where plaintiff seeks an opportunity to amend 
his complaint in order to meet the objections stated by the trial court, we feel that 
he should be accorded such an opportunity.” Austin v. House of Vision. Inc. . 385 
F.2d 171, 172 (7 th Cir. 1967), appeal after remand, 404 F.2d 401 (7 th Cir. 1968). 

The District Court improperly considered the “sheer length and detail” of the 
Complaint as constituting a legal reason for denying leave to amend. Order 16-2, 
A-146, see id at 1-1, 3-1, A-131, 133. “The fact that a brief of such length was 
filed by plaintiff had bearing on whether plaintiff had a full and fair opportunity to 
advance his arguments and also on the issue of whether the Court, on its own 
motion, should grant plaintiff leave to further replead.” Disqualify 3-2, A-152. 

Just because a RICO complaint is long by the standards of other causes of action is 
no reason to deny leave to amend. The length and detail of a complaint depends on 
the subject matter, the type of claims presented and the number of the parties 
involved. See Dublin Distribs. jnc. v. Edward & John Burke. Ltd. . 109 F.Supp. 

125, 126 n.l (S.D.N.Y. 1952)(antitrust pleading). The more complex the litigation 
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becomes, the greater the amount of detail that will appear in the pleadings. Wright 


& Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ. 3d 1281, p. 707. A complaint charging RICO 
violations by a crime syndicate will recite numerous acts and circumstances and 
not be a short statement of a claim as the word “short” is used in pleading on a 
contract or in negligence. Cf. Rivioli Operating Corp. v, Loew’s Inc. , 7 F.R.D. 

219, 223 (W.D.N.Y. 1947)(antitrust complaint). The Complaint’s length was 
necessary to plead the complex and intertwined workings of a segment of the 
Russian mafia to put the injuries to Hollander into context. The Russian mob is the 
archetypal, intimidating, mobster organization RICO seeks to eradicate. See 
Russello v. U.S. . 464 U.S. 16, 26-27, 78 L.Ed.2d 17, 104 S.Ct. 296 (1983). 

Further, Federal Rule 8(a)(2) requires a short and plain statement for each claim, 
not a short complaint, so length should not be relied on, even in part, to deny leave 
to amend. 

Citing “see Manson . 11 F.3d at 1133,” the District Court contends, “Even 
the most liberal reading of the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint fails to 
indicate that, however restated, any valid claim would survive,” so any 
amendment, even one, would be futile. Order 16-2, 17-1, A 146-47. Manson was 
a derivative, or passed-on, injury case; therefore, denying leave to amend was 
appropriate since amended pleadings couldn’t change the situation of plaintiffs 
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injury flowing through a third party, which meant no proximate cause. Troll inner. 


370 F.3d 602, 615. The harm to Hollander does not derive from injury to a third 
party. Further, one amendment would disabuse the Court of its mistaken but core 
finding that Hollander “alleged injury ... arising out of his discovery of [the] 
Scheme,” which led to an investigation of the Enterprise beginning in August 
2000. Order 2-1, 4-2, 9-1, 11-2, 12-1, A-132, 134, 139, 141-42. The Court used 
its alleged August 2000 discovery as an intervening event to justify ruling that any 
sufficiently averred injuries suffered after that date were not proximately caused by 
defendants’ Scheme or RICO violations. An amended complaint, in addition to 
other truthful allegations, would make clear to even the District Court that 
Hollander did not discover the Scheme until two years later in July 2002. 

The District Court abused its discretion under Milanese v. Rust-Oleum Corp. 
244 F.3d 104, 110 (2d Cir. 2001), by denying leave to amend the Complaint 
through (1) clearly erroneous findings of fact that Hollander failed to request leave 
to amend and discovered the Scheme in August 2000, (2) mistaken applications of 
the law that a supplemental complaint is an amended one and the “sheer length and 
detail” of a complaint is a legal basis for denying leave to amend and (3) inventing 
a Catch-22 rule that filing a supplemental complaint before a court’s decision on 
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dismissal motions also requires an amended complainant to correct the faults that a 
court may find in its future decision. 

IV. Due Process Violations 

Did the District Court violate the plaintiffs due process rights by mixing pro 
se and attorney standards in deciding to dismiss with prejudice and ignoring the 
policy behind Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(d) for allowing supplemental complaints? 

A. Pro se v. Attorney 

The District Court violated Hollander's due process rights by using the pro 
se standard for construing the Complaint, Order 7-2, A-137, while applying the 
attorney standard as a reason not to grant leave to amend, Order 16-2, A-146; 
Disqualify 5-2, A-154. The impact of mixing the standards is that it allowed the 
Court to create the false impression of liberally analyzing the pleadings in favor of 
a pro se plaintiff, Order 7-2, A-137, while doing its best to make sure it never saw 
this case again, Order 16-2, A-146; Disqualify 5-2, A-154, by applying a higher 
standard to deciding against even one leave to amend. 

B. Policy Behind Supplemental Complaints 

The District Court violated Hollander's due process rights by punishing him 
for acting in accord with one of the basic policies of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure “that a party should be given every opportunity to join all of his 
grievances against other parties regardless of when they arose,” Wright & Miller, 
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Federal Prac. and Proc. : Civ.2d § 1506. The Court wrongly treated the 


Supplemental Complaint as an amended complaint and used that faulty conclusion 
to punish Hollander for filing the Supplemental Complaint by denying him leave to 
amend the Complaint once following the Court’s decision. Disqualify 5-2, A-154. 

CONCLUSION 

The District Court considers pleading civil RICO actions a game of skill in 
which any misstep, real or imaginary, will be decisive for dismissal. Contra 
Conley v. Gibson , 355 U.S. 41, 48, 2 L.Ed.2d 80, 78 S.Ct. 99 (1957). 

Plaintiff-Appellant requests the dismissal be vacated. 


Dated: August 9, 2005 


Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Attorney, pro se , plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 


Plaintiff-appellant, Roy Den Hollander, (“plaintiff’), an attorney at law, 
submits this brief in reply 1 to defendants-appellees Kuba, Mundy & Associates, 
Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich’s brief in opposition (“ Mundy Brief ’); 
Flash Dancers Topless Club’s brief (“ FlashDanccrs Brief ’); Cybertech Internet 
Solutions’ brief (“ Cybertech Brief ’); Marc Paulsen’s brief (“ Paulsen Brief ’); 
Alina Shipilina’s brief (“ Shipilina Brief ’); and the Municipal or Detective 
Robert Henning’s brief (“ Henning Brief ’). Defendant-appellee Bank of Cyprus 
did not submit a brief. 

The following nomenclature applies: cites to defendants-appellees’ briefs, 
District Court’s Order (“ Order ”), and plaintiff-appellant’s initial brief 
(“ Hollander Brief ’) are to the document’s page number hyphen paragraph on 
that page, which may or may not be a full paragraph. Cites to the Complaint or 
Supplemental Complaint are to paragraphs. “A” with numbers refers to pages in 
the Joint Appendix. “Mundy” refers to the law firm, Mundy and Petrovich 2 . 

Plaintiff filed a motion requesting this Court to reject the Mundy Brief 
and Henning Brief for violating the formatting rules of the Federal Rules of 
Appellate Procedure (“F.R.A.P.”) §32 and Local Rule §32. In the alternative, 

the motion requested designated sections of the Mundy Brief be removed for (1) 

1 The counter-arguments in this Reply apply to all the defendants-appellees’ briefs. 

~ Petrovich was properly served and an Affidavit of Service filed, Docket Entry 3, A-7. 
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numerous citations outside the Appendix in violation of F.R.A.P. §30 and Local 
Rule §11(e), (2) many ad hominem attacks in furtherance of defendants’ strategy 
of litigation by personal destruction, violating F.R.A.P. §§28(b) and Local Rule 
§28, (3) interjecting defendants own irrelevant factual allegations that violate 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6), F.R.A.P. §28(b) and Local Rule §28, and (4) breaching 
the Blue Book’s citation system. The motion also requested deleting parts of 
Pfenning and FlashDancers’ briefs for citing documents outside the Appendix, 
removal of irrelevant allegations in FlashDancers Brief and ad hominems in the 
Shipilina Brief . Reversal of the District Court’s order for the Bank of Cyprus 
was requested for failure to file a brief. Plaintiff moved for monetary sanctions 
against the attorneys responsible. 

II. DEFENSE LAWYERS RE-WRITE THE COMPLAINT WHILE 
INTERJECTING THEIR OWN IRRELEVANT ALLEGATIONS. 

This is an appeal of a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) dismissal—not an appeal 
from summary judgment or trial verdict. 

The Mundv Brief includes numerous factual allegations that are not part 
of the plaintiff-appellant’s pleadings. Mundy’s attorneys invent their own 
averments, claimed as facts, while selectively editing, juxtaposing and 
misstating plaintiff’s allegations in order to create a shadow pleading that fits 
their legal arguments and character assassination strategy. They try to muster 
support for their fabricated allegations, more appropriate for an answer they 
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never submitted, by citing to over 380 pages of documents they filed below. 
These documents 3 and assertions should not be relied upon in deciding a Rule 
12(b)(6) motion because it’s the plaintiffs pleadings that are considered true, 
California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited . 404 U.S. 508, 515, 30 L. 
Ed. 2d 642, 92 S.Ct. 609 (citation omitted)(1972), not the defendants’ opinions 
nor their inaccurate protestations or misplaced assertions, In re Warfarin 
Sodium . 214 F.3d 395, 398 (3 rd Cir. 2000)(consideration of facts gleaned from 
counsel’s argument are factors not contemplated by the dictates of Rule 12(b) 
(6)). “[T]he defendants seek to argue the merits ... in the context of a 12(b)(6) 
motion to dismiss, which is not the purpose of the motion.” T.S. Haulers. Inc, v. 
Town of Riverhead . 190 F.Supp.2d 455, 464 (E.D.N.Y. 2002)(citing see 
Villager Pond Inc, v. Town of Darien , 56 F.3d 375, 378 (2d Cir. 1995). 

Examples of the many misrepresentations, prevarications, irrelevancies 
and efforts to substitute defendants’ allegations (mostly Mundv Brief pp 2-25) 
for the plaintiffs pleadings are included for reference in footnote 5 at this 
reply’s end. Space limitations make it impossible to expose all their 
dissembling. 

The following allegory basically summarizes what happened to plaintiff 

as alleged in his pleadings: While sailing the waters of the former Soviet Union 

~ Of the 35 documents that Mundy’s attorneys inflated the record with, the plaintiff relied on 
only parts of six, see Chambers v. Time Warner. Inc. . 282 F.3d 147, 153 (2d Cir. 2002) 
(plaintiff must rely on document). 
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in his Sun Fish, working for Kroll Associates, along comes this juggernaut of 
pimps, prostitutes, pomographers, pushers and assorted criminals of Russian, 
Chechen, American and other nationalities, including a few lunatics from the 
Chechen Special Islamic Regiment. The juggernaut, ever scanning for the easy 
prey of softhearted American businessmen, spots plaintiff, and sends out one of 
its prostitutes as bait: a tall, blue-eyed, bleached blonde. Using duplicity and 
drugs, the plaintiffs Sun Fish is torpedoed, heads to the bottom. He’s sunk— 
married to a Russian prostitute who is a member of Russian organized crime 
although he doesn’t know it at the time. Plaintiff brings his wife of a few 
months to America, and the Russian mafia gets another one of its assets into the 
premier hard-currency market in the world. While this was happening to 
plaintiff, it was and continues to happen to others. When plaintiff finally came 
up for air: he struggled, tried to get free, fought back to protect his business and 
rights by using the law and not stepping outside it—but to no avail. Finally, 
with the assistance of a consulting attorney, he discovers in July 2002 the 
Russian mafia’s role in the nightmare inflicted on him and his property. He 
brings this RICO suit. So far, the Russian mafia juggernaut has been more 
powerful, more effective than the law because it lies, dissembles, prevaricates, 
smears, threatens, intimidates and bribes. 

III. ARGUMENT 
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A. Injury 

Defendants try to mislead this Court by claiming the plaintiff does not 
allege injuries to business and property but to the person. Mundy Brief , p.32-3, 
p.43-3, achieves this misrepresentation by stating the Complaint seeks 
compensation for predicate acts that imperiled the plaintiffs “safety, life, liberty 
and right not to live in fear” than mixes in the actual allegations of injury to 
business and property as though they were personal. The Hollander Brief , p.36 
n. 1, makes clear, the plaintiff does not claim RICO damages for defendants 
imperiling his safety, life, liberty and right not to live in fear or any injuries to 
the person. 

The “legal entitlement to business relations unhampered by schemes 
prohibited by RICO” is a property interest sufficient to provide standing. Diaz 
v. Gates . 420 F.3d 897, 899 (9 th Cir. 2005)(citation omitted); Williams v. 
Mohawk . 411 F.3d 1252, 1260 (11 th Cir. 2005). Plaintiffs pleadings contend 
that the numerous predicate acts by defendants harmed plaintiffs business and 
property. (Complaint ^[900-07, All 1-12; Supp. Complaint ^77, A-122.) 

For example, RICO violations harmed plaintiffs business reputation and 
goodwill. (Complaint ^[902-03, 907(e), A 111-12; Supp. Complaint \11, A- 
122.) Defendants wrongly claim that injuries to “business or professional 
reputation and goodwill” are not business or property harms. For support, 
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Mundv Brief , p.32-4, p.34-1, cites to 10 cases— eight without specific page 
cites, and again at id, p.44-1, cites to eight cases also without specific page 
cites. Are they hiding something? Yes, the cases they cite mostly do not 
support their proposition, and to the extent they do, create a conflict with other 
circuits. In Kimm v. Lee . 2005 WL 89386*4-6 (S.D.N.Y.), the court dismissed 
the complaint for failing to allege the predicate acts—not failing to allege injury. 
This Court in Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhoades . 741 F.2d 511, 515-16 (2d Cir. 

1984) found an injury but no predicate act. Tsipouras v. W&M Properties, Inc. , 
9 F.Supp.2d 365, 368 (S.D.N.Y. 1998), conflicts with the following cases, 
including a S.D.N.Y. case, that all hold injuries to business reputation or 
goodwill are compensable under RICO: Philatelic Foundation v. Kaplan , 1986 
WL 5629 at * 11 (S.D.N.Y. May 9, 1986), dismissed in part 647 F.Supp. 1344 
(business reputation injury); Clark v. Stipe Law Firm, LLP , 320 F.Supp.2d 
1207, 1213-14 (W.D.Okla. 2004)(professional reputation injury); Guerrero v. 
Gates . 110 F.Supp.2d 1287, 1293 (C.D. Cal. 2000)(damage to professional 
reputation); Ford Motor Co. v. B & H Supply, Inc. . 646 F.Supp. 975, 999 (D. 
Minn. 1986)(injury to Ford’s reputation and goodwill); Gamboa v. City of 
Chicago , 2003 U.S. Dist. Lexis 13706 *9 (N.D. Ill.)(loss of business reputation 
is injury—dicta). 
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Hollander Brief , pp 32-39, presents the arguments for other cognizable 


injuries to business and property, such as legal fees incurred in defending 
against proceedings initiated or threatened, Gamboa , 2003 U.S. Dist. Lexis 
13706 *9, by defendants in order to further the RICO Scheme (Complaint || 
229, 234, 239, 240, 307-14, A 44-45, 51-52). 

Defendants claim the District Court “indicated that indefinite, speculative 
and unprovable damages are not recoverable,” Mundv Brief p.34-2, but don’t 
cite the Order and don’t apply their proposition to any damage allegations. All 
the “speculative” cases cited by defendants concern damages that might occur in 
the future, not damages that already happened. E.g. Hecht v. Commerce 
Clearing House, Inc. , 897 F.2d 21, 24 (2d Cir. 1990). The lost debt cases: 
Stochastic v. DiDomenico , 995 F.2d 1158, 1165-66 (2d Cir.), cert.denied, 510 
U.S. 945 (1993); First Nationwide Bank v. Gelt Funding, 27 F.3d 763, 768 and 
Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhodes , 859 F.2d 1096, 1106 (2d Cir. 1988), cert, denied, 
490 U.S. 1007 (1993) all held the damages at the time of the RICO litigation 
were speculative because it was still unknown how much would be recovered 
through other concurrent proceedings or collection efforts that had not yet 
concluded. Since courts don’t have crystal balls, such future damages are 
considered speculative, indefinite and unprovable. The damages alleged in this 
case have already occurred. 
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B. Proximate Cause 


The defendants wrongly claim the rule for determining RICO standing in 
this Court does not “depend on whether there is proximate causation as that term 
is defined in common law.” Mundy Brief p.35-3. 

Standing under RICO requires pleading (1) defendant’s violation of 18 
U.S.C. 1962, (2) injury to plaintiffs business or property, and (3) causation of 
the injury by defendant’s violation. Lerner v. Fleet Bank . 318 F.3d 113, 120 (2d 
Cir.2003). Element (3)—causation—requires “but for” and proximate cause. 
Proximate causation is determined by common law principles. Desiano v. 
Warner Lambert Co., 326 F.3d 339, 346 (2d Cir. 2003)(citing Laborers Local 17 
v. Phillip Morris. Inc. . 191 F.3d 229, 234 (2d Cir. 1999)). The Supreme Court, 
Holmes v. Securities Investor Protection Corp., 503 U.S. 258, 267-69, 117 
L.Ed.2d 532, 112 S.Ct. 1311 (1992), and other circuits also call for using 
common law proximate causation, e.g. Brandenburg v. Seidel , 859 F.2d 1179, 
1189 (4 th Cir. 1988); Kaufman v. BDO Seidman . 984 F.2d 182, 185 (6 th Cir. 
1993); Israel Travel Advis. Serv. v. Israel Idem Tours , 61 F.3d 1250, 1257 (7 th 
Cir. 1995). 

Proximate causation requires (1) direct injury as opposed to a passed-on 
or derivative harm and (2) foreseeability. Desiano at 346. Stated another way: 
“Central to the notion of proximate cause is the idea that a person is not liable to 
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all those who may have been injured by his conduct, but only to those with 
respect to whom his acts were [1] ‘a substantial factor in the sequence of 
responsible causation,’ and [2] whose injury was ‘reasonably foreseeable or 
anticipated as a natural consequence.’” Lerner , 318 F.3d 113, 123 (2d Cir. 
2003)(citing First Nationwide Bank . 27 F.3d 763, 769 (2d Cir, 1994)). 

Extrapolating the standing requirement for suing under certain statutes— 
plaintiff must (1) belong to the class the statute sought to protect and (2) suffer 
the type of harm meant to be prevented—to reach the tenuous conclusion that 
foreseeability in civil RICO requires criminals (1) to specifically intend harm to 
a particular person and (2) to do so by inflicting a specifically intended injury, 
Abrahams v. Young & Rubicam, Inc. . 79 F.3d 234, 237-39 (2d Cir. 1996); In re 
American Express Co. Shareholder Litig,, 39 F.3d 395, 400 (2d Cir. 1994), 
conflicts with the Supreme Court and other circuits. Although, it’s an effective 
way of limiting the number of RICO suits. 

To the extent this Court limits the element of foreseeability, as contended 
in Mundv Brief , p.35-37, to the targets, competitors, intended victims and 
customers of the racketeering enterprise, Ideal Steel Supply Corp. v. Anza, 373 
F.3d 251, 260 (2d Cir. 2004)(citing Lerner , 318 F.3d at 124 and Sperber v. 
Boesky , 849 F.2d 60, 65 (2d Cir. 1988)), it is in conflict with the proximate 
cause requirements of the Supreme Court, Holmes , 503 U.S. at 267-69, other 
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circuits, BCCI Holdings (Lux.). S.A. v. Khalil . 214 F.3d 168, 173-74 (D.C.Cir.), 
cert, denied , 531 U.S. 958 (2000); Khurana , 130 F.3d 143, 151-52 (5 th Cir. 

1997); Terre Du Lac AssTi. Inc, v. Terre Du Lac, Inc. . 772 F.2d 467, 472 (8 th 
Cir. 1985)(citation omitted), cert, denied , 475 U.S. 1082 (1986) and 
commentators, Rakoff and Goldstein, RICO Civil and Criminal §4.02[7] 

(“[T]he RICO plaintiff need not be the target of the RICO conspiracy or the 
intended victim of the RICO predicate acts, as long as plaintiffs business or 
property was ... injured as a proximate result of the violation.”). 

To the extent this Court requires injuries from a “preconceived purpose of 
the RICO activities,” Mundv Brief p.35-3, it is in conflict with Holmes . 503 
U.S. at 267-69, and Diaz . 420 F.3d at 901-02 (9 th Cir,) (“There is ... no room in 
the statutory language for an additional, amorphous requirement that, for an 
injury to be to business or property, the ... interest [must] have been the direct 
target of the predicate act. The statute is broad, but that is the statute we have. 
Were the standard as [Mundy] claims, we would have the anomalous result that 
one could be liable under RICO for destroying a business if one aimed a bomb 
at it, but not if one aimed at the business owner, missed and hit the business by 
accident, or if one aimed at the business owner who happened to be in the 
business at the time.”) 
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The pleadings, however, allege plaintiff as a target of defendants’ RICO 
violations and a customer, albeit an unwitting one, of the racketeers. Hollander 
Brief p.50-1 to p.51-1. To be sure, the Russian mafia Scheme targets others, but 
no precedent suggests that a racketeering enterprise many have only one target. 
Baisch v.Gallina . 346 F.3d 366, 375 (2d Cir. 2003). Many harms caused 
plaintiff were obviously preconceived by the defendants, such as tricking 
plaintiff into sponsoring and paying for defendant Shipilina’s fraudulently 
obtained immigrant visa, lulling him into paying for her flight to America, 
attempting to coerce plaintiff into lying to the INS that included bringing a 
fraudulent restraining order that cost him to defend against, increasing litigation 
costs by stonewalling an annulment-divorce trial that would have exposed the 
Scheme, adding to litigation expenses by intimidating annulment-divorce 
witnesses into not providing pre-discovery information, costing plaintiff $3500 
to defend against a false arrest and increasing the expenses of this RICO action 
by attempting to obstruct it. Hollander Brief p.34-2 to p.35-1. All intended to 
make justice too costly to pursue and thereby protect the mob’s Scheme. 

The Mundv Brief pp.39-2 to 43-1, cites a number of cases to support the 
District Court’s finding that plaintiff’s pleadings failed to allege proximate 
causation. The holdings in those cases found the proximate cause element (1) 
“direct injury” lacking; that is, the injuries were “passed-on” or “derivative” or 
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“indirect.” “[T]he critical question posed by the direct injury test is whether the 


damages a plaintiff sustains are derivative of an injury to a third party. If so, 
then the injury is indirect; if not, it is direct.” Desiano , 326 F.3d at 346 (quoting 
Laborers Local 17 . 191 F.3d at 238-39. “[A] plaintiff who complained of harm 
flowing merely from the misfortunes visited upon a third person by the 
defendant’s acts was generally said to stand at too remote a distance to recover.” 
Holmes . 503 U.S. at 268-69. Plaintiff in this case does not allege damages 
derivative of injuries to third parties 4 and the District Court didn’t find any. 
Hollander Brief p.41 -1. 

C. Mundy Misrepresents District Court’s Order 

Mundy’ attorneys make a few important misrepresentations in the Mundy 
Brief Point (I)(C), pp 44-48, about what the District Court held and plaintiff 
alleges. 

Editing District Court’s Order 

The “relaxed analysis” the Mundy Brief , p.45-1, claims the District Court 
used refers to the Rule 12(b)(6 )pro se standard, Order p.7-2, A-137, not the 
determination of proximate cause for which the District Court used the “targets, 
competitor, intended victims and harm” test. Id. p.9-2, A-139. 


4 Cf. Mundy Brief p.46-3 (no injuries flowing through third party, Mundy confuses “indirect” 
or “derivative” with District Court’s alleged intervening event). 
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Mundy tries to obfuscate the District Court’s error in holding “[pjlaintiff, 
in essence, portrays himself... as a whistleblower.. Order p.12-2 A-142; 
contra Hollander Brief pp 43 to 47, by claiming the Court really stated “to the 
extent Hollander portrays himself as a Whistleblower,” Mundy Brief p.46-2. 

The District Court erroneously drew a bold Maginot Line at August 2000 
for its fabricated intervening event of plaintiff’s discovery of the Scheme. 
Hollander Brief , p.13-1. Mundy’s attorneys try to erase the Court’s error by 
illogically claiming injuries before August 2000 resulted from plaintiff’s actions 
on or after August 2000, Mundy Brief , p.45-3, p. 46-3; Contra Hollander Brief 
p.25, p.52-2, p.53-1. As an alternative to this Doctor Who view of time, the 
Mundy Brief , p.46 n.17, asserts the District Court’s Maginot Line is irrelevant. 
Not to the District Court, which based its opinion of that manufactured 
intervening event. Order p.2-1, p. 11-2, p.12-1, p.13-2, A-132, 141-43. 

Apparently defendants don’t like parts of the District Court’s opinion, so 
they simply change them to fit their arguments. 

Editing Plaintiffs Allegations 

Mundy’s attorneys also put words in plaintiffs mouth, Mundy Brief p.46 
n.17, by saying plaintiff “suggested that he was aware of the alleged scheme, to 
some degree, in August 2000 or shortly thereafter after he commenced his 
investigation.” That’s false. (Complaint 170, 173, 185, 189, 198,203,210- 
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212, 214-15, 220, 227 A 39-40, 42-44; Hollander Brief p.13-1.) This RICO 
Complaint, as with all complaints, was not written at the time that the events 
occurred but afterward, when hindsight, investigation and a defendant’s diary 
revealed what had been taking place behind the scenes. 

Mundv Brief , p.48-2, misrepresents plaintiff as claming the defendants 
constitute an enterprise specifically set up to target his business and property. 
Once again, the Enterprise is the Russian mafia, a big association with many 
illegal and legal operations, the defendants are some of its members or 
associates and plaintiff just one of many victims who has fallen prey to the 
mob’s Scheme. Hollander Brief pp 3-8. 

Mundv Brief p.44-2, continues misleading in relating plaintiffs injury 
allegations. The Complaint alleges loss profits as a result of the “initial success 
of the Enterprise’s Scheme” pertaining to plaintiff and the time away from his 
business for various investigations to halt the harm being done to his interests. 
(Complaint |907(a).) The investigations also incurred costs, Complaint 907(d), 
but at the time of their being conducted, it was unknown they were caused by 
RICO activities. 

D. Pattern Continuity 

Closed-ended 
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Mundv Brief , p.51-4, p.52-1, falsely claims De Falco v. Bernas . 244 F.3d 
286, 321 (2d Cir. 2001), holds: “In determining the duration of a pattern of 
racketeering activity, Courts focus solely on the predicate acts of racketeering 
each defendant is alleged to have committed.” The De Falco Court did not look 
at each individual defendant’s acts in isolation, but at all the defendants’ acts 
together in determining duration: “[t]he duration of a pattern of racketeering is 
measured by the RICO predicate acts the defendants [plural] commit.” De Falco 
at 321. The focus for determining continuity duration is on the acts all the 
defendants committed on behalf of the criminal entity, not on each defendant’s 
conduct viewed in isolation from other members of the enterprise. The whole 
purpose of enacting RICO was to reach criminal organizations. Beck v. Prupis , 
529 U.S. 494, 496, 146 L.Ed.2d 561, 120 S.Ct. 1608 (2000). 

Mundv Brief , p.52-2, focuses only on Mundy’s predicate acts without 
addressing that these acts, along with those of other defendants, (Complaint 
]fl[878-885, A 109-110) are part of “a series of related predicates” over a 
substantial period of time, H.J. Inc, v. Northwestern Bell Telephone Co. , 492 
U.S. 229, 242, 106 L.Ed.2d 195, 109 S.Ct. 2893 (1989), which for this Court is 
apparently two years, De Falco at 321. The series of predicate acts aimed at 
plaintiff by members of the Russian mafia began in 1999 when defendants 
Shipilina and Perlin targeted plaintiff as part of the Russian mafia’s ongoing 
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Scheme to infiltrate and expand its operations in the U.S., Complaint ^135-36, 
A-36, with the latest known predicate act taking place on July 21, 2004 when 
defendant Shipilina obstructed this RICO proceeding by falsely concealing facts, 
Supp. Complaint ^f70. A-121. 

The most recent known predicate acts concerning Mundy are mail fraud 
in filing a disciplinary complaint to further the Scheme on April 23, 2003, Supp. 
Complaint ^55, A-120, and the predicate acts stemming from the threatening 
telephone call of June 2003, id. ]fl|2-18, A 114-16. All of Mundy’s acts against 
plaintiff are part of keeping the Russian mafia’s business Scheme on track. 
Hollander Brief p.6-2, p.7-1. Even accepting Mundy’s skewed view of the law, 
the time period measured from their admitted beginning date of October 2000, 
Mundy Brief p.52-2, to June 2003 is over two years. 

Open-ended 

“Where the enterprise is engaged primarily in racketeering activity, and 
the predicate acts are inherently unlawful, there is a threat of continued criminal 
activity, and thus open-ended continuity.” Cofacredit. S.A. v. Windsor 
Plumbing Supply Co. . 187 F.3d 229, 242-43 (2d Cir. 1999)(citing see H.J. Inc. . 
492 U.S. 229, 242-43). The Enterprise is not Mundy, they are just members of 
it. The Enterprise is the Russian mafia. Hollander Brief p.3-2, p.5-1. This 
Court can take judicial notice that the Russian mafia primarily engages in 
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inherently unlawful racketeering activities or refer to the Complaint at 10- 
15, 880-83, A 24-26, 109. 

Open-ended continuity also exists where there was a threat of continuing 
criminal activity. Cofacredit , 187 F.3d at 242. Mundy claims that plaintiff s 
allegations describe only past criminal acts of a discrete and short-lived scheme, 
Mundy Brief , p.54-2, but the analysis of the threat of continuity cannot be made 
from hindsight, U.S. v. Busaca . 936 F.2d 232, 238 (6 th Cir.), cert, denied , 502 
U.S. 985 (1991). Rather courts determine whether the predicate acts posed a 
threat at the time of occurrence. E.g., A. Terzi Prods. V. Theatrical Protective 
Union , 2 F.Supp.2d 485, 508 (S.D.N.Y. 1998). Just five weeks after defendants 
were mailed on April 20, 2003 the Complaint and wavier of summons request, 
the plaintiff received another threatening telephone call—this time from a 
thuggish-sounding man speaking in Russian. The threat was plain, if the 
plaintiff returned to Krasnodar to continue gathering evidence against the mob 
defendants in this federal action, then it was going to be bad for him. (Supp. 
Complaint ^2, A-l 14.) This made clear at the time that the Enterprise was not 
through with the plaintiff. Further, the Mundy Brief , p.6-1, admits the ongoing 
Scheme in the continuing efforts to obtain a Russian mafia asset permanent 
residency and citizenship despite Shipilina’s violation of immigration laws, 
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Complaint 191-93, A-41, and felonies by claiming U.S. citizenship in 
registering to vote, Complaint 1^459, 743-44, A-65, 94. 

E. Russian Mafia Enterprise 

Defendants try to confuse a Rule 12(b)(6) appeal with one from a 
summary judgment or a trial by citing cases requiring proof. Mundv Brief P.55- 
3, p.56-2. Defendants quote from U.S. v. Turkette , 452 U.S. 576, 583, 69 
L.Ed.2d 246, 101 S.Ct. 2524 (1981), that an enterprise is “proved by evidence” 
but omit that Turkette was an appeal of a conviction after trial—not of a motion 
to dismiss where “[t]he pleading of additional evidence is not only unnecessary, 
but in contravention of proper pleading procedure.” Geisler v. Petrocelli , 616 

F. 2d 636, 640 (2d Cir. 1980). 

This Court has expressly disavowed the Mundv Brief , p.55-3, p.57-2, 
argument that an enterprise must have a “hierarchy,” “structural continuity” or 
“distinctness” extending beyond the performance of the pattern of racketeering 
activity. Moss v. Morgan Stanley, Inc. , 719 F.2d 5, 22 (2d Cir. 1983); United 
States v. Bargaric , 706 F.2d 42, 55 (2d Cir. 1983); United States v. Mazzei . 700 
F.2d 85, 88 (2d Cir. 1983). Defendants base their position on Goldfine v. 
Sichenzia , 118 F.Supp.2d 392, 400 (S.D.N.Y. 2000); Black Radio Network. Inc. 
v. NYNEX Com. . 44 F.Supp.2d 565, 580 (S.D.N.Y. 1999); and Schmidt v. Fleet 
Bank , 16 F.Supp.2d 340, 349-50 (S.D.N.Y. 1998), which derive their holdings 
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from the Eight Circuit. This Court disagreed with Schmidt on precisely the 
points for which the defendants cite Goldfine and Black Radio . “Our Circuit has 
rejected the Eighth Circuit’s restrictive approach to the enterprise element.... 

The enterprise need not necessarily have a continuity extending beyond the 
performance of the pattern of racketeering acts alleged, or a structural hierarchy, 
so long as it is in fact an enterprise defined in the statute. We have repeatedly 
found a sufficient enterprise where the complaint alleges a group without 
centralized hierarchy formed for the sole purpose of carrying out a pattern of 
racketeering acts.” See Pavlov v. Bank of New York Co.. Inc. . 2002 WL 
63576*71 (2d Cir. Jan. 14, 2002)(unpublished decision). 

In Hansel’n Gretel Brand. Inc, v. Savitsky, 1997 WL 543088, *2 
(S.D.N.Y. Sept. 3, 1997) the court rejected that a complaint must allege a 
common link among defendants other than the racketeering activities or allege 
that defendants played roles in the enterprise distinct from the racketeering 
activities. The Second Circuit in United States v. Mazzei , 700 F.2d 85, 89 (2d 
Cir. 1983), found that Turkette didn’t require a “distinction” element as claimed 
by defendants: “[Tjhere is no language in the legislative history to indicate that 
the alleged enterprise must engage in activities separate and distinct from illicit” 
conduct. Further, in Colony Holbrook, Inc, v. Strata, G.C., Inc. , 928 F.Supp. 
1224, 1235-36 (E.D.N.Y. 1996), the court rejected the view that an enterprise 
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encompasses only an association with an ascertainable structure having an 
existence apart from the commission of the predicate acts. 

But if this Court decides otherwise, the Russian mafia engages in 
racketeering activities harming others. (Complaint ^[879-85, A 109-10.) 
Deleting the alleged predicate acts that harmed plaintiff still leaves a distinct 
association with members, including defendants, engaging in criminal activities. 

E. g. Complaint ffl[27, 466, 469, 470, 485, 490, 502, 520-21, 544, A-27, 66-73. 

Further, the Complaint, |11, A-26, alleges participation in the Scheme by 
law firms and corporations whose existence as legal entities is sufficient, of 
themselves, to give the Enterprise a structure separate from racketeering 
activities. Webster v. Omnitrition Intern., Inc. . 79 F.3d 776, 786 (9 th Cir.), cert, 
denied, 519 U.S. 865 (1996). 

Mundv Brief p.57-3, p.58-1, again claims the Enterprise consists of only 
the defendants—no, it consists of the Russian mafia. The defendants are merely 
members operating in different sections of the Enterprise furthering its goals. 
Complaint ^fl5, A-26; Opposition Memorandum p.1-1, 3-1, 28-2, A-128; 
Hollander Brief p. 11-3. Plaintiff does not allege defendants as a tight-knit, 
special group within the mob—just fellow travelers seeking fortune and, for 
some, glory by way of the Russian mafia. 

F. “General” and “Conclusory” 
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Mundv Brief , p.49-1, misleads by failing to say the injuries that the 
District Court found as “general” and “conclusory” occurred only after August 
2000—the date the Court mistakenly used for plaintiffs discovery of the 
Scheme. Order p. 12-1 n.6; p.13-2, A 142-43. Before August 2000, the Court 
held—wrongly—that plaintiff didn’t allege any injuries. Order p. 11-2, p. 12-1, 

A 141-42, contra Hollander Brief , p.25. Mundy’s prevarication tries to cover- 
up this error by the Court. 

Mundy’s attorneys cite no cases for supporting the District Court’s 
finding of certain allegations as “conclusory” and “general,” but criticize 
plaintiff for using cases and a law review article in opposition that give some 
historical perspective of the law’s development. Mundv Brief p.49-2. 
Apparently, these attorneys believe the truism that “He who ignores history is 
doomed to repeat it.” 

FlashDancers Brief goes further than Mundy and the District Court by 
arguing all the allegations against FlashDancers defendants are “general,” 
“conclusory” or insufficient. Contra NOW. Inc v. Scheidlcr . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 
127 L.Ed.2d 99, 114 S.Ct. 798 (1994); U.S. v. Employing Plasterer’s Ass’n. 347 
U.S. 186, 188, 98 L.Ed. 618, 74 S.Ct. 452, 454 (1954). 

FlashDancers’ attorneys use a few ruses in their argument: (1) 
FlashDancers Brief , p.7-2, tries to apply Rule(9)(b) to allegations of predicate 
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acts other than fraud in contradiction of the Supreme Court declining to extend 
beyond fraud or mistake the Rule 9(b) requirement of greater particularity in 
pleadings. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA , 534 U.S. 506, 513, 152 L.Ed.2d 1, 122 
S.Ct. 992 (2002). (2) They quote from cases without specifying the allegations 
in those cases held insufficient so as to prevent a comparison to plaintiffs 
allegations listed at FlashDancers Brief pp 9-13. (3) They use the Mundy 
scheme of not citing to specific pages in seven cases Old Time Enters p.7-2, 
Lubm p.8-1, Glenn p.14-3, Correa-Martinez p.14-5. The Dartmouth Review , 
p. 15-3, West 79 th Street Corp. p.15-4, In re MasterCard Int’l Inc, p.19-1. 
Ironically, Glenn v. First NatT Bank . 868 F.2d 368, 371 (10 th Cir. 1989), states 
the court was not going to do the parties work for them. (4) They quote two 
cases, FlashDancers Brief , p.14-1, p.16-1, one without the page cite, that RICO 
complaints are more strictly scrutinized because they have “an almost inevitable 
stigmatizing effect” on defendants. This, however, contradicts the Supreme 
Court, “[a]s for stigma, a civil RICO proceeding leaves no greater stain than do 
a number of other proceedings.” Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Iinrex Co.. Inc. . 473 U.S. 
479, 492, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3280 (1985). 

G. FlashDancers Harem of Misinformation 

FlashDancers Brief , pp 16-19, misrepresents plaintiffs allegations and 
ignores the law. 
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FlashDancers defendants are alleged members of the Russian mafia who 
committed predicate acts on behalf of other defendants. (Complaint || 17-23, 
683, A 26-27, 88.) Liability for injuries from RICO violations is joint and 
several among the members of the criminal enterprise. Fleischhaucr v. Feltner . 
879 F.2d 1290, 1301 (6 th Cir. 1989); see also Beneficial Standard Life Ins. Co. v. 
Madariaga, 851 F.2d 271, 272 (9 th Cir. 1988). The allegation of conspiracy to 
violate 18 U.S.C. 1962(d) includes the allegation of defendants being joint and 
severally liable, since they are co-conspirators. Oki Semiconductor Co. v. Wells 
Fargo Bank , 298 F.2d 768, 775 (9 th Cir. 2002)(citations omitted). Moreover, 
persons who actively and knowingly work for an organization that engages in 
criminal activity should be liable for the criminal acts of other members. Scales 
v. U.S. . 367 U.S. 203, 226-27, 6 L.Ed.2d 782, 81 S.Ct. 1469, 1485 (1960). 

Included in the FlashDancers predicate acts, Complaint ^466-484, A 66- 
68, are three threatening telephone calls constituting tampering with a witness 
and informant, id. H479. 482, A-68. FlashDancers Brief , p.17, admits members 
of FlashDancers “assisting” in the calls. Persons violate predicate acts under 18 
U.S.C. 1961(1) when they willfully commit the offense, aid, abet, counsel, 
command, induce, or procure or cause its commission. 18 U.S.C. 2. 

FlashDancers Brief , pp 18-19, cites cases concerning fraudulent predicate 
acts for a “lumping” prohibition, but tampering with a witness or informant is 
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not a fraudulent act. Further, whether Barry, Manager 3, 4 or 5 participated in 
trying to silence plaintiff is peculiarly within defendants’ knowledge and even 
under Rule 9(b), pleadings on information and belief of data peculiarly within 
defendants’ knowledge should be read permissively. Luce v. Edelstein . 802 
F.2d 49, 54 n.l (2d Cir. 1986); Berk v. Tradewell . 2003 Lexis 12078 * 39 
(S.D.N.Y.). 

Contrary to FlashDancers Brief , p.18-1, scienter for FlashDancers 
predicate acts are alleged at Complaint 1682, A-88, and the Enterprise, not the 
predicate acts, must be engaged in or effect interstate or foreign commerce, U.S. 
v. Murphy . 768 F.2d 1518, 1531 (7 th Cir. 1985), which the Complaint alleges at 
11874, A 107-08 

H. Henning Brief 

Although Flenning is an employee of the City, the alleged illegal actions 
of receiving bribes or rewards to commit intentional torts are not within the 
scope of his employment. Henning—not the City—is the real party in interest. 
See Longin v. Kelly . 875 F.Supp. 196, 201-03 (SDNY 1995). 

I. Leave to Amend Once 

In a RICO action where injuries are derivative, i.e. passed-on, an 
amendment of the complaint would be futile. Westenberg v. CNF 
Transportation, Inc. , 2002 U.S. App. Lexis 15803*4. But the case here does not 
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claim injury passing through a third party; therefore, when the Complaint was 
dismissed and plaintiff had requested to file an amended complaint, that request 
should ordinarily have been granted, especially when there had been no prior 
amendment. Riccuti v. NYC Transit Auth. . 941 F.2d 119, 123 (2dCir. 1991). 

Mundy’s attorneys know this, so they resort to name-calling and argue 
that when a plaintiff approaches executive agencies or courts on causes of action 
distinct from RICO, the liberal standard granting leave to amend—even once— 
transmutes into slamming the courthouse doors in a plaintiffs face. Mundy 
Brief pp 59-61. 

In this RICO action, there has been only a complaint and supplemental 
complaint alleging criminal violations by various members of the Russian mafia 
and attendant motions necessitated by defendants filing motions to dismiss. 
There have been no other RICO or similar causes of actions filed by plaintiff, 
although the F.B.I. has started an investigation into some allegations. The 
Mundy Brief p.60-3, injunction cases deal with multiple suits for the same 
cause of action—in one 32 suits. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

The modus operandi of the defense attorneys is clear: misrepresent the 
law and the allegations, add a good measure of demeaning, denigrating, 
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defaming, demonizing and dissing the plaintiff, and presto, their opponent has 
no rights left that the government will recognize. 5 It’s worked so far. 


5 Some prevaricating and irrelevant factual allegations of the defense attorneys: 

1. Mundv Brief , p.3-2, p.4-1, p.12 n.6, 7, p.59-2; FlashDancers Brief , p.2-2, ridicule 
plaintiffs use of the legal system and falsify the results: “all rebuff[ed]” or found 
“meritless.” The INS began removal proceedings against Shipilina, the New York 
City Board of Elections referred Shipilina’s voter registration felonies to the U.S. 
Attorney and Queens District Attorney, the Krasnodar prosecutor indicted one 
defendant, the F.B.I. opened an investigation and tracked down the man who made 
three of the four threatening calls, and Queens County Court issued a summons. 
(Complaint 1H247-52, 272, 286, 459, 743, 862-67, A-46, 48-49, 65, 94, 106-07; Supp. 
Complaint 1(8, A-l 15.) The only reason for an intentional infliction of emotional 
distress in state court, Mundv Brief p.13-2. 59-3, FlashDancers Brief p.2-2. was to toll 
the statute of limitations until the RICO suit, containing an identical supplemental 
state claim, was filed. 

2. Defense attorneys paint plaintiff as the culpable rather than duped party to invoke the 
“in pari delicto” defense the Supreme Court rejected for statutes providing private 
enforcement. See Bateman Eichler, Hill Richards. Inc, v. Berner . 472 U.S. 299, 306- 
OS, 86 L.Ed.2d 215, 105 S.Ct. 2622 (1985)(antitrust). They falsely claim plaintiff 
married Shipilina—a necessary part of the RICO Scheme—after learning about her 
slipping him drugs. Mundv Brief p.7-2. 3. Complaint, lfl(l75-77, A-39, says 
“surreptitious,” which in English means plaintiff didn’t know about it. They falsify 
plaintiff was secretly fed narcotics for two years straight. Mundv Brief p.21-3. The 
Complaint, KK137, 166, 168, 171, 172, 175-185, A-36, 38-40, states on “various 
occasions.” Plaintiff doesn’t allege Shipilina fed him narcotics to avoid an annulment/ 
divorce, Mundv Brief p.7-4. but “to divert him from learning about her activities as 
part of’ the Russian mob, Complaint at 1(216, A-43. 

3. Mundv Brief , p.21-3, falsely claims plaintiff was aware of Shipilina's profession 
before the fraudulently induced marriage in March 2000, but the Complaint states 
plaintiff didn’t realize her prostitution or marriage to him for immigration purposes 
until October 2000, Complaint 1(220, A-44. 

4. Mundv Brief , p.8-1, lies that plaintiffs investigations resulted from a “fascination.” 
The initial investigation was to detennine whether a wife was a prostitute. (Complaint 
1(1(214-15, A-43.) But when plaintiff in November 2000 refused to lie to the INS, 
Complaint 1)1(224-26, A-44, certain defendants engaged in predicate acts to intimidate 
him into lying in order to protect the mob’s Scheme. (Complaint KK 228-319, A 44-52; 
Supp. Complaint KK 1-21, 49-72, A 114-16, 119-121.) 
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5. Mundv Brief , p.8-1, 59-3, misleads that plaintiff “commenced a defamation action in 
Russia”—the Krasnodar prosecutor brought a criminal defamation indictment. 
(Complaint ]fl[270-72, A-48.) The Krasnodar Department of Internal Affairs closed 
the case for a bribe of $ 10,000 arranged by Mundy. (Complaint ]fl[298-303, A 50-51.) 

6. Mundv Brief , p.8-2, p.22-2, lies that plaintiff “acknowledges that Mundy were merely 
representing Shipilina” in a domestic relations matter and that was Mundy’s only 
involvement with the mob. Mundy are key figures in obtaining visas, residency and 
naturalization for Russian mafia prostitutes; using coercion against informants and 
witnesses before federal agencies; participants in money laundering and use of 
international facilities to aid a racketeering enterprise; among other predicate acts. 
(Complaint 27-34, 485-513, A 27-28, 68-71.) 

7. Mundv Brief , p.8-3, prevaricates the report of alleged extortion filed against plaintiff. 
No charges were pressed, and the real purpose of it was to intimidate plaintiff into 
lying before the INS to assure permanent residency for a lucrative Russian mafia asset. 
(Complaint ]fl[228-32, A 44-45.) 

8. Mundv Brief , p.8-3, p.21-4, omits the protection order against plaintiff was temporary, 
subsequently dismissed and based on perjury suborned by Mundy to intimidate 
plaintiff into lying to the INS. (Complaint HH234, 239-41, 311, A-45, 52.) 

9. Mundv Brief , p.9 n.4, faults plaintiff for leaving out criminal allegations against 
Mundy in the February 2001 annulment/divorce pleading. Plaintiff wasn’t divorcing 
Mundy, the allegations were detennined by plaintiffs counsel and at the time, their 
significance as predicate acts were unknown. 

10. Mundv Brief , p.9-3, p.13-1, lies that plaintiffs “desire to tenninate the marriage” led 
to RICO accusations against various defendants. The divorce occurred in November 
2001, the motion to reform the divorce—May 2002, discovery of the RICO Scheme— 
July 2002 and the RICO accusations filed in April 2003. (Complaint 1(284, A-49; 
Hollander Brief , p.13-1.) 

11. Queens District Attorney determined the website criticized by Mundv Brief , p. 10-1,2, 
was legal, there is no record of a police report, just the threat of a false arrest to keep 
plaintiff from cooperating with the INS in Moscow. (Complaint KK306-315, A51-52.) 

12. Mundv Brief , pp. 12-2, 13-1, shows the attorneys stunning lack of decency (the kind 
Shakespeare referred to in Henry VI ) by using a medical issue to stigmatize plaintiff. 

13. Mundv Brief , p. 13-3, 4, misleads that Mundy filed a disciplinary complaint against 
plaintiff before learning about this RICO suit. After Mundy received the RICO 
Complaint as part of a request for waiver of summons, he then filed his disciplinary 
action that even refers to the RICO suit. The action was quickly dismissed. 
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14. Mundv Brief , p. 15-3, refers to an unspecified document in order to put words in the 
plaintiffs mouth concerning connections among certain defendants. 

15. Mundv Brief . p.20-l(F), misstates the Complaint, ]}907(a), which alleges loss of 
profits "from cessation of normal work as a result of the initial success of the 
Enterprise's Scheme in defrauding the plaintiff into arranging for Member Shipilina to 
enter the U.S ...." (Emphasis added.) Id., p.20-1(H)-(I), also truncates the actual 
allegations of expenses to fit the District Court's misunderstanding. 

16. Mundv Brief , p.23-1, asserts the “proper authorities” should deal with plaintiffs 
allegations because the “RICO statute was not designed to allow private citizens to 
redress the wrongs Hollander claims....” Congress disagrees, one purpose of civil 
RICO was “encouraging civil litigation to supplement Government efforts to deter and 
penalize the respectively prohibited practices,” Rotella v. Wood . 528 U.S. 549, 557, 
145 L.Ed.2d 1047, 120 S.Ct. 1075 (2000). 

17. Mundv Brief , p.24 n.l2(l), falsely states authorities “ignore[d]” the June 2003 
threatening call. Authorities investigated but could not track down a number from 
which the threat was made. (Supp. Complaint f]|3-8, A 114-15.) 

18. Mundv Brief p.24 n.l2(2), ignores the F.B.I.’s Acting Chief of its Investigative Law 
Unit found that a Milwaukee agent did counsel certain defendants to file a false 
harassment charge against plaintiff. (Supp. Complaint ^[22-43, A 117-18.) 

19. Mundv Brief , p.25-3, 4, n.14, reproaches plaintiff for correcting an error by the 
District Court that unfairly impacted only plaintiff. Judge Castel admonished plaintiff 
for violating his page limits but said nothing about Mundy violating the page limits 
twice . Nobody violated the limits because when both sides’ filed memoranda, Chief 
Judge Mukasey had the case. Disqualify p.3-2. A-152. Rather than waste space in an 
appeal brief correcting the error, plaintiff sent a letter requesting leave to file motions; 
such a letter is required under Castel’s rules. Mundy prevaricates about why the letter 
was sent, lies by saying it was “offensive” and resorts of false opprobrium. 

20. Mundv Brief , p.60-2, pompously claims “abusive” plaintiffs website for identifying 
plaintiffs for a class action against the Russian mafia. Such maligning of plaintiff has 
as much to do with this appeal as the felony conviction for tax evasion in 1989 of the 
boss of Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Ronald J. Kuba. 

21. Mundy Brief , p.58-2, and FlashDancer Brief , p.3-2, skirt the reason why defendants 
have some connection with the Russian mob asset, Shipilina. She’s the thread that 
weaves through a few different parts of the mob. Certain defendants committed 
predicate acts to bring this asset to America, others to keep her here, others to protect 
the mob’s overall scheme and all to help expand the mob’s activities to their benefit. 
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In the Watergate scandal, reporters Woodward and Bernstein followed the money; 
here the pleadings followed Shipilina. 

Dated: November 9, 2005 

New York, N.Y. 

Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Attorney, pro se , plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

-X 

Roy Den Hollander 


Appellant-Plaintiff, Docket No. 04-6700-cv 


v. 


Flash Dancers Topless Club, et al .„ 


ATTORNEY 

AFFIRMATION OF FACT 
FOR MOTION TO STRIKE 
AND SANCTIONS 


Appellees-Defendants. 
-X 


I, Roy Den Hollander, am the attorney, pro se plaintiff-appellant and declare 
the following to be true under penalty of perjury: 

1. Defendants-appellees, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy 
and Peter Petrovich (collectively “Mundy”); Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc., Flash 
Dancers Topless Club, Lynn Lepofsky, Barry Night Manager and Flash 
Dancers Manager 1 to 5 (collectively “Flash Dancers”); Alina A. 
Shipilina; and Detective Robert Henning filed their briefs in opposition to 
plaintiffs brief on October 12, 2005 and served them by U.S. mail. 
Defendant-appellee Bank of Cyprus did not file or serve a brief. 

2. Plaintiff received defendants-appellees briefs via the post after October 
12, 2005. 

3. Plaintiffs reply brief has been scheduled for filing on November 9, 2005. 
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4. I am requesting the Mundy brief be rejected or certain sections of it be 
redacted, as set forth in the enclosed Memorandum of Law, for violation 
of the Appellate and Local Rules and monetary sanctions be levied 
against Mundy’s attorneys. 

5. I am requesting the Municipal or Robert Henning brief be rejected or 
certain sections of it be redacted, as set forth in the enclosed 
Memorandum of Law, for violation of the Appellate and Local Rules and 
monetary sanctions be levied against Henning’s attorneys. 

6. As for the Flash Dancers and Shipilina briefs, I am requesting certain 
sections be redacted, as set forth in the Memorandum of Law, and 
monetary sanctions be levied against their respective attorneys for 
violating Appellate and Local Rules. 

7. I am also requesting the District Court’s dismissal of my Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint be reversed as it applies to the Bank of Cyprus 
because the Bank failed to file a brief in opposition and appropriate 
monetary sanctions. 

8. The designation of issues and proposed Joint Appendix was first served 
on counsel for above defendants-appellees on June 13, 2005. 

9. Attorneys for Mundy and Flash Dancers objected to certain proposed 
inclusions in the Joint Appendix. 
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10.Those objections were resolved at the Pre-argument conference on June 
21, 2005 pending submission of certain short excerpts of independent 
relevance from plaintiffs Memorandum of Law in the District Court and 
a final designation of the Joint Appendix. 

1 l.On July 16, 2005, plaintiff served on counsel for the above defendants- 
appellees a final designation of issues and Joint Appendix contents. 

12.On July 21, 2005, counsel for Mundy made two additions to the Joint 
Appendix. 

13.There were no further changes or additions to the Joint Appendix 
requested by counsel for the above defendants-appellees. 


Dated: New York, New York 

October 20, 2005 


Attorney plaintiff pro se 


Roy Den Hollander 
545 East 14 Street, 10D 
New York, NY 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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MEMORANDUM OF LAW TO REJECT CERTAIN BRIEFS OR STRIKE 
DESIGNATED PARTS OF DEFENDANT-APPELLEES BRIEFS AND FOR 

SANCTIONS 

The defendants-appellees’ briefs cited below violate the Federal Rules of 
Appellate Procedure and the Local Rules of this Court by including numerous cites 
to documents outside the Joint Appendix to which they agreed, gratuitous ad 
hominems against the plaintiff-appellant Hollander, matter irrelevant and 
immaterial to the issues on appeal and failing to abide by the legal citation system 
of the Blue Book. The plaintiff-appellant requests striking such material specified 
below from various defendants’ briefs and sanctions against the defendants’ 
attorneys for wasting both this Court and the plaintiffs time on such matter. 

Cites to the inappropriate matter in defendants-appellees’ briefs include the 
brief’s name, such as Mundv Brief followed by a number, which is the page 
number, then a hyphen and a second number that refers to the paragraph on that 
page, which may or may not be a full paragraph. For example, Mundv Brief p. 13- 
1 refers to the top three lines on page 13 while Mundv Brief p. 13-2 refers to the 
next paragraph, which is a full paragraphs 
Mundv Brief 

The brief for defendants-appellees, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. 
Mundy and Peter Petrovich (collectively “Mundy”) violates the Federal Rule of 
Appellate Procedure (“F.R.A.P.”) §30 by citing for support to documents not in the 
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Joint Appendix. Mundy Brief p.4-2, 3; p.8-2, 3; p.9, n.4; p.10-1, 2, 3; p. 11-1,3; 
p.12-2, n.6, 8; p.13-1, 2, 3; p.15-3; p.23-2, n.ll; p.24, n,12(2)(Ex. A); p.25-3. 

Local Rule §11(e) states the parties have an “obligation under F.R.A.P. §30 to 
reproduce in an appendix to their briefs ... exhibits ... to which they ‘wish to direct 
the particular attention of the court.”’ 

This Court’s on-line document: “How To Appeal Your Civil Case” states at 
p. 5, “The appendix should contain those matters from the record on appeal which 
are cited in the briefs or required by the Court to be included, such as the relevant 
docket entries in the proceedings below; any relevant portions of the pleadings, 
charge, findings, or opinion; the judgment, order, or decision appealed from; and 
any other parts of the record to which the parties wish to direct the particular 
attention of the Court.” 

If Mundy’s attorneys had wanted to direct the Court’s attention to 
documents not in the Joint Appendix, then they should have designated them under 
F.R.A.P. §30(a)(l)(D) & (b)(1), but they did not, instead they agreed to the Joint 
Appendix as it now stands. Even had they designated the numerous additional 
documents cited to in the Mundy Brief the Court would have ignored them 
because this Court under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure restricts its inquiry 
to “facts stated on the face of the complaint, in documents appended to the 
complaint or incorporated in the complaint by reference, and to matters of which 
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judicial notice may be taken.” Allen v. WestPoint-Pepperell. Inc. , 945 F.2d 40, 44 
(2d Cir. 1991); see also Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c). Despite the clarity of the law on 
what’s allowable in considering an appeal of a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) ruling, 
Mundy’s attorneys are trying to slip in extraneous and untrustworthy documents 
not incorporated in the plaintiffs pleadings with the ruse that since the documents 
are listed in the docket entries “produced by Hollander,” they are really in the Joint 
Appendix. Mundv Brief p.8, n.3. 

Mundy’s attorneys even cite to their memoranda of law in the District Court 
that F.R.A.P. §30(a)(2) specifically excludes unless independent relevance is 
shown. They had ample opportunity to request any inclusions in the Joint 
Appendix at the Pre-argument conference on June 21, 2005 before Staff Counsel 
Stanley Bass or afterwards—but they did not. 

Mundy’s attorneys citing to 35 documents comprising over 380 pages not in 
the Joint Appendix and citing these documents 25 times, usually without specific 
page cites, violate the purpose of F.R.A.P. §30 that “each appellate judge who 
hears the appeal will be able to follow the brief and relate the argument to the 
record by reference to the appendix. The appendix is thus an essential part of the 
paper on appeal and failure to comply with Appellate Rule §30 may result in 
drastic action.” 20A Moore’s Federal Practice , §330.11 (Matthew Bender 3d ed.) 
This is not a situation in which Appellate Rules permit citing directly to the record 
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as when the Appendix is file after the briefs, F.R.A.P. §30(c), or the Court has 
ruled to dispense with the appendix, F.R.A.P. §30 (f). Even if it were, most of the 
cites outside the Appendix violate F.R.A.P. §28(e) by not referring to “the page of 
the original document.” 

Mundy’s attorneys have gone outside the Joint Appendix that they agreed to 
so as to bring before this Court misleading, untrustworthy and defamatory 
information as part of their twin strategies of character assassination and 
disinformation—throw enough mud and maybe some will stick, make enough 
misrepresentations and maybe some will be believed. They try to swamp this 
Court, as they did the District Court, with documents irrelevant to the issues at 
hand because they know the courts do not have the time to check all the document 
citations for accuracy and that by just putting their allegations out, even on a Fed. 

R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) appeal, may sway a court. 

The Mundv Brief’s “Statement of the Case” at pp 2-5 violates the purpose of 
F.R.A.P. §28(a)(6) by using that section to personally vilify the plaintiff-appellant 
with many misleading and false allegations in a continuation of what can only be 
called “litigation by personal destruction.” Under Appellate Rules, the “statement 
of the case” is supposed to be a description of the procedural history indicating the 
case’s nature, course of proceedings and the disposition below. F.R.A.P. §28(a) 

(6). Mundy’s lawyers, however, use that section and the rest of their brief section 
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to replay their strategy of character assassination, which they successfully used in 
the District Court, in order to shut down the argument and marginalize the plaintiff 
so as to avoid a decision on the merits. The merits at this stage are whether the 
District Court properly dismissed the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint for 
not adequately alleging injury and causation under RICO. Discovery—not an 
appeal—is the more appropriate forum for exploring motivations and attacking 
witness or party credibility. The Mundy lawyers’ ad hominem attacks have no 
place in this Court under Local Rule 28: “Briefs must be ... free from ... 
scandalous matter.” The ad hominem statements appear in the Mundy Brief at p.3- 
2; p.8-3; p.9, n.4; p.10-1,2; p.11-1; p.12-1,2, n.8; p.13-1,3, p.21-3 (last sentence); 
p.25-3; p.59-2; p.60-2. 

The Mundy Briefs “Statement of Facts” at pp 5-25 violates F.R.A.P. §28(a) 
(7) and Local Rule §28 by presenting numerous factual allegations irrelevant and 
immaterial to the issues on appeal. Appellate Rule §28 requires identifying the 
facts that are “relevant to the issues submitted for review....” 20A Moore’s 
Federal Practice . §338.20[7], Relevant means “[ljogically connected and tending 
to prove or disapprove a matter in issue....” Black’s Law Dictionary , p. 1316 (8 th 
ed.). Much of the Mundy Brief’s “Statement of Facts,” as well as other sections of 
their brief, are irrelevant because many of their factual allegations aren’t probative 
of the issues of compensable injury and proximate causation that the District Court 
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restricted its decision to or other RICO issues raised in the defendants’ brief at pp 
50-59 that the District Court did not consider. The irrelevant sections are in the 
Mundv Brief at p.3-2; p.4-1; p.8-3; p.9, n.4; p.10-1,2,3; p.11-1, 3; p.12-1,2, n. 8; 
p.13-1,2,3,4; p.21-4 to p.22-1; p.23-2, n.l 1; p.25-3; p.59-3; p.60-2. 

Further, at this stage of the proceeding, it’s the plaintiff’s pleadings that are 
considered true, California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited , 404 U.S. 
508, 515, 30 L. Ed. 2d 642, 92 S.Ct. 609 (citation omitted)(1972), not the 
defendants’ opinions of Hollander nor their self-serving and inaccurate 
protestations or misplaced allegations. The Mundv Brief presents allegations of 
fact that belong in answers and allege findings of facts that belong in summary 
judgment motions at the District Court level—not the Appeals Court. In so doing, 
Mundy’s attorneys aim to obtain affirmation of a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) dismissal 
by having this Court consider extraneous material as part of the Complaint and 
Supplemental Complaint even though the plaintiff did not rely on such. In 
Chambers v. Time Warner. Inc. . 282 F.3d 147, 153 (2d Cir. 2002), this Court 
stated, “[W]e reiterate here that a plaintiffs reliance on the terms and effect of a 
document in drafting the complaint is a necessary prerequisite to the court’s 
consideration of the document on a dismissal motion; mere notice or possession is 
not enough.’’(emphasis is the Court’s). This ploy of Mundy’s attorneys effectively 
prevents the plaintiff from refuting their assertions and claims through motions for 
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a judgment on the pleadings or summary judgment because the case is now in the 
Circuit Court. An ingenious Star Chamber procedure that eviscerates the 
plaintiffs due process rights by assuring against any chance of the plaintiff 
replying to these, in effect, counterclaims, or moving to reply to these stealth 
answers, or having a reasonable opportunity to make the record straight since 
affirmation of the lower court’s dismissal will end this judicial procedure except 
for an appellate rehearing and Certiorari to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Local Rule 28 also requires that briefs must be free from burdensome matter. 
Thumbing through hundreds of pages in memoranda and exhibits not in the Joint 
Appendix sounds rather burdensome. Whether scandalous, irrelevant, immaterial 
or burdensome, such material may be disregarded and stricken by the Court. 

Mundy’s attorneys also violated F.R.A.P. §32(a)(4) and Local Rule §32(a) 
by submitting a brief with the right and top margins less than an inch. 

Finally, Mundy’s attorneys included a number of incomplete cites to cases 
by leaving out the specific page on which the support for various propositions are 
suppose to appear. The Mundv Brief at p.44-1 cites to a string of eight cases 
concerning compensable injury but fails to include the specific page referred to in 
any of the eight cases. This same tactic is used at p.39-2 ( Ideal Steel ) and p.34-3 
(Lemer) for other propositions. The purpose of legal citation is to allow the reader 
to locate a cited source accurately and efficiently, The Blue Book §1.2 (17 th ed.), 
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which requires a specific page cite, id. §10.1. By omitting the specific page cites, 
Mundy’s attorneys are effectively transferring that burden to the Court and the 
plaintiff. 

The plaintiff requests this Court to reject the Mundv Brief for failing to 
follow the margin requirements. If the Court decides not to, the plaintiff-appellant 
requests all the narrative cited above in the Mundv Brief that relies on documents 
not in the Joint Appendix, that are ad hominems, irrelevant or fail to cite to the 
specific pages of case authorities be deleted from the Mundv Brief and not 
considered by this Court in making its decision. In addition, Mundy’s attorneys 
submit a new brief with this material redacted. Further the plaintiff requests the 
Court impose monetary sanctions on Mundy’s attorneys for wasting this Court’s 
time and his by making this motion necessary. See Gilroy v. Erie Lackawanna 
R.R. Co. . 421 F.2d 1321, 1323 (2d Cir. 1970). 

Flash Dancer Brief 

Attorneys for defendant-appellees Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc., Lynn Lepofsky, Barry Night Manager and Flash Dancers Manager 1 
to 5 (collectively “Flash Dancers”) bare the same artifice as Mundy’s attorneys in 
violating F.R.A.P. §30 by citing to documents not in the Joint Appendix, Flash 
Dancers Brief p.2-1,2, n. 1-3, p.3-1, n. 4-5, p.8-4 to p. 9-1, p.13, n.9. They, as with 
all the other attorneys in this appeal, had agreed to the Joint Appendix, but clearly 
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had their fingers crossed behind their backs at the time. If they had raised the issue 
of including these documents at the Pre-argument conference, the Court’s Staff 
Counsel would have prevented it. I was always troubled by their peculiar lack of 
talking at the conference. Anyway, by pretending to go along with the Joint 
Appendix, they, and the other attorneys, hoped to circumvent the rules and bring 
their own allegations into this appeal of a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) dismissal. In 
doing so, Flash Dancers’ attorneys also cavalierly tossed off F.R.A.P. §30(a)(2) 
that specifically excludes memoranda of law unless independently relevant. Using 
a quote from Mundy’s Memorandum of Law in the District Court that 
characterizes the Complaint as “reading] more like a Tom Clancy novel,” Flash 
Dancers Brief at p.2-1 may have relevance for a New York Times literature review 
but not an appeal to the second most prestigious court in the land. Besides, any 
school child knows truth is stranger than fiction. 

Flash Dancers attorneys also try to replace justice’s blindfold with their own 
tainted veil of allegations for propositions irrelevant to the issues on appeal. Id. 
p.2-1,2; p.3-1, n. 4-5. For example, they refer to a few efforts that occurred before 
plaintiff’s discovery of the RICO Scheme. Id. p.2-2; p.3-1. They also fault the 
plaintiff for filing an action in New York State Court to toll the statute of 
limitations for one of the RICO pendent state claims and even lie about the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation not taking any action when it actually opened an 
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investigation into some of the Complaint’s allegations. They even call stripping 
“performing,” id. p.4-1, and claim Flash Dancers, that highly profitable bazaar of 
naked bodies, to be a squeaky-clean operation, id. p.8-4. Such allegations by 
defendants are irrelevant and violative of Local Rule §28, but help, apparently in 
their opinion, to castigate the plaintiff for daring to fight for his rights. 

The plaintiff requests the above cited violations of F.R.A.P. §30 and Local 
Rule §28 by Flash Dancers attorneys not be considered by the Court in its 
determination, that Flash Dancers attorneys submit a redacted brief and monetary 
sanctions be levied against them. 

Municipal or Henning Brief 

The Henning Brief failed to use the proper caption on its cover page in 
violation of F.R.A.P. §32(a)(2)(C), so the plaintiff requests the brief be rejected. 

In the alternative, the attorneys representing Police Detective Robert 
Henning use the same trick as Mundy and Flash Dancers to inappropriately expand 
the Joint Appendix by citing to documents not in it. Henning Brief p.4-2 & 3, n.2. 
They, as did Mundy’s attorneys, agreed to the Joint Appendix but now choose to 
violate F.R.A.P. §30 because of their own failure to include certain documents in 
the Appendix. 
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The plaintiff requests that the text on which the non-Appendix cites rely be 
redacted and not considered in making the Court’s decision. Hollander also 
requests monetary sanctions be levied against Henning’s attorneys. 

Shipilina Brief 

Defendant Alina Shipilina’s attorney engages in irrelevant name-calling at 
Shipilina Brief p.2-1 in violation of Local Rule §28. Hollander requests the phrase 
“including ... throughout.” not be considered by the Court in making its decision 
and monetary sanctions be assessed against Shipilina’s attorney. 

Bank of Cyprus 

The Bank of Cyprus (“Bank”) appeared in the proceeding in the District 
Court and was served with a Notice of Appeal and Pre-argument Statement. The 
Bank, however, has not filed a brief. Plaintiff-appellant, therefore, moves that this 
Court reverse the Fed. R. Civ. P. dismissal as pertaining to the Bank of Cyprus, cf. 
Nielsen v. U.S. , 976 F.2d 951, 957 (5 th Cir. 1992), and levy monetary sanctions 
against the Bank of Cyprus’ attorneys. 

Dated: October 20, 2005 

Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 

Attorney, pro se , plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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MEMORANDUM OF LAW TO REJECT CERTAIN BRIEFS OR 
STRIKE DESIGNATED PARTS OF DEFENDANT-APPELLEES BRIEFS 

AND FOR SANCTIONS 

The defendants-appellees’ briefs cited below violate the Federal Rules of 
Appellate Procedure and the Local Rules of this Court by including numerous 
cites to documents outside the Joint Appendix to which they agreed, gratuitous 
ad hominems against the plaintiff-appellant Hollander, matter irrelevant and 
immaterial to the issues on appeal and failing to abide by the legal citation 
system of the Blue Book. The plaintiff-appellant requests striking such material 
specified below from various defendants’ briefs and sanctions against the 
defendants’ attorneys for wasting both this Court and the plaintiff’s time on such 
matter. 

Cites to the inappropriate matter in defendants-appellees’ briefs include 
the brief’s name, such as Mundv Brief , followed by a number, which is the page 
number, then a hyphen and a second number that refers to the paragraph on that 
page, which may or may not be a full paragraph. For example, Mundv Brief 
p.13-1 refers to the top three lines on page 13 while Mundv Brief p.13-2 refers 
to the next paragraph, which is a full paragraphs 
Mundv Brief 

The brief for defendants-appellees, Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas 
J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich (collectively “Mundy”) violates the Federal Rule 
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of Appellate Procedure (“F.R.A.P.”) §30 by citing for support to documents not 
in the Joint Appendix. Mundy Brief p.4-2, 3; p.8-2, 3; p.9, n.4; p.10-1, 2, 3; 
p. 11-1,3; p.12-2, n.6, 8; p.13-1, 2, 3; p.15-3; p.23-2, n.ll; p.24, n,12(2)(Ex. A); 
p.25-3. Local Rule §11(e) states the parties have an “obligation under F.R.A.P. 
§30 to reproduce in an appendix to their briefs ... exhibits ... to which they 
‘wish to direct the particular attention of the court.”’ 

This Court’s on-line document: “How To Appeal Your Civil Case” states 
at p. 5, “The appendix should contain those matters from the record on appeal 
which are cited in the briefs or required by the Court to be included, such as the 
relevant docket entries in the proceedings below; any relevant portions of the 
pleadings, charge, findings, or opinion; the judgment, order, or decision 
appealed from; and any other parts of the record to which the parties wish to 
direct the particular attention of the Court.” 

If Mundy’s attorneys had wanted to direct the Court’s attention to 
documents not in the Joint Appendix, then they should have designated them 
under F.R.A.P. §30(a)(l)(D) & (b)(1), but they did not, instead they agreed to 
the Joint Appendix as it now stands. Even had they designated the numerous 
additional documents cited to in the Mundy Brief , the Court would have ignored 
them because this Court under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure restricts its 
inquiry to “facts stated on the face of the complaint, in documents appended to 
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the complaint or incorporated in the complaint by reference, and to matters of 
which judicial notice may be taken.” Allen v. WestPoint-Pepperelf Inc. , 945 
F.2d 40, 44 (2d Cir. 1991); see also Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c). Despite the clarity of 
the law on what’s allowable in considering an appeal of a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b) 
(6) ruling, Mundy’s attorneys are trying to slip in extraneous and untrustworthy 
documents not incorporated in the plaintiffs pleadings with the ruse that since 
the documents are listed in the docket entries “produced by Hollander,” they are 
really in the Joint Appendix. Mundv Brief p.8, n.3. 

Mundy’s attorneys even cite to their memoranda of law in the District 
Court that F.R.A.P. §30(a)(2) specifically excludes unless independent relevance 
is shown. They had ample opportunity to request any inclusions in the Joint 
Appendix at the Pre-argument conference on June 21, 2005 before Staff Counsel 
Stanley Bass or afterwards—but they did not. 

Mundy’s attorneys citing to 35 documents comprising over 380 pages not 
in the Joint Appendix and citing these documents 25 times, usually without 
specific page cites, violate the purpose of F.R.A.P. §30 that “each appellate 
judge who hears the appeal will be able to follow the brief and relate the 
argument to the record by reference to the appendix. The appendix is thus an 
essential part of the paper on appeal and failure to comply with Appellate Rule 
§30 may result in drastic action.” 20A Moore’s Federal Practice . §330.11 
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(Matthew Bender 3d ed.) This is not a situation in which Appellate Rules 
permit citing directly to the record as when the Appendix is file after the briefs, 
F.R.A.P. §30(c), or the Court has ruled to dispense with the appendix, F.R.A.P. 
§30 (f). Even if it were, most of the cites outside the Appendix violate F.R.A.P. 
§28(e) by not referring to “the page of the original document.” 

Mundy’s attorneys have gone outside the Joint Appendix that they agreed 
to so as to bring before this Court misleading, untrustworthy and defamatory 
information as part of their twin strategies of character assassination and 
disinformation—throw enough mud and maybe some will stick, make enough 
misrepresentations and maybe some will be believed. They try to swamp this 
Court, as they did the District Court, with documents irrelevant to the issues at 
hand because they know the courts do not have the time to check all the 
document citations for accuracy and that by just putting their allegations out, 
even on a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) appeal, may sway a court. 

The Mundv Briefs “Statement of the Case” at pp 2-5 violates the purpose 
of F.R.A.P. §28(a)(6) by using that section to personally vilify the plaintiff- 
appellant with many misleading and false allegations in a continuation of what 
can only be called “litigation by personal destruction.” Under Appellate Rules, 
the “statement of the case” is supposed to be a description of the procedural 
history indicating the case’s nature, course of proceedings and the disposition 
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below. F.R.A.P. §28(a)(6). Mundy’s lawyers, however, use that section and the 
rest of their brief section to replay their strategy of character assassination, 
which they successfully used in the District Court, in order to shut down the 
argument and marginalize the plaintiff so as to avoid a decision on the merits. 
The merits at this stage are whether the District Court properly dismissed the 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint for not adequately alleging injury and 
causation under RICO. Discovery—not an appeal—is the more appropriate 
forum for exploring motivations and attacking witness or party credibility. The 
Mundy lawyers’ ad hominem attacks have no place in this Court under Local 
Rule 28: “Briefs must be ... free from ... scandalous matter.” The ad hominem 
statements appear in the Mundy Brief at p.3-2; p.8-3; p.9, n.4; p.10-1,2; p.11-1; 
p.12-1,2, n.8; p. 13-1,3, p.21-3 (last sentence); p.25-3; p.59-2; p.60-2. 

The Mundy Brief’s “Statement of Facts” at pp 5-25 violates F.R.A.P. 

§28(a)(7) and Local Rule §28 by presenting numerous factual allegations 
irrelevant and immaterial to the issues on appeal. Appellate Rule §28 requires 
identifying the facts that are “relevant to the issues submitted for review....” 

20A Moore’s Federal Practice , §338.20[7], Relevant means “[ljogically 
connected and tending to prove or disapprove a matter in issue....” Black’s Law 
Dictionary, p. 1316 (8 th ed.). Much of the Mundy Brief’s “Statement of Facts,” 
as well as other sections of their brief, are irrelevant because many of their 
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factual allegations aren’t probative of the issues of compensable injury and 
proximate causation that the District Court restricted its decision to or other 
RICO issues raised in the defendants’ brief at pp 50-59 that the District Court 
did not consider. The irrelevant sections are in the Mundv Brief at p.3-2; p.4-1; 
p.8-3; p.9, n.4; p.10-1,2,3; p.l 1-1, 3; p.12-1,2, n. 8; p.13-1,2,3,4; p.21-4 to p.22- 
1; p.23-2, n.l 1; p.25-3; p.59-3; p.60-2. 

Further, at this stage of the proceeding, it’s the plaintiff’s pleadings that 
are considered true, California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited , 404 
U.S. 508, 515, 30 L. Ed. 2d 642, 92 S.Ct. 609 (citation omitted)(1972), not the 
defendants’ opinions of Hollander nor their self-serving and inaccurate 
protestations or misplaced allegations. The Mundv Brief presents allegations of 
fact that belong in answers and allege findings of facts that belong in summary 
judgment motions at the District Court level—not the Appeals Court. In so 
doing, Mundy’s attorneys aim to obtain affirmation of a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) 
dismissal by having this Court consider extraneous material as part of the 
Complaint and Supplemental Complaint even though the plaintiff did not rely on 
such. In Chambers v. Time Warner, Inc. . 282 F.3d 147, 153 (2d Cir. 2002), this 
Court stated, “[W]e reiterate here that a plaintiffs reliance on the terms and 
effect of a document in drafting the complaint is a necessary prerequisite to the 
court’s consideration of the document on a dismissal motion; mere notice or 
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possession is not enough.’’(emphasis is the Court’s). This ploy of Mundy’s 
attorneys effectively prevents the plaintiff from refuting their assertions and 
claims through motions for a judgment on the pleadings or summary judgment 
because the case is now in the Circuit Court. An ingenious Star Chamber 
procedure that eviscerates the plaintiff’s due process rights by assuring against 
any chance of the plaintiff replying to these, in effect, counterclaims, or moving 
to reply to these stealth answers, or having a reasonable opportunity to make the 
record straight since affirmation of the lower court’s dismissal will end this 
judicial procedure except for an appellate rehearing and Certiorari to the U.S. 
Supreme Court. 

Local Rule 28 also requires that briefs must be free from burdensome 
matter. Thumbing through hundreds of pages in memoranda and exhibits not in 
the Joint Appendix sounds rather burdensome. Whether scandalous, irrelevant, 
immaterial or burdensome, such material may be disregarded and stricken by the 
Court. 

Mundy’s attorneys also violated F.R.A.P. §32(a)(4) and Local Rule 
§32(a) by submitting a brief with the right and top margins less than an inch. 

Finally, Mundy’s attorneys included a number of incomplete cites to cases 
by leaving out the specific page on which the support for various propositions 
are suppose to appear. The Mundv Brief at p.44-1 cites to a string of eight cases 
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concerning compensable injury but fails to include the specific page referred to 
in any of the eight cases. This same tactic is used at p.39-2 ( Ideal Steel ) and 
p.34-3 ( Lerner ) for other propositions. The purpose of legal citation is to allow 
the reader to locate a cited source accurately and efficiently, The Blue Book 
§1.2 (17 th ed.), which requires a specific page cite, id. §10.1. By omitting the 
specific page cites, Mundy’s attorneys are effectively transferring that burden to 
the Court and the plaintiff. 

The plaintiff requests this Court to reject the Mundv Brief for failing to 
follow the margin requirements. If the Court decides not to, the plaintiff- 
appellant requests all the narrative cited above in the Mundv Brief that relies on 
documents not in the Joint Appendix, that are ad hominems, irrelevant or fail to 
cite to the specific pages of case authorities be deleted from the Mundv Brief 
and not considered by this Court in making its decision. In addition, Mundy’s 
attorneys submit a new brief with this material redacted. Further the plaintiff 
requests the Court impose monetary sanctions on Mundy’s attorneys for wasting 
this Court’s time and his by making this motion necessary. See Gilroy v. Erie 
Lackawanna R.R. Co.. 421 F.2d 1321, 1323 (2d Cir. 1970). 

Flash Dancer Brief 

Attorneys for defendant-appellees Flash Dancers Topless Club, Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc., Lynn Lepofsky, Barry Night Manager and Flash Dancers Manager 
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1 to 5 (collectively “Flash Dancers”) bare the same artifice as Mundy’s attorneys 
in violating F.R.A.P. §30 by citing to documents not in the Joint Appendix, 

Flash Dancers Brief p.2-1.2. n. 1-3, p.3-1, n. 4-5, p.8-4 to p. 9-1, p.13, n.9. 

They, as with all the other attorneys in this appeal, had agreed to the Joint 
Appendix, but clearly had their fingers crossed behind their backs at the time. If 
they had raised the issue of including these documents at the Pre-argument 
conference, the Court’s Staff Counsel would have prevented it. I was always 
troubled by their peculiar lack of talking at the conference. Anyway, by 
pretending to go along with the Joint Appendix, they, and the other attorneys, 
hoped to circumvent the rules and bring their own allegations into this appeal of 
a Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) dismissal. In doing so, Flash Dancers’ attorneys also 
cavalierly tossed off F.R.A.P. §30(a)(2) that specifically excludes memoranda of 
law unless independently relevant. Using a quote from Mundy’s Memorandum 
of Law in the District Court that characterizes the Complaint as “read[ing] more 
like a Tom Clancy novel,” Flash Dancers Brief at p.2-1 may have relevance for 
a New York Times literature review but not an appeal to the second most 
prestigious court in the land. Besides, any school child knows truth is stranger 
than fiction. 

Flash Dancers attorneys also try to replace justice’s blindfold with their 
own tainted veil of allegations for propositions irrelevant to the issues on appeal. 
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Id. p.2-1,2; p.3-1, n. 4-5. For example, they refer to a few efforts that occurred 
before plaintiffs discovery of the RICO Scheme. Id p.2-2; p.3-1. They also 
fault the plaintiff for filing an action in New York State Court to toll the statute 
of limitations for one of the RICO pendent state claims and even lie about the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation not taking any action when it actually opened an 
investigation into some of the Complaint’s allegations. They even call stripping 
“performing,” id. p.4-1, and claim Flash Dancers, that highly profitable bazaar 
of naked bodies, to be a squeaky-clean operation, id. p.8-4. Such allegations by 
defendants are irrelevant and violative of Local Rule §28, but help, apparently in 
their opinion, to castigate the plaintiff for daring to fight for his rights. 

The plaintiff requests the above cited violations of F.R.A.P. §30 and 
Local Rule §28 by Flash Dancers attorneys not be considered by the Court in its 
determination, that Flash Dancers attorneys submit a redacted brief and 
monetary sanctions be levied against them. 

Municipal or Henning Brief 

The Henning Brief failed to use the proper caption on its cover page in 
violation of F.R.A.P. §32(a)(2)(C), so the plaintiff requests the brief be rejected. 

In the alternative, the attorneys representing Police Detective Robert 
Henning use the same trick as Mundy and Flash Dancers to inappropriately 
expand the Joint Appendix by citing to documents not in it. Henning Brief p.4-2 
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& 3, n.2. They, as did Mundy’s attorneys, agreed to the Joint Appendix but now 
choose to violate F.R.A.P. §30 because of their own failure to include certain 
documents in the Appendix. 

The plaintiff requests that the text on which the non-Appendix cites rely 
be redacted and not considered in making the Court’s decision. Hollander also 
requests monetary sanctions be levied against Henning’s attorneys. 

Shipilina Brief 

Defendant Alina Shipilina’s attorney engages in irrelevant name-calling at 
Shipilina Brief p.2-1 in violation of Local Rule §28. Hollander requests the 
phrase “including ... throughout.” not be considered by the Court in making its 
decision and monetary sanctions be assessed against Shipilina’s attorney. 

Bank of Cyprus 

The Bank of Cyprus (“Bank”) appeared in the proceeding in the District 
Court and was served with a Notice of Appeal and Pre-argument Statement. 

The Bank, however, has not filed a brief. Plaintiff-appellant, therefore, moves 
that this Court reverse the Fed. R. Civ. P. dismissal as pertaining to the Bank of 
Cyprus, cf Nielsen v. U.S. . 976 F.2d 951, 957 (5 th Cir. 1992), and levy monetary 
sanctions against the Bank of Cyprus’ attorneys. 

Dated: October 20, 2005 

Roy Den Hollander, Esq. 


li 



Attorney, pro se , plaintiff-appellant 
545 East 14 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
(212) 995-5201 
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED 


This petition requests review of a Second Circuit Court of Appeals’ decision that 
affirmed a dismissal under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) by the Southern District Court of New York 
of a civil RICO suit against certain members and associates of the Russian mafia. 

The Second Circuit’s decision answered yes to all the following questions presented: 

1. Can the archetypal, intimidating mobsters of organized crime—the Russian mafia— 
use racketeering activities to prevent the exposure or discovery of prior racketeering deeds 
without fear of liability under civil RICO? (Pet. p. 11). 

2. Does the Supreme Court's proximate causation analysis in Holmes for pass-along, or 
derivative, injuries flowing from the misfortunes visited on a third person apply in situations 
where the reasons for the policies behind the analysis do not exist and where there are no third- 
parties through whom injuries can pass? (Pet. p. 15). 

3. Does proximate causation for civil RICO require that the injuries resulting from 
racketeering activities be the “specifically-intended consequence” or “preconceived purpose” of 
the conspirators’ scheme? (Pet. p. 20). 

4. Are injuries to a person’s legal causes of action from racketeering activities excluded 
from compensable damages under civil RICO? (Pet. p. 24). 

5. Are expenses incurred in the investigation of a fraud unrecoverable even though such 
expenses are incurred in almost every civil RICO case? (Pet. p. 27). 

6. Did the Second Circuit contravene the Supreme Court by failing to presume that 
general factual allegations of injury from racketeering activities embrace those specific facts that 
are necessary to avoid a Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal? (Pet. p. 28). 
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LIST OF PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDINGS 


Petitioner: 

Roy Den Hollander 

Respondents: 

Flash Dancers Topless Club; Jay-Jay Cabaret, Inc.; Lynn Lepofsky, CEO Jay-Jay 
Cabaret, Inc.; Barry, Night Manager Flash Dancers; and Flash Dancers Managers 1 to 5 
(collectively “Flash Dancers”); 

Cybertech Internet Strip Club Network or Cybertech Internet Solutions; 

Kuba, Mundy & Associates, Nicholas J. Mundy and Peter Petrovich (collectively 
“Mundy”); 

Alina A. Shipilina, a.k.a. Angelina Shipilina, a.k.a. Alina Chipilina; 

Marc L. Paulsen; 

Bob Henning, New York City Police Detective; 

Anastasia and Nicolay “Dima” Vasilyeva; and 
Bank of Cyprus. 
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PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI 


TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 


OPINIONS BELOW 

The citation for the Second Circuit Court of Appeals' Summary Order is 2006 U.S. 
App. Lexis 2781 or 2006 WL 267148 and for the Southern District Court of New York's 
Memorandum and Order, it is 340 F.Supp.2d 453 (S.D.N.Y. 2004)(Castel, J.). Both Orders 
are included in the Petition Appendix at A-l and A-7 respectively. 

JURISDISCTION 

The Summary Order of the Second Circuit was entered on February 3, 2006. 

The U.S. Supreme Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §1254(1) by which 
summary orders of the courts of appeals are reviewed by writ of certiorari. 

STATUTES INVOLVED 

The Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO), 18 U.S.C. §§ 1961- 
68, of which a copy is included in the Petition Appendix at A-34. 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


Nomenclature 

The following nomenclature applies throughout this petition: 

Petitioner-plaintiff and attorney Roy Den Hollander (“Hollander”), 

Summary Order of the Second Circuit Court of Appeals (“ Cir. Order ”). 

Memorandum and Order of the Southern District Court of New York (“ Dist. Order ”). 
Citations to court decisions are to page number; paragraph (][) on that page, which 
may or may not be a full paragraph, and the Appendix page noted by (“A-page number”). 
Citations to the Complaint and Supplemental Complaint are only to paragraph numbers (H) 
and the corresponding Appendix page. 

The tenns “RICO violations,” “pattern of racketeering activity” or individual 
“predicate acts” are subsumed in the terms “racketeering activities” or “racketeering acts.” 

Facts 

The defendants in this case comprise a relatively few members or associates operating 
in different sections of the Russian mafia, which, according to former Central Intelligence 
Agency Director John Deutsch, reaches across international borders. Emergency Net News 
Service . May 3, 1996, Vol. 2-124. Echoing the C.I.A.’s assessment, former F.B.I. Director 
Louis Freeh said, “Evidence that organized crime activity from [Russia] is expanding and will 
continue to expand to the United States is well-documented.” Id. Russian criminal operations 
in America, such as money laundering, illegal money transactions, prostitution, narcotics 
trafficking, extortion and fraud are often carried out in cooperation with La Cosa Nostra. 
Report on Russian Organized Crime . 1997, Task Force headed by William H. Webster, 

Center for Strategic and International Studies. 
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The Russian mafia, once a hierarchical structure under the Soviet Union, diffused with 
the end of Communist Party power into a confederation of crime groups using modern-day 
management principles and including Chechen, American, Cypriot, Mexican and other 
nationalities. It now resembles a diversified worldwide conglomerate, or enterprise, with all 
the attendant business relationships. (Complaint 10, 11, 14, 874, A-54, 79). The smarter 
members of the Russian mafia, no longer confined to scheming for rubles, are chasing hard 
currency by expanding their criminal operations to the wealthy West. (Complaint 2, 13, A- 
54). 

Bringing Russian crime to Western shores requires an ongoing transfer of money¬ 
making assets to foreign markets where the successful utilization of assets employs a strategy 
of (a) using money from criminal activities to set up and expand Russian mafia businesses, 
such as prostitution, pornography, strip clubs, drug smuggling and money laundering; (b) 
protecting those businesses through criminal activities, such as tampering with infonnants and 
witnesses, obstructing justice, bribery and intimidation; and (c) running the businesses by 
using crimes such as white slavery, immigration fraud, importing pornography and drug 
trafficking. The Russian mafia uses a complex, intertwined web of racketeering acts to 
maintain and continue expanding its activities in a drive for new targets and more money that 
causes widespread and varied harm. (Complaint 879-85, A-81, 82). 

The Russian mafia’s expansion into the West has created a vertically integrated 
business of supply, service, protection, profit maximization and reinvestment with a huge 
appetite for human capital. Each Russian mafia prostitution asset in the U.S. makes a 
relatively small amount of $100,000 to $150,000 tax-free a year, but considering the large 
number of them in the U.S., the syndicate is making substantial sums. 
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At the tactical level, the success of the Russian mafia’s objective for one of its human- 
capital assets involves the following: 

Step One : Transplanting a willing member or associate from Russia to the U.S. where 
she starts working in one or more syndicate businesses—prostitution, stripping, pornography 
or procuring. This involves the predicate acts of white slavery, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2421 & 2422, 
importing an alien for immoral purposes, 8 U.S.C. § 1328, fraud and the misuse of visas, 18 
U.S.C. § 1546, and eventually procurement of nationality unlawfully, 18 U.S.C. § 1425. To 
keep the customers coming back for more from the new asset often also means drugs, 21 
U.S.C. §§ 841 & 952. 

Step Two : Protecting the mafia’s human capital from deportation, arrest or 
imprisonment, which would ruin their money-making potential, often requires tampering with 
a witness, victim or infonnant, 18 U.S.C. 1512; threats made by mail or wire, 18 U.S.C. 1341 
& 1343; use of interstate and foreign facilities in aid of the racketeering operation, 18 U.S.C. 
1952; bribery, 18 U.S.C. 201; and even conspiracy to commit murder-for-hire 18 U.S.C. 

1958, as in this case. 

Step Three : Assuring that the mob’s profits from its asset escape the taxman involves 
money laundering, 18 U.S.C. 1956, and failing to file reports on exporting amounts over 
$10,000, as required by 31 U.S.C. 5316. 

This RICO case concerns just one asset, one string of events and injuries arising out of 
the Russian mafia’s operations of transplanting prostitutes to New York and other states, 
passing drugs and large sums of money back and forth between countries, and threatening as 
well as executing reprisals against any person or business that might get in the syndicate’s 
way. 
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Petitioner-plaintiff and attorney Roy Den Hollander owns and operates a one-man, 


unincorporated business that provides legal services and business consulting. The defendant 
Russian mafia members and associates include Flash Dancers Topless Club and Cybertech 
Internet Solutions that together sell call-girls and pornography over the internet at 
www.flashdancersnyc.com.www.stripclubnetwork.com. and www.exoticavip.com; the 
Baraev Chechen Special Islamic Regiment (responsible for the 2002 Moscow Theater hostage 
taking) used by certain defendants to threaten reprisals against Hollander and various of his 
informants and witnesses living in Krasnodar, Russia; assorted Russian Mafiosi, including the 
crime boss for southern European Russia; corrupt Russian government officials; gangsters in 
America; a corrupt New York City policeman; Alina Shipilina, a Russian mafia prostitute, 
money launderer and drug smuggler; the prostitute’s Russian mother who is affiliated, as is 
her daughter, with the Baraev crime group and Russian criminals; Leonid Perlin the president 
of Phodes Studio in Moscow, www.phodes.net. a syndicate call-girl operation fronting as a 
model agency for which Alina Shipilina worked; lawyers Nicholas Mundy and Peter 
Petrovich 1 who manage and facilitate immigration matters in New York for the Russian 
syndicate; Marc Paulsen who produces and imports Russian pornography into southern 
California; and the Vasilyeva crime family that runs the premier model agency in Krasnodar 
which doubles as a call-girl operation sending prostitutes overseas to places such as Cyprus 
and Wisconsin, where two of the family members now reside. 

These and other defendants work hard and ingeniously to enrich themselves in 
furthering a key objective of the Russian mafia; to infiltrate and expand its illegal and 
ancillary legal activities into hard currency markets, especially the U.S. Each defendant plays 

1 Nicholas Mundy is admitted to practice in New York State and Peter Petrovich is admitted to practice in 
Russia. 
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a role in importing assets or keeping the assets here and makes lots of money doing so. Some 
use narcotics and prostitutes to create fraudulent marriages; some engage in immigration 
fraud, white slavery, bribery and importing pornography; some traffic in drugs; some use 
coercion, intimidation, murder-for-hire, perjury and official misconduct to protect the mafia’s 
assets; and others maximize profits with tax evasion and money laundering while others 
engage in various combinations of such criminal acts. But they are all fellow travelers 
seeking fortune and for some glory by furthering the Russian syndicate’s expansion to the 
West. 

One method of supplying the syndicate’s sex business in America is tricking 
American men into sponsoring and financing Russian mafia prostitutes and procurers for U.S. 
residency and citizenship through, unbeknownst to the American, a fraudulent marriage. 
Because the trail of harm originates with a sham marriage rather than a fraudulent business 
transaction, the injury to property interests is no less serious. 2 A scheme to defraud is 
measured against a standard of “moral uprightness, of fundamental honesty, fair play and 
right dealing in the general and business life of members of society.” Gregory v. U.S. . 253 
F.2d 104, 109 (5 th Cir. 1958). When criminal instrumentalities exploit human emotions of the 
heart rather than the pocketbook, a man does not lose his rights under U.S. law. 

The fraudulent marriage for citizenship contrivance coupled with surreptitiously 
feeding petitioner Hollander narcotics is what ensnared him. Defendants Shipilina and 
Leonid Perlin decided in July 1999 to target Hollander as part of the Russian mafia’s ongoing 
operations to infiltrate and expand its operations in the U.S. (Complaint ]fl|135-40, 153-54, 
164, A-61, 62, 63). At the time, Hollander was working in Russia as a consultant-manager for 

2 “Congress sought a broadly based statute capable of addressing a variety of complex criminal problems.” 
Michael Goldsmith, Judicial Immunity-The Ironic Demise of Civil RICO , 30 Harv. J. on Legis. 1, 27 (1993). 
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Kroll Associates. After Hollander completed his contract with Kroll, the conspiracy to 
transplant defendant Shipilina to America succeeded in marrying her to Hollander in March 
2000 in Krasnodar by, in part, secretly feeding him narcotics just before the wedding to assure 
he would go through with it. (Complaint 173-183, A-64, 65). 

The first predicate act that injured Hollander was defendant Shipilina’s subsequent 
perjury on her visa petition form filed in March 2000 with the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service (“INS”) at the Moscow Embassy. (Complaint f]) 190-91, A-65). Had Shipilina told 
the truth about her past prostitution, money laundering and narcotics trafficking activities, 
Hollander would not have paid the filing fees, nor put his business on hold, nor supported his 
wife nor incurred expenses living in Moscow while the forms were processed. (Complaint 
187, 188, A-65). He would have returned immediately to New York City to resume his 
business there. 

The second predicate act in Russia that caused Hollander to pay more filing fees, keep 
his business on hold and continue living in Moscow and supporting his wife was Shipilina’s 
perjury on her visa application to the State Department at the Moscow Embassy in May 2000, 
which repeated her earlier perjury of not working as a prostitute, money launderer or narcotics 
trafficker. (Complaint fflf 192, 193, A-65, 66). Had defendant Shipilina told the truth, 
Hollander would have left Moscow then and not have incurred those expenses. 

Damages from the business interruption due to Shipilina’s predicate acts in 
fraudulently obtaining a visa are included in the loss of profits, interruption expenses and loss 
of business opportunities alleged in the Complaint at U 907(a)-(c), A-82, 83. 

From the beginning, the Russian mafia’s agent or front was defendant Shipilina. 
Initially, defendant Perlin and other organized crime members in Russia stood immediately 
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behind her. But once she entered America on her fraudulently obtained visa, other comrades 
in crime came out from standing in the shadows to help directly and indirectly with the 
syndicate’s plan of keeping her in America making money. On entering the U.S. in July 
2000, defendant Shipilina became a conditional permanent resident, but she was not as secure 
from deportation as a permanent resident or naturalized citizen. (Complaint 205-212, A-67, 
68 ). 

After a few months in New York City, Hollander realized that Shipilina was working 
as a prostitute and had married him just for a green card, but he was still unaware of the 
Russian mafia’s involvement. (Complaint f 220, A-68). Hollander demanded a divorce 
which would threaten Shipilina’s chances of obtaining pennanent residency, so Russian mafia 
members Mundy and Petrovich intervened. Defendants Mundy and Petrovich are attorneys 
who operate an immigration mill for fraudulently obtaining Russian mafia assets visas, green 
cards and naturalizations, in addition to managing numerous immigration matters for the 
Russian syndicate in New York. (Complaint 27-34, 221, 222, A-55, 56, 68). 

In October 2000, defendants Mundy, Petrovich and Shipilina tried to connive 
Hollander into participating in a fraud on the INS so as to assure that defendant Shipilina 
became a permanent resident and eventually a naturalized citizen—Hollander refused. 
(Complaint fflf 223-226, A-68, 69). Defendants Mundy, Petrovich, Shipilina and others then 
resorted to further racketeering activities to prevent the discovery and exposure of the Russian 
syndicate’s plan as it pertained to Shipilina in order to assure its success and keep hidden the 
Russian mafia’s operations for transplanting human capital to America. 

The defendants: (1) attempted to intimidate Hollander into committing perjury before 
the INS. That amounted to tampering with an informant, witness or victim and mail fraud, 
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which harmed Hollander’s business reputation and incurred costs and time to defend against a 
fraudulently obtained order of protection and a false charge of extortion (Complaint ^ 228- 
30, 234-41, 901, 906, 907 (e), A-69, 70, 82, 83); (2) used coercion communicated by 
interstate wire to avoid an annulment/divorce trial with the result of increasing Hollander’s 
legal costs and injuring his business reputation (Complaint 243-45, 273, 901, 906, 907(e), 
A-70, 73, 82,83); (3) interfered with pre-discovery investigations and silenced witnesses in 
Krasnodar to prevent Hollander from obtaining information for the annulment/divorce 
proceeding and the INS. Defendants engaged in tampering with witnesses, wire fraud, aiding 
a racketeering enterprise and money laundering that increased the cost and time of 
Hollander’s investigation and necessitated a second investigatory trip to Krasnodar. 
(Complaint 256-60, 265-72, 903, 906, 907(d), A-71, 72, 73, 82, 83); (4) threatened 
Hollander over interstate wire into not making a motion for a trial, which harmed Hollander’s 
cause of action and amounted to tampering because the state court trial evidence would have 
been provided to the INS, which had initiated deportation proceedings against defendant 
Shipilina. (Complaint f]) 280-84, 901, 906, A-73, 74, 82); (5) attempted to intimidate 
Hollander into silence before the INS, which was conducting an investigation of defendant 
Shipilina, and the Krasnodar prosecutor, who had indicted another defendant, all of which 
amounted to tampering and wire fraud that cost Hollander time away from his business and 
money to investigate and protect against the threats. (Complaint fflf 285-90, 316-18, 906, 
907(c) & (d), A-74, 76, 77, 82, 83); (6) intimidated witnesses into recanting their testimony 
before the Krasnodar prosecutor by engaging in wire fraud, aiding a racketeering enterprise 
and money laundering that resulted in harming Hollander’s business reputation and costing 
him money to reopen the Krasnodar case so as to clear his name. (Complaint fflf 293-97, 903, 
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906, 907(e), A-74, 75, 82, 83). (7) bribed Krasnodar officials to close the case against one 
defendant, which required money laundering and aiding a racketeering enterprise that resulted 
in harming Hollander’s business reputation and costing him money to reopen the case so as to 
clear his name. (Complaint fflj 298-304, 902, 906, 907(e), A-75, 82, 83); (8) attempted to 
have Hollander arrested twice on bogus charges that amounted to tampering and involved 
wire fraud with a cost to Hollander of over $3,500 in attorney fees, time away from his 
business to defend himself and injury to his business reputation. (Complaint ]fl[ 306-15, 901, 
906, 907(c) & (e), A-75, 76, 82, 83; Supp. Complaint ^ 22-24, 34-38, 43, A-85, 86); (9) 
attempted to intimidate Hollander into staying out of Krasnodar and not prosecuting this 
RICO action, which consisted of tampering, aiding a racketeering enterprise and wire fraud 
that cost Hollander time and money in responding to the threat and injured his RICO cause of 
action (Supp. Complaint 2, 9-10, 12, 13, A-84, 85; Complaint 906, 907(c), A-82, 83); 
(10) started disciplinary proceedings against Hollander to prevent him from proceeding with 
this RICO case, which involved tampering and mail fraud that harmed Hollander’s business 
reputation and cost him time and money to defend against. (Supp. Complaint 49, 50, 52, 
53, 55, A-86, 87; Complaint 901, 907(e), A-82, 83); (11) obstructed justice by filing false 
and misleading documents in this case with the District Court that injured Hollander’s RICO 
cause of action. (Supp. Complaint 59, 61-63, 70, A-87; Complaint 901, A-82). All of 
these racketeering activities by the defendants were intended to make justice too costly to 
pursue and thereby protect the syndicate’s operations. 

Whether discovery and exposure of the Russian mafia’s operations was to come by 
way of testimony in the INS’s removal proceedings against defendant Shipilina, a state court 
trial or Russian criminal case, it was on its way to federal law enforcement officials until the 
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defendants’ racketeering activities effectively shut down the legal process. By covering up 
the Russian syndicate’s operations as pertaining to defendant Shipilina, the defendants also 
protected the activities of other Russian mafia members and associates (Complaint ]f 882, A- 
81), which was why it was so important to “prevent Hollander from investigating [the 
conspirators],” Cir. Order p. 3 H 4 (court’s emphasis), A-3. In the end, the policy of 
promoting social stability and justice by encouraging resort to the courts rather than to force 
or threats of force proved to be no more than nice sounding words. 

Basis for jurisdiction in the United States District Court, Southern District of New York 

The District Court’s basis for subject matter jurisdiction was a federal question under 
the civil enforcement provisions of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act, 
18 U.S.C. 1964, A-44. As to the foreign defendants, the district court had jurisdiction based 
on their conduct abroad causing foreseeable and substantial effects within the U.S. 

Personal jurisdiction resulted from each defendant having minimum contacts with 
New York, a defendant operating through an agent or a defendant’s conspiratorial contacts 
with other defendants in New York. 

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT 

1. Can the archetypal, intimidating mobsters of organized crime—the Russian mafia 
—use racketeering activities to prevent the exposure or discovery of prior racketeering deeds 
without fear of liability under civil RICO? 

The Second Circuit’s decision in this case creates a loophole in the RICO statute by 
which members or associates of a criminal enterprise can use racketeering activities to prevent 
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the exposure or discovery of prior RICO violations. The Court of Appeals held that 
racketeering activities in which “the conspirators allegedly tr[y] to prevent [a victim] from 
investigating them.. Cir. Order p. 3 ]f 4, A-3, (emphasis the court’s), or “thwart” 
petitioner’s RICO litigation efforts, or hinder his attempts to repair prior RICO damages, Cir. 
Order p. 4 ]f 2, A-4, are not reachable under civil RICO because such cover-up predicate acts 
are in response to an investigation or litigation that may discover or expose prior criminal 
conduct, and it is that investigation or litigation, not the cover-up crimes, that proximately 
causes any injury. 

The Second Circuit and Southern District courts have inadvertently created a legal 
amnesty in the Second Circuit for any RICO acts committed after the first set of crimes so 
long as the later crimes are committed to prevent, thwart or hinder the victim’s investigation 
or litigation that may lead to discovery or exposure of the initial racketeering activities 
engaged in to carry out a conspiracy. This judicially created amnesty contradicts other Courts 
of Appeals’ interpretations of civil RICO which hold that predicate acts committed to conceal 
a conspiracy, including money laundering and travel in aid of racketeering, support a finding 
of proximate causation, Maiz v. Virani . 253 F.3d 641, 673-74 (11 th Cir. 2001). The 
defendants in Maiz took elaborate steps to conceal their land fraud scheme, id_. at 652, while 
in Living Designs. Inc, v. E.I. DuPont De Nemours. 431 F.3d 353, 358 (9 th Cir. 2005), DuPont 
used the racketeering acts of mail and wire fraud to conceal its conspiracy in falsifying test 
results for one of its products. In this petition for certiorari, the Russian mafia defendants also 
used travel in aid of racketeering and mail and wire fraud plus tampering with a victim or 
informants and obstruction of justice to “prevent Hollander from investigating them.. Cir. 

3 The District Court held “[PJlaintiff s resistance to and investigation of the Scheme is what the predicate acts, as 
alleged, were designed to prevent.” Dist. Order p. 14^1, A-20. 
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Order p. 3 f 4, A-3, so they could conceal their participation in the ongoing conspiracy to 
illegally transplant moneymaking assets to the U.S. That conspiracy included gaining 
defendant Shipilina entry, pennanent residency and eventually naturalization in America. 
Hollander refused to yield to the Russian mafia’s coercive activities and, therefore, suffered 
the sanctions that coercion imposed. Such coercive efforts sufficiently plead proximate cause, 
see Blue Shield of Virginia v. McCreadv . 457 U.S. 465, 483-85, 102 S.Ct. 2540, 2550-51, 73 
L.Ed.2d 149, (1982) (Section 4 of the Clayton Act standing). Here, as in Chisolm v. 
TranSouth Financial Corp. . 95 F.3d 331, 338 (4 th Cir. 1996), the concealment of the nature of 
the conspiracy was the very linchpin of its success that harmed Hollander. 

The Second Circuit’s loophole not only contradicts other circuits’ holdings concerning 
recovery for injuries from cover-up activities but also frustrates Congress’ policy behind civil 
RICO. “The object of civil RICO is ... not merely to compensate victims but to turn them 
into prosecutors, private attorneys general, dedicated to eliminating racketeering activity,” 
Rotella v. Wood . 528 U.S. 549, 557, 120 S.Ct. 1075, 1082, 145 F.Ed.2d 1047 (2000), so as to 
fill in prosecutorial gaps, Sedima, S.P.R.F. v. Imrex Co.. Inc.. 473 U.S. 479, 493, 105 S.Ct. 
3275, 3283, 87 F.Ed.2d 346 (1985). 4 But according to the Second Circuit, when racketeering 
activities are used to shut down or hinder any private attorney general’s investigation, the 
injuries from those activities will not be proximately caused by the racketeering acts but by 
the investigation into them. 

Further, the Second Circuit’s ruling inappropriately narrows liability under the RICO 
conspiracy provision 18 U.S.C. § 1962(d). When defendants engage in overt acts to cover-up 

4 “RICO has served as a powerful tool against enterprise criminality. Most of the success, however, has been 
achieved through criminal prosecutions. The private attorney general concept ... has not achieved comparable 
results. Judging from the number of RICO suits fded, this failure does not reflect a lack of effort. Rather, the 
record demonstrates that negative judicial activism has kept RICO from achieving its potential.” Michael 
Goldsmith, Judicial Immunitv-The Ironic Demise of Civil RICO , 30 Harv. J. on Legis. 1, 40-41 (1993). 
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a conspiracy, they are furthering that conspiracy by preventing the best disinfectant of 
publicity from exposing their scheme. If the overt acts are racketeering or otherwise unlawful 
under RICO, they violate the conspiracy provision § 1962(d). Beck v. Prupis. 529 U.S. 494, 
506-07, 120 S.Ct. 1608, 1616-17, 146 L.Ed.2d 561 (2000); Rehkop v. Berwick Healthcare 
Corn. . 95 F.3d 285, 290 (3 rd Cir. 1996). And when those acts proximately cause harm, the 
perpetrators are liable. 

In this case, the Russian mafia defendants entered into agreements to carry out 
racketeering activities so as to further the crime syndicate’s expansion by concealing it. The 
District Court’s decision, affirmed by the Second Circuit, conceded that the cover-up acts 
were alleged to have caused harm: “[Pjlaintiffs claimed damages in this case were caused by 
alleged retaliation for his discovery and subsequent investigation of the Scheme....” Dist. 
Order p. 13 ]{ 2, A-19. “To be sure, plaintiff alleges that defendants took actions directed at 
him ... that he deems ‘predicate acts,’ and that the [Russian mafia] has harmed ‘his business 
reputation and goodwill’ (see Complaint902, 903, [A-82])....” Dist. Order p. 12 T| 1, A- 
18. The Second Circuit’s decision also conceded allegations of injury from cover-up 
racketeering acts, “[o]ther allegations involve efforts to ‘thwart’ Hollander’s efforts, via his 
investigation and this litigation ....” Cir. Order p. 4 ][ 2, A-4. The Complaint, therefore, by 
the lower courts own words, alleges hann proximately caused by overt racketeering acts to 
further a conspiracy in violation of § 1962(d), A-37. 

The Second Circuit’s judicially imposed loophole extinguishes civil RICO as a means 
of opposing the intentions of organized crime when the criminals use racketeering activities to 
cover-up past RICO violations. 
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2. Does the Supreme Court's proximate causation analysis in Holmes for pass-along, 


or derivative, injuries flowing from the misfortunes visited on a third person apply in 
situations where the reasons for the policies behind the analysis do not exist and where there 
are no third-parties through whom injuries can pass? 

The Second Circuit inappropriately expanded the pass-along injury analysis for 
determining proximate causation to situations where the policies driving the analysis do not 
apply, thereby contradicting Holmes v. Sec. Investor Prot. Corp., 503 U.S. 258, 112 S.Ct. 

1311, 117 L.Ed.2d 532 (1992), and decisions in other Courts of Appeals 5 . 

The Supreme Court in Holmes used the concept that “a plaintiff who complained of 
harm flowing merely from the misfortunes visited upon a third person by the defendant’s acts 
was generally ... at too remote a distance to recover.” Holmes . 503 U.S. at 268, 112 S.Ct. at 
1318. Such injuries were not “direct” because an intervening event interfered with the 
sequence of responsible causation. See id., 503 U.S. at 271, 272 n. 20, 112 S.Ct. at 1319, 

1320 n. 20 (broker-dealers’ insolvency was the intervening event that prevented a “direct,” or 
proximate causation of customers’ losses). 

Disallowing recovery for pass-along, or derivative, injuries serves three polices: 

1. Avoids the difficulty in ascertaining the amount of damages to plaintiffs beyond the 
first step that result from a violation as opposed to independent intervening factors; 

2. Obviates the need for complicated rules apportioning damages among plaintiffs 
removed at different levels of injury from a violation in order to prevent multiple recoveries; 
and 


5 The policies behind the pass-along, or derivative, injury analysis are used by other circuit courts: e.g., Bieter 
Co. v. Blomauist . 987 F.2d 1319, 1325-27 (8 th Cir. 19931: Mendoza \. Zirkle Fruit Co. . 301 F.3d 1163, 1168-72 
(9 th Cir. 2002); BCCI Holdings (Luxembourg!. S.A, v. Khalil. 214 F.3d 168, 174 (D.C. Cir. 2000). 
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3. Serves the general interest in deterring injurious conduct because directly injured 
victims can usually be counted on to seek recovery under the law. Holmes . 503 U.S. at 269- 
70, 112 S.Ct. at 1318. 

The Second Circuit’s misapplication of the Holmes analysis to where there are no 
third-parties for harm to flow through, no independent intervening events and the policy 
reasons do not apply, has written into the statute a method for dismissing civil RICO suits in 
which the hann complained of actually occurs at the first step. “The general tendency of the 
law, in regard to damages at least, is not to go beyond the first step.” Southern Pacific Co. v. 
Darnell-Taenzer Lumber Co. . 245 U.S. 531, 533, 38 S.Ct. 186, 186, 62 L.Ed. 451 (Holmes, 
J.) (1918). The Second Circuit has created a new proximate causation rule for civil RICO in 
which it does not even go to the first step. 

The Court of Appeals relied on two decisions in order to dismiss this case on the 
grounds that “the alleged injuries were proximately caused not by the alleged racketeering 
violations, but by the public exposure of those activities or their discovery by the victim and 
the consequences of that exposure or discovery,” Cir. Order p. 3 U 3, A-3, Cir. Order p. 4 ]f 2, 
A-4. In re American Express Co. Shareholder Litig. . 39 F.3d 395, 399-401 (2d Cir. 1994), 
cites to the Holmes analysis and applies its three policies while Burdick v. American Express 
Co. . 865 F.2d 527, 529 (2d Cir. 1989), although prior to Holmes , used a similar analysis. In 
these two cases, and nearly all the other RICO exposure or discovery cases—sometimes 
called “employee termination,” “whistleblower” or “shareholder and creditor derivative” 

decisions, 6 racketeering activities were not used to prevent the exposure or discovery of 

6 E.g., Miranda v. Ponce Federal Bank . 948 F.2d 41, 47 (1 st Cir. 1991); Hecht v. Commerce Clearing House, Inc. . 
897 F.2d 21, 25 (2d Cir. 1990); In re Sunrise Sec. Litig,. 916 F.2d 874, 883 (3 rd Cir. 1990); Camelio v. American 
Federation . 137 F.3d 666, 672 (4 th Cir. 1998); Cullom v. Hibernia National Bank. 859 F.2d 1211, 1214 (5 th Cir. 
1988): Hamm v. Rhonc-Poulenc Rorgr Pharmaceuticals. Inc. . 187 F.3d 941, 952-54 (8 th Cir. 1999); Hamid v. 
Price Waterhouse . 51 F.3d 1411, 1419-20 (9 th Cir. 1995): Reddv v. Litton Industries. 912 F.2d 291, 294 (9 th Cir. 
1990); Beck v, Prupis . 162 F.3d 1090,1098 (11 th Cir. 1998), aff’d, 529 U.S. 494 (2000). 
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earlier RICO violations, as in this case, but rather to harm a third party who was not a 
plaintiff. Those cases denied standing because the injuries were derivative of third persons. 

Cases where racketeering activities were specifically directed at an individual 
shareholder or creditor have found standing. Maiz v. Virani . 253 F.3d 641, 655-56 (11 th Cir. 
2001); Bankers Trust Co. v. Rhoades . 859 F.2d 1096, 1099-1101 (2d Cir. 1988)(creditor had 
standing, because fraud, bribery, perjury and frivolous lawsuits were directed against it). 

Both the Second Circuit and District Court in this case noted the Complaint had alleged that 
the activities of the conspirators were directed at the petitioner. Cir. Order p. 3 U 4, p. 4 2, 
A-3, 4; Dist. Order p. 14 f 1, A-20 (“[petitioner's] resistance to and investigation of the 
Scheme is what the predicate acts, as alleged, were designed to prevent.”). The direct 
relationship in this case (plaintiff Hollander—Russian mafia tortfeasor defendants) 
distinguishes it from Holmes (plaintiff SIPC—customers—brokers—Holmes tortfeasor 
defendant); American Express (plaintiff shareholders—Edmond Safra—American Express 
tortfeasor defendant officers); and Burdick (plaintiff broker—customers—Shearson Lehman 
Brothers tortfeasor defendant); therefore, the Second Circuit’s Holmes analysis was not 
applicable because Hollander is not a secondary victim. 

In American Express, the defendant officers of that company used racketeering acts to 
prevent Edmond Safra from opening a competing bank. American Express. 39 F.3d at 396- 
97. As a result of the predicate acts directed against Safra, he conducted his own 
investigation and brought criminal libel suits that disclosed the extent of American Express’ 
RICO activities. Batista, Civil Rico Prac. Manual . § 4.17, 2d ed.; see American Express. 39 
F.3d at 398. Because of Safra’s discoveries and their publicity, American Express stock lost 
value, and its shareholders sued the officers. The shareholders could not recover because 
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under the Holmes analysis their financial injuries were derivative of the harm to Safra and the 
resulting publicity. Had Safra sued under RICO, there is little doubt that he would have 
withstood a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6). Batista, Civil Rico Prac. Manual . § 4.17, 
2d ed.; see American Express . 39 F.3d at 401. 

In the present case, the Second Circuit’s improper application of the Supreme Court’s 
construction of the RICO statute resulted from the Second Circuit analogizing Hollander with 
the shareholders of American Express when the correct comparison is to Safra. Hollander 
was the one against whom the predicate acts were aimed in order “to prevent [him] from 
investigating [defendants]...,” Cir. Order p. 3 ]f 4, A-3, and “to thwart... his investigation and 
this litigation.. Cir. Order p. 4^2, A-4. The Complaint here does not allege that threatened 
reprisals injured some third person and that injury passed through to Hollander because there 
is no third person or entity between the Russian mafia defendants and Hollander for hann to 
pass through. There is, however, an organization, the Russian mafia, whose members used 
racketeering acts against Hollander, just as American Express did against Safra, in order to 
protect profits. 

In Burdick , a vice president of Shearson Lehman Brothers was fired for complaining 
of that company’s racketeering activities used to obtain illegal profits from the firm’s 
customers. Burdick . 865 F.2d at 528. The vice president argued that he was injured as a 
result of the harm to Shearson’s customers from the company’s predicate acts. Id at 529. 
Consistent with the Holmes analysis, the court found this hann too remote. In the present 
case, however, the Second Circuit wrongly analogized Hollander to the vice president when 
the comparison should have been to Shearson’s customers. Hollander was never employed by 
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the Russian mafia but was, albeit unwittingly, a customer or victim of that crime syndicate’s 
conspiracy to set-up one of its money making assets in America. 

The Holmes direct injury analysis is a means of determining whether an independent 
intervening event has occurred in the chain of causation. The Second Circuit wrongly 
concluded Hollander’s investigation was such an event. “Hollander’s complaint deals 
primarily with damages stemming from the investigation he initiated.... These are the costs of 
Hollander’s acts, not the defendants’ RICO violations.” Cir. Order p. 3 ]J 4, A-3. Accepting 
the Second Circuit’s holding that a plaintiffs investigation of criminal activities is an 
intervening event would mean that RICO defendants could escape liability for injuries from 
racketeering acts used to stop an investigation because the resulting harm would be caused by 
an intervening event: the plaintiffs investigation to marshal information on RICO violations. 
It’s an interesting Catch-22: if a plaintiff does what every lawyer initially does concerning a 
potential case—starts an investigation, that investigation can be hampered or shutdown by 
racketeering acts without such acts being reached by civil RICO. But if a plaintiff doesn’t 
start an investigation, how is he to discover what is going on so as to prevent further hann or 
rectify pass injury via law enforcement agencies or judicial proceedings? He can’t, at least in 
the Second Circuit, because with its decision in this case that court has shifted causation to the 
victim who takes legal steps to put an end to the harm affecting his business or property 7 . 

Perhaps more importantly, the Second Circuit ignored the policy reasons in Holmes 
when it applied the Holmes analysis to this case (a technique that will most probably be used 

to dismiss future direct-injury RICO cases). Had the Second Circuit applied the three policy 

7 The Second Circuit has previously imposed extra-statutory limitations on civil RICO in order to reduce its civil 
RICO caseload. See Sedima. S.P.R.L, v, Imrex Co.. Inc. . 473 U.S. 479, 488, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3280, 87 L.Ed.2d 
346 (1985) (reversed Second Circuit’s rules that a civil action can proceed only after a criminal conviction and 
damages must result from an “amorphous racketeering injury” rather than predicate acts); Lerner v. Fleet Bank, 
N.A. . 318 F.3d 113, 120 (2d Cir. 2003)(Second Circuit moved away from the zone of interests test it created in 
Laborer’s Local 17 Health & Benefit Fund v. Philip Morris, Inc. , 191 F.3d 229, 236 (2d 1999)). 
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reasons, it could not have dismissed this case on proximate causation grounds because by 
allowing Hollander to proceed with his case: (1) the district court would not have to ascertain 
the amount of damages to plaintiffs beyond the first step because Hollander is the first step 
and the only possible plaintiff, other than law enforcement agencies; (2) the court would not 
have to engage in the complicated apportionment of damages among others removed at 
different levels from the RICO violations because there are no others; and (3) unlike in 
Holmes, where the directly injured broker-dealers could and did sue, here, if Hollander 
doesn’t right the law’s violation, no one will—including law enforcement agencies. 

The plaintiff-petitioner in this case is not seeking to vindicate the claims of some 
phantom third person; rather he is doing what the Supreme Court assumed the immediate 
victim would do—suing. He has not been successful, so far, because under the Second 
Circuit’s own brand of reforming civil RICO, immediate victims can be prevented from 
acting as private attorneys general by criminals targeting racketeering activities against those 
victims with the result of leaving significant RICO violations undetected or unremedied. 8 

3. Does proximate causation for civil RICO require that the injuries resulting from 
racketeering activities be the “specifically-intended consequence” or “preconceived purpose” 
of the conspirators’ scheme? 

The Second Circuit requires that for a victim to recover under civil RICO, the injury 
must have been the “specifically-intended consequence” or “preconceived purpose” of the 
RICO defendants’ scheme. American Express . 39 F.3d at 400. If the resulting harm is not 
planned in the defendants’ minds, then there is no recovery in the Second Circuit even though 

8 “The statute was drafted from the perspective of the victim, not the perpetrator.” G. Robert Blakely & Brian 
Gettings, RICO: Basic Concepts—Criminal & Civil Remedies , 53 Temp L. Q. 1009, 1032-33 (1980). 
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the criminal conduct creates a substantial risk of such damages occurring. The Second Circuit 
used its specifically-intended injury rule in this case to hold proximate causation lacking by 
ruling that “[e]ven if it was the criminal syndicate’s intent to trick Hollander into ‘arranging 
for Member Alina Shipilina to enter the U.S.,’ it was not the object 9 of the conspiracy to cause 
him to cease work and thereby lose profits in order to make those arrangements.” Cir. Order 
p. 4 f 1, A-4. This holding affirmed the District Court’s finding of no proximate causation 
because “the damages [Hollander] seeks [do not] arise from ... the original purpose of the 
Scheme itself....” Dist. Order p. 12 1, A-18. 

The Second Circuit has artificially narrowed the RICO statute by including in the 
proximate cause determination the predicate act requirement from mail and wire fraud of a 
specifically-intended injury even though mail and wire fraud are specific intent crimes 10 , see 
e.g., U.S. v. Chandler . 98 F.3d 711,715 (2d Cir. 1996)(citations omitted), and RICO is a 
statutory tort remedy, Mid Atl. Telecom v. Long Distance Servs.. 18 F.3d 260, 263 (4 th Cir. 
1994); Reynolds v. East Dyer Dev. Co.. 882 F.2d 1249, 1253 (7 th Cir. 1989); Bieter Co. v. 
Blomquist, 987 F.2d 1319, 1329 (8 th Cir. 1993). Allegations of injuries specifically intended 
are unnecessary for a statutory tort action, see Restatement of Torts 2d. § 548A, and civil 
RICO, see Brandenburg v. Seidel . 859 F.2d 1179, 1189 (4 th Cir. 1988). “When a statute 
provides that under certain circumstances particular acts shall or shall not be done, it may be 
interpreted [unless otherwise required] as fixing a standard for all members of the community 
from which it is negligence to deviate.” Prosser and Keaton, Torts . § 36, p. 220, 5 th ed. 

(1984). The violation of such a statute constitutes conclusive evidence of negligence, or 
negligence per se . Id. § 36 n. 2. The focus under negligence is on unreasonably risky conduct 

9 “Object” includes the definition “purpose.” American Heritage Dictionary . 2d ed. 

10 Specific intent requires the actor to desire the consequences that actually result. See Black’s Law Dictionary , 
pp. 825-26, 8 th ed. 
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not on whether the tortfeasor had in mind a purpose or certainty that the resulting harm would 
occur. Dobbs, Law of Torts , § 116 (2001). The Second Circuit’s grafting of a “preconceived 
purpose” or “specifically-intended consequence” onto civil RICO changes the statute into an 
intentional tort, which, of course, is more difficult to show because of the added state of mind 
element. Such judicial revisionism is contrary to the Supreme Court's admonition that strict 
proximate cause requirements not be erected as obstacles to private RICO litigants, see 
Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. Imrex Co., Inc. . 473 U.S. at 497-98, 105 S.Ct. at 3285-86. 

The proximate causation requirement of a “specifically-intended consequence” or 
“preconceived purpose” by the Second Circuit also conflicts with other Courts of Appeals. 

The D.C. Circuit called the test “simply wrong,” BCCI Holdings (Lux.), S.A. v. Khalil , 214 
F.3d 168, 173 (D.C.Cir.), cert, denied 531 U.S. 958 (2000), and stated that in Holmes , the 
Supreme Court “never suggests ... that the only or best way to prove proximate cause is for a 
plaintiff to prove ... that the injury was the ‘preconceived purpose’ of the RICO activity.” 
BCCI , 214 F.3d at 174. The Ninth Circuit held “the Supreme Court has already told us that 
‘by reason of incorporates a proximate cause standard, see Holmes , 503 U.S. at 265-68, 112 
S.Ct. at 1316-18, which is generous enough to include the unintended, though foreseeable 
consequences of RICO predicate acts, see Palsgraf v. L.I, R.R. Co. , 248 N.Y. 339, 162 N.E. 
99, 100-01 (1928).” Diaz v. Gates . 420 F.3d 897, 901 (9 th Cir. 2005), cert, denied Parks v. 
Diaz. 126 S.Ct. 1069 (2006). In Diaz, the Ninth Circuit also ruled “There is ... no room in the 
statutory language for an additional, amorphous requirement that, for an injury to be to 
business or property, the ... interest [must] have been the direct target of the predicate act. 

The statute is broad, but that is the statute we have. Were the standard as [the Second Circuit] 
claims, we would have the anomalous result that one could be liable under RICO for 
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destroying a business if one aimed a bomb at it, but not if one aimed at the business owner, 
missed and hit the business by accident, or if one aimed at the business owner who happened 
to be in the business at the time.” Id. at 901-02. 

Moreover, by restricting proximate causation to a “specifically-intended consequence” 
or “preconceived purpose,” the Second Circuit’s premising of a RICO remedy on the specific 
intent of the conspirators conflicts with the analogy to antitrust causation used by the Holmes 
Court. The Supreme Court has “rejected the contention that, because there [is] no specific 
intent to harm the plaintiff, her injury [is] thereby rendered remote.” Assoc. Gen. Contractors 
of Cal, v. Cal. St. Council . 459 U.S. 519, 537 n.37, 103 S.Ct. 897, 908 n.37, 74 L.Ed.2d 723 
(1983)(citing Blue Shield of Virginia v. McCreadv . 457 U.S. at 479, 102 S.Ct. at 2548) 
(antitrust standing). 

The specifically-intended injury requirement also ignores how criminals work to 
achieve their ends in the real world. Members of the Russian mafia aren’t blind; they 
understand that when they initiate a scheme for making money illegally that contingencies 
will likely arise making it necessary to use additional predicate acts to lull a victim, prevent a 
victim from discovering and exposing their artifice, to cover up their operations or more. The 
harm caused by such criminals dealing with contingencies may not have been specifically 
intended in the beginning, but in order to reach their goal, they willingly create a substantial 
risk of such harm occurring to the victim. That harm is foreseeable because it is inextricably 
intertwined with the success of the conspirator’s plan, and whether an injury is reasonably 
foreseeable or anticipated as a natural—not specifically intended—consequence of 
racketeering acts is the requirement, along with directness 11 , needed for proximate causation 

11 “Directness” as used by the Supreme Court in Holmes means the injury is not passed-along, or derivative, of a 
third party. See Holmes , 503 U.S. at 272 n. 20, 112 S.Ct. at 1320 n.20. 
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under civil RICO. See Holmes . 503 U.S. at 267-70. 112 S.Ct. 1317-18; Kaufman v. BDO 
Seidman . 984 F.2d 182, 185 (6 th Cir. 1993). 

Take, for example, a Ponzi scheme. The racketeer targets investors through fraud, but 
he does not consciously intend for those investors to lose their money; he simply wants to 
perpetuate the Ponzi scheme for as long as possible in order to maximize his illegal profits. 

So too, the RICO defendants in this case may not have specifically intended Hollander “to 
cease work and thereby lose profits.. Cir. Order p. 4 f 1, A-4, but they created a substantial 
risk of that occurring by using a fraudulent scheme to make sure defendant Shipilina entered 
America and stayed here generating money for as long as possible. 12 

The Second Circuit’s “specifically-intended consequence” or “preconceived purpose” 
rule has the anomalous result of allowing gangsters to use racketeering acts on an ad hoc basis 
to protect criminal operations as they move toward their goals because the harms from such 
acts were not part of their mens rea when they embarked on their moneymaking quest. 

4. Are injuries to a person’s legal causes of action from racketeering activities 
excluded from compensable damages under civil RICO? 

The Second Circuit ruled that allegations of injury to the “administration of law” are 
not compensable under civil RICO. Cir. Order p. 4 ][ 2, A-4. “Law” is “the body of rules, 
standards, and principles that the courts of a particular jurisdiction apply in deciding 
controversies brought before them....” Black’s Law Dictionary , p. 900, 8 th ed. The process 

12 Realistically, defendants couldn’t help but anticipate that Hollander, a lawyer and manager of a private 
detective agency in Russia, would become suspicious and start an investigation that might uncover their scheme, 
necessitating further racketeering acts to cost him out-of-pocket expenses, legal fees, time, distraction from his 
business and loss of reputation and goodwill in order to pressure him into giving up by making the price to his 
livelihood too great. 
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by which the judiciary exercises its power to construe and apply the law when controversies 
arise is the administration of justice. See Black’s Law Dictionary , p. 864 (“judicial power” 
and “judiciary”) 8 th ed. It follows that the “administration of law” is synonymous with or at 
least includes the “administration of justice.” 

Further evidence that the Second Circuit’s use of “administration of law” subsumes 
the process of administering justice comes from one of the two allegations it was referring to 
when it used that phrase and a companion allegation the court omitted. The allegation used 
by the court refers to the use of illegal funds in building “a litigation war chest to fund 
fraudulent proceedings against the plaintiff and fraudulently defend against legitimate 
proceedings in order to whipsaw the plaintiff into submission and deplete his financial 
resources.” (Complaint ^ 901, A-82)(the ending prepositional phrase was deleted by the 
Court)); Cir. Order p. 4 ]j 2, A-4. The allegation omitted by the Court claims the defendants 
used money from racketeering activities to purchase “the intimidation of witnesses ...,” 
(Complaint ]} 903, A-82). These two allegations clearly concern litigation, which is how 
courts construe and apply the law, that is, administer justice. Since litigation is the process of 
carrying on a lawsuit, it is the means for seeking a remedy for a cause of action. Black’s Law 
Dictionary , p. 952 (“litigation”), p. 235 (“cause of action”), 8 th ed. 

The other allegation quoted by the Second Circuit in connection with its use of 
“administration of law” concerns the bribing of “public employees into subverting the proper 
administration of the law in America and Russia....” (Complaint f 902, A-82); Cir. Order p. 

4 ]f 2, A-4. This allegation concerns both court litigation and the executive’s branch power of 
enforcing the laws; therefore, the Second Circuit may have meant “administration of law” to 
include executive action as well as litigating a cause of action before the judiciary. 
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To the extent the “administration of law” concerns litigating a cause of action in court, 
the Second Circuit is in conflict with the Supreme Court and other circuits by ruling that 
injury to a person’s lawsuit, or cause of action, is not a compensable injury under civil RICO. 

Civil RICO requires an injury to “business or property.” 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c), A-44. 
The Supreme Court and other circuits have held that the nature of a property interest is an 
individual entitlement detennined by state law. Logan v. Zimmerman Brush Co. . 455 U.S. 
422, 430, 102 S.Ct. 1148, 1155, 71 L.Ed.2d 265 (1982)(citations omitted); e.g., Isaak v. 
Trumbull Sav. & Loan Co. . 169 F.3d 390, 397 (6 th Cir. 1999); Doe v. Roe . 958 F.2d 763, 768 
(7 th Cir. 1992); Living Designs. Inc, v. E.I. DuPont De Nemors. 431 F.3d 353, 364 (9 th Cir. 
2005) (citations omitted). Under New York law, a cause of action is property, Loucks v. 
Standard Oil Co. of N.Y. . 224 N.Y. 99, 110, 120 N.E. 198, 201 (1918); Hein v. Davidson . 96 
N.Y. 175, 177, 1884 N.Y. Lexis 481 (1884); therefore, harm to such from racketeering acts is 
a compensable injury under civil RICO. 

There is the argument, however, that since RICO is a federal statute, federal law 
should detennine what constitutes property in order to assure consistency throughout the 
circuits. DeMauro v. DeMauro , 115 F.3d 94, 96 (1 st Cir. 1997). As for a cause of action, the 
Supreme Court has already detennined it is a “species of property.” Logan v. Zimmerman 
Brush Co. . 455 U.S. at 428, 102 S.Ct. at 1154 (citing Mullane v. Central Hanover Bank & 
Trust Co. . 339 U.S. 306, 311-13, 70 S.Ct. 652, 655-56, 94 L.Ed. 865 (1950)). Other circuits 
have applied the Supreme Court’s definition of property under due process to the civil RICO 
context by finding that a cause of action is property and, therefore, compensable under RICO 
for harm flowing from racketeering acts. E.g., Malley-Duff & Associates. Inc, v. Crown Life 
Ins. Co. . 792 F.2d 341, 355 (3d Cir. 1986)(expenses, delays and inconvenience caused by 
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defendants in the prosecution of a lawsuit is injury to property); Handeen v. Lemaire , 112 
F.3d 1339, 1354 (8 th Cir. 1997)(attorney’s fees incurred in objecting to defendants’ fraudulent 
claims qualify as an injury to property); Deck v. Engineered Laminates. 349 F.3d 1253, 1259 
(10 th Cir. 2003) (plaintiff has property interest in a cause of action that was prejudiced by 
fraud). 

Whether under New York law or the due process clause, the use of money from illegal 
activities to fund fraudulent proceedings and fraudulent defenses in court actions and to 
purchase the intimidation of witnesses constitute injury to Hollander’s property by harming 
his RICO and annulment/divorce causes of action and his defenses against a fraudulent 
restraining order and two threatened false arrests. 

5. Are expenses incurred in the investigation of a fraud unrecoverable even though 
such expenses are incurred in almost every civil RICO case? 

When a lawyer refuses to cooperate with racketeers, they often threaten and take 
reprisals to make him do what they want in order to protect their moneymaking operations. 
Here the intimidation consisted of predicate acts committed in fraudulently obtaining a 
restraining order, making false accusations of extortion and battery, tampering with 
informants and witnesses, silencing of witnesses, attempting two false arrests, obstructing this 
RICO litigation and money laundering to help pay for it all. When faced with such intentional 
acts of harm, the reasonable lawyer will investigate to find out what is going on in 
contemplation of bringing appropriate legal action to prevent further injury and rectify the 
damage that has already occurred. Hollander did just that, but the Second Circuit ruled 
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“damages stemming from the investigation he initiated ... are the costs of Hollander’s acts, 
not the defendants’ RICO violations.” Cir. Order p. 3 4, A-3. 

The Second Circuit’s rule preventing recovery of expenses incurred in the 
investigation of predicate acts aimed at a plaintiff has not been decided in other circuits, so the 
petitioner requests the Supreme Court to take this opportunity to set a unifonn interpretation 
of the RICO statute on this issue. 

6. Did the Second Circuit contravene the Supreme Court by failing to presume that 
general factual allegations of injury from racketeering activities embrace those specific facts 
that are necessary to avoid a Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal? 

The Second Circuit upheld the District Court’s ruling that certain allegations of injury 
failed to include specific factual allegations of injury from racketeering activities and, 
therefore, were “general” and “conclusory”. 

The District Court had ruled that “[ajlthough plaintiff does include general allegations 
... [Complaint ]fl[ 900, 904-906, A-82], this Court need not accept such conclusory 
allegations for purposes of this motion.” Dist. Order p. 12 n.6, A-18 (emphasis added), and 
quoted from American Express. 39 F.3d at 400 n.3 for support of that proposition: “[Wjhile 
the complaint does cursorily assert that American Express was a victim of the RICO 
defendants’ acts and that these acts were the proximate cause of American Express’s alleged 
injuries, these conclusory allegations of the legal status of the defendants’ acts need not be 
accepted as true for the purposes of ruling on a motion to dismiss.” 

The Second Circuit used the exact same quote to support its holding that “the 
complaint also contains conclusory allegations that claim damages to financial interests, but 


28 



do not specify how racketeering activities caused those damages.” Cir. Order p. 4 f 3, A-4 
(emphasis added)(referring to the Complaint at 900 & 905, A-82). “These paragraphs 
allege that damages to financial interests have been caused, but make no factual allegation 
from which an inference of proximate cause could reasonably be drawn.” Cir. Order p. 4 ]{ 3, 
A-4 (omitting other allegations of harm to “financial interests” in the Complaint at 904, 

906 & 907, A-82, 83). The Second Circuit also ruled that the Supplemental Complaint “fails 
to indicate how the alleged activities, principally threats against [Hollander] and abuses of the 
justice system in response to his lawsuit, damaged his business in any direct way.” Cir. Order 
P- 414, A-4. 

The Second Circuit and District Court’s requirement of specific factual allegations of 
injury flowing from racketeering acts contravenes not only other Courts of Appeals 13 but also 
the Supreme Court. In NOW v. Scheidler this Court held that “[a]t the pleading stage, general 
factual allegations of injury resulting from the defendant’s conduct may suffice, for on a 
motion to dismiss we presume that general allegations embrace those specific facts that are 
necessary to support the claim.” NOW v. Scheidler . 510 U.S. 249, 256, 114 S.Ct. 798, 803, 
127 L.Ed.2d 99 (1994)(quoting Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife . 504 U.S. 555, 561, 112 S.Ct. 
2130, 2137, 119 L.Ed.2d 351 (1992)(citations omitted). In Glus v. Brooklyn Eastern District 
Terminal . 359 U.S. 231, 235, 79 S.Ct. 760, 763, 3 L.Ed.2d 770 (1959), this Court stated: “It 
may well be that petitioner’s complaint as now drawn is too vague, but that is no ground for 
dismissing his action.... His allegations are sufficient for the present. Whether petitioner can 
in fact make out a case ... must await trial.” All that the federal rules require in a pleading is 
that a party should set forth the averments, which can be made with great generality. Wright 

lj Trollinger v. Tyson Foods. Inc. . 370 F.3d 602, 615 (6 th Cir. 2004); Mendoza v. Zirkle Fruit Co. . 301 F.3d 
1163, 1168 (9 th Cir. 2002). 
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& Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civil 3d § 1215. Discovery, not the pleadings, bears the burden 

of filling in the details. Id. The petitioners in NOW , as the petitioner here, alleged that the 

RICO conspiracy had injured their business and property interests and that a defendant had 

threatened reprisals. NOW . 510 U.S. at 256, 114 S.Ct. at 803. The Supreme Court concluded 

that “[n]othing more is needed to confer standing on [petitioners] at the pleading stage.” Id. 

The Second Circuit and District Court failed to consider that the liberal notice 

pleading of Rule 8(a) is the starting point of a simplified pleading system to focus litigation 

on the merits of a claim. Swierkiewicz v. Sorema N.A. . 534 U.S. 506. 513-14. 122 S.Ct. 992, 

998-99, 152 L.Ed.2d 1 (2002) (citing Conley v. Gibson. 355 U.S. 41, 48, 78 S.Ct. 99, 103, 2 

L.Ed.2d 80 (1957)). In Conley v. Gibson this Court stated: 

“[T]he Federal Rules of Civil Procedure do not require a claimant to set out in 
detail the facts upon which he bases his claim. To the contrary, all the Rules 
require is ‘a short and plain statement of the claim’ that will give the defendant 
fair notice of what the plaintiffs claim is and the grounds upon which it 
rests.... Such simplified ‘notice pleading’ is made possible by the liberal 
opportunity for discovery and the other pretrial procedures established by the 
Rules to disclose more precisely the basis of both claim and defense and to 
define more narrowly the disputed facts and issues.... The Federal Rules reject 
the approach that pleading is a game of skill in which one misstep by counsel 
may be decisive to the outcome and accept the principle that the purpose of 
pleading is to facilitate a proper decision on the merits.” Conley v. Gibson. 

355 U.S. 41, 47-48, 78 S.Ct. 99, 102-03, 2 L.Ed.2d 80 (1957). 

A complaint, therefore, need not state with precision all the elements that give rise to a 
legal basis for recovery as long as fair notice of the nature of the action is provided. See 
Leathennan v, Tarrant County Narcotics Unit . 507 U.S. 163, 168, 113 S.Ct. 1160, 1163, 122 
L.Ed.2d 517 (1993); Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civil 3d § 1216. A complaint can 
allege conclusions if they provide defendants with a minimal notice of the claims, Kyle v. 
Morton High School . 144 F.3d 448, 455 (7 th Cir. 1998)(citations omitted). The RICO 
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complaint in this action easily gave the defendants fair notice of the basis of the claims 
against them. 

The Second Circuit and District Court essentially took a page from yesteryear. Prior 
to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, “the pretrial functions of notice-giving, issue 
formulation and fact revelation were perfonned primarily, and inadequately, by the 
pleadings.” Hickman v. Taylor , 329 U.S. 495, 500, 67 S.Ct. 385, 388, 91 L.Ed. 451 (1947). 
Back then, the complaint was required to state only basic facts, not conclusions or ultimate 
facts; a distinction of degree only that placed the pleader at a disadvantage: “A pleader who 
complied with the spirit and command of the code pleading system was obliged to walk 
defenseless while a hidden enemy sniped at him; he committed himself unreservedly to a 
course of action and a factual statement from which he could not deviate because of [the] 
rules .Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civil 3d § 1202 (citation omitted). Today, 
however, the ultimate facts are to be pled—not the evidence that leads to the inference of an 
ultimate fact. Id. § 1218 

The Second Circuit and District Court’s quote from American Express that 
“conclusory allegations of the legal status [proximate causation] of the defendants’ acts need 
not be accepted as true for the purpose of ruling on a motion to dismiss.” 14 , Cir. Order p. 4 ][ 3, 
A-4, Dist. Order p. 12 n.6, A-18), made sense under the pre-1938 system of code pleading 
when legal conclusions were prohibited. But with the modern rules, the impracticality of 
dismissing a complaint for making legal conclusions has been criticized, “If one sought to 
describe a situation having legal significance entirely in words which were devoid of all legal 

evaluation, the result would be a series of prolix circumlocutions which would serve neither 

14 This proposition originally comes from Kadar Corn, v. Milburv . 549 F.2d 230, 233 (1 st Cir. 1977), but the 
Second Circuit and District Court’s Orders both modified the Kadar court’s rule by deleting the qualification that 
if the allegations reasonably follow from the plaintiff s description of what happened, then they are not 
conclusory and must be accepted as true. 
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elegance of style nor ease of understanding.” Yale Law School Prof. Fleming James, The 
Objective and Function of the Complaint: Common Law—Codes—Federal Rules . 1961, 14 
Vand.L.Rev. 899, 913. Even the Official Forms of the modern Rules plead legal conclusions 
without specification of the facts. Wright & Miller, Fed. Prac. & Proc. : Civ. 3d § 1218. 
Further, the conclusory allegations on the legal effect of events are acceptable if they 
reasonably follow from the plaintiffs description of what happened. Kadar Corp. v. Milbury . 
549 F.2d 230, 233 (1 st Cir. 1977). 

Under the “conclusory” opprobrium, the Second Circuit and District Court 
contradicted modern-day pleading rules. “Whether these charges be called ‘allegations of 
fact’ or ‘mere conclusions of the pleader,’ we hold that they must be taken into account in 
deciding whether the plaintiff is entitled to have its case tried,” U.S. v. Employing Plasterer’s 
Ass’n . 347 U.S. 186, 188, 74 S.Ct. 452, 454, 98 L.Ed. 618, (1954), for “the ancient distinction 
between ‘facts’ and ‘conclusions’ is no longer significant.” Oil, Chem. & Atomic Workers 
Int’l Union v. Delta Ref. Co. , 277 F.2d 694, 697 (6 th Cir. 1960). “A complaint that complies 
with the Federal rules of civil procedure cannot be dismissed on the ground that it is 
conclusory or fails to allege facts. The Federal rules require (with irrelevant exceptions) only 
that the complaint state a claim not that it plead the facts if true would establish ... that the 
claim was valid.” Higgs v. Carver , 286 F.3d 437, 439 (7 th Cir. 2002)(Posner, J.)(citation 
omitted). 

The Second Circuit and District Court’s requirement to plead specific factual 
allegations of injury resulting from a defendant’s conduct means that RICO plaintiffs in the 
Second Circuit must allege all damages with Rule 9(b) particularity. The law, however, in 
other Courts of Appeals and the Supreme Court is that damages under RICO not flowing from 
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fraudulent predicate acts, such as mail and wire fraud, need not be pled with particularity. 
Robbins v. Wilkie . 433 F.3d 755, 760 (10 th Cir. 2006); sec Swjerkiewjcz v. Sorema NA , 534 
U.S. at 513; Abels v. Farmers Commodities Corp. . 259 F.3d 910, 919 (8 th Cir. 2001). 

The Second Circuit and District Court’s specificity requirement, while inconsistent 
with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, is consistent with a trend to reform civil RICO 
through judicial revisionism by improperly heightening pleading requirements. Michael 
Goldsmith, Judicial Immunity for White-Collar Crime: The Ironic Demise of Civil RICO . 30 
Harv. J. on Legis. 1, 18-19 (1993). 


CONCLUSION 

“Since civil RICO first captured judicial attention, the lower courts have 
systematically sought to dismantle the civil remedy. Despite a series of Supreme Court 
decisions rejecting various judicially imposed limitations, the lower courts have continued to 
create numerous obstacles to civil RICO litigation.” Id. at 41. No longer does the statute say 
what it says but now says what lower federal courts want it to say. 15 

In this case, the Second Circuit continued to ignore Supreme Court guidelines by 
unduly narrowing the statute. But unlike the Second Circuit’s other cases that have created a 
virtual immunity for white-collar crime, see id. at 4, this case extends that immunity to 
Russian organized crime. Perhaps, it is understandable that lower federal courts would 
engage injudicial revisionism to avoid commercial fraud cases brought against some of 
society’s most respected businesses. But rejecting the claims of a directly injured victim for 
lack of standing and specificity in a suit against the “FBI’s most formidable criminal 

15 The vast majority of civil RICO claims are routinely dismissed while pretrial motions in other contexts are 
rarely granted. Michael Goldsmith, Judicial Immunity-The Demise of Civil RICO , at 2 n.9 & p. 3. 
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adversary” 16 eviscerates RICO where Congress most obviously intended the law to apply— 
against the archetypal, intimidating mobsters of organized crime. 

If the Supreme Court permits the lower courts to rewrite civil RICO, then any federal 
statute is vulnerable to judicial revisionism that undermines the legislative process. “It is easy 
by very ingenious and astute construction, to evade the force of almost any statute, where a 
court is so disposed .... Such a construction annuls ... the law, and renders it superfluous and 
useless.” Pillow v. Roberts . 54 U.S. 472, 476, 14 L.Ed. 228 (1851), 1851 Lexis 872, 1851 
WL 6699. 


Roy Den Hollander 

Attorney, pro se petitioner 
545 East 14 th Street, Apt. 10D 
New York, N.Y. 10009 
Tel: (212) 995-5201 


16 Russia’s international professional criminals have caused the most economic damage in the US. Scott O’Neal, 
Russian Organized Crime . FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin, May 2000. “Blending financial sophistication with 
bone-crunching violence, the Russian mob has become the FBI’s most formidable criminal adversary, creating 
an international criminal colossus that has surpassed the Columbian cartels, the Japanese Yakuzas, the Chinese 
triads and the Italian mafia in wealth and weaponry.” Robert I. Friedman, Red Mafiva: How the Russian Mob 
Has Invaded America , p. xix. Unlike the former Communist Party that was out to bury us, today’s Russian 
syndicate is out to fleece us. 
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POLITICS 



A Eair Market is Not a Etee Market 


any way they deem Gt within the circle, 
but prohibit! them from crossing the 
circle into unfair commercial activities 
that harm other businessmen, consum¬ 
ers and workers. 

Under the Soviet Union's former 
command economy, the circle of busi¬ 
ness regulation limited business activity 
too much. In America's wild west, free 
market economy of the nineteenth cen¬ 
tury, the circle of business regulation 
did not limit business activity enough. 
The insnlGdcncy of regulation permit¬ 
ted a relatively few families in America 
loamassgrcatwcalth through Ihccntcr- 
prises they controlled. Such wealth 
enabled a relatively small class to exer¬ 
cise great economic, political and social 
power over America. Since the nine¬ 
teenth century, there has been an inter¬ 
mittent tug-of-war between the wealthy 
class and the masses over thcenaclment 
of business regulations. The wealthy 
class desired little or no regulation in or¬ 
der to maximize their enterprises’ prof¬ 
its; the masses wanted additional regu¬ 
lations to distribute the wealth more 
fairly and protect their material wellbc- 


formcr rulers and managers trying to 
maintain their positions of influence 
and privilege by acquiring great wealth. 
The seek to create through a tree mar¬ 
ket a small group of wealthy families 
that will rule Russia as a shadow govern¬ 
ment, just as a relatively small number 
of wealthy families now run America. 

Russian wealthy businessmen will 
eventually, if they haw not already, ally 
themselves with American businesses 
to export vast amounts of Russian raw 
materialsat bargain basement prices. In 
return America will export manufac¬ 
tured goods and agriculture products 
that will be purchased with the hard 
currency gained from the raw materials 
and loans from the International Mone¬ 
tary Fund or World Bank. As a result, 
Russia may find itself in a position simi¬ 
lar to Latin America, which function as 
a cheap source of raw materials for 
America, a key export market for 
American goods and a continent over 
which western banks 3rd governments 
wield tremendous economic power 
through the credits they have extended. 
Russia's wea 1 1 hy businessmen wilI even• 
lually acquire enough economic power 
to control the government, and by then 
it will be too late to establish business 
regulations that ensure a fair rather 
than free market. 

Regulations, such as an upper limit 
on the net worth of any family and a 
windfall profits lax, would aid the estab¬ 
lishment of a fair market. A net worth 
limit of one million or two million U.S. 
dollars per family should provide more 
than enough incentive for persons, now 
owning virtually nothing, to take risks, 
use theiringenuityand work long hours 
for the material rewards of success. A 
windfall profits lax on American enter¬ 
prises in Russia that applies to profits 
above perhaps the 12 percent level 
should give American corporations 
enough incentive to invest, since the 
average profit margin in the United 
States is around 7%. 

Many other regulations can be 
enacted that will assure Russia sus¬ 
tained economiegrowth, return reason¬ 
able profits to foreign investors and 
assure that all Russians have a fair 
chance toshare in the wealth of the new 
society that is being created. The trick, 
however, is to enact the regulations now 
before Russians nouveau businessmen 
become so rich and powerful they can 
prevent the government from acting on 
the people's behalf. ■ 


by Roy Den Hollander 


The way the rich make money today 
in Russia parallels in some respects the 
way the rich made money in America in 
the laic nineteenth century. Both use 
enterprises to maximize their profits 
through unfair commercial practices. 
Monopoly enterprises, for example, 
dominatethe major industries in Russia 
today, fa America by 1890 the Ameri¬ 
can Sugar Refining Company con¬ 
trolled 98% of its market, Standard Oil 

- 80% of its market, American Tobacco 

- 93%, Aluminum Company of America 

- 90%. Similar monopolies existed in 
other major industries. 

Russian monopolies, like the for¬ 
mer American monopolies, raise their 
prices to thesky because no other enter¬ 
prises exist to compete with them and 
because the Russian government, like 
the former American government, fails 
to break up the monopolies into com¬ 
peting enterprises. American monopo¬ 
lies accumulated vast fortunes by selling 
their products at inflated prices, paring 
their workers (which included children 
as young as nine years old) low wages, 
producing poor quality and often dan¬ 
gerous products and even using vio¬ 
lence against their workers and poten¬ 
tial competitors. Americans call this 
period in history the “robber baron" or 


The result of the struggle over the 
past one hundred years has been the 
enactment of some effective regula¬ 
tions, man) 1 of which arc not adequately 
enforced. 

America, today, is no longer a Tree 
market, but it is also not a fair market. 

One percent of American families 
own approximately 34 percent of all the 
wealth in the United Stales, the middle 
class, which comprises about 40 percent 
of America’s families, owns a little over 
10 percent of the wealth and 1 he poorest 
40 percent owns virtually nothing: in 
1989 the average income for I he toponc 
percent of households was 
U.S.$560,000, for the bottom 20%, it 
was U-S-S8.400; since 1979, then umber 
of people earning wages bellow the 
poverty level grew from 12 percent to 18 
percent of the work force; over 400 
people die each day from occupational 
related causes; and America now ranks 
56th among all the world's nations in 
immunizations and ranks behind Cuba 
in infant mortality. 

The historical flaw in America dif¬ 
fers only in degree with the flaw in Rus¬ 
sia before the August coup and the po¬ 
tent iat danger for Russia since the coup 
- so many have too little because so few 
have too much. Today Russia moves 
through a transition with many of its 


Many of the problems that existed 
during America’s free market era now 
exist in Russia: high prices, low wages, 
shoddy goods and a few people growing 
very rich while mast of the population 
grows poorer. The solution is not a free 
market but a fair market. And a fair 
market will not happen by allowing 
businessmen to do whatever they wish 
or relying solely on abstract theoretical 
models of market forces. 

A fair market requires a set of busi¬ 
ness regulations. The regulations can¬ 
not be so restrictive that the)' stifle inno¬ 
vation, hard work and the opportunity 
to acquire material wellbeing, but they 
should not be so lenient as to allow an 
unbridled pursuit of profits that results 
in vast concentrations of wealth in the 
hands of the few, destruction of the 
environment, mass poverty and a life of 
hopelessness for much of the popula¬ 
tion. Business regulation can be de¬ 
scribed as a circle that permits business¬ 
men to freely pursue their interests in 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 

COUNSELOR AT LAW 


545 East 14th Street - Suite 10 D New 
York, New York 10009 
(212) 982-5836 Fax Number: 212- 
982-5943 


DOING BUSINESS WITH AMERICANS 


American businessmen have invested only about $400 million in the Commonwealth of Independent States, 
a minuscule amount when compared to America's wealth. America's gross national product exceeds $5 trillion and 
the country's total value surpasses $13 trillion. With so much wealth, America should arguably be willing to invest a 
fraction of it to help Russia survive these perilous times. After all, altruism is a virtue. Besides, America did 
intentionally help bankrupt the Soviet Union by isolating its economies and fostering a costly arms race. In addition, 
America's failure to aid Russia's economy may result in civil wars, secessions and dictators. Finally, American 
businessmen can make money by investing in Russia. 

All solid reasons for American businessmen to invest in Russia; however, the only reason they will act on is 
the opportunity to make money, because money is the measure of success in America. In general, American 
businessmen have no time for altruism unless it contributes to the bottom line. A Chevron corporation spokesman 
recently said Chevron makes charitable contributions to support its strategic business plans and provide a return on 


investment, which means profit. American businessmen will not be motivated to invest 




in Russia out of remorse for their government's actions. America intended to destroy any nationalist system in Russia 


(as it tried in Vietnam) so American business would be free to profit by exploiting Russia's land and people. 
American business now sits on the threshold of having what it wanted". Finally, civil wars, secessions and dictators 
will allow American businessmen to make huge profits. So long as any nuclear threat to America is minimized, 
America's still powerful military-industrial complex would benefit greatly from the disintegration of Russia into 
small warring fiefdoms, which could easily result from strict adherence to the International Monetary Fund's 
economic plan. The sales of weapons to the different sides alone would pull the industry out of its current recession. 
Furthermore, a vast land mass with its people ruled by a number of little and relatively weak dictators will provide 
American businessmen with an advantageous situation similar to Latin America two decades ago. American 
businesses, such as International Telephone & Telegraph in Chile in the 1970's, have extensive experience at 
bargaining with dictators and maximizing their profits under totalitarian regimes. 

Know Your Partner 

American businessmen are collectively the most powerful force in America. Seven thousand of the largest 
corporations in America account for one-half of all America's economic activity. The one hundred largest banks in 
America control 54% of America's bank assets, or $2.3 trillion. Since so relatively few businessmen control such 
large amounts of wealth, they exert great influence on the government. In fact, many government leaders are 


businessmen or former businessmen. George Bush made much of his fortune building 



the Zapata Oil Company in Texas, and his sons are currently active in the oil industry. The American government 


generally does what American business leaders wants it to. 

The standards by which American businessmen operate are different than the standards of conduct 
subscribed to by many, but not all, Russians. American businessmen generally are not concerned whether an 
individual consumer lives or dies, so long as there is another consumer to fill the void and consume the 
businessman's products. Most American businessmen — at heart — are only interested in themselves and their 
enterprise. The more money they and their enterprise makes, the more power they have and the more social status 
they command. Before pursuing a deal, American businessmen ask: how will I benefit from this action and how can 
I maximize my profits. They tend to believe the community can be sacrificed for their individual greed, and they 
often fail to see the need for fairness: a balance between their interests and the community's. If it means profits, most 
American businessmen will impoverish those on fixed pensions or those who work hard and long for small rewards. 

Unfortunately, American businessmen control a lot of dollars that can help Russia out of its current 
predicament. The task then is not just to attract American business investments but to regulate these investments so 
that American businessmen are not free to engage in any profit maximizing activity they wish regardless of the cost 
to Russia's people, environment and future prosperity. American businessmen will compromise and act in a socially 
responsible manner, providing they can make a reasonable profit. The key is to assure fairness to American 


businesses and to Russia. 



Attracting American Business 


An American businessman's decision to buy an asset, make an investment, enter into a joint venture or 
import a product depends on the relationship between two factors: the potential profit and the risk that profit will not 
be achieved. The greater the risk, the greater the profit potential must be before an American businessman will 
invest. 

To determine risk, an American businessman examines two types: systematic and unsystematic. Systematic 
risk includes the state of the entire market, infrastructure, currency, banking, legal system and political system; that 
is, the environment in which a business transaction takes place. Unsystematic risk involves the specific 
characteristics of a transaction, such as the marketability of an asset, the credit-worthiness of a business invested in, 
the business ability of a partner in a joint venture and the competitiveness of a product. 

American businessmen see high systematic risk in Russia because of the absence of comprehensive laws on 
commerce, contracts, banking and finance, securities, company accounts, taxation, intellectual property, private 
property and financial accounting and the lack of mechanisms to enforce what laws do exist. Without a legal 
infrastructure, businessmen cannot be certain of being able to enforce an agreement, protect their property, transfer 
funds, obtain reliable information and protect their interests from the graft, corruption and Mafia-like protection 
services that now surround many business efforts in Russia. 

A Russian pipeline company recently breached its contract to transport oil for an American joint venture in 


Siberia. The Russian company unilaterally decided to raise the 



prices it had previously agreed to, blatantly violating the contract. The American company cannot go to court to 


enforce the contract because of the paucity of contract law and legal mechanisms for enforcing a judgement. 

There are no rules defining the extent of liability an American company assumes when it invests in a 
Russian company that has environmental problems. Is the American company responsible for cleaning up the 
pollution caused by the Russian company before the American company became involved? 

Vendors require a system by which they can maintain a legal interest in an asset sold to another company 
on credit. Such a system would enable the vendor to take back the asset if the buyer did not repay its debt. Russia 
lacks such a system. 

Other systematic risks include disputes and overlapping jurisdiction among different levels of government; 
currency inconvertibility; lack of commercial, legal and market information; and visa restrictions. 

Russia can lessen the systematic risks by enacting clear laws that are similar to those in other capitalist 
economies on the full range of business transactions, publish the laws in an organized manner, guarantee contracts, 
establish an arbitration body based on international standards, adopt suggestions of the Soviet American Banking 
Law group, establish an investment ombudsman to eliminate jurisdictional obstacles to business projects and 
eliminate visas. 

The other risk, unsystematic, presents the danger that the specific asset bought, the business invested in, the 
partner in the joint venture or the imported product is not what it has been represented to be. Some Russian 


businessmen in their rush to make money tell 



Americans what they think the Americans want to hear. Some American businessmen refer to these exaggerations as 
being offered the sun, the moon, the stars and everything that dreams are made of. While this may attract the 
American's interest, it will not cause him to invest. Before an American businessman invests, he requires lots of 
information about the business, its managers, the product and the market. Some of the typical information a 
businessman would want includes: 

Management : The education and past business experience of principals in a 
company. American businessmen are not concerned with past political affiliations. 

They just want to be sure the manager and directors can run a business and deliver 
a product. 

Product : The features and benefits of the product and why it is better than the 
competition. 

Product's Market : A general profile of the company's customers, the current status 
of competition, the impact of competition on the business. 

Distribution : How does the product get from the producer to the consumer. 

Funding : Amount of money needed and how it will be used. 

Status of Business : Background and history of the company. 

Future Prospects : Likelihood of other or new products. 

Financials : What the balance sheet and income statements indicate. They must be 
put together in accordance with generally accepted accounting principals. 


6 








Page 5 


OUTSIDE VIEW 


MORE NOMENKLATURA 
PRIVATIZATION 

by Roy Den Hollander 


When the Communist Party ruled Russia, the nomenklatura did not 
need pockets full of rubles or dollars to enjoy a privileged life style. Now 
they do and thanks to Yegor T. Gaidar’s policies they now have bank 
accounts full of rubles and dollars. Prior to August 1991, the 
nomenklatura ruled the party that ran the slate that owned Russia’s 
enterprises. In effect the nomenklatura owned Russia. When Gaidar’s 
current privatization program ends,'the nomenklatura will once again 
own Russia. 

Gaidar’s policies, af best naive, have caused one of the largest and 
quickest transfers of wealth in history from the many to'the few. The 
few, of course, are the nomenklatura, and with their new stolen wealth 
will soon buy more than Mercedes Benz and BMWs - they will buy 
controlling interests in Russia’s enterprises. 

Gaidar’s initial adherence to the International Monetary Fund’s 
tight credit policies in Russia’s monopoly economy drove up prices 
dramatically on goods and services during the first three quarters of 
1992. Russian citizens were forced to deplete their savings in order to 
purchase the necessities of life at inflated prices. 

At the same time, the lack of regulatory controls and lax enforcement 
allowed government bureaucrats and enterprise bosses (together the 
nomenklatura) to steal state assets or acquire Assets at low state 
subsidized prices and sell them to Russia’s citizens at inflated prices. 

Nomenklatura, or as we in America would call them - mafiosos, 
directed overseas importers of state products to deposit payment in 
overseas bank accounts controlled by the nomenklatura. Enterprise 
managers and institute directors sold state products at subsidized prices 
to associate mafiosos who in turn resold the products at a higher price 
and divided the profits with the directors and managers. Because the 
monopoly nature of Russia’s economy strictly limited the number of 
competing manufacturers, a few mafiosos in any one industry could 
divert enough products to brokers that supplies to state stores dwindled, 
leaving citizens no choice but to spend their savings buying from 
mafioso brokers. Enterprise managers also embezzled revenues from the 
sales of state products and services. One department store manager 
withheld sales revenues and used the money to purchase the store from 
the government; restocked the store mainly with imported goods and 
raised prices. Other enterprise bosses simply sold their company’s 
product at inflated prices and pocketed the proceeds. 

Bureaucrats, "also considered a type of mafioso in America, used 
funds from ministry budgets to set up private commercial banks. 









•TuiuiuU'riliej w TlH*nr felWfravelers in lafCShy controlled the banks. 
These banks provided credits at reduced interest rates to a bureaucrats 
personal account or some type of trading activity. For example: 
importing Western and Asian consumer goods, drug trafficking, money 
exchange, purchasing Russian products at subsidized prices from 
nomenklatura managers at state enterprises and re-selling at inflated 
prices. In most cases the bureaucrat and the bank never intended the 
credits to be repaid, providing the bureaucrat a gift of state funds. In 
America such criminal activities are called “sweetheart” loans. 

Failure to prosecute bribery allowed bureaucrats to fleece honest 
citizens and legitimate businessmen of their savings. Because without 
government approval, people were prevented from doing nearly every¬ 
thing from driving a car, to selling a few items for food money, to 
obtaining a license for a productive business venture. 

In the end Gaidar’s policies and lax regulation and enforcement 
allowed to apostles of greed to transfer the savings of Russian citizens 
into their pockets. Russia now has a class of ruble and dollar rich 
mafiosos and a huge class of impoverished citizens. Long lasting and 
influential wealth, however, requires more than bank accounts stuffed 
with rubles and dollars; it requires ownership of the means of 
production. That is where Gaidar’s other policy, privatization, comes 
into play. Through privatization the old Communist nomenklatura, now 
the noveau rich bourgeoisie, will buy up Russia’s enterprises and 
enshrine themselves as Russia’s robber barons. 

Many of the poor, which now includes most Russian citizens, will 
sell their vouchers because they have no choice; they need the money 
now that their savings are depleted. The wealthy mafiosos will buy the 
vouchers and with their illgotten gains buy up most of Russia; thereby 
creating a relatively small class of capitalists who own much of Russia 
because they were allowed and encouraged to expropriate the life 
savings of most of Russia’s citizens. Some argue that Russia needs a 
small wealthy capitalist class to exert proper control over managers and 
workers. Once again old authoritarian communist thinking is at work. 
In a competitive market managers and workers will do their job or they 
will be out of a job, because the enterprise will have gone bankrupt. 

The small class of the rich can be deterred in their theft of Russia 
by making the privatization vouchers non-transferrable and eliminating 
the restriction that vouchers can be used to purchase only a minority 
interest in an enterprise. This would assure every man, woman and child 
a stake in the means of production that will create Russia’s future and 
mitigate the control of Russia’s future by its past nomenklatura. ■ 
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The present privatization scheme gives Russia's former 

e, 

bolshaya shyshka, who are the npw nouveau rich^, undue advantage 
over workers and ordinary citizens. Under Perestroika and recent 
Government policies, the bolshaya shyshka amassed large sums of 
money. Since the privatization scheme provides for the transfer 
°f large ownership percentages of state enterprises for cash and 
vouchers, these persons with large amounts of cash and purchased 
vouchers will buy large ownership percentages in Russia's 
enterprises. That means the nouveau riche will control much of 
Russia's means of production. Such control, of course, 
translates into vast economic, political and social power, 
similar to the power exercised by former bolshaya shyshka. 

Replacing the present privatization scheme with worker- 
manager leveraged buy-outs would transfer the means of production 
into the hands of those who work in state enterprises while 
preventing the bolshaya shyshka from enshrining themselves as the 
new capitalist barons of Russia. 

A leveraged buy-out would work as follows: 

The workers and managers of an enterprise set up a limited 
partnership with the workers owning well over 50% of the 
partnership, perhaps 90% or more, and controlling a similar 
percentage of votes. The managers will own a small minority 
interest in the partnership and control a small minority of 
votes. 
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As a juridical person, the partnership purchases over 60% of 
the state enterprise from the Russian Government. The 
partnership agrees to pay the Government the purchase price over 
ten or more years with interest annually and secures its 
agreement to pay by issuing a purchase money mortgage or security 
interest on its portion of the enterprise to the Government. The 
mortgage or security interest acts as collateral for the 
Government. When the Government eventually receives full 
payment, the mortgage or security interest transfers back to the 
partnership. 

In the event the partnership buys 100% of the enterprise or 
some other amount over 60%, it can sell shares in that amount to 
outside investors to raise capital for upgrading, streamlining 
and improving the enterprise's efficiency. 

Furthermore, the partnership, which means the workers and 
managers, can legitimately avoid paying the Government by 
transferring its debt to the enterprise. 

Since the partnership acquired a majority ownership interest 
in the enterprise and such an interest carries with it the power 
to make decisions for the enterprise, the partnership decides 
that the enterprise will assume the partnership's debt to the 
Government. This way the partnership no longer owes the 
Government the price for the portion of the enterprise it 
acquired. The partnership's liability becomes the enterprise's 
liability. But the partnership will still receive back the 
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mortgage or security .interest it granted the Government when the 
enterprise pays off the debt to the Government. 

The enterprise will then have ten or more years to pay back 
the Government. The enterprise pays interest and a portion of 
the principal annually with the possibility of a grace period 
during the first few years to allow the enterprise to start 
making a profit. When payments start, the money will come out of 
the enterprise's profits. When the enterprise does not make 
enough profit to pay the Government, the Government and the 
enterprise can reschedule the debt payments or the Government can 
force the enterprise into bankruptcy, seize a portion of the 
assets and sell them off in the market. When the enterprise 
makes no profit, it will quickly go out of business because it 
cannot pay its suppliers, workers or upgrade its operations. Its 
customers will turn to other competing businesses. Here also the 
Government can seize a portion of the assets and sell them for 
what it can get. 

The enterprises that do make a profit will pay cash over the 
term of their debt to the Government. The Government may use 
these funds to finance Government programs that retain workers 
who lost their jobs because their enterprise went out of 
business. The Government may also use some of the funds to 
partially pay for infrastructure modernization projects that hire 
laid off workers. In addition, the Government may pay for some 
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workers in enterprises that provide materials and services for 
modernizing the infrastructure. 

Worker-manager leveraged buy outs will prevent the former 
bolshaya shyshka from maintaining control of Russia while 
assuring workers the power they have always been promised. 


OPINION 


The Need for a Constitutional 

Convention 


by Roy den Hollander 

The Congressional Deputies 
accuse the President of trampling 
the Constitution, while the Presi¬ 
dent charges the Congress with 
thwarting the will of the people 
and trampling the Constitution. 
Neither side dares to speak the 
truth that their actions are driven 
by a lust for power. Behind the 
half-truths, rewritten history and 
insincere advocacy for democracy 
and market reform, each side ma¬ 
neuvers to acquire authoritarian 
power to exclusively control 
Russia’s vast wealth. 

In recent months the Deputies 
have tried to portray the present 
Constitution as a sacred demo¬ 
cratic document ofunqucstionable 
authority - when in reality it has 
neither sanctity nor authority. A 
constitution enacted by a dictato¬ 
rial and discredited political party, 
amended hundreds of times and 
filled with material contradictions 
has no legitimacy in a democracy. 
No amount of emotional appeal or 
glib verbiage can transform an 
authoritarian document into the 
cornerstone for a democracy. 

The power of a Constitution 
derives from the will of the people. 
The theory of democracy postu¬ 
lates all human beings have certain 
inalienable rights and the exclu¬ 
sive power and authority to protect 
those rights. For reasons of indi¬ 
vidual security and prosperity, the 
people of a nation join together in 
a contract, called a constitution, 
that transfers a limited portion of 


their individual power to a govern¬ 
ment of their own choosing. The 
government is obligated to use its 
delegated power to protect the 
peoples' rights to life, liberty and 
the pursuit of happiness. 

In a democracy, only the will 
of the people can create a constitu¬ 
tion because only they have the 
power and authority that can be 
granted to a government, thereby 
legitimizing that government. The 
Communist Party, nomenklatura 
and bolshaya shyshka cannot cre¬ 
ate a constitution because they do 
not have the power or right to 
grant a government authority over 
the people. Authoritarian organi¬ 
zations can, of course, usurp power 
from the people through decep¬ 
tion, intimidation and violence and 
then draft any document they want 
and call it a constitution, but it 
would be a constitution in name 
only because it did not express the 
will of the people - only the will of 
the rulers. 

The Executive branch also re¬ 
sorts to fallacious arguments of 
democratic legitimacy when it says 
that a nationwide election brought 
the President to power therefore 
he embodies the will of the people. 
The Deputies also gained office by 
an election held throughout the 
country. Although no deputy re¬ 
ceived votes from the entire coun¬ 
tryside, voters did elect Deputies 
from all over Russia. Another dis¬ 
ingenuous argument of the Execu¬ 
tive states that since the Deputies’ 
elections occurred under Commu¬ 
nist rule, the Deputies lack legiti¬ 


macy, but that argument also ap¬ 
plies to the President who also was 
elected when the Communists ruled 
Russia. Further, the media in Rus¬ 
sia and America often condemns 
the Deputies for their past Com¬ 
munist affiliations (this is called 
redbaiting in America), but the 
same media conveniently forgets 
to mention that the members of the 
Executive branch also belonged to 
the Communist Party and in some 
cases at a higher level of authority 
than many Deputies. Conse¬ 
quently, neither side has any more 
credibility than the other in their 
claims to legitimately represent 
the will of the Russian people. 

Recent events have clearly 
shown that greed drives the war¬ 
ring political factions and not their 
professed desire for political free¬ 
dom and prosperity for the Rus¬ 
sian people. The Executive and 
Congress both consist of former 
nomenklatura and bolshaya 
shyshka who still believe they - not 
the people - own Russia and that 
they - not the people - have the sole 
right to profit from Russia's riches. 
Each side wants the entire moun¬ 
tain of gold, which is enormous 
even in the present depressed 
economy. Over one billion dollars 
leaves Russia every month for 
overseas bank accounts. Last year 
alone, an estimated $17 billion of 
Russia’s wealth disappeared over¬ 
seas. With so much wealth at stake, 
no wonder both factions are will¬ 
ing to risk chaos and destruction 
for the chance to obtain a piece of 
the mountain of gold. The only 


democratic solution to the present 
political crisis and wholesale loot¬ 
ing of Russia is to let the 
Russian people - not the 
Executive or the Congress or the 
Constitutional Court - decide the 
form of government, the separa¬ 
tion of powers and the type of 
electoral system. All the uncer¬ 
tainty and danger caused by the 
greed of pretenders to the throne 
and their false arguments of legiti¬ 
macy can be swept aside with a 
constitutional convention. The will 
of the Russian people, uninhibited 
by an oppressive Communist party, 
can be freely expressed by elect¬ 
ing delegates on a district basis to 
attend aconslitutional convention. 
Candidates running for election to 
a delegate’s position will have to 
compete for votes. The candidates 
whose positions on the major te¬ 
nets of a new constitution most 
closely matches the majority of the 
voters will win the election. Each 
delegate, therefore, will carry to 
the convention the positions ap¬ 
proved by the majority of voters in 
his district. 

At the convention, the del¬ 
egates will draft a constitution con¬ 
sistent with positions held by a 
majority of delegates. All the vot¬ 
ers of Russia will then vote on 
whether to accept the draft consti¬ 
tution or have the convention draft 
another one. In the end, the will 
of the Russian people will have 
created a Constitution that pro¬ 
vides them with a government of 
the people, by the people and for 
the people. g 


Food Prices in Russia Increase 
70% Since Start of Year 


by Irina Goryacheva 

The prices of major foodstuffs 


week increased eight percent. Of 
70 foodstuffs covered by this sta¬ 
tistical survey, sales of 53 went up. 
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creased 13 percent in the first half 
of March, and six percent in the 
second week of March. Price 


spectively. In the Volga region, 
prices remained unchanged, while 
in northern and northeastern re- 
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The Problems with Foreign Assistance 

President Yeltsin's Administration and many enterprise directors hope American financial 
aid and private investment will to help modernize and rebuild Russia. Current estimates of the 
amount needed to upgrade Russia’s productive capacity runs into the hundreds of billions of 
dollars. So far this year, America has committed $1.6 billion, promised another $1.8 billion and 
has joined with the other members of the group of seven wealthy nations to promise an additional 
aid package of approximately $28 billion. Last year, the West promised $24 billion but provided 
only $12 billion. Even if Western leaders, like Bill Clinton, do what they promise, the amount of 
aid would not be enough to tum Russia into a modem, competitive nation. But then again, 
Western governments, especially America's, do not want a prosperous, independent Russia whose 
enterprises successfully compete with Western corporations in the international markets or in 
Russia's market because competition reduces corporate profits. For example, just look at 
America's reluctance to permit high technology satellites to be transported to Russia for 
inexpensive launchings aboard Proton Rockets; the U S. pressuring Malaysia to buy F-16 and 
F-18 fighter jets instead of MIG-29s; America's continuing ban on most farm imports from poorer 
nations while America dumps its own subsidized farm surpluses in Russia and other nations; the 
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wealthy nations increase in tariffs and restrictions on importing manufactured goods from poorer 
nations; GATT's 284 agreements to prevent the populations of GATTs member states from 
buying inexpensive products from poorer nations; and the 20 out of 24 industrial countries that 
have more protectionist barriers to trade now than they did a decade ago. Besides the fear of 
Russian competition, Western businesses do not want to lose their supply of cheap raw materials 
from Russia. The demand for raw materials by upgraded Russian enterprises would reduce the 
supply and therefore increase the cost of oil, natural gas and other raw materials needed by 
Western corporations. As long as the output of Russia’s industry continues to decline, the 
reserves of Russian raw materials available to Western corporations will increase and the price 
will fall. 

The United States Government will not endanger the profitability or interfere with the 
opportunities of large American businesses because the officers and major owners of such 
businesses funnel a lot of money into the election campaigns of U S. politicians, like Bill Clinton. 
In America, the more money spent on an election campaign, the more likely a politician will win. 
(Bill Clinton spent millions of dollars more than President Bush in 1992.) In order to keep the 
money flowing into election-campaign-chests, American politicians will act in ways that help — 
not harm — U S. businessmen Accordingly, the U.S. Government will provide only the type of 
aid and amount of aid that will increase, not lessen, the profitability of American corporations. 

Western government financial aid usually takes two forms: grants and loans. Grants do 
not have to be repaid, but loans do. The money from both grants and loans, however, is used 
mainly to buy Western — not Russian -- goods and services. Western companies, therefore, profit 
immediately from grants and loans provided Russia; whereas, the goods and services purchased 
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from Western companies are often overpriced and may or may not help Russia become a 
modernized manufacturing nation. 

Grants to Russia have generally provided goods, such as food and medicine, in amounts 
calculated to satisfy the minimum needs of the people in order to defuse any potential social 
upheavals against the Russian Government. It would benefit Russia more if such grants were 
used to modernize the production and distribution of food and medicine in Russia, so in the future 
Russia would be not only r self-sufficient but could earn hard currency from its export of both food 
and medicine. Of course such a situation would hinder American businesses from profiting 
through the exchange of their goods and services for U.S. grant money, and the Russian 
agriculture and pharmaceutical industries would soon compete with American enterprises in the 
world and Russian markets. Some grants, however, do partially aid the development of industries 
in Russia, but these grants are never large enough to significantly benefit Russia's production 
facilities. For example. Bill Clinton’s $1.6 billion aid package provides $50 million to encourage 
joint ventures and $60 million to help privatization of state enterprises. Western grants to Russia, 
therefore, will never provide what Russia needs -- enough money to upgrade Russia’s production 
facilities to world standards so Russian enterprises can effectively compete in overseas markets as 
well as in Russia. 

The largest portion of Western aid to Russia consists of loans. The West distributed 
around nine billion dollars in loans last year and promises nearly $20 billion this year. Most of the 
money from last year's loans, most of the money from this year's loans and most of the money 
from any loans in the future will go directly to Western companies, which in turn ship goods or 
services to Russia, such as food, industrial equipment, consulting services, etc. The Russian 
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taxpayers and Russian enterprises must repay these loans and the interest charges in hard currency 
over long periods of time, interest charges can actually exceed the amount borrowed. A large 
portion of these loans can be used to acquire capital goods and services to update Russian 
production facilities, but the amounts are still not large enough to meet Russia's current needs. 

The most insidious aspect of loans, however, becomes clear when Russia tries to meet its yearly 
debt service. The burden of repaying past, present and future loans will eventually drive Russia 
into bankruptcy as happened to many indebted Latin American countries in the 1980s. 

Russia's total debt to the West, including the amounts owed to governments, international 
agencies and private commercial banks, stands at around $80 billion. Each new loan and each 
missed payment on prior loans increases Russia's repayment burden. Russia's debt payments 
owed to the West in 1992 totaled $20 billion and for 1993 will amount to $30 billion. Since 
Russia does not have the hard currency, most of the payments due in 1992 and 1993 have been 
postponed -- but not forgiven. For the amounts not postponed, Russia must still raise enough 
hard currency each year to meet these payments. Since Russia lacks an up-to-date manufacturing 
sector that produces large quantities of goods saleable in the world's markets, Russia's main 
source of hard currency comes from the export of its natural resources and partially processed 
commodities. At present, much of that currency goes to pay Russia's debt rather than to upgrade 
Russia's production facilities. For instance, in 1992, seventy-six percent of Russia's exports 
consisted of natural resources, and Russia's export surplus was a little over four billion dollars. 
Two of that four billion dollars went to pay Russia’s reduced debt service for 1992. With each 
new debt then, the noose tightens around Russia's future as a manufacturing nation because 
greater amounts of hard currency must pay an ever increasing debt service rather than being 


4 


invested in Russia’s industries. Consequently, as long as Russia relies on Western loans, it will 
never have sufficient capital to modernize its industries to the point where they can compete with 
Western industries. 

When the West finally decides to demand full debt service payments -- and it will -- Russia 
will then be officially bankrupt. The West, however, will then offer an apparent solution to the 
debt crisis by which private commercial banks will trade some of the debt owed them for 
ownership in key Russian industries, such as telecommunications, transportation, oil and gas 
reserves and strategic metals reserves. Western commercial banks will also offer other means of 
restructuring Russia's debt, such as commodity-linked financing, bond collateralization, debt 
buy-backs and interest rate reduction bonds, all of which will make the banks a nice profit and 
increase their ownership of Russian assets. Governmental and international agency creditors will 
also offer solutions including debt forgiveness, but in return Russia will have to adhere to an 
International Monetary Fund and World Bank program that ultimately benefits Western 
businesses over Russian enterprises and the Russian people. For example, drastic reduction in the 
government's spending for pensioners, unemployed workers and worker retraining programs will 
make more money available for repaying Western loans. An overly-tight credit policy will make 
investment in enterprises prohibitively expensive; thereby, reducing Russia’s manufacturing 
capacity and its ability to compete even further In the end, Russia’s reliance on Western loans 
will result in the sale of valuable enterprises for below market prices, reduce investment in Russian 
industries, continue the decline in Russian production and competitiveness, deplete natural 
resources to the West's benefit, and increase unemployment and destitution of Russian workers. 
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Decades of lending for development by wealthy Western nations to poorer countries has resulted 
in the transfer of $21 billion a year from the poorer to the richer nations. The same will happen to 
Russia. 

The Russian Government and some enterprise directors, hoping to avoid relying on more 
Western loans and grants, seek financing in the form of private equity investment. Such 
investments would make Western businesses partners with Russian enterprises; thereby, giving 
Westerners a reason for wanting Russian enterprises to succeed: Westerners would share in the 
profits. In order to attract sufficient amounts of foreign investment, the risks of investing in 
Russia must be perceived as reasonable when the potential rewards are taken into account. Right 
now. Western investors perceive the risks as too great because of the uncertainty that Russia's 
civil courts can adequately and timely resolve contract disputes, the uncertainty whether courts 
have the power to enforce a judicial or arbitration judgment, the lack of laws on private property 
that grant investors specific, enforceable rights in their investments, the unstable political 
situation, the inability of many directors and chief engineers of Russian enterprises to act reliably 
and competently, and the absence of the likelihood of a reasonable return in hard currency on 
investments. As a result, the risk of any equity investment far outweighs the potential rewards, so 
most investors will wait until the risk is commensurate with the reward. 

For Russia to survive as a modern industrial power, it will have to create its own capital 
and not rely on the largesse of Western governments or, for now, the investments from private 
Western businesses. A first step could entail legal actions to return the $8-17 billion in Russian 
export revenues deposited yearly in overseas accounts. Amounts this large could greatly assist 
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the modernization of Russia's industry instead of building fortunes for some nomenklatura and 
bolshaya shyshka. 

Most of the Russian export revenues that have remained in America have been placed in 
bank accounts or bank safe-deposit boxes, or with financial service companies, such as brokerage 
firms. Whenever a non-resident alien places money with banks or financial service companies, he 
must produce two forms of acceptable identification, such as a passport and another identity card, 
before an American company will accept the foreigner’s money. The American company then 
notifies the United States Internal Revenue Service that the non-resident alien opened an account 
or safe deposit box. Some Russian exporters use a more elaborate way to hide dollars overseas 
by setting up American corporations, usually in Delaware, to act as their agent and receive 
payment for exported goods, which the corporation deposits with a bank or financial service 
company. Such corporations are considered American juridical persons and not alien persons, 
which makes it more difficult for the U.S. Internal Revenue Service to track Russian export 
revenues paid to these corporations but not impossible. 

The Internal Revenue Service keeps information on non-resident alien financial accounts 
and American corporation accounts confidential, but the U.S. Government would probably 
provide this information to the Russian Government if requested since the repatriation of this 
capital would make President Clinton appear as an effective supporter of democracy and market 
reforms in Russia at no cost to the American taxpayer. The question of course is whether the 
Russian Government wants this information or would take appropriate action to force Russian 
biscrats to repatriate their export revenues Many members of both the executive and the 
legislative branches have accounts overseas, and they would not want their secreted funds 
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returned for the benefit of their fellow countrymen. The hard currency in overseas accounts will 
not turn Russia into a modern industrial state overnight, but as long as the Russian Government 
pursues the individuals who horde Russia's wealth overseas, every year billions of dollars will 
become available for investment in Russia. 

Additional capital, both hard currency and rubles, could initially be obtained from a 100 
percent tax on the net worth above a certain amount of wealthy Russians. The tax would set an 
upper limit on the net worth for all households and would prevent high concentrations of wealth 
and ultimately distribute Russia's riches more equitably. Taxing at 100 percent the net worth 
above, for example, 100 million rubles would bring in large sums of hard currency and rubles from 
all the bureaucrats, politicians and mafioses who have grown rich by robbing Russia's assets. The 
100 million ruble amount could be indexed for inflation, so as the ruble declines in value the 
amount above which the tax applies would increase. A net worth limit of 100 million rubles or 
higher should provide more than enough incentive for Russians to take risks, use their ingenuity 
and work long hours for the rewards of material success. Once a successful businessman, 
professional or any other worker reaches the net worth limit, he may retire with his wealth or 
continue working without material reward but still earning all the psychological benefits that come 
from exercising his talents and knowledge. The 100 percent net worth tax would make it possible 
for many more persons to participate in and contribute to the creation of capital in Russia, avoid 
the growth of a moneyed ruling class and still offer material incentives to inventors, innovators 
and hard workers. 

Russia could use some of the repatriated export revenue and net worth tax to stimulate 
exports. The Russian Agency for International Cooperation and Development could help Russian 
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exporters secure credit for foreign buyers to purchase Russian goods. Often a foreign buyer 
cannot obtain financing because private Russian and foreign lenders perceive the risk of foreign 
buyers not repaying or only partially repaying a loan as too high. The Agency could encourage 
private lenders, both Russian and foreign, to extend credit to foreign buyers by providing private 
lenders with guarantees that in the event foreign buyers do not repay the private lenders, the 
Agency would. While foreign buyers would repay their loans over a period of time, the money 
loaned by private lenders would be paid directly to Russian exporters immediately and not to the 
foreign buyer. The foreign buyer would only receive the Russian exporters' goods or services. 

The exporters, therefore, are assured of obtaining payment for the goods or services exported to 
foreign buyers. Only the Agency has to worry whether foreign buyers repay their loans. Under 
another program, the Agency could just provide direct loans for the purchase of Russian goods by 
a foreign buyer and eliminate the need for any private lenders. The Agency would transfer the 
funds directly to Russian exporters and the foreign buyers would have to repay the Agency, with 
interest, over a period of time. An additional program would have the Agency making short-term, 
low-interest loans directly to Russian exporters to enable them to finance their exporting 
operations until they received payment from their foreign buyers. 

Other services the Agency could provide Russian exporters in order to expand their 
markets overseas include: market research to define the countries or regions where opportunity 
exists; information on local or foreign government regulations; location of overseas distributors 
for Russian exports; promotional activities such as press releases, advertising, direct mail 
campaigns, telex campaigns and tradeshow production; product managers who contact foreign 
buyers directly and arrange for the sale of products; and entrepreneur funds to provide financing 
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for middle, small and micro-enterprises. Micro-enterprises include every Russian who informally 
sells goods or services. Micro-enterprises have a special need for a government operated 
entrepreneur fund because of the unwillingness of commercial banks to lend to small one- or 
two-man operations due to the high costs of transacting small loans, higher perceived risks and 
the lack of collateral. 

Repatriated export revenues and a net worth tax can provide Russia with capital to 
stimulate exports, which will bring in more hard currency that can be used to upgrade Russia’s 
production capacity without having to indenture itself to the West, pauperize its people or sell its 
most valuable assets at bargain basement prices. 
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AMEPHKA-PA3JiyqHHHA 



OGpa.i AMepnKH, HanHaamibiii 
BccMy MHpy, ee aB/iae-rca peajib- 
hum. Muorne nonaraioT, tto 
OM cpHKaHcKiiii Giranec iipHHec 
iiohth KajK^osiy GoraxcTBo, co- 
3 Aaa cnpanc/umnoe pacnpeAe- 
JieHHe COGCTBeHHOCTH h /ism Bcex 
pamu.ie ycnoBiia, *rro 6 bi 3 apa- 
6 oTaTI» MHJ 1 . 1 HOH, HO BCe 3 TO 
AOHCb. 

Aftiepuna — He TaKaa crpaHa, 
KaKoii ee CHHTaer 6 ojii>uihhct«o 
pyCCKHX, H BpaA JIH HyjKHO, HTO- 

6 bi Pocchh CTaaa noxoaceu aa 
nee. Pocchh mojkct ao 6 hti,ch Ky- 
#a 6 ojn>mero, tom AMepHKa. 

Kto npaBHT 6aji 

B Aaiepmce ruioxo to, hto aro apea- 
BWHaiiHO HecnpaaeA-'iHBaH crpaiia. 
^CBH30M AMCpHKH flO.TJKHO 6bITb: ”0 t 
K axctoro — no ero cnaGocru, KaayiOMy 
— no ero jkhjihocth”. 3iy HecnpaBea- 
BHBOCTb npoHjniHxnpHpyiOT cjiefly- 
lomne cJjaKThi: 

1% ceMeii b CIIIA Baa^eim- 35% 
Bcero coctohhhh crpaabi (6onee 5 
TpHJIJIHOHOB AOaaapOB) H nOMTH 45 % 
Bcero cJjHaaHcOBoro coctohhhh; 

ceMi,H, nxoAHinaa b 5%-hwh cocras 
CiiMbix 6 oraTbix ceMeii, HMeeT npn- 
Mepno b 20 paa 6o;ii>uie, aeM ceMbH, 
BXoaamaH b 20% MajiooGecne'ienHhix 
ceMeii; 

epeflHHH ” l IHCTaH CTOHMOCTb” CeMbH, 
nxo/uimeH n ncpxnne 5%, — 9 mhji- 
;uiohob aoJiJiapoB, a cpeoHHJi ”«|Hcrafl 
CTOHMOCTb” CCMbH H3 HHHCHHX 40% — 
no cymecTBy, Ho/ib; 

c 1977 no 1989 rojj aoxoabi a.\tepn- 
KHHUCB BOapOCTIH npilMeDHO HB 600 
MHJumapAOB AP.iaapoB. M 3 aroii cyM- 
Mbi Ha zio.'no 1% caMbix 6oraTbix ceMeii 
□pinmiocb 77%, HAH 462 MHJiauapAa 
AOAAapoB; 

b 1989 rofly cpeAnnii aoxoa b ceMbe, 
BXOAsnneii b 1% caMbix 6oraTwx, co- 
craBHa 560 tmchh AoaaapoB, a ahh 
CCMbH H3 HHHCHHX 20% — 8 TblC. 400 
aoJinapoit — oTHuinemie 66:1; 

c 1980 roaa naaorti Ha cpeamiii 


ABTOP, POH flEH XOJIJIAHflEP (43 rO£A), O CEBE: 

IJocjtednue 6 Jiem n padomasi e Kaneqmoc topudu hcvkozo koh- 
cyjibmanma e Bauiunzmoue u Hbro-Hopne. JS,o mozo kuk 3 a- 
HJimbc.'i topuduHecKoii npatcmuKOU, pa 6 omcui McypnajiucmoM 
na deyx mejieeuauoHHbix ernanifusix e Hbto-HopKe (4 zoda). 
OcHOGHbie eonpocbi, KomopbiMu h .lanuMajicH kok topucm, 
Kacajiucb npana u 6u3neca. Ko MHe odpaufajiucb tc/iiieumbi U3 
Time, Inc; Polaroid Corporation; Holiday Inns u 
Tele-Communications, Inc. SI maicMcc paOomaji e Munucmep- 
cmee (punaHcoe CIIIA, nocnednue dea zoda h npedcmaejin/i 
6 u 3 HecM€Hoe us HbJO-HopKa. 

3 a nocjiednue noamopa zoda, e meneuue Komopbix n 6 pas 
npuc33tcaji e Poccuto, h ynacmeoeaji a KOH/pepeHifunx no no- 
numuHecKUM, jkohomuhcckum eonpocaM, nucaji cmanibu djtn 
neKOmopbix ocfnrifuajibHbix jiu.14 onap/iUMcnme u d/in za.iembi 
"ftejiooou m up . 



mm no Ero imhocth 


Tpe&naeT 30% MupoBbtx npupoanbix 
pecypcoB, flofibiBaeMbix e»ceroflHO. 
AMepHKa TatoKe no.nyanaa npit 6 biab 
ot aKcnopra iipoMbiinaeHiioH h ceab- 
CK0X03HHCTBeHH0H HpOAyKUUU, 3a 
KOTopyio Pocchh pacnaaiHBaaacb 
naaioToii, noayHeHHoii ot upoaaHCH 
cupbH. Hepe 3 paaaHHHbie oprami- 
aapHH AMepHKa o 6 ecneHHaa BaaioT- 
Hbifl KpeflHT aaa noKynKH Soabinero 
KoaHHecTBa aMepHicaitcicnx TOBapoB h 
ycayr, Ha KOTopbie y Pocchh ne xBa- 
TaeT BaaioTHbix cpeacm. KoweaHO, 
PoccHiicKoe iipaBmeabcrBO h rpa?n- 
aane Pocchh nbiciynaioT ochobhmm 
rapaHTOM h, TamiM o 6 pa 30 M, necyr 
o 6 H 3 aTeabCTBa no KpeAHTaM. IIpo- 
aoaHcato iuhhch OKcnopT cbipbn ne 
npHHeceT AOCTaTOHHbix saaioTHbix 
CpeACTB JSJIS aMepHKHHCKHX KpeAHTOB 
H uoixynKH HOBbix aMepnKancKHX to- 
napon. OTcyTCTBHe coapeMeHnon 
iipoMhiiuaeHHOH 6a3bi ;uih co3AaHHH 
GaarococTOHHHH («ieMy npeiiHTCTByeT, 
coraacHO naany MejKAynapoflHoro 
naaioTHoro (j) 0 HAa, caepjKHBaHne ae- 
HG/KHoro aanaca) npHBeaeT K TOMy, 
hto Pocchh 6 yaer aohhchhkom, ”ocbo- 

GoHOXeHHblM” OT CBOHX npHpOflHblX 

GoraTCTB. Pocchh yace aonacHa Sanaa}' 
okoho 80 MTirumapaoB AOHJiapoB. Pe- 
3 y;ibTar Gyaer cxoahmm c naTHHoa- 
MepHKanciCHM, Koraa <rrpaHa cayacHT 
aemeBbiM hctohhhkom cbipbn h pa- 
Goaeii CHJibt ahh AMepHKH, mnoHeBUM 
pbIHKOM cGbITa aMepHlUUICKHX TOBa- 
poB h ycnyr. 

B pe 3 yju>'raTe b Pocchh o 6 pa- 
ayeTcn neGojibinaa rpynna ce¬ 
Meii, cbohm CoraTCTBOM o 6 h- 
aamibix cac.tkrm c aMepHKaiic- 
khm 6 u 3 HecOM it npaBii- 
TCJIbCTBOM. 3 th COCTOHTejlbHbie 
CCMbll GyAyT KOHTpo JI HpOBHTb 
npanHTCJibCTBO, h k TOMy Bpe- 
Meuu 6 yaeT cjihiiikom no 3 AHO 
bboabti. 3 aKOHbi, ooecueMHBa- 
loimie cnpane/uiunbiii pbiHOK. 

Ha nencHio — 
MHJIJIHOHepOM 







Mipy no Ero iapcth 


uxoAHmou n 1 Vr cauux OoruTiJX, co- 
crauHJi 560 twkti AOAAapos, a aah 
CCMbH H3 HHXCHHX 20% — 8 TblC. 400 
AOji.napon — oTHomeHHe 66:1; 

c 1980 roaa HaAorn Ha cpe;uimi 
KAacc yBCiriHHH.'incb Bflnoe; 

J’HHTbIBaH HHC^AHUHtO, cpe/uiHH 
eH<eHe^e.'ibnan aapnASTa aah ne3aiin- 
Tbix a ceatcKOM xo3HHCTBe ceiinac hh- 
Mie, ueM b Haaajie 60-x roaoB; 

c 1979 roAa koahhcctbo 3apa6a- 
TblBaiOmHX MeHbllie ypOBHH 6eflHOCTH 
Bbipocno c 12% ao 18% ot Hiicna pa- 
GoraiomHx; 

25 mhaahohob aMepinmimoB (oahh 
H3 aecflTH) noAywaiOT TaAOHbi Ha nn- 
Tamie h Goaee 30 mhaahohob HCAoneic 
•/KHByT b HHmeTe; 

CIIIA na 56-m Mecre n Miipe no 
HMMyHH3amiH h ctoht 3 a Ky6oii no 
ypoBHio AercicoH csiepTHOCTH; 

KajKAbifi pa 6 oHnn Aem. 40 hcaobck 
nornGaior Ha iiponaBOAcrBe; 
b CI 1 IA okoao 45 TbicHH Me<rr c pa- 

AHapHOHHblM 3ai'pH3H6HH6M, H TOJlb- 
ko 20 TbicHH KoinpoatipyKncji tJjeAe- 
paabUbiM upaBinejibCTBOM; 

OKOAO 11 %, HTO COC.THB. 1 HeT 13 MAH. 

uaaoBeK, b CILIA He hmciot pa 6 oTbi. 
Oth cjxaKibi noKa 3 bmaiOT, «rro 
a.MepHKaHcivtUi Menra" c 6 i.iBaeTCH 
Aaneico He aaji Bcex... B Awepmce 
HMeeT MecTO to hcc cumoc.hto Gliao h, 
VBbi, ecTb b Pocchh: o'lenb MHonie 
HMeioT Taic Main, noTOMy hto icto-to 
HM eer cahuikom mhoto, 

AMcpnicon npanirr rpynna ce- 
nteft, KOTopan fwiaronapn caoeMy 
noraTcroy OKa.ibiBaeT Hecopa3- 
MepHO So.ibiiioe Bjmjnnie na iio- 

.THTHHeCKVIO, HKOHOMIlHeCKVIO H 

coiuia.Ti.ityK) vKinin. crpam. 1 , ipm 
aMepiiKanciaiii HapoA b uejioM; b 
CCCP GbtAA KoMMVHHCTHHeCKa.fi 
napTHji, ocymecxBA iiaxuaH to we 
caMoe CBoeii nojniTHHecKoii 
njiacTbK). Ho ceiinac b Pocchij 
nepexoAHBTH momcht: .inonoHii- 
necKHe petJiopMaTopbi" n 6 k>- 
pOKpaTM CTpCMBTCH K oGaU- 
namuo npHBHjierHHMii h b.to- 


HHueM Gbimueii HOMeHKJiarypbi 
nyreM co 6 cTBeHHoro o 6 ora- 
menHH. /IpyriiMii cjioaaMH, He- 
KOTopbie aioah b Pocchh ncpc 3 
Tan naibiiiaeMyio pbiHOHHyio 
3 KOHOMHKy XOTHT COSAaTb HC- 
Oo.Tbiiryio rpynny SoraTbix ce- 
Meii, KOTopbie GyAyr ynpaBjiHTb 
Pocchch khk TeneBoe npami- 
TejIbCTBO, TaK ace Kan OTHOCH- 
TejibHO Hc 6 oAi»iiioe koihicctbo 
601 uTLix ceMeii ynpaBAHeT 
AMepHKoii. 

CKOJII>3KaH IipilObUII> 

3KoHOMHaecKoe roeno/icTBo niran- 
tckhx icopnopannii b CIIIA npuBOAirr 
k MOHono;m;iauHH pbiHKa, k TOMy, hto 
ohh no.iynaiOT BoaMoncnocTb Bcry* 
naTb b raHUbiii croBop itpvr c ApyroM, 
AepncaTb Bbicoidie uchbi, pa3pyinaTb 
CO!03bI, 3arpH3HHTb OKpyjKatomyio 
cpeAJ' 6e3 ynaarbi aoaxchoh KOMnen- 

CamiH H Hpe.iMepHO BAHHTb lia >KH3Hb 

6o;ibinnHCTBa aMepiiKaHueB. Hcto- 
pHfi A-ViepiiKH noKaribinaer, hto Kop- 
nopauHii, oCiaABioiuiie 6oAbmow 

OKOHOMHHeCKOH BAUCTblO, AoCpO- 

BonbHo ae BbuiOAHHior Aa>Ke rex Mll- 
HHMa-ii.Hi»TX npaBiiA, KOTopbie ycrra- 
naBAHBaeT C/iyJK6a Koinpccin 3arpa3- 
h6huh oicpy/KaiomeH cpeABi, -oTKa- 
ai.inaioTcn niaxHTb ;iapn;uiTy, neoC- 
XOAUMyiO AJlfl HOpMflJIbHOH /KH3HH, 
uaK n naAorn Ha uyxcAbi oSmunbi n 
tom Mecre, rAe pacno.-ioacenhi hx 
upeAupnflTHH. 

CoocTBOHHbie Hinepechi (nycrb ohh 
b ymep6 ApyriiM) — ocHOBHaa 3a6oTa 
BMOpHKaHCKHX OOTaHCH H3 KOpnopa- 
THBIIOH BAHTbt. A CoOCTBeHHhie HHTC- 

pecbt b CIIIA .'lyMtue Hceroaacmunciibi 


AeHbraMH, KpeAO Gorarbix h kohtpo- 
jinpycNJbix hmh Kopnopapnii — npn- 
61 . 1 : 11 .. Kax caeACTBue ototo Kopnopa- 

THBfiafl 3AHTa AxiepHKM CBOAHT Ha HeT 
OOAblllHHCTBO MCp, KOTOpblC MOTyT 
CHH3HTb UpnObUlb, HeB3Hpafl Ha HX 
no.1 bay a-’oi HapoAa. ICopnopaniBnaB 
onnoamiHfi npaBHAaM ncAemia oh- 
3iieca cymecTByer c KOHpa XIX bcks 
h npuncaa k conH.x'ibiioMy yiuiaAy, 
Koropbui 60:1 bine noxoxc na 3 kohomh- 

HeCfCHH AapBHHH 3 M, Me.M Ha UaCTHhIK 
pbIHOK. 

BpeMH ot BpeMemi acbcjxeimiBHbie 
npannaa CTanoniiTcst aaiconoM, ho, no- 
CKO/ibKy Bee npaBHAa BeAeHHH 6n3He- 
ca B CIIIA BBOAHTCH B AOHC-TUIie B 
cpeAe, tag nefioAbinoe hhcjio ceMen 
KOHTpo.’iiipyer orpoMHbie cpeACTBa, 
3THM Ce.MbHM yAHeTCH HU AeCHTKH ACT 
OTCpOHHTb HCnOAb30nattHO npaBHA, 
Koropbie HpeiifiTCTBytor ’’Kopnopa- 
THBHOH afCTHBUOCTH”. 

KojinaK ajih npaBH- 

TejIfcCTBa 

PoccHiicKiie y;rtTpapec{)opMaTopt>i 
(to ecTb iiouan HOMeHKAarypa) roace 
OTKaaaAHCb ot acJxoKTjiBHoro acaoboto 
peryAnpoBamiH h HaicoiiHAH cocto- 
hhhh, BorymiB b coio3 c aMepiiicaac* 
kum CiiaHecoM (k npHMepy, aKcnop- 
riipyfl ci.ipbe no penait hhhco MHpo- 
BblX pbIHOHHbIX'. 

DKcnopr cHAbito oCorarnA uacrb 
HOBoii HOMeiuiAarj'pM. na hto ona 
G.iaroAapua aMepmcaiicicoMy Gnanecy. 
13 cboh) onepcAb, AMepmca no Aenie- 
boh pene iipnoGpena aeoGxoAHMbie 
pecypcbi, n KOTopbix ona Hy>iCAaercji, 
nocKOAbKy npii HaceAeHHH 6% ot Ha- 
ceAenicn Bcero Mupa Awepiixa no- 


Ha neHCHio — 

MHJIJIHOHepOM 

Baxcuo conAaTb pbiHonnyto akoho- 
MHKy, nocKOAbKy, KaK noKam.iBaer 
HCTOPHH, 3T0 CaMblH OcJfcJfCl.niHHblH 
cnocoG co3AaHHH GoraTCTBa. no ycnex 

3KOHOMHHeCKOH CHCTe.Mbl He .'iABHCHT 

ot ropciKH ce.vieii, oG.ia.caiounix 6oAb- 
lueii nacTbio cocTonmni. IIo kuk ra- 
paHTHpOBHTb >1 BKOHOMIlHeCKHH yC- 
nex, h cnpanoA.'iiinocTb?.. 

BepxHHii 11peAe.1 b Blue Hajiora, 
HaAaracMoro na ”mhctvk) cToiiMocTb" 
Bcex CL’MCli, IIOMOMCeT H36e5KaTb GOAb- 
ruoii KOHTneHTpanmi cocromniH h 
pacnpeAeAMTb GoraTCTBo Pocchh 6 o- 
Aee cnpancAniino, npn atom lie GyAeT 
pa3pymeH cruMyA, kok b okohomh- 
necKOH CHcreMe, rapaiiTupyiomeii 
OAHHaKOByio n.iary 3a pa3Hbii< TpyA. 
ripCACA "hHCTOH CTOHMOCTU" B, MO/Ker 
6blTb, 1 MMAJ1HOH aMepilKaHCKHX AO- 
AAapOB (HAH MCHbine) na CCMblO 

oGeciienHT upcAOcraTonubiii cthmva 
tcm, icro ceiinac bauac^ct onem. ne- 
MHOrHM, pilCKOBaTb, npOfIBJIHTb 1130- 
GpeTaTeAbnocTb, iianpH/Kemro paGo- 
xaTb aaa MaTepnaAbHoro bou.io- 
tuenmi ycnexa. KaK TOAbKO npeycnc- 
Batomwii 0H3HecMeH, Aio6oii paGoia- 
ioipiiii AOCTHnier BC'pxnero nopora, 
Ha AioGoe ero npeBbiuieHne 6yAer Ha- 
AOJKCH 100%-HbIH IiajTOT. TorAa HCAO- 

BeK MOHcer upeKparurb paGory it aairb 
na npitoGpeTCHHoe cocTomtue aiiGo 
npOAOA/icarb paGory 6e:i MarepiiaAb- 
noft oTAami, ho no.nyiafi ncio hchxo- 
AoniMecK}'io noAb3y or peaJiiiriamiii 
cbohx Ta/ianTOB h 3nainiti. IIpcACA 
"na 'incryio CTOHMoerb” hobboaht 
ropa3AO GoAbtneMy KOAiiHecrBy AiOAeii 
j'HaLTBoiiarh b co.iAaumi 6Aarococro- 
hhhh Pocchh, noMoaceT H36e>KaTb 
pocrra npanHinero icaacca ii coxpamrr 
MaTepna-’ibHbie criiMyAbi aaoGpe- 
TaTCAoti, iioiiaTopoB h TpywemiKOB. 


’’lOpHAHHiecKaH ra3eTa”, JVs 7 — 8, 1994 









IIETJIH HA TOPJ1E POCCHHH 
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MHorne b npaBHTeabCTBe h Tocy- 
flapcTBeHHoii ^yMe Pocchh HaAeiOTCH, 
hto aMepmcaiicKaa (JjHHaHCOBan noMOipb 
h aacTHbie HHBecTmiHH noMoryr Moaep- 
HH3apHH * crpaHbi. IIpeABapHTeAbHaH 
opeHKa HeofixoflHMbix cpeACTB aah iioa- 
HHTHH ypOBHH npOH3BOflCTBa B POCCHH 
OIXeHHBaCTCH B fleCHTKH H fleCHTKH MHA- 
jiaapaoB flOJiJiapoB. 

B 1922 rofly Sanaa noo6emaji 24 mhji- 
Jiaapfla flOiiaapoB, a npeaocTaBHA tojibko 
12. JJaace ecjiH 6 m TaicHe 3anaflHbie jih- 
Aepbi, KaK Bhjiji Kjihhtoh, BbinoJiHHjiH 
6bi cboh o6emaHHH, noMoipb 6buia 6 bi Bee 
paBHO HeflOCTaToaHOH aah Toro, hto6m 
ripeBpaTHTb Pocchw b coBpeMeHHyro 
KOHKypeHTOcnoco6Hyio aepacaBy. 3a- 
ria^Hbie npaBHTeabCTBa, h oco6eHHo 
aMepHKaHCKoe, BOBce He xotht BHaeTb 
Pocchk) nponBexaiomeH, He3aBHCHMoii. 
Hm He HyHCHM CHJIbHbie pOCCHHCKHe 
npeanpHHTHH, KOTopbie ycnenrao MorjiH 
6m KOKKypjtpoBaTb c 3anaaHBiMH Kopno- 
paixHHMH h Ha Mexc/iyHapoflHOM pbimce, 
H Ha DOCCHHCKOM. TaK KaK KOHKVDeHHHfl 


TBa HflyT TeM He MeHee Ha noimiKy 3a- 
rraflHbix, a He pocchhckhx TOBapoB h yc- 
ayr. noaTOMy 3anaAHbie KOMnaHHH no- 
aynaioT HeMefl.neHHyro npH6buib ot ccyA 
h flOTaijHH, npe^ocTaBJiaeM bix Pocchh, a 
OHa caMa npoAoaacaeT HrpaTb pojib hh- 
meH HpOCHTeJIbHHHbl. 

floTaHHH aah Pocchh oomhho pacxoay- 
iotch na npo^yKTbi nmaHKa. Me«H- 
KaMeHTM, hto 6 m noracHTb no'reHUH- 
aabHoe counajibHoe HeaoBOAbCTBo na- 
cejioHHHa cymecTByiomHM pocchhckhm 
npaBHTejibCTBOM. A Pocchh 6 mao 6 m 
ropa3flo BbiroAHee, ecjiH TaKoro poaa ao- 
TapHH HCn0ab30Ba/THCb 6 m AAH MOAepHH- 
3anHH np0H3B0ACTBa. Toraa yace b Heaa- 
jieKOM 6yaymeM Pocchh Moraa 6 m caMa 
3apa6aTMBaTb BarnoTy OKcnopTOM npo- 
AyKTOB nHTaHHH H MCAHKaMeHTOB. Ko- 
HeHHO, TaKaa CHTyapHH noMemajia 6 m 
aMepHKaHCKHM npe«npHHTHHM nojiyaaTb 
npH6buib 3a cneT o6MeHa npoAyKTOB h 
yeuyr Ha AeHbrn npaBHTe.ibCTBa. A Ta- 
Koro nojioHeHHH ohh, kohchho, He ao- 
nycTHT. 

Boubmaa nacTb 3anaAHOH homoehh 
Pocchh coctoht h3 ccyA- B 1992 roay 
3ana,n BbiaeaHA ccyay, paBHyio npHMep- 
ho 9 MHJiJiHapAaM AOHJiapoB, a b 1993 
roay 3Ta cyMMa npH6jiH3HJiacb k 20 mha- 
jiHapAaM. 3aMeTHM cpa3y ace, hto ochob- 
naa nacTb cpe^CTB H3 sthx ccyA b 6yay- 
meM BepHeTca b sanaaHbie (Jihpmm. 

PoccuHCKHe HajioronjiaTCJibmHKH h 
npeAnpHHTHH o6H3anbi B03BpamaTb pa3- 
JIHHHbie 33HMM, npOIieHTM C KOTOpblX 3a 

AJiHTejibHbie npoMesKyTKH BpsMeHH npe- 
bmchah pa3Mep caMOH ccyflM. Bojibrnaa 
nacrb ccyA MorJia 6 m 6biTb Hcnojib30BaHa 
AAH M0AepHH3aHHH pOCCHHCKOrO npoH3- 
BOACTBeHHoro o6opyAOBaHHH, OAHaKO hx 
HHK orAa He xBarax aah AOBeAeHHH 
cpeACTB npoH3BOACTBa Pocchh ao ypOBHH 
MHpoBbix craHAapTOB. CaMaa ate KOBap- 
Haa cnoco6HOCTb ccyA npoaBjiaeTca, Kor- 
Aa Pocchh AenaeT nonMTKH onaaTHTb 
eaceroAHMe npopeHTM no rocy- 
AapcTBenHOMy Aoary. BpeMa BbinaaT 
npoHuibix, HacToaiAHX h 6yAymnx ccyA b 

TBepAOH BaJIIOTe, HeCOMHGHHO, npHBCAOT 
POCCHK) K 6aHKpOTCTBy, KaK 3TO CJiyHH- 

aocb vate b 1980-x roAax co mhofhmh 


ypOBHH, Ha kotopom OHa Moraa 6 bi koh- 

KypapoBaTb c 3anaAHOH. 

JIOByiHKH HJIfl 30JTJTHKH 

KorAa 3anaA pemHT HaKonen noTpe- 
6oBaTb nojiHyio oiuiaTy Aoara — a oh sto 
c.AejiaeT, — Pocchh 6yAeT o6-bHBiiena 
ocjjHHHaabHMM 6aHKpoTOM, HenpeAH- 
tochoco6hoh crpaHOH. 3anaA, OAHaKO, 
npeAJiOHCHT oneBHAHbiH BbixoA H3 co- 
3AaBmeHCH CHTyaHHH: nacTHbie kom- 
MepnecKHe 6aHKH npoAaAyT HenoTopbie 
Aohth Pocchh 3a npaBO BJiaAeHHH kjho- 
neBMMH OTpaCJIHMH POCCHHCKOH HpO- 
MMHIJieHHOCTH H HpHpOAHblMH peC5 7 pCa- 
MH —' TaKHMH, ICBK TeJieKOMMyHHKapHH, 
TpaHCixopT, 3anacbi Hec{)TH h ra3a, a thk- 
ace CTpaTerHaecKHH 3anac MerajmoB. 

3anaAHbie KOMMepaecKHe 6anKH MoryT 
npeAAOHCHTb cKopee H3MeHeHHH erpyK- 
TypM poccHHCKoro AOJira, a cm npocro 
H3MeHeH hh cpoKOB pacHeTOB, npHne.M sto 
H 3MeHeHHe CTpyKiypbi mohcct 6biTb pe- 
aAH30BaH0 nyTeM 4>HHaHCHpoBaHHH 
npOH3BOACTBa TOBapOB, BblAaHH KpeAH- 
tob hoa AoaroBoe o6a3aTejibCTBO, BbiKy- 
na aojitob, chhhcchhh npopeHTHOH CTaB- 
kh no KpeAHTaw. 

Bee 3 th aghctbhh npHHecyT 6aHKaM 
xopomyio npH6biAb h yBejinnaT hx aojihd 
B pOCCHHCKOM HMyiHCCTBe. KpeAHTOpbl 
H3 3anaAHbix npaBHTejibCTB h MesKAyHa- 
poAHMx areHTCTB MOiyr npeAnoacHTb 
TaKHce pemeHHe, npeAycMaTpHBaromee 
npomeHHe nacTH AOJira, ho b otbct Ha 3 to 
Pocchh AOAHCHa 6yAeT BbHiOAHHTb peme- 
hhh MeHCAVHapoAHoro BaniOTHoro (JjoHAa 
h MnpoBoro 6aHKa, Koxopbie HeH3MeHHO 
0K33biBaK)T noMomb 3anaAHOMy 6n.3Hecy 
b ymep6 poccHHCKOMy. 

Chhhikom CTporaa KpeAHTHaa hoah- 
thk 3 CAeaaeT bjiohcchhh b npeAnpHHTHH 
HeAonycTHMO AoporocroamHMH, CHHHtaa 
TaKHM o6pa30M poccHHCKHe npoMbmi- 
jieHHbie bo3mohchocth h ee KOHKypeH- 
TOcnoco6HocTb eiye 6oabHie. B HTore Ha- 
AeacAbi, B03. T iaraeMMe PoccneH Ha 3anaA- 
HMe 3aHMbi, cnpoBOHHpyiOT npoAaacy ao- 
pOrOCTOHmHX npeAnpHHTHH HO HH3KHM 
iieHaM, CHH/KeHHe HHBecTHUHii b npo- 
MbmiJieHHOCTb, ycyry6.xeHHe ynaAKa poc- 


aMepnKaHCKHMH noAAaHHbiMH, a He hho- 
CTpaHHaMH, hto AeiiaeT 6oaee 3aTpyAHH- 
TeAbHbiM aah (J)HHaHCOBoro ynpaBAeHHH 
npocjresKHBaHHe BbinaaT aoxoaob ot skc- 
nopTa 3thm KopnopaniHHM. 

3aTpyAHIITe.TbHbIM, HO He HeB03M03K- 
Hbni! 4>HHaHCOBoe ynpaBaeHHe coxpa- 
naeT HinpopManHio o cnerax HHoerpaH- 
qeB h aMepHKaHcraix KopnopanHii erporo 
KOH(J)HAeHn,HaAbHOH. OAHaKO npaBH- 
TejibCTBO CIIIA npn h6o6xoahmocth ne- 
p>eAacT cooTBeTCTByiomyK) HH(|)opManHK) 
pOCCHHCKOMy pyKOBOACTBy, h6o B03Bpa- 
ineHHe poccHHCKoro icanKTara npeACTa- 
BHT Hpe3HAeH.Ta KjIHHTOHa HeJIOBeKOM, 
aKTHBHO nOAAepJKHBaiOIHHM ACMOKpa- 
THnecKHe h pbiHOHHbie pecJiopMM b Poc¬ 
chh. AMepHKaHCKHM »ce HaAoronaa- 
t eabmHKaM sto He 6yaeT CTOHTb hh neH- 
Ta. Becb Bonpoc cennac coctoht b tom, 

3aX0THT AH HbIHeiHHHe pOCCHHCKHe pe- 
(JiopMaTopbi noayHHTb noAo6Hyro hh- 
4)opManmo h npeAnpHHHTb cooTBerc- 
TByiomHe a6hctbhh aah B03BpameHHH b 
crpaHy ee peaabHbix aoxoaob 3a SKcnopr. 

Mhothc 6iopoKpaTbi, 6e3 comhchhh, 
HMeiOT cneTa b 6aHKax 3a pe6ejK0M, h ohh 
H e 33X0THT B03BpaineHHH CBOHX CeKpeT- 
Hbix (Jjohaob Ha noab3y corpaHCAanaM. 
EcTecTBeHHO, BaaioTa, HaxoAHmaacH 3a 
rpaHHiieii b 6aHKax, He npeBpaTHT Poc- 
CHIO MTHOBeHHO B COBpeMeHHJTO HHAyCT- 
pHaabHjio AepacaBy, ho c Tex nop, KorAa 
poccHHCKoe irpaBHTeabCTBO HaHHeT irpe- 
caeAOBaTb juo/ieii, tokho HaKanaHBaio- 
ihhx poccHHCKHe 6oraTCTBa 3a py6eHCOM, 
eaceroAHO MHAAHapAM AoaaapoB Pocchh 
6yAyr BKaaAbiBaTbca b Pocchio, a He b 
3anaAHbie crpaHM. 

Pocchh MoaceT Hcnoab30BaTb nacTb 
B03BpameHHoro AoxoAa ot aKcnopTa aah 
paciHHpeHHH CBoero aKcnopTa. Pocchhc- 
Koe areHTCTBO MeatAyHapoAHoro co- 
TpyAHHHecTBa h pa3BHTHH hah Tocy- 
AapcTBeHHaa HHBecTHHHOHHaa Kopno- 
paHHH (FHK) motah 6m noMOHb poc- 
chhckhm 3KcnopTepaM b noayneHHH Kpe- 
Ahtob aah HHocTpaHHbix HOKynaTeaen 
POCCHHCKHX TOBapOB H ycAyr. 06bIHHO 
HHocrpaHHbiH noKynaTeAb He MoaceT no- 
ayHHTb KpeAHT, Tax KaK nacrabie poc- 
CHHCKHe hah 3apy6eacHMe 3£iHMOAaBiibi 
pncKyiOT He noayHHTb AeHbrn o6paTHo 
HAH noayHHTb, HO AHIHb HaCTHHHO. 

HaHHoe areHTCTBO hah THK MoryT 
npe/maraTb tocthum KpeAHTopaM, KaK 
DVCCKHM. TaK H HHOCTDaHHblM. nariTTH- 




fOCCHIO npOIJBeTaiOmeH, He3aBHCHMOH. 
Hm ne HyacHM cHJiBHwe poccHHCKne 
npeAnpHHTHH, KOToptie ycneumo moimih 

6bi KOHKypHpoBaTb c 3ana£HbiMH xopno- 
pauHHMH h na MeacflyHapoflHOM pbiHKe, 
H Ha pOCCHHCKOM, TaK KaK KOHKypeHHHH 
CHH3KaeT KopnopaTHBHbie npafibum. 

Pyna pyKy MoeT 

3anaflHbie npeflnpuHHMaTejm He xo- 
tht noxepHTb hctohhhk nocTaBKH fleme- 
Boro Cbrpba H3 Pocchh. 

Cnpoc ace na cbrpbe cbohx pocchhckhx 
pa3BHTbrx npeanpHHTHH ecTecTBeHHO 
coKpaTHT nocTaBKH CbipM Ha 3ana/i h, 
CJieflOBaTejibHO, yBeanaHT ctohmoctb He- 
(|)th, npHpoflHoro ra3a h Apyron npoAyx- 
pnn, neoGxoAHMOH aana^HbiM xopno- 
papHHM. J\o Tex nop, noxa 06 -beM npo- 
MbimjienHoro npoH 3 BOflCTBa b Pocchh 
6 yfleT npofloJDKaTb CHHjxaTbca, 3anacbi 
poccHHCKoro CbipbH, flocTynHbie aaa 3 a- 
najjHbix xopnopapHH, 6ypyT yBeaHHH- 
BaTbCH h CTOHMOCTb Ha cbipbe 6yfleT na- 
«aTb. Cenaac Pocchh npoaaeT na 3anaA 
He<J)Tb, amoMHHHH h Apyryio npoAyxpHio 
no aeHaM HHHce MHpoBbix. 

Haao hchO ce6e npeflcraBHTb, hto 
aMepHKaHCKoe npaBHTejibCTBO He OyaeT 
noABepraTb onacHOCTH npH6biabHOCTb 
aMepHKaHCKHX xopnopaiiHH, Tax xax hx 
BJ iafle.'ibUbi h pyKOBOflHTejra npeACTaB- 
jihiot xpynHbie cyMMbi aeHer Ha noa- 
Aepsxxy Bbi6opHOH xoMnaHHH thkhx no- 
jiHTHaeciCHx AeaTeaeil, Rax Bhjiji Kjihh- 
toh. HeM 6ojibine AeHer b AMepaxe xpa- 
thtch Ha npeABbi6opHyio xaMnaHHK), TeM 
fiojibme BepoHTHOCTb no6e«bi Toro h.xh 
hhoto nojiHTHxa. flan Toro hto6m AeHbrH 
CTexajiHCb b npeflBbi6opHbie 4 )ohabi. no- 
jihthxh 6yflyT nocTynaTb Tax, hto6m no- 
Moab, a He HaBpeflHTb aMepmcaHcxoMy 
npe;i;npHHHMaTejibCTBy. Pyxa pyxy MoeT. 
CooTBeTCTBeHHo, aMepnxaHcxoe npaBH- 
TejibCTBo npeAOCTaBHT apyron cxpaHe 
TOJibxo Taxon THn noMonjH h b TaxoM 
pa3Mepe, hto OHa 6yaeT yBeaHHHBarb, a 
He yMeHbmaTb npadbiJibHOCTb aMepn- 
xaHcxHx npe^npHHTHH. 

XpeH peABKH He cjiame 

<l>HHaHCOBaH noMOipb 3ana/ta o6mhho 
HMeeT flBe <J>opMbi: floxanHH h ccyaM. 
AoTanHH, B OTJIHHHe OT CCyAbI, He HOA- 
jieacHT B03Bpaxy. Ho Te h apyrne epeac- 


eaceroflHbie rrponeHTbi no rocy- 
/japcTBeHHOMy aojiry. BpeMH BbimiaT 
nponiJiBix, HacTOHmnx h 6y,nymnx ccyjj b 
TBep^OH BajiioTe, HecoMHeHHO, npuBe^BT 
Pocchk) x 6aHxpoTCTBy, xax sto cayan- 
jiocb yace b 1980-x roaax co MHormra 

3aflOJIJXaBHIHMH CTpaHaMH JIaTHHCXOH 
AMepHXH. 

06iqHH aoar Pocchh 3anajy, Bxatoaaa 
aoarH npaBHTeabCTBaM, Meacaytia- 
poflHbiM areHTCTBaM h aacTHbiM KOMMep- 
aecxHM 6aHxaM, cocTaBaaer npn6aH3H- 
TeabHO 80 MHaanapaoB aoaaapoB. Ka>x- 
AbiH HOBbiH 3aeM nan xaacAbra nponycx 
BbinaaTbi npeabiaymero yBeaHaHBaeT 
pa3Mep BbinaaaHBaeMOH cyMMbi. B 1992 
rosy Pocchh aoaacHa 6waa BepHyTb 3a- 
naay 20 MnaanapaoB aoaaapoB, a b 1993 
roay — 30 MHaanapaoB. nocxoabxy 
Pocchh He HMeaa BaaioTbi, OoabinHHCTBO 
naaTeacen 3 a 1992 h 1993 ro^bi 6biaH 
oTcpoaeHbi. IlaaTeHCH, ho He npoaeHXbi! 

Hto ace xacaeTCH BbinaaT, He noayaHB- 
uihx OTcpoaxH, Pocchh aoaacHa Bee eme 
coOnpaTb aocTaToaHoe xoanaecTBO Ba- 
aiOTbi xaawbra toa, aTo6bi 6brrb b cocto- 
hhhh onaaTHTb 3 th Aoarn. B 1993 roAy 
ohh cocxaBHaH oxoao 3 MHaanapAOB ao- 
aaapoB. no npHHHHe HexBaTXH b Pocchh 
coBpeMeHHoro npoMbiniAeHHoro cexTO- 
pa, cnoco6Horo npoH3BOAHTb 6oabmoe 
xoaHaecTBO TOBapa, noab3yiomerocH 
cnpocoM Ha mhpobom pbiHxe, raaBHbiM 
HCToaHHXOM BaaxjTbi ajih Pocchh hbhh- 
eTCH axcnopT npnpoAHbix pecypcoB. 

B HacTOHujee BpeMH Oonbmaa aacTb 
btoh BaaioTbi yxoAHT xax pa3 Ha onaaTy 
Aoara, a He Ha MOAepHH3anHK) npoH3- 
BOACTBeHHoro oOopyAOBaHHH. B 1993 
roAy, HanpHMep, y Pocchh noHBHaca H3- 
aHrnex ot sxcnopxa b 7 MHaanapAOB ao- 
aaapoB. Ho npn stom e§ npHniaocb Bbi- 
naaaHBaTb oxoao 3 MHaanapAOB Aoaaa- 
poB b caeT aoara 3 a stot toa. C xaacABiM 
AoaroBbiM yBeanaeHHeM neTaH Boxpyr 
Syaymero Pocchh xax npoMbimaeHHOH 
AepacaBbi 3aTarHBaeTCH, Tax xax Bee 
ooabuiHe cyMMbi b TBepAOH BaaxiTe 
yxoAHT Ha onaaTy B03pacTaxjiimx npo- 
neHTOB no rocyAapcTBeHHOMy AOary, 
BMeCTO TOTO HToObl 6bITb HHBeCTHpO- 
BaHHblMH B pOCCHHCXOe npOH3BOACTBO. 
CaeAOBaTeabHO, ao Tex nop, noxa Pocchh 
HaAeeTCH Ha ccyAbi 3anaAa, y Hee He no- 

HBHTCH AOCTaTOHHO CpeACTB K IH MOAep- 
HH3ar(HH cBoen npoMBmiaeHHOcm ao 


AejKabi, B03JiaraeMbie Poccuen Ha 3anaA- 
Hbie 3aHMbi, crrpoBOiiHpyioT npoAaacy ao- 
porocroHiiiHX npeanpHHTHH no hh3khm 
peHaM, CHHJKeHHe HHBeCTHIIHH B npo- 
MbiniaeHHOCTb, ycyryOaenne ynaAxa poc- 
CHHCXOTO IipOH3BOACTBa H XOHXypeHTOC- 

hoco 6 hocth, HCTomeHne npHpoAHbrx pe- 
cypcoB, noBbimeHHe ypoBHH 6 e 3 pa 6 o- 
THitbi h HHmeTbi TpyAHipHxcH h nocay- 
acaT npHHHHOH yTeHKH OoraTCTB H 3 Poc¬ 
chh b AMepnxy. 

BepHyTb cboh 6oraTCTBa 

EAHHCTBeHHbIM CHOCOOOM BblHCHTb B 
xaaecTBe coBpeMeHHOH npoMbmiaeHHOH 
AepacaBbi Aaa Pocchh eraHeT co 3 AaHHe 
coOcTBeHHoro xanHTaaa, He B 03 aaraH Ha- 
AeacA Ha meApoxbi 3 anaAHbix npaBH- 

TeabCTB HaH HHBeCTHIIHH aaCTHblX 3 a- 
naAHbix KOMnaHHH. nepBbm mar b stom 
H anpaBaeHHH AoaaceH 03 HaaaTb peaab- 
Hbie aohctbhh no B 03 BpameHHio 25—50 
MnaanapAOB AoaaapoB, noMemeHHbix Ha 
3 apy 6 eacHbie caera, ho Ha Aeae npea- 
CTaBaHiomHX co 6 oh aoxoa ot pOCCHHCXO- 
ro axcnopTa. 

OcHOBHOH AOXOA OT pOCCHHCXOrO 3 XC- 
nopTa, ocTaBmHHCH b CUIA, 6 bia HOMe- 
ipeH b 6 aHXOBCXHe caeTa h cen(J)bi an 6 o 
nepeAaH oOcayacHBaiomHM (JiHHaHCOBbiM 
KOMnaHHHM, 6 pOXepCXHM H CTpaXOBbIM 
XOHTOpaM. 

KorAa HHocrpaHep pemaeT noMecraTb 
AeHbrn b 6aHX huh nepeAaTb 4 >HHaHCo- 
boh xoMnaHHH, oh o 6 a 3 aH npeATj- 
HBHTb ABa yAOCTOBepeHHH aHHHocra, Ha¬ 
npHMep nacnopT h xaxoH-anOo Apyron 
AOxyMeHT, npeacAe aeM aMepHxaHCxaH 
xoMnaHHH npHMeT ero AeHbrn. 3 aTeM 
xoMnaHHH yBeAOManeT cJiHHaHCOBoe yn- 
paBaeHHe CIIIA, hto Taxon-TO HHoerpa- 
Hep OTxpbia caeT euih hoaohchh AeHbrH b 
cenij). Tax aTO BbiHBHTb aoBKaaeii Bnoa- 

He B03M0HCH0. 

HexoTopbie poccHHCKHe sxcnopTepw 
Hcnoab3yiOT 6oaee npoAyMaHHUH cnoco6 
yxpbiTHH AoaaapoB 3 a rpaHHpen: ohh 
opraHH3yx)T aMepHxaHCKHe xopno- 
papHH, o6biaHO b mTaTe AeaaBep, nrpa- 
K»T poab hx areHTOB h 3 a axcnopTHpy- 
eMbie TOBapw noayaaioT AeHbrn, xo- 
Topbie aMepHxaHCxaH xopnopapna KAa- 
AeT b 6aHK hjih nepeAaeT o6cay»CHBaio- 
ipHM (JiHHaHcoBbiM KOMnaHHHM. KoMna- 
hhh Taxoro poAa caHTaioTCH lopHAHaecxH 


cHHCKHe hhh 3apyoe3KHbie 3anMoaaBpbi 
pHCKyMT He noayaHTb AeHbrH o6paTHo 
hhh noayaHTb, ho jinnib aacTKHHO. 

AaHHoe areHTCTBO hjih FHK Moryr 

npeAaaraTb aacrabiM xpeAHTopaM, xax 
pyccxHM, Tax h HHocTpaHHbiM, pacmn- 
pnTb BbiAaay ccyA noxynaTeaHM poc¬ 
chhckhx TOBapoB, rapaHTHpyH, hto b 
cayaae HeBbmaaTbi 3anMa noxynaTeaeM 
3to caeaaeT areHTCTBO. 

B to BpeMH xax noxynaTeaio AaeTCH 
Aa h cbohx 3aHMOB onpeAeaeHHbm ne- 
pnoA BpeMeHH, AeHbrn, ccyjxeHHbie aacT- 
HbiMH xpeAHTopaMH, 6yAyr HeMeAaeHHO 
3anaaaeHW HenocpeACTBeHHO poccnnc- 
khm axcnopTepaM, MHHya noxynaTeaH, 
KOTopbin npoero noayaHT TOBapbi hjih 
ycayTH. TaxHM o6pa30M, h irpoAaBpu 
6yAyr yBepeHM b noayaeHHH AeHer 3 a 
axcnopTHpyeMbiH TOBap. 

HTo6bi noMoab pocchhckhm axcnopTe- 
paM pacmapHTb hx pbiHOK c6brra 3a py- 
OeacoM, areHTCTBO HMeeT B03M03KH0CTb 
npeAOCTaBHTb Taxjxe mnpoxHH BbiOop 
ycayr, a HMeHHo: H3yaeHHe pbmxa ajih 
B biHBaeHHH crpaH h pernoHOB, 6aaro- 
npHHTHbix Aaa cfibrra; HHC^opMapHH o 
irpaBHaax h nocraHOBaeHHHX b 3toh 
c4>epe MecTHbix opraHOB nan HHOCTpaH- 
Hbix npaBHTeabCTB; noncx AHCTpH6bio- 
TepoB Aaa pocchhckhx npoAaBnoB; Aea- 
TeabHoerb no npoABHJxeHHKi TOBapoB; 
Bbinycx HHcJiopMapHOHHbix .thctkob; pe- 
xaaMa (b tom ancae no noaTe h Teaexcy), 
ToproBbie BbicraBKH; npeAocraBaeHHe 
MeHeAacepoB, xoTopbie bxoaht b npHMon 
xoHTaxT c noxynaTeaeM h opraHH3yx)T 
npoAaacy npoAyxpHH. 

AreHTCTBO Taxace b coctohhhh opraHH- 
30BaTb npeAirpHHHMaTeabcxHe 4 )oham 
A aa o6ecneaeHHH (JjHHaHCBtpoBaHHH 
cpeAHHX, Maabix h MHxporrpeA- 
npHHTHH. nOA MHKpOnpeAnpHHTHHMH 
HOApa3yMeBaeTCH ax)6oH pocchhhhh, He- 
otJmpnaabHO npoAaioipHH TOBapw h yc- 
ayra. MHKponpeAnpHHTHH oco6o Hysx- 
AaiOTCH b pyxoBOAHMOM rocyAapcTBOM 
npeAnpHHHMaTeabCKOM <J>oHAe, H3-3a He- 
HceaaHHH xoMMepaecxHx 6aHKOB AaBaTb 
hm xpeAHTbi no npHHHHe bbicokoh cto- 
hmocth pa3Aaan Maabix ccyA, Bbicoxoro 
nrpopeHTa pecxa h HexBaTXH AonoaHH- 
TeabHoro o6ecneaeHHH. 

Poh JJjeH Xo.a.aaiipep, 
aMepmcaHCKHH iophct 
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MMIHJIEHHH 


Rom Agh XonnaHAep 


Kynn cebe 

HEMHQ2KKO 3ABOAOB 

B Pocchh, bo BpeMeHa npaBJieHnsi kom- 
MyHHCTHHeCKOH napTHH, pa6oTHHKH H0- 
MeHKJiaTypw, naxo/iacb Ha noaHOM rocy- 
flapcTBeHHOM o6ecneaeHHH, He nyacaaaHCb 
b 6ojibmHx cyMMax fleHer, hto6w Hacaaac- 
flaTbCH HCH3HMO npHBHJierHpOBaHHbXX HIO- 
aeft. Tenepb 3Ta HeoSxoAHMoerb hbho bo3 - 
HHioia, h 6aaroaapa HbraeuiHen nojiHTHKe 
rocysapcTBa y hhx Ha caeTax CKannHBaiOTCH 
6ojibiHHe cyMMbi py6neBbix h BaJiiOTHbix 
BKJiaflOB. KpynHbie pa6oTHHKH HOMeHicna- 
Typbi, BKJiioHHTejibHo no aBrycT 1991 roaa, 
npaBHjiH napTHeii, KOTopaa b cboio onepeab 
ynpaBiiHJia rocyaapcTBOM, BnaaeBiHHM Bce- 
MH pOCCHH CKHMH npeAIipHHTHHMH H npH- 

poaHbiMH pecypcaMH. C noMoipbio rocy- 
AapcTBeHHOH nporpaMMbi npHBaTH 3 anHH 
HHHOBHHKH BHOBb nOJiyHHHH B 03 M 0 HCH 0 CTb 

ynpaBJiHTb Pocciiefi. 

llojiHTHKa rocy/tapcTBa, b aynineM cay- 
nae HaHBHaa, Bbi 3 Bajia oahh H 3 HaH 6 o- 
aee MacniTa 6 Hbix h 6 bicrpbix cicaHKOB b 
hctophh pocTa OaaronojiyHHH cpean He- 
6 ojibmoH aacTH HaceaeHHH. Hmh, eerecT- 
BeHHO, HBJiaiOTca KpynHbie HOMeHicaaTyp- 
Hbie pa 6 oTHHKH H ” 6 ojIbLUHe uihuikh”, hh- 
ane Ha 3 biBaeMbie HyBopaniaMH. HoBoe 6 aa- 
ro co ctohhh e aaao hm bo3mohchoctb KynHTb 
hchto 6 ojiee neHiioe, Heacean ’’Mepceaecw- 
6 eHi(” hjih — oho noMoraeT hm 

KOHTpOJIHpOBaTb HHTepeebI 
pOCCHHCKHX npeflnpHHTHH H 

CioraTbie npapoanwe pecypcbi. 

JKeaaHne rocyaapcTBa 

yroffHTb MeacayHapoaHOMy Ba- 
juoxHOMy 4>0Hay (MB<t>) b Ha- 
aeacae noJiyaenHH xoTb keikhx- 
to BamoTHbix cyMM npHBe.ao k 
TOMy, hto b 1992 rofly 6buia 
ypeaaHa 3apa6oTHaa naaTa, a 
raKHce coKpameHbi KpeaHTbi, 
hto npiiBeao k HOBOMy pocry pen B pOCCHHC- 
koh Monono.ibHOH 3KOHOMHKe. B aonoaHe- 
HHe k 3T0My oxcyTCTBHe peryjiapHoro 
KOHTpoJia h HecBoeBpeMeHHoe npoBeaeHHe 
3aKOHOB B HCH3HB HaJIO B03M03KH0CTB TOCy- 
«apcTBeHHbiM SropoKpaTaM h BaaaeabnaM 
npeanpHHTHH Kpacrb rocyaapcTBeHHoe 
HMymeeTBo hh6o 3aicynaTb ero no mhhh- 
MajibHO hh3khm ueHaM, a npo/iaBaTb yace no 
6ojiee B3nyrbiM. B pe3yjibraTe 3Toro poc- 

CHHCKHM rpajK/ianaM npHHIHOCb H3tHTb 
CBOH cfiepeJKeHHH, HTo6bI nOKpbITb 5KH3HeH- 
Hbie pacxoflbi. riocjie aero rocyaapcTBO era- 
JIO HCH0JIb30BaTb BKJiaflbl MB<1> c pe.ibio 
3aKynKH py6aeH pa6oTHHKOB HOMemuia- 
Typu H HyBOpHUieH, KOTOpiifM yuajiocb 


3HpoBaHHbie npe/inpuHTHH, nyBopHmii 
CTpeMHTCH HCnOJIb30BaTb CBOH HajKHTbie 
HeaecTHbiM TpyaoM aoxoaw — npoaaTb 
KOHTpOJIb Hafl 06 aHKp 0 THBHIHMHCH (JlHp- 
M3MH 3a rpOIHH, OCTaBIHHeCH OT HX OCTa- 
tohhoh neHM, h 3aTeM peopraHH30BaTb HX 
TaKHM o6pa30M, HT 06 bI Te npiIHOCHJIH npH- 
6buib b oirpefleJieHHbix o6aacTHX. Peopra- 
HH3apHH noflpa3yM6BaeT yBOJibHeHne 
MHorHx pa6oHHx h flajibHeHHiyio CKvnKy 
aKUHH h ueHHbix 6yMar. 

KAMCAOMy CEJiy - 

no EAHKy 

BiopoKpaTbi, npeACTaBjisiomHe co6oii 
pa 3 HOBHAHOCTb HyBOpHHieH, HCn 0 JIb 30 BaJIH 
4 >OHAbI MHHHCTepCTBa cJlHHaHCOB H IJeHT- 
pajibHoro 6 aHKa c neawo co 3 AaHHa cero 
aacTHbix KOMMepaecKHx 6 amcoB. BarncH 
npeanarajiH KpeAHTbi no hbho rpa 6 n- 
TeabCKOMy Kypcy aacTHbiM jnnjaM hjih Top- 
TOBblM npeAnpHHTHHM. FIpeAnpHHTHH, 3 a- 
HHMaBHiHecH ToproBJieH, o 6 MeHHBajra py 6 - 
JIH Ha BajHOTy H 3 aB 03 HJIH HMnOpTHbie TO- 
Bapbl, KOTOpbie KOHKypHpOBajIH C pOCCHHC- 
khmh. H 3 - 3 a MaHHnyjiapHH E[eHTpajibHoro 


6aHKa, CBH36lHHbIX C H3MeHeHHeM icypca 
py6jia na Mockobckoh MeacoTpacaeBOH 6 h- 
pace, HMnopTHpyeMbie sanajiHbie TOBapw 
ctoht CToabKO ace, CKOJibKo h poccHHCKHe, a 
HHoraa h MeHbine. IlepHOfliraecKH 6iopoK- 
paTbi nepenaaaHBajiH I^eirrpajibHOMy 
6aHKy, ho H3-3a rpa6HTejibCKoro Kypca, ko- 
TOpblH 6aHK 3aHMCTB0BajI y HeHTpajIbHOrO 
6aHKa, 6iopoKpaTbi naanura ropaaao MeHb- 
me, aeM noayaiuiH no3flHee, hto npHHecno 
hm HeoacHjiaHHo fiojibinyio npH6buib. 

B KOHne kohiiob nojiHTHKa rocyaapcTBa 
h HenTpaJibitoro 6aHKa, a TaKHce HecBoeB- 
peMeHHoe BBeaeHHe 3 hkohob flaan bo3- 
MoacaocTb Hy BopH nr aM 3arpa6acraTb 
npHHajpieacaBmee pocchhckhm rpaawaHaM. 


pyKOBOACTBO h pa 6 oHHe irpeAnpHHTHH co- 
3,iaK)T TOBapHmeCTBO C OrpaHHHeHHOH OT- 
BeTCTBeHHOCTblO, B KOTOpOM AOAH pa60HHX 
cocraBaaeT 6 oaee 50% (HanpHMep, 90% hjih 
6 oabme), hto noApa 3 yMeBaeT KOHTpoab 
npHMepHO TaKoro ace nponeHTa roaocoB. 
PyKOBOACTBO HMeeT He 6 oabinyio aoaio b 
TOB apHineCTBe H, COOTBeTCTBeHHO, CTOabKO 
ace nponeHTOB roaocoB. 

Ha npaBax wpHAHHecKoro anna TOBa- 
pHinecTBO noicynaeT 6o aee 50% komiishhh 
y poccHHCKoro rocyaapcTBa, noaTOMy TOBa- 
pHipecTBO noaynaeT npaBo KOUTpoanpo- 
BaTb peineHHa npeanpHaTHa. Coraacno ao- 
roBopy TOBapHmeCTBO ofiasyerca naaTHTb 
rocyaapcTBy 3 aicynoHHyio neiiy b TeneHHe 
aeciiTH hjih 6 oaee aer, hto BKjnonaeT H 3 - 
AepacKH, a Tanace rapaHrapyeT, hto 6 yaeT 
coOaioaaTb bto coraainemie, eacero/CHO 
BwnaaHHBaa KpeaHT. HHTepec Kpe/nrropa 
HBaaeTca BTopoereneHHbiM aaa rocy- 
aapcTBa. Koraa rocyaapcTBO noaynaeT noa- 
HyK) CTOHMOCTb, AOaH KpeflHTOpa BHOBb ne- 
pexoflHT TosapHmecTBy. 

B cjiynae, ecaH TonapHipecTBO noicynaeT 
100% aicnHH npeanpHHTHH nan nacTb, co- 
CTaBJiaiomyK) Soaee 50%, oho Moacer Ha- 
naTb npoaaBaTb aicnHH nacTHbiM HHBecro- 


paM aaa noBbimeHHH 34>4>eKTHBHOCTH 
npeairpHHTHH, ho npH ycaoBHH, hto ripea- 
npHHTne ocraBJiHeT 3a co6oh npaBO kohtp- 
oanpoBaTb npHHHMaeMbie peineHHa. Oirpe- 
aeaeHHoe KoaHHecrBo aKUHH, He npoaan- 
HblX TOBapHmeCTBOM, MOTyT 6bITb npoflaHH 
CHMHM rOCyaapCTBOM HaCTHbIM HHBeCTOpaM 
3a HaaHHHbie nan Baynepbi. 

ToBapHipecTBO, no/tpaByweBaiomee co- 
TpyAHHHeCTBO paSoHHX H pyKOBOACTBa, MO- 
acer 3HKOHHO H36eacaTb nepnoAHHecKHx 
BbmaaT rocyaapcTBy, BepHyB aoar upea- 
npHHTHio cnycTH onpeaeaeHHbiH nepnoa 
BpeMeHH. Tax KaK y npeanpHSTHH HMeeTCH 
onpeaeaeumaH BaacTb B c^jepe iiphhhthh 
pemeHHH, caMO TOBapHiqecrBO pemaer, Ka- 


ch B03MoacHOCTb iioabiCKaTb pa6oTy yBO- 
JieHHHM pa6oHHM. MoaCHO flobaBHTb, HTO 
rocyaapcTBO Enpase aonaanHBaTb TeM 
pa6oHHM, KOTOpbie BbicrynaioT c KaeaMH 
0 M0AepHH3anHH AaHHOH HHcJipaCTpyK- 
Typbi. 

Cnoco6 3aKymcH aicnHH, onHcaHiibm 
Bbirne, noMor 6bi npeflOTBpaTHTb 3axBaT 
BaaCTH H 30H BJIHHHHH KpyHHblMH HOMeHK- 
aaTypHblMH HHHOBHHKaMH H B TO HCe BpeMH 
Haneana 6bi pa6oHHx toh BaacTbio, ko- 
Topyio hm Bcerna o6emaaH. 

HHOCTPAHHEIE 

KyfibllHKH 

rocyaapcTBeiniaa nporpaMMa npHBaTH- 
3annH npenycMaTpHBaer nepeBoa rocy- 
AapcTBeHHbix MOHonoaHH, ynpaBHHeMbix 
HyBopHinaMH, b nacTHbie MOHonoaHH, yn- 
paBaaeMbie tcmh ace chmeimh HyBopnmaMH. 
BoablHOH pa3HHnbI B 3T0M HCT. OaHaKO 
HeKOTopbiMH rocyaapcTBen h mmh mohoho- 
jihhmh ynpaBaaioT anpeirropa h hx 3aMec- 
THTean, cnoco6Hbie pafxrraTb icaK Hacro- 
snnHe 6H3HecMeHbi, a He ”6H3KpaTbi” (to 
ecTb OiopoKpaTbi, HBJDnomHeca 6H3HecMe- 
h3mh ToabKO Ha caoBax). MHorne H3 hhx, 
KaK irpaBHHO, aHHieHW HHHHHaTHBHOCTH, 
cnoco6HOCTH npHHHMaTb pemeHHH, boo- 
aymeBaHTb paooHHX, naannpoBaTb 3apaHee 
h peman. B03HHKaiomHe irpoOaeMbi. Ohh 
3aHHTepecoBaHbi npeacae Bce- 
ro b tom, hto6h o6oraTHTbca 
caMHM, paerpaTHB 4)0 HabI 
npeanpHHTHH h ero HMymeer- 
BO, KOTOpOe OHH MOTJIH 6w HC- 
noab30BaTb aan cbohx nacT- 
HblX KOMnaHHH. 

HyBopHinn Hcnoab3yiOT ro- 
cyaapcTBeHHwe 4>° H aw aaa 
3aKynKH H HMnopTHpOBaHHH 
3anaaHbix TOBapoB ranpoKoro 
H0Tpe6aeHHH h npoaaacn hx Ha TeppHTopHH 
Pocchh, b to BpeMH icaK 6oabuiaa nacTb 
4>OHaoB yace HaxoaHTCH 3a rpaHHneft h 
aaoaceHa b HHOcrpaHHbie 6aHKH. 

IlpoaoaaceHHe btoto nponecca, aaace npH 
coaeHCTBHH Tax Ha3biBaeMOH ’’pwhohhoh 
3KOHOMHKH”, HpHBeaeT K TOMy, HTO B KOH- 
enHOM more MHorne H3 npeanpHHTHH 06 - 
amcpoTHTCH, hto BW30BeT eme 6 oai,tnyio 
6e3pa6oTHny, ho BMeere c bthm h o 6 ora- 
menne pyKOBoaHTeaeii npeanpHHTHH. 

IIojiHaH HeKOMnereHTHOCTb 6 occob, yn- 
paBaniomHx 4>HpMaMH, h hx crpacTb k Ha- 
acHBe npHBean k TOMy, hto poccHHCKaa 

3KOHOMHKB OESBajiaCB B 3aCTOHHOM UOJIO- 
aceHHH npH BMCOKOM ypOBHe HH4>aanHH. 






npe^tnpHHTHH KpacTB rocyAapcTBeHHoe 
HMyiqecTBO jih6o 3aKynaTB ero no mhhh- 
MajibHO HH3KHM neiiaM, a npoflaBaTB yxce no 
6ojiee B3/iyTWM. B pesynbTaTe 3Toro poc- 

CHHCKHM rpaamaHaM npHIHAOCb H.TbHTb 

cboh c6epeaceHHH, htoSm noKpbrrb KH3HeH- 
Hbie pacxoflbi. Ilocjxe aero rocyaapcTBO cra- 
jio HcnoJib30BaTb MB<E> c nejibio 

3aicynKH py6jieii pa6oTHHKOB HOMeHioia- 
Typbi h HyBopHmen, KOTopbiM ynanocb 
BbmcaTb hx H3 pocchhckhx rpaxcnaH. Bee 

3TO npHBejIO K TOMy, HTO pOCCHHCKHH HajlO- 
ronjiaTenbiUHK rroTepax npaKTaraecKH Bee 
cboh c6epe»;eHiiH h Bjie3 b eipe 6ojibiiiHe 
Aoath Bana^y, b to BpeMH icaic Te caMbie 
HyBopHmH paabeaacaiOT no ropofly b ihh- 
KapHblX aBT 0 M 06 HJ!HX C njiaTHHOBbXMH 
6jIOHflHHKaMH, KyiUieHHblMH Ha BaJHOTy, 
KOTopyio ohh nojiyHHjiH 3a py6aH. EcTecr- 
BeHHO, 6ojibmaa nacTb BaaioTbi, KOTopoii 
BJia^eiOT HyBopHniH, BAOxceHa Ha 3anaj(e, 
hto npHHocHT orpoMHyio noxbay 3ana^y, a 

OTHIOAb He POCCHHCKOH BKOHOMHKe. Oc- 
TajibHaa ace nacTb Harpa6jieHHoro yxce 
CKynjieHa, h b AaxbHeHmeM 6ynyr CKynaTb- 
ch Tataice cpe/jcTBa rrpoHSBOxcTBa h npn- 
poflHbie pecypcw. 

CuaHajia pyKOBOflHTejiH npexnpHHTHH 
npoxaxH rocyaapcTBeHHoe HMymecTBo 
cbohm napTHepaM no cyficHxnpoBaHHMM 
HeHaM, KOTopwe, b cboio onepexb, npoxa- 
BajiH npoflyKpHio no eme 6ojiee bwcokhm 
nenaM, a 3aTe\i paaxexHAH npHfiwxb Mexcxy 
TeMH ace pyKOBOXHrexHMH npeAnpHHTHH. 
HTaK, Kpyr 3aMKHyxcH, npHHeca hm orpoM- 
Hbie 6apbmiH. 

9th ace HyBopmiiH noxyHHAH HeMajiyio 
npH6buib, HMea Aexo c 3aoKeaHCKHMH 3a- 
na#HbiMH HMnopTepaMH, KOTopbie 3hhh- 
MaiOTCfl c6biT0M npnpoflHbDc pecypcoB H3 
Pocchh, a 3aTeM fleHbrn BKxaAbiBaioTCH b 
HHocTpaHHbie 6aHKH. H3-3a MOHonoHbHoro 
xapairrepa pocchhckoh bkohomhkh hhcao 
KypHpyiomHX npe/xnpHHTHH coKparHxocb, a 
HeSojibmaa nacTb HyBopHineii, TecHO cbh- 
aaHHbix flpyr c flpyroM b caMbix pa3AHHHbix 
OTpacjiax, nocTaBJiaeT TOBapw cbohm napT¬ 
HepaM, HbH nocTaBKH nepe3 rocyflapcTBeH- 
Hbie KaHaJIbt pe3KO COKpaTHAHCb; T3KHM 
o6pa30M, y pocchhckhx rpaaman He ocra- 
aocb Bbi6opa, KpoMe KaK noKynaTb TOBapbi 
y HyBopHmeH. 

KpoMe toto, pyKOBOAHTexH npeAnpHH¬ 
THH h AHpeKTopa (jmpM npHCBaHBajiH ce6e 
nacTb aoxoaob ot npoflaacn TOBapoB, hto 
B bi3Bajio njiaieacubiH KpH3HC Ha Teppn- 
TopHH Pocchh. B cxynae, ecjiH npe/mpH- 
HTHe He B COCTOHHHH 3anjiaTHTb AOJITH, py- 
koboactbo jmmeHO B03MoacHOCTH pacnxa- 
THTbCH CO CBOHMH pafiOHHMH, HTO BbI3bIBaeT 
atJxjjeiCT aomhho, h KOMnaHHH OAna 3a Apy- 
TOH CT3H0BHTCH 6aHKpOTaMH. 

TaKHM o6pa30M, orpa6HB KaK rocy- 
AapcTBeHHbie, TaK h Baynepo-npHBaTH- 


oaHKy, ho H 3 - 3 a rpabHTejibCKoro Kypca, ko¬ 
to pbiii fiaHK 3 aHMCTBOBan y IJeHTpa/ibHoro 
6 aHKa, 6 iopoKpaTbi njiaTHjin ropa 3 AO MeHb- 
me, neM noxynHAH no 3 AHee, hto npHHecxo 
hm HeoacHAaHHo 6 ojibinyio npH 6 buib. 

B KOHije kohijob nojiHTHKa rocyAapcTBa 
h HenTpajibnoro 6aHKa, a Taicxce HecBoeB- 
peMeHHoe Biubienne 3aKOHOB aajin bo3- 
MoacHocrb HyBopHmaM 3arpa6aeraTb 
npHHaAAeacaBmee pocchhckhm rpaacAaHaM. 
Tenepb b Pocchh Hemco BbmexHiOTCH Ana 
KJiacca: KJiacc pa36oraTeBmHX HyBopHmeH 
h KJiacc o6eAHeBiuHX rpaacAaH. 

BjIHHHHe H BAaCTb nOMOTaiOT HyBO- 
pnmaM He tojibko KOHTpoJiHpoBaTb py6ae- 
Bbie H BajIIOTHbie BKAaAbI, HO H 3aBJiaAeTb 
cpeACTBaMH irpoH3BOACTBa. HTaK, Ha bto- 
POH CTaAHH npHBaTH3aiIHH HyBOpHHIH 
KOHTpOJIHpyiOT TO, HTO eme OCTajIOCb OT 
POCCHHCKHX CpeACTB npOH3BOACTBa, H CKOpO 

npnpoAHbie pecypcw OKOHnaTejibno hc- 

CHKHyT, THK KaK TOAbKO HyBOpHHIH, BJIHH- 
TeAbHbie 6iopoKpaTbi, BjiaAeabiibi npeA- 
npHHTHH H 3HeprHHHhie MOAOAbie Aejlbllbl 
c XOpOIHHMH CBH3HMH HMeiOT AOCTaTOHHO 
AeHer aah toto, hto6m CKynHTb to, hto eme 
ocTanocb ot Pocchh. 


AEHbrH K AEHbrAM 

C noMomwo nporpaMMbi npHBaTH3anHH 
icpynHbie HOMeHKJiaTypHwe hhhobhhkh h 
6ojibinHe ihhuikh — 3Ta HOBOHcneneHHaH 
6ypacya.3Hn — ofioKpajiH MHorne H3 poc¬ 
chhckhx npeAnpHHTHH, TeM caMbiM o6ora- 
thb caMHX ce6a. 9th KamrraAHCTbi CKopo 
CMoryT KOHTpojrapoBaTb irpaKTHHecKH Bee 
cpeACTBa npoH3BOACTBa h npnpoAHbie pe- 
cypcw. TaKOH KOHTpoab, eerecTBeHHO, ne- 
pepacTeT b HeorpaHHHeHHOe bkohomh- 
necKoe, noAHTHHecKoe h counaAbHoe bah- 
HHHe, KOTOpOe epOAHH BAaCTH, C03AaHH0H 
HOMeHKAaT3ipOH h ApyrHMH pa6oTHHicaMH 
annapaTa ao aBiycTOBCKoro nyrna. 

BOAee AeHCTBeHHOH (JlOpMOH IipHBaTH- 
3auHH Moraa 6bi craTb 3aKynKa HaxoAfl- 
mnxcH b o6pameHHH aKpHH KopnopapHH ee 
PyKOBOACTBOM H pa6oHHMH. 9 tO A^AO 6bl 
B03Mo?KHocTb nepeAaTb cpeACTBa npoH3- 
BOACTBa b pyraa Tex, kto pa6oTaA Ha rocy- 
AapcTBeHHbix npeAnpHSTHHx, npeAOCTaB- 
ahh B03M0XCH0CTb npocTbiM rpaacAaHaM Ky- 
nHTb aKHHH H o6AHrapHH Ha npOH3BOACTBe 
no hx HceAaHHK), ynejiHHHBaa HeofixoAHMbiii 
KaHHTaA HOBOnpHBaTH3HpOBaHHbIX npeA¬ 
npHHTHH, h — hto, HaBepHoe, BaxcHee Bce- 
ro, — TeM caMbiM HCKAIOHaAaCb 6bl B03M0HC- 
HOCTb AAH pa6oTHHK0B HOMeHKAaxypbi 
BAaCTBOBaTb Ha npeAnpHHTHHX H BHOCAeA- 
CTBHH npeBpamaTbCH B POCCHHCKHX KanH- 
TaAHCTOB. 

Cnoco6 3aicynKH aKpHH ee pyKOBOACTBOM 
h pa6oHHMH 3aKAK)HaeTCH b CAeAyiomeM: 


caMHM rocyAapcTBOM HacrHUM HHBecropaM 
3 a HaAHHHbie hah BaynepM. 

ToBapamecTBo, noApa 3 jcMeBaiomee co- 

TpyAHHHeCTBO pa 6 oHHX H pyKOBOACTBa, MO- 
XCeT 33 KOHHO H 36 eXCaTb nepHOAHHeCKHX 
BbmAaT rocyAapCTBy, BepHyB aoat npeA- 
npHHTHio cnycTH onpeAeAeHHbm nepnox 
Bpe.MeHH. TaK KaK y npeAnpHHTHH HMeeTCH 

onpeAeAeHHaa BAacTb b cc|)epe uphhhthh 
pemeHHH, caMo TOBapHmecTBO pemaeT, Ka- 
khm o6pa30M 6 yAer BbniAaHHBaTbCH aoat 
rocyAapCTBy. ToBapameerBo o6a3ano H3- 
BeCTHTb HHBeCTOpOB O npHHHTOM pemeHHH, 
TaK KaK 3TO, BepOHTHO, nOBAHHeT Ha neHy 
aKAHH, KynAeHHbIX HMH. TaKHM o6pa30M, 
B03Bpamaa aoat rocyAapCTBy, TOBapamecr- 
bo 6 oAee He HMeeT aoatob no OTHOineHHio 
k HeMy. 06fl3aTeAbCTBa TOBapnmecTBa cra- 
HOBHTCH 06H3aTeAbCTBaMH npeAnpHHTHH. 
KpoMe toto, TOBapHmecTBO noAynaeT 06 - 
paTHO AOAK) KpeAHTOpa, KaK TOAbKO Bbl- 
nAaraT aoat, T.e. HAeHbi TOBapnmecTBa 
CMoryT BAaAeTb aicqHHMH npeAnpHHTHH. 

KAK yCTOHTb 
HAHOrAX 

IlpeAnpHHTHe nAaTHT rocyAapCTBy Ha 
npoTHxceHHH onpeAeAeHHoro nepnoAa epe- 
MeHH, a b TeneHHe nepBbix HecKOAbKHx AeT 
eMy AaeTCH B03MOHCHOCTb A0Ka3aTb CBOK) 
KpeAHTocnoco 6 HOCTb. BbmAaTbi rocy¬ 
AapCTBy CKAaAbIBaiOTCH B OCHOBHOM H3 AO- 
xoaob, Koropbie noAyHaeT AaHHoe npeAnpa- 
HTHe. Ecah see aoxoam npeAnpHHTHH ne- 
AOCTaTOHHbl AAH TOTO, HTO6bI TOCyAapCTBO 
noAynHAO cboio aoak), to ah 6 o rocyAapcTBO 
h npeAnpHHTne Moryr ah 6 o nepeo4>opMHTb 
ero AOAroBbie BbmAaTH, ah 6 o rocyAapcTBO 
MOHteT odbHBHTb AaHHoe irpeAnpHHTHe 
6 aHKpOTOM, AHKBHAHpOBaTb eTO HMymeCT- 
bo h npoAaTb Ha pbimce. Ecah npeAnpHHTHe 
He noJiynaeT HHKaKOH npH 6 buiH, oho aB- 
TOMaTimecKH BbixoAHT H3 6H3Heca, TaK Kaic 
He B COCTOHHHH paCHAaTHTbCH C pafjOHHMH. 
Ero napTHepbi Moiyr o 6 paTHTbCH k KOHicy- 
pnpyiomHM 4>HpMaM, hto 6 w noAAepacaTb 
6n3Hec Ha naaBy. B stom cjiynae rocy- 
AapCTBo MoxceT noAynHTb nacTb HMymecTBa 
3Toro npeAnpHHTHH h npoAaTb ero 3a on- 
peAeAeHHyro neHy. 

IlpeAnpHHTHe, HMeiomee hoctohhhmh 
Aoxoa, 6 yAeT hahthtb HaAHHHbiMH rocy¬ 
AapCTBy. rocyAapcTBO, b cboio onepeAb, Mo¬ 
wer HCn0Ab30BaTb 3TH (JjOHAbl Ha (|)HHaH- 
cnpoBaHHe rocyAapcTBeHHBix nporpaMM no 
nepenoAroroBKe pa6oniix, norepHBmiix 
pa6oTy BcxeacTBHe toto, hto npeAnpHHTHH, 
Ha KOTopbix ohh pa6oTaAH, noTepneAH 
Kpax. TocyAapcTBO raiOKe mtokct ncnoAb- 
30B3Tb HaCTb 3THX cJ)OHAOB Ha OIUiaTy HH- 
4>paCTpy KTypH bIX MOAepHH3HpOBaHHbIX 
HpoeKTOB, C nOMOmblO KOTOpbIX nOHBHT- 


3KOHOMHKH”, HpHBeAeT K TOMy, HTO B KOH- 
ennoM HTore MHorHe H3 npeAnpHHTHH 06 - 
aHicpoTHTCH, hto BbisoBeT eme SoAbUiyiO 
6e3pa6oTHny, ho BMecre c sthm h o 6 ora- 
menne pyKOBOAHTeAeH npeAnpHHTHH. 

IIoAHaH HeKOMneTeHTHoerb 6 occob, yn- 

paBAHIOmHX (JjHpMaMH, H HX CTpaCTb K Ha- 
JHHBe npHBeJIH K TOMy, HTO pOCCHHCKaH 
3K0H0MHKH OKa3anaCb B 3aCTOHHOM HOAO- 
JKeHHH irpH BbICOKOM ypOBHe HHcjjAHHHH. 
Hh y rocyAapcTBa, hh y npeAnpHHTHH ywe 
He ocraAOCb AocraTOHHO AeHer, hto6i>i pac- 
HAaTHTbCH c pa6oHHMH. HaHHHaH c Aera 
1993 roAa npoH3BOACTBO ynaAO ao 25%, 

CIipOC pe3KO yMeHblHHACH. KpeAHTM H HO- 
Bbie HaneHaTaHHMe pyfiAH He cnoco6crBy- 
IOT CHHHCeHHK) HHCJjAHUHH. CaMH HCe MOHO- 
hoahh cnoco6cTByiOT pocry hhc^ahahh 
T eM, hto noBbnnaiOT neHbi, CTapaacb Bbi- 
MaHHTb nocAeAHHe py6jiH pocchhckhx 
rpaxmaH. 

HbiHenraee cocTOHHHe 3acroHHOH 
3K0H0MHKH HpH TaKOM ypOBHe HH^AHHHH 
AeAaeT npaKTHHecicH HeB03M0WHbiM 
yAOBAeTBopeHHe noTpe6HOCTeH HaceAeHHH 
CTpaHbi. 

TPOIIA JIATHHCKOH 
AMEPHKH 

EAHHCTBeHHbIM aAbTepHaTHBHbIM ny- 
TeM, Ha MOH B3TAHA, HBAHeTCH AaAbHeHmee 
coTpyAHHHecTBO c 3anaAHbiMH crpaHaMH, 
HCH0Ab3OBaHHe 33HM0B C neAblO 3aKynKH 
HeofixOAHMbIX HMnOpTHbEX TOBapOB H 33TeM 

npoAaxcn npHpoAHbrx pecypcoB aah nora- 
meHHH AOAra. CAOWHBmaHCH b Pocchh 
CHT yanHH BnoAHe yAOBAeTBopneT 3anaA- 
Hbix napTHepoB, nocKOAbicy ohh nojiyHHAH 
eme OAHy B03MOXCHOcn> 3aKymcH AemeBbix 
cbipteBbix pecypcoB b o6MeH Ha npoH3BO- 
AHMbie hx npeAnpHHTHHMH TOBapw. Pocchh 
HA eT no TOMy xce nyrn, hto h JlaTHHCKan 
AMepnica, A4>pHKa h HeKOTopwe CTpaHbi 
A3HH. 

Pocchh MoxceT npeAnpHHHTb nonbrrKy h 
B bTHTH H3 C03AaBmerOCH nOAOXCeHHH, pa3- 
AeAHB MOHonojiHH Ha HecKOAbKO nacreH 
TaKHM o6pa30M, HTofibI KaXCAHH H3 HHX 
(JjyHKUHOHHpOBaAa CaMOCTOHTeAbHO H 
KOHneHTpnpoBaAacb Ha BbmycKe orrpeAe- 
AeHHoro BHAa TOBapOB. 

PoccHHCKan rocyAapcTBeHHan hah npn- 
BaTH3HpOBaHHaH MOHOHOAHH COCTOHT H3 
pa3AHHHbIX OTpaCAeH, TO eCTb irpOHCXOAHT 
ynpaBAeHHe npoABnxteHHeM TOBapa ot CTa¬ 
AHH npoH3BOACTBa ao CTaAHH ero peaxH3a- 
Hhh HenocpeACTBeHHOMy noTpeoHTejiio. 
BTopocreneHHbie TOBapu h yexyrH noApa- 
3yMeBaiOT: cTpoirreAbCTBO h o6opyAOBaHHe 


(IIpoAOAXceHHe Ha CTp. 12 ) 


’’lOpH^HHecKaa ra3eTa”, JVe 35, 1994 





(OKOHnasHe. Hanajio Ha CTp. 3) 

o6epmnHOH AaaeH flaaaec, CHucicaB- 
ihhh ce6e H3BecraocTb b Hanaae ”xo- 
JIOflHOH BOHHM”, 6bUI Bbl^BHHCeHIieM 
3aBapaa Xay3a — ’’Kpeeraoro oTpa” 
CH^a. HPy Hcnojib3yeT naeHOB CPfJTn 
ana xxpHKpbiTHH cbohx TaHHbix onepa- 

PHH H aejIHTGH C HHMH CHMOH ”uyBC- 
TBHTejIbHOH” HH<J)OpMapHeH. 

HMeHHO B EUIOTHO 3aKpbITbIX OT HO- 

CTopoHHero rjiaaa KOMHaTax aoMa Fa- 
poabaa IIpaTTa 3apoaHaacb naea o tom, 
hto moxcho oaepacaTb o6eay b aaepnoH 
BOHHe. B 1957 roay H3aaTeabCTBO 
CMJl,a onySjiHKOBajio KHury itomth hh- 
KOMy He H3BecTHoro Tor.ua Fenpn Khc- 
CHH/rHcepa ’’flaepHoe opyacne h hho- 
crpaimaH noJiHTHKa”. "OrpaHHHeHHaa 
aaepHaa BOHHa MoaceT npHHecTH HaM 
onpeaeaeHHyio Bbiroay,— nncaa mo- 
aoaoii Bbixo^ep H3 TepMaHHH, cHHTa- 
romHHca h no chio nopy aMepuKaHC- 
khmh ’’icpaiiHe npaBbiMH” areHTOM 
KrB. — Ham jiyaumu npoMbmiaeHHbiH 
noTeHpuaji, Hama pa3BHTaa TexHO- 
aoraa h rndaocTb Hamnx coiiHaabHbix 

HHCTHTyTOB — HX CHOCo6HOCTb BJIHHTb 
Ha o6mecrBeHHoe MHeHHe naioT HaM 
npeHMymecTBO Ha# hpothbhhkom”. 

CtOHT 3aMeTHTb, HTO ”HeMei{KHH 
npocjjeccop” eiye b yHHBepcHTOTCKHe 
roaw nonaa non KpbiJibmiKO Heaboma 
PoKcJjeaaepa, OKa3biBaBmero eMy (J)H- 
HaHCOBjno noaaepjKKy. ByaynH coBeT- 
HHKOM no HapHOHajIbHOH 6e30naCH0CTH 
b npaBHTe.TbCTBe HnacoHa, Khcchh- 
aacep nepeaaBaa PoK<f>eaaepy BaacHbie 
aoKyMeHTbi, ’’cTameHHbie hm H3 Beaoro 
aoMa” (JI. B a h k h h. 3aroBopbi, rati- 
hm h npecTynaeHHH. naparoH-npecc, 
1992). 

Hhkcoh h PoK(J)eaaep 6biaH Bceraa 
HenpHMnpHMbiMH BparaMH. Kaa ace 
’’xHTpbiii /)hk” aonycraa iipohhkho- 
BeHne KnccHHaacepa b cBoe hhthmhoo 
OK pyaceHHe? Kto OKasaa Ha Hero aaB- 
aenne h npoTamna naBepx aBHoro 
’’areHTa PoKtJjennepa”? IIoueMy Hhk¬ 
coh npHcaymHBaaca k coBeTaM Khc- 
CHHaacepa h npoBoana noaHTHKy b ayxe 


BaneHTMH npyCCAKOB 

rPynnA 03A60MEHHblX TPA>KflAH 


CHJJa h TpexcropoHHeH komhcchh, Ha- 
npaBaeHHyro Ha co3aamie eaHHoro mh- 
poBoro coo6mecTBa? noneMy oh, no6e- 
Hhbihhh Ha Bbifiopax 6aaroaapa noa- 
aepacKe Tex, koto hphhhto Ha3biBaTb 
aMepHKancKHMH naTpHOTaMH, upeaaa 
hx, 0TKa3aBmncb npHcaymHBaTbca k hx 
MH eHHio? OTBeTM Ha 3 th BorrpocM eme 
npeaCTOHT H3HTH. 

’’CeMba PoK(J)eaaepoB — canaa mo- 
rymecTBeHHaa b CoeaHneHiibix IIlTa- 
Tax, — nameT aMepHKaHCKHH copnoaor 
X. Ckhhp, Ha6aioaaBmHH 3a Tpexcro- 
poHHeii KOMHccHeil. — BaacTb Pok- 
4>eaaepoB 3aicaK>HaeTCH b tom, hto b hx 
pyicax HaxoaaTca caMbie BaatHbie Kop- 
nopanHH, (JjHHancoBbie yapeacaeHHa, 
(J)OHabl, H OHH KOHTpOHHpyiOT aeH- 
TeabHOCTb Tex, kto 3aHHMaeT khio- 
aeBbie nocrbi”. 

B 70-e roabi, Koraa HeabcOH Pok- 
4>eaaep craa BHne-npe3HaeHTOM, co- 
6cTBeHH0CTb ero ceMbH BKaroaaaa Ta- 
KHe rnraHTCKHe KOMnaHHH, KaK 3 kcoh, 
Mo6Ha, ’’CTaHaapT ofia”, aBnaKOMna- 
hhh ’’HcTepH aiipjiaiinc”, 6aHK ’’Heim 
MaHxaTTen” h CTpaxoBaa — ’’MeTpono- 
aHTeH a an (J) HHinypaHo”. Homhmo toto, 
eMy npHHaaaeacaaH HecKoabKO Kpyn- 
HenmHx 6aaroTBopHTeabHbrx cJjoiiaoB, 
Hcnoab3yeMbrx IJPy a aa noaaepacKH 
’’aeMOKpaTHHeCKHX HaHHHaHHH B 
crpaHax TOTaaHTapHoro peacHMa”. ny6- 
aHKapHH ”C0BeTCKHX aHCCHaeHTOB” H 
”pa6oTa c HOBonpH6biBniHMH” Taratce 
4>HHaHCHpoBaaHCb c|)OHaoM PoKtfjea- 
aepa. 

HenMOBepHo 6oabmaa BaacTb, co- 
cpeaoToaeHHaa b oaHHx pyKax, He mo- 
aceT He BHymaTb onaceHHH y Bcex, kto 


CTpeMHTCH k noaaHHHOH aeMOKpaTHH H 
copHaabHOH cnpaBeaaHBOCTH. BbiCTy- 
naa nepea ceHaTCKHM KOMHTeTOM, Pok- 
4>eaaep narraaca paaBeaTb TpeBory 
Tpe3B0 MbicaauiHx aMepHKaHpeB. ”y 
Hac HMeiOTca HHBecTHHHH, ho y Hac HeT 
KOHTpoaa... H Haaeroca, hto mhc)d o 
KOHT poae Moen ceMbH Haa bkohomhkoh 
3toh cTpaHbi 6yaeT TmaTeabHO paccae- 
aoBaH h HCHe3HeT naBceraa...” 

OaHaKo ”mh4»” o PoK^eaaepax hch- 
Byn h, noacaayn, craHOBHTca 6oaee yc- 
tohhhbbim. Koraa HeabcOHa PoK^jea- 
aepa Ha3HaHHan Bime-npe3HaeHT0M, to 
aaace caMbie CKenTHHecKH HacrpoeHHbie 
aMepHKaHHbi noayMaan o tom, hto b 
pa3T0B0paX O KOHCnHpaHHH, CSH3aHH0H 
c 3thm ceMencTBOM, ecTb onpeaeaeHHaa 
aoaa HCTHHBI. 

TairHbie omcyabTHbie o6mecTBa Bce- 
raa 0Ka3MBaaH KoaoccaabHoe BanaHHe 
Ha noaHTHKy, CTpeMHancb noanHHHTb 
ee cbohm peaaM. He aBaaeTca an Tpex- 
cTopoHHaa komhcchh — poK(J)eaaepoBC- 
Kaa ’’rpjmna 03a6oHeHHbix rpaacaaH” — 
HacaeaHHneH Tex o6mecTB, ocHOBan- 
Hbix cothh, TbicaHH aeT Ha3aa? He co- 
saana an OHa no hx o6pa3y h noao6Hio? 
AMepHKaHeq nHTep MaKaabnann, aB- 
TOp ’’OKKyabTHOH TeXHOaOTHH BaacTH”, 
nmuer: ’’Haura npeaan b hx 6opb6e 
npoTHB crraporo nopaaKa Kopoaen h 
KHH3eH aOHHCHbl 6bUIH (JlHHaHCHpOBaTb 
TaHHbie o6mecTaa — HaaioMHHaTOB, 
MaCOHOB, PepMaHCKHH COM3 H T. H. H3 

CBoero co6cTBeHHoro KapMaHa... Ha- 
CKoabKO 3 to aeiHe aaa Hac, yHacaeao- 
BaBHiHX pasBHTyro cHCTeMy rocy- 
aapcTBeHHoro KamiTaaH3Ma! npH3bi- 
Baa K 3a6oTe o Hyacaax ’’HaiiHOHaabHOH 


6e3onacHOCTH”, mm noaynaeM bo3mohc- 
HOCTb (JjHHaHCHpOBaTb H C03aaBaTb 
TaHHbie o6mecTBa b caMOM uinpoKOM 
MacmTa6e”. 

no MHeHHIO aMepHKHHCKHX KOH- 
cnnpoaoroB BaHKHna h AabnaiiHa, 
HPy H TpeXCTOpOHHHH KOMHCCHH HO 
CBoeMy apxeTHny — Tamue ofimecrBa. 
TaKoro poaa oo-beaHHenna cymecTBo- 
Baan c apeBHerimHX BpeMeH, cymecTBy- 
K)T ohh h noHbme. B pa3Hbie anoxn 
noao6Hbie rpynnbi TaK nan HHane Ban¬ 
ana Ha acH3Hb o6mecTBa. B onpeae- 
jieHHwe nepaoaM aro BanaHHe CKa3M- 
Baaocb 6oaee 3aMeTHo, b apyme — cra- 
HOBnaocb hohth HeyaoBHMbiM. He 
HyacHO yaHBaaTbca to My, hto caoBa 
”0KKyabTH3M” H "BaacTb” HOCTaBaeHM 
b oaHH paa. C caMoro 3apoacaeHHa hh- 
BHaHsaiiHH Te, kto crpeMHaca noann- 
HHTb CBoeMy KOHTpoaio aioaen h npa- 
poay, o6pamaaHCb 3a noMombto k He- 
3PHMMM, TaHHCTBeHHbIM CHaaM. Hoa- 
aHHHaa BaacTb HeoTaeaHMa or TaHHM. 
no MHeHHio XaHHbi ApeH.iT, oHa aaace 
HaHHHaeTca c thkhm. Tax 6biao HeH3- 
MeHHo npeacae, h HeT hhkhkhx ocHOBa- 
hhh noaaraTb, hto b 3tom naaHe HaMe- 
thhhcb KaKHe-aaoo H3MeHeHHa. Iloa- 
TOMy MOHCHO C yBepeHHOCTblO CKa3aTb, 
hto, Koraa b caeayromHH pa3 bm o6Ha- 
pyacHTe b ra3eTe coo6meHHe (HerrpH- 
MeTHoe h KpaTKoe!) 06 onepeaHOH 
Bcrpene ”6Habaep6eprepoB” nan 
TpexcTopoHHen komhcchh, b Hen He- 
npeMeHHO 6yaeT OTMeneHo: ”3aceaa- 
hhh npoxoanaH npn 3aKpbiTbix ase- 
pax h b o6cTaHOBKe CTpoHcanmeH ceK- 
peTHOCTH”. 
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SUL* 44*1 ifri 

PREVENTINO AMERICA FROM TRANSFORMING RUSSIA 
INTO A THIRD WORLD NATION 

The imago America presents to the world la not the raallty. 
Many people believe Aaarlcan businasa haa aada naarly avaryona In 
America rich, haa craatad a distribution of proparty that Boat 
Americans regard aa fair, and haa provided equal opportunity to all 
to make a million dollara — all of thaaa perceptions are falsa. 

America is not the country many Russians think it is, and I 
doubt it is the type of country many Russians would want their 
country to become. 

With the talent, education and sense of justice of most 
Russian people and their land'a resources, Russia can do much 
better than America. It certainly can avoid becoming just another 
third world, underdeveloped, banana republic. 

The Impact of American Business Practices 

What is wrong with America is that it is grossly unfair. 
America's motto should be, "Prom each according to hie fragilities, 
to each according to his greed.* A few facts about America will 
illustrate its inequities: 

- It of America's families own about 35% of all the wealth 
in America (over $5 trillion) and nearly 45t of all the 
financial wealth; 

- A family in the top 5% makes around 20 times more than a 
family in the bottom 20%; 

- The average net worth of a family in the top .5% is $9 
million, while the average net worth of a family in the 
bottom 40% is essentially zero : 

- Between 1977 and 1989, incomes for Americans increased by 
approximately $600 billion. Of that increase, the top 1% 
of families received 77%, or $462 billion; 

- In 1989, the average income for the top 1% of families 
was $560,000, and for the bottom 20%, it was $8,400 — a 
66 to 1 discrepancy; 
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- Taxes for a niddle class family have doubled since 1980; 

- When inflation is taken into account, average weekly 
wages for non-agricultural workers are now less than they 
were in the early 1960's; 

- Since 1979, the group of people earning below poverty 
wages grew fros 12% to 18% of the work force; 

25 Billion Americans, 1 in 10, are now on food stamps and 
over 30 million live in poverty; 

America ranks 56th among all the world's nations in 
immunizations and ranks behind Cuba in infant mortality; 

- 40 people every working day die from occupational 
injuries; 

- There are an estimated 45,000 sites in America that are 
polluted with radioactivity, 20,000 are controlled by the 
Federal Government; and 

- About 11%, or 13 million, workers are unemployed in 
America. 

These facts show that much of America's wealth goes to a few 
rich families and much of the misery to the rest of American 
families. 

The historical flaw in America differs only in degree with the 
flaw in Russia before August 1991 and the potential danger for 
Russia sines — so many have too little because so few have too 
much. America has its group of families who through their wealth 
exercise a disproportionate amount of influence over the political, 
economic and social life of the republic; the Soviet Union had the 
Communist Party which did the same through political power. Now, 
however, for Russia, there is a transition: economic reformers and 
bureaucrats strive for the influence and privilege of the former 
nomenclature by becoming rich. In other words, some people in 
Russia seek to create through a so-called free market a small group 
of wealthy families that will rule Russia as a shadow government, 
just as a relatively small number of wealthy families run America. 

To a large extent in America, the wealthy families control 
through stock ownership and corporate offices a relatively small 
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number of corporations that account for naarly one half of 
America's economic activity. 

Economic dominance by giant corporations in America results in 
the power to monopolise markets, to collude with one another, to 
keep prices high, to break unions, to pollute the environment 
without paying adequate compensation, and unduly influence much of 
the life of most Americans. America's history has shown that 
corporations possessing vast economic power do not voluntarily 
agree to meet even the minimal standards of pollution control, 
worker safety, product safety, liveable wages, or taxes for the 
betterment of the community where they are located. 

Self-interest ranks as the primary concern of America's 
wealthy corporate elite, and self-interest in America is best 
protected with money -- profit is the creed of the rich and the 
corporations they control. As a result, America's corporate elite 
opposes or dilutes most regulation that nay lessen profits 
regardless of the benefit to the general public. Corporate 
opposition to business regulations has existed since the late 19th 
century, has been largely successful, and has resulted in a social 
order closer to economic Darwinism than to a fair market. 

Every so often effective regulations do become law, but since 
all business regulations in America have been enacted in an 
environment in which a small number of families controlled vast 
amounts of wealth, these families have been able to delay for 
decades regulations preventing corporate activities which harm the 
general public. Furthermore, when it becomes expedient for 
propaganda purposes to enact a regulation, usually because of 
public outrage over some abhorrent business conduct, the regulation 
is either too weak to deter the harmful conduct or it is not 
vigorously enforced. 

Russia's ultra-reformers (now the new nomenclature) have 
already deterred effective business regulation and amassed fortunes 
by allying themselves with American businesses, in part, to export 
vast amounts of raw materials at prices below the world market. 
Exporting has made some of the new nomenklatura vary wealthy and 
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grateful to American buainaasaa. In return, America has acquired 
necessary resources cheaply (which It needs since Aeerica with 6t 
of the world's population consumes 30% of the world's natural 
resources extracted each year). Aserica has also acquired profits 
froe the manufactured goods and agriculture products that were 
purchased by Russia with the hard currency gained fros its raw 
saterial exports. America, through various agencies, even provided 
hard currency credit for the purchase of additional American goods 
and services for which Russia lacks the hard currency. Of course, 
the Russian government, which Beans Russian citizens, are the 
ultimate guarantor and therefore liable for the credits. 

The continued export of raw materials will not raise enough 
hard currency to repay American credits and purchase more American 
goods and the lack of a modern industrial basis for creating wealth 
(which is prevented from modernizing due to the tightening of the 
money supply under the International Monetary Fund's plan) will 
leave Russia deeply in debt and stripped of its natural wealth. 
Russia already owes nearly $80 billion to the West. The end result 
will be very similar to Latin America, which functions as a cheap 
source of raw materials and labor for America, a key export market 
for American goods and services, and a continent whose economies 
are predominantly influenced by American banks because of the large 
indebtedness of the countries. (The 125 largest banks in America 
control worldwide 2.3 trillion dollars in assets.) 

In the end, Russia will have a small band of families who owe 
their wealth to their dealings with American businesses and 
government. These wealthy families will control the government, 
and by then it will be too late to establish laws that ensure a 
fair, rather than free, market. 

The time to act then is now before even greater amounts of 
wealth, and therefore, power, become concentrated in the hands of 
a relatively few families. Russia does not yet have an organized, 
cohesive class of wealthy families wielding extraordinary economic 
and political power that can block regulations that ensure a more 
equitable distribution of wealth and protect the public from 
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unchecked avarice. At the ease time, such regulations need not 
deatroy incentive, innovation, the aebition to achieve eaterial 
well-being or deter productive foreign investment. 

Regulations lor Ensuring a Fair Waxkat 

The importance of establishing a sarkot economy is that 
history has shown it to be the aost effective aeans of creating 
wealth, but a successful economic system does not depend on a 
handful of faailiea owning much of the wealth the system creates. 
Regulations, such as the following, can assure both economic 
success and fairness. 

An upper limit in the form of a tax imposed on the net worth 
of all families would avoid high concentrations of wealth and 
distribute Russia's wealth more equitably; however, it would not 
deatroy incentive as does an economic system which guarantees equal 
pay for unequal work. A net worth limit of perhaps one million 
U.S. dollars or less per family should provide more than enough 
incentive for persons (now owning very little) to take risks, use 
their ingenuity and work long hours for the material rewards of 
success. Once a successful businessman, professional or other 
worker reaches the net worth limit, a 100% tax would be imposed on 
any increases in net worth. The individual may retire with his 
wealth or continue working without material reward but still 
earning all the psychological benefits that come from exercising 
his talents and knowledge. The limit on net worth would make it 
possible for may more persons to participate in and contribute to 
the creation of wealth in Russia, avoid the growth of a monied 
ruling class, and still offer material Incentives to inventors, 
innovators and hard workers. 

Another tax, which would prevent over-exploitation by America, 
is a windfall profits tax on American corporations that do business 
in Russia. If an American corporation is in a joint venture with 
a Russian business, then a windfall profits tax can apply only to 
the American corporation's share of the joint venture profits. A 
windfall profits tax would tax profits over a certain amount at a 
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much higher rate than the normal tax on profits. For example, if 
the normal tax on profits is around 3«%, a windfall tax might be 
70t or more on profits over a certain amount. A windfall profits 
tax help prevent the excessive greed that drives a corporation to 
maximize profits at the expense of the consumer, laborer, or the 
environment. For example, monopolies and oligarchies using their 
market power to charge high prices not reasonably related to their 
expenses. 

A corporation say also reap windfall profits whan its expenses 
to produce a product does not reflect the true cost of the product. 
The cost of cleaning up pollution or compensating workers injured 
in the production of a product should be born by the corporation. 
If such costs are not part of a company's expenses, then it is 
reaping windfall profits. Besides fairness, a key reason for the 
price of a product to reflect its true cost is to allocate 
resources efficiently. A consumer's decision to purchase a product 
or service depends on whether the consumer believes the money he 
pays is worth what he receives in return. If the consumer is 
unaware of the total amount of money he will have to pay for the 
product or service, then he cannot decide whether his purchase is 
wise or foolish. The consumer's ignorance would result in an 
inefficient allocation of resources because resources would be 
allocated to products and services that the consumer bought only 
because he was unaware of their true cost. 

For example, assume a motorist has a choice between one liter 
of gasoline and one liter of methanol (assuming both are equal in 
performance), the gasoline costs 100 rubles and the methanol 200 
rubles. The motorist will buy the gasoline. If the motorist knew, 
however, that he would later receive a bill for ISO rubles in the 
fora of higher taxes to pay for cleaning up the pollution caused by 
producing one liter of gasoline, then the motorist would have 
purchased the methanol, and resources would be directed towards 
methanol production and not gasoline production; that is, resources 
would be allocated efficiently. 

American businessmen and their allies in the American 
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government will bluff and bluatar against a windfall profits tax 
and nat worth lisit tax. They will call tha measures undemocratic 
and socialistic but windfall profits taxes are not unknown in 
America; they applied to oil coapanias during tha 1970'a Arab oil 
embargo, and not too long ago, America had a progressiva tax system 
that taxed the richest American's incomes at 90%, which clearly 
limited the growth of their net worth. 

American businessmen will also threaten not to invest if a 
windfall profits taxes exist, but they will be lying. An American 
corporation generally makes a profit before income taxes of 8% to 
10% in a good year. If windfall taxes were enacted in Russia that 
started at 15%, American corporations could still make an 
additional 5% to 7% over their normal profits before income taxes 
before the windfall tax applied. The 5% to 7% extra profits before 
income taxes will be enough to attract American investments 
providing it compensates for the additional risk of investing in 
Russia. 

for Russian companies and Russian partners in )oint ventures, 
a windfall profit reinvestment rule rather than a tax may be more 
useful. The rule would require a Russian company to reinvest into 
its business profits over a certain amount rather than paying those 
profits out to the owners. By limiting the rule to large 
companies, small to medium sized family businesses, which usually 
provide the sole source of income for their owners, would not be 
interfered with. 

Inflation can be attacked with effective and enforceable anti¬ 
trust laws that break up monopolies and oligarchies which, because 
of a lack of competition, charge inflated prices. By breaking up 
monopolies and oligarchies, competition will increase because there 
will be more corporations producing a product or providing a 
service. Efficiency and lower prices will also occur because one 
or sore corporations will try to increase business by cutting their 
prices, and in order to cut prices, they will have to increase 
efficiency. 

One of the chief reasons why the IMF and ultra-reformers' 
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tightening of the money supply caused price inflation was because 
Russia's industries were and still are mainly monopolistic. The 
INF and reformers knew the tightening of credit in a monopoly 
capital system would simply cause monopolies to raise prices and 
produce fewer products or services. In a competitive system, 
corporations try to reduce costs and prices through efficiency so 
they can continue to sell their products or services, make a profit 
and use those profits, instead of credits at high interest rates, 
to finance their businesses. Competing corporations cannot raise 
their prices because their more efficient competitors lower pricee 
will attract their customers. 

Before Russis can create wealth from its industrial base and 
provide its people with needed goods and services, the monopolies 
that now exist will have to be broken up into competing 
enterprises. Otherwise, production and services will continue to 
decline and prices to rise because monopolies will continue to try 
to make a profit by providing fewer goods and services at higher 
prices. At some point, the prices will be too high for the people 
to pay, no matter how desperately in need they are, production will 
drop even more drastically (Russia's manufacturing output declined 
by 151 in 1993 alone), stagnation will set in, and Russia will be 
financially dependent on America and willing to sell the remainder 
of its natural resources and what is left of its industrial base to 
American investors at rock bottom prices. 

By using anti-trust laws to break up large monopolies into 
competing private enterprises, some enterprises to survive will 
have to cut costs by laying off employees and some enterprises will 
go bankrupt no matter how many employees they lay off. The result 
will be high unemployment and social unrest because privatized 
competitors will no longer be receiving subsidies from the central 
government or negative interest rate credits from other enterprises 
to keep people working at unproductive Jobs. Factor in that many 
towns are dominated by one large enterprise which uses part of the 
subsidies to fund the town's social services and the elimination of 
these subsidies could lead to violent uprisings. 
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A possible solution, however, does exist. Use the subsidies 
now paid to unproductive eonopolies for a public works program. 
People laid off by a privatised enterprises can be employed in a 
government program that puts thea to work in jobs building Russia's 
infrastructure: railroads, ports, airports, industrial parks, 
communication systems, etc. All of the modern facilities that an 
industrialized country needs. The program can also provide 
retraining so that laid off workers can find employment in the new 
economic market. President Franklin Roosevelt set up such a 
program in 1933, which helped lift America out of its worst 
depression. 

Roy Den Hollander is an American lawyer. 
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3/f‘t 

THE DANGER POSED BY THE AMERICAN MILITARY-INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX 

The end of the cold war caused a precipitous decline in U.S. 
Government defense spending. Since 1990 the U.S. nilitary budget 
has fallen by more than five porcent a year. The procurement 
section of the budget (orders placed with factories) has dropped by 
nearly 60 percent since 1985. Enterprises that once sold billions 
of dollars in military goods and services to the U.S. Government 
are now suffering a dramatic reduction in business. General 
Dynamics, Raytheon, Hughes Aircraft and Coneral Electric are 
shrinking their operations in anticipation of permanently lower 
sales to the U.S. Government. Between 1991 and 2001, two and a 
half million defense-related jobs will probably disappear unless 
buyers other than the U.S. military can be found. The decline in 
defense spending bodes ill for the Anerican economy. The military- 
industrial complex makes up an important pillar of the economy, 
which continues struggling to recover from a recent recession. An 
official of the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston stated, "We are 
growing so slowly that defense spending can make the difference 
between a rising unemployment rate and a falling one." Unless a 
new market for the U.S. military-industrial complex arises, many 
enterprises will havo to mako a costly and risky conversion to 
civilian products that inevitably will result in many bankruptcies. 

Conversion causes many difficulties for American defense 
firms. They lack expertise in marketing to customers other than 
the government. Their workers are more used to making expensive, 
customized products as opposed to goods produced by cost-efficient 
mass-production. And the defense industry emphasizes technology 
over utility — there is no demand for a stealth refrigerator. 

To avoid the dangers of conversion, leading military 
contractors now concentrate on expanding exports to new buyers 
overseas. There exists, however, a lot of competition in the 
world, especially fron Russia. Last year an American firm failed 
to sell armored personnel carriers to the United Arab Emirates 
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because the Emirates decided to buy from Russia instead. Malaysia 
plans to buy from Russia Mlg 29's, helicopters, submarines and 
offshore patrol boats. Sales that would have gone to American 
firms had there been no Russian competition. 

Current Russian Government policy, however, may rescue 
America's military industry at least from Russian competition. 
Following the suggestions of the International Monetary Fund, of 
which America is the most influential member, Russian ultra- 
reformers slashed orders to defense firms by 68 percent in 1992 and 
drastically reduced orders in 1991. Without financing, Russia's 
defense industry can hardly produce technologically advanced 
military goods to compete with American defense products. As a 
result, America now leads all other countries in arms exports with 
sales of nearly $12 billion. Previously, Russia led in arms export 
sales. 

Russian adherence to IMF and ultra-reformist economic policies 
may also create a new market for American arms in Russia. As the 
economic policy called "shock therapy" turns Russia into a calamity 
by decreasing industrial production (orf by 30% since 1991), 
raising prices (up nearly 2500% in 2 years), forcing citizens into 
poverty (now reaching over 50% of the population) and encouraging 
rampant corruption, Russian citizens will turn out of desperation 
to regional autocrats who promise relief from the endless decline 
in living standards. As regional strongmen gain greater support 
from impoverished citizens, these strongmen will eventually claim 
sovereignty for their region, causing Russia to fragment. A 
divided Russia with regions ruled by autocrats will provide ample 
markets for U.S. military goods and services. By that time, 
Russia's military production probably will have collapsed from lack 
of investment and conversion attempts. Each autonomous region, 
just like the current Republics, will want to own arms to protect 
itself from potential aggressions by its neighbors. 

The funding for arms to sovereign regions will cone rrom the 
natural resources controlled by a regional strongman or U.S. 
Government funds paid directly to American defense enterprises with 
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the region's government liable to the U.S. Government for 
repayment. (This type of financing is similar to the American aid 
package presently provided to Russia). A fragmented Russia will 
also enable the U.S. military bureaucracy to argue for an increased 
budget in order to protect against the spread of potential conflict 
to areas of Amorican economic interest, which the U.S. State 
Department perceives as the entire world. 

Of course, neither the U.S. Government nor military-industrial 
enterprises desire any armed conflicts or even the potential of 
such in Russia while it still controls strategic nuclear weapons. 
Assuming the threat to the West from strategic nuclear weapons 
diminishes, either through diplomacy or lack of resources to 
maintain tho weapons, the threat or existence of armed conflict in 
a fragmented Russia will help pull American military-industrial 
enterprises out of their recession, eliminate the need for complex 
and costly conversion to civilian uses, increase the Pentagon’s 
budget, eliminate tho need to discharge hundreds of thousands of 
soldiers into an economy alroady experiencing significant 
unemployment, increase economic growth for America and facilitate 
American industries exploitation of Russia. 

Roy Don Hollander is an American attorney. 
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A Ruble Backed by gold instead of tm_ Ug 

Russia needs a fully convertible currency to facilitate 
exports and imports, but so far it has relied only on the 
International Nonetary Fund's promises to provide a hard currency 
fund tor backing the ruble. Such a fund would permit any person or 
enterprise holding rubles to exchange those rubles for hard 
currency. The provision of the fund, however, depends on Russia's 
acceptance of the INF's economic plan, which would cause widespread 
unemployment and further decline in Russia's production output. 

A less traumatic way of making the ruble convertible would be 
to use gold and other precious materials as collateral for a hard 
currency fund to back the ruble. Add a requirement that 
individuals and enterprises inside the ruble zono could not own 
gold or the other kinds of precious materials in the fund and the 
danger of depleting the fund through a massive conversion of rubles 
from within the ruble zone into dollars would be averted. (America 
had a similar ban on owning gold from the depression of the 1930's 
until 1975.) 

Since the ruble's value against the dollar continues to 
deprociate, I doubt many enterprises or individuals outside the 
ruble zone hold significant amounts of rubles, so there would be no 
tear of these enterprises or individuals depleting the fund by 
immediately exchanging large amounts of rubles for gold or other 
precious materials. The fund would remain intact to back future 
foreign trade. Such a fund would put some of Russia's resources to 
better use than what occurs now. It makes little economic sense 
for Russian reformers to sell 95 percent of its cut diamonds to the 
monopoly DeBeers, which like all monopolies buys low and sells 
high. Equally illogical are the efforts to sell gold mines and 
other precious resources for below market value when the market 
value can be used as collateral to borrow hard currency to invest 
in interest bearing, credit worthy debentures. 

With the ruble ultimately backed by gold and precious 
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materials, trade and investaent will increase dramatically. At 
first, foreign traders and investors will exchange the rubles they 
earn for hard currency in the fund but their ability to sake this 
exchange will go a long way towards convincing the business world 
of the ruble's soundness. At some point before depletion of the 
fund, foreign traders will forego exchanging rubles tor the fund's 
hard currency because the fact will have been proven that the ruble 
is fully exchangeable. At this point, the ruble will be a harder 
currency than the American dollar because its backing consists of 
gold and precious materials. 
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3A ByrpoM 


leBafl BQfla. (1o ctommoc- 
iHa CUJA ctoht «a noc- 
wecTe nocne Tamx pas- 
rpaH, KaK Aht/ims, ron- 
HranHH, Benbrvw, <J)paH- 
MaHMfl h flnoHtm. Hpa- 
M 3T0 Win HOT, HO aM6- 
i ceoefi noriMTHKofi Ha 
i BocTOKe h Bflpyrvix He- 
leaioinHx paiioHax Haa- 
scjieMnnn cboh OHepre- 


noTpe6HocTM. no tom xce 

OTCyTCTBMH OCTpOM 3KO- 
coti HeoSxOflMMOCTM M B 
spUMM auepMKaHL^bi He 
TeKJlHTb CBOM OKHa HO- 
rnaMH, xopouio yaepwvi- 
i Tenno b aomo m oTpa- 
M JKapKMe C0/IH6MHbie 
THeeepeMH. 

AOBbix SHepreTMMecKMx 
!, AocTHraiomHX 250 
tn., HaflOAIO BeTpHHbIX, 
>ix H r»ApocTaHL(n;"i b 
IXOAMTCH TOJlbKO 7 % 
H3BOAMMOti 3/ieKTpO- 


1001 roAy HOBafl tsxho- 
BonwT BbinyckaTb Sbrro- 
AWibHHKM, TpeCywinMe 
inetcTpo3HeprnM He 6o- 
nocToHHHo ropainaa 
b 40 aarr. Kohammko- 
b noMemeHHi^ 6epeT Ha 
{> ecew BbipaSaTbiBae- 
po3Heprvui. a b xcapwie 
9C«4W - ao 25%, B TO 
rxwpbiTwe aomob kpbi- 
6enoro MaTepnana m 
e Apyme w3on«4MOH- 
J PB3KO CHMXCaiOT 3TM 

3aTpaTbi Ha bbtomo- 
OfUlMBO MAyT BHM3 npM 
m no hobom TexHono- 
iHy Aeuieeoro sraHO/ia. 
e MHoroo6emaK3L4MMM 
wiotch pa3pa6oTKM no 
H BHeApeHMio 3/ieKTpo- 
uaccoBoro nonbaoBa- 
TonbKO HaABOAHan 
Sepra. HoBbie 3Hepro- 
4 Me TexHonorMM b ca- 
(WHblX OTpaC/lHX npo- 
3 ctm /im6o ywe xyjyT 
^MBHeHMH. J1M6 o TOTO- 
6e sanBMTb. 
yneHbix m no/iMTMKOB 
UHomacMH o Heo6xo- 
laAMKanbHbix Mep no 


PyuillTca 4>oHAOBa» GitpiKn, 
ocna6naeTca skohomiika, a cpca- 
Hiiii pocciumiiH Goperca 3a bldkh- 
buiimc. <J>miancoBoc OT’iaaimc 
BWHyjKnaer c/ihiiikom mhothx 

MOJIOAbIX ACByuieK BblCTABJTaTb 
Ha nponawy eAmicTBcHHoe npit- 
naAnexv'auiee iim HMyutecTBo - 
cboc Teno. 3apn6oTmnibic cckcom 
Aorniapu o6ccne’iiiBaioT 3 thm ac- 
ByuiKaM HCKyio sKOHOMimecKyio 


•iccKoii chctcmc peKJiaMa - o'leHb 
3<}i()ieKT>!BHbii( cnoco6 o6paTi<Tb- 
C9 K Hy»KHOH BUM I10Tpc6llTenbC- 

Koii rpynne. B ahhhom cnynac - k 
aMCpitKUHUaM, KOTOpbIC ItCk'pell- 
He iiiuyr cboio BTopyro nonouiiH- 

Ky - HCCHUlHHy, KOTOpaa AOIIOJIHS- 
CT MyjK'iHHy h AcnacT ero acHiHb 
hc KanpacHoii. K coaiancHiiio, tb- 
Kaa pcxnaMa toK)kc nonaAacr ko 
MHO niM ITOIICTH’IHblM 6ecccpAC’l- 


CTa6>uihHOCTb, noxBonxfouiyio hm 
npoAonacaTb 6e3paAocTHoe cy- 
utecTBOBaHiie. HaibiaacMbie ce- 
roAHii npocTHT>TKaMH, cmc Bie- 
pa oiih ciiami taiiiictbchhoh pa- 
AOCTbW IKCIICTBCHHOCTH II onTH- 
M113 MOM MC’ITbl O nptKpnCHOM 

npimpe, o jiioGbh, o actxx ii o 
c*iacTbc. Tenrpb ohh AciitriByioT 
c xonoAHbiM pacieTmiBbiM /mc- 
HIICM GlHHCCMCIlOU B pblHOHIIOii 
CIICTCMC - HIIKOMy HC AOBCpXH II 
Tpc6ys npeAoiviaTbi. Kto moskct 
IIX B 3TOM BIIHHTb? U.HHH3M - IIX 
CiiiHCTBciiiiux aaiiuiTa ot o6xtaHa 
B OKOHOMIIHCCKOli CIICTCMC. tac 

mouichhiik Bbim-pbiBaer. a Aoacp- 
•niBbiii ocTacrex b npoiirpbiuie. 

Kax hh rpyorcH c{iaKT cyiyecT- 
BOBaHim TaKiix paipyuicHHbix 

*H3HCii, CCTb II ApyrilC ACByiUKII, 
Curb mo*ct, 6 once 3aoiy*HBaio- 
miie co'iyBcTBiia. nocKom,Ky oiih 

BCC CU|C AOBep'llIBbl, BCC CIUC BC- 

pxT, *ito cyAb6a. c He6onbuiofi 
noMoutbio c iix cTopoHbi, npeapu- 
TMT HX ACBHHbll MC’ITbl b pcajib- 
HOCTb. B hx ccpAUax aaiaa HaACJK- I 
A a ao tcx nop, noxa XHutHbiii aMc- 
pIlKaHCKIlif OimiCCMCH hc hjhsch- 
nyer iix iohoc Tcno, pacronHCT 
Ayxuy, cnoMacr eq»y h 6pocirr hx - 
cropaioutiix co cTbiAa. ncnonbio- 
BUHHblX, UHHHHHbrX. TaKHX ACB)- 
HICK MM B A MepHKC HaablBBCM 
“ncBccTa no Karartory”, OGnaAax 
miuib ciinoii cbohx Ten, avuhi ii 
hbac^a, ohh ny6niiKyioT o6ibb- 
bchiix o noHcxe axicpitKaticKoro 
Mywa, nockonbKy omi b oTMax- 
mm. Hiikto hi mix hc xomct craTb 
“6 iiihccmchkoh”, Tax xce KaK hh 
OAH a hc cornacua iimcti. My>Ka> 
nbBHimy. KOTopbifi HiAcuacTcx 
HaAiieii. Ka^maa xomct BCTpcntTb 
MyjKHIIHy, KOTOpbm 6yACT xopo- 
tuo K Heii OTHOCIITbca, oGpamaTh- 

cs c Hcii KaK e /Kchiahhoh, a ona 
biumch noAapitTCMy cboio caMyio 
rnaBiiyio AparoucimocTb - cboc 
cepAMc. 3 th ACByiuKH He Tpe6y- 
k>t 6onbuic, ‘icm laenyjKHBaeT 
mo6a» pyccKax iKciimima, ho >iac- 
to ohh HccnpaacAAUBO nonynaioT 
coBcpuieimo hhoc. 

PyccKiie ACByuiKii, KOTopwe 
iiuiyr nMcpiiKaiicKoro Myxca, no- 
McmaiOT oGbaancmix b cnemianb- 
Hbix KnTojiorax. B KamiTamiCTii- 


HblM aMcpilK illlCK km 6iiiliecMe- 
h«m. K TeM, kto HacTonbKo hc 
‘ lyBCTBycT yBcpcimocTH b cc6c, 
l fTO B KAIKAOM Acnc IIM liyAHO AO- 
KaibiBaTb caMHM ce6e cboc npe- 
BOCXOACTBO HaAAP>THMII, MCHCC 
yAa'imiBbiMii. TnKoii nMcpiiKaHcu 
o6mBHOM J1CTKO CK/IOHHCT ACByill- 
Ky k ruioTCKHM yTcxaM, BpeT ch 
npo cBoe iia.McpcHiic atemiTbcx, 
•icm y6e>KAacT pyccKyio ACByui- 
Ky B TOM, >ITO CC MC’ITbl xioryT 
cTan» pc.-LMbHocTbio, ecmi ohh ccii- 
'iac eMy oTA.acTes. 

HmcHKO TaKOAHH Moii GblBUHIH 
inaKOMbiii iicnonbiycT pyccKiix 
AesyuicK, a Koraa h«- 
^J^cKy’iaT - BbiSpa- 
CMBacT npo’ib. 
jP|, HaaoBeM cro 
‘Tbakhm Amc- 


pilKaHUCM" - 
r n m o m Ana 
KpaTKOC- 
1 \ tii. Tbm 


BHBaeT AByCTOpOllHJOlO aT8Ky B 
cbohx nonbiTKax ck/iohhtl k no- 
CTenil MHOTHX pycCKMX AcUyiUCK 
c HaHMeiibiuHMH 3aTparaMii ana 
cc6a. TaM pa6oTacr u Mockbc u 
KpynHOH aMepilKaHCKOl'i l^llpMC, 
mto o6ecnea>iBacT eMy xopouiyio 
lapruiaTy ii umKapiiyio KBapnipy. 
HccMOTpa iia 3T0 TaM ikoach, no- 
3T0My OH Acp :f: HT c,, nOABJIblllC OT 
npocTirryTOK, K-oTopbix, kuk eMy 
H3BCCTHO, cno*no OOMaHyTb. 

Bmccto 3toto oh npii6eraeT k 
cTpaTcnm c6cpcaccima achct, 3a- 
Kmo’iaiouicifca, Bo-nepBbix, b 
tom, *rro oh 3iiaK0Mirrca c AeByui- 
kbmh hi ’iitcjia hcbcct no KaTano- 
ry. Oh roBopirr iim, ‘rro npnexan 
b Pocemo, ( iro6bi HaiiTii pyccxyio 
JKeny, *ito, ccTecTBcHHo, Henpaa- 
Aa. Oh Tao<e coo6u;aeT iim, >rro 
oh noAy'incT xopoumc AcHhm b 
aMcpiiKaHCKOii ijiiipMc, mto y Hero 
b Mockbc npck-pacHaa KBapritpa 
M HTO OH XOMCT n03HaK0MHTbCS C 

hiimh ho6;7h,kc. to cctb - noana- 
KOMHTbCX noGllllTKC C HX TC/laMII. 
Oh npeonaraeT ACByuiKc npn- 


CXBTb B MoCKBy Ha BbIXOAHbie 
huh na iioAonbiiie. Mhothc a.e- 
ByiiiKH cornainaioTca, noToMy 
’ITO, KaK ’laCTO nOCMCHBUCTCa 

raM, “ohh b oTHaamm". Hckoto- 
pbic in mix aa>kc caMH onna’moa- 
k>t cboio noe3AKy b MocKBy, 
>ieMy Tom necKaxaHHO paAycTca, 
nocKonbKy oh nonynacT eexe 
npaKTMHccKll 6ecanaTHo. flocnc 
3Toro oh OTCbinacr ACByuiKy ao- 


Moii ii ncpennioHacTca iia cncay- 
lomyio. 

Bropoii cnocoG araKOBan. pyc- 
ckiix AcsyiiicK, iicnoubsycMbiii 
PaMOM, - noccuiciuic ACUICBblX 
mockobckhx GapoB, KyAa pyccKiie 
AcnyuiKii npiixoAMT b iiaaoKAc 
BCTpcriiTb 6yA)'U|cro aMcpilK ah- 
ckoto Mya:a. Choba Thm oGmaiiom 
sacTaBnacT ACByuiKy noBcpiiTb, 
l rro y hcc ccTb bcc uiaHcbi CTan, 
cro accHOH. /Jna Tama sto npouic, 
•icm noAcrpcnirrb yTKy, ciioamyio 
b Kncnce. npouic, nocKo/ibvy Ta- 
khm oT’iaaBuiiiMca ACByuiKnM hc 
ocTacTca mmero apyroro, KaK 
BcpiiTb takhm, KaK TaM. H onaTb 
JKC3T0 ropaiflo Acuieanc, hcm npo- 
CTHTyTKA. 

TaM Hacna3KAaeTca)KH3Hbio,oH 
c’lHTacT MocKBy npcKpacHbiM 
mcctom, it Gonbmyio Maim, up cm c- 
hh TaM CMcerca. Ho cMeioTca mi 
oGManyTbie iim pyccKHe ACByiu- 
kii? Mto oiiii *iyBCTByioT, kotaa 
noHitMaioT, ’ito oh npocTo o6ma- 
HOM CK310HHJ1 IIX K CCKCy? Mto B 
KOHl|C KOHUOB npOltCXOAHT C HX 
ACBitibiiMll rpeaaMii it KAKoii jkc 
rope’ibio HanomuioTca hx cepA- 
i|a? To, mto AcnaeT TaM, - npe- 
crynncHiie. Oh noxnuiacT, wacn- 
nyer, pBcr oyx hcbiihhocth h Ha- 
Acacnw. H hc oh oahh. Hs-aa hc- 
BOoGpaJHMO CJIOTKHOM 3KOIIOMII- 
’iccKoii ciiTyamm mhotiic nopa- 
AO’iHbie pyccKiie ACDyuiKH bobhc- 
KawTca b CKpbiTyio 4 1 op m y npo- 
CTHTyuHH, aa KOTopyio hm Aaacc 
lie nnaTaT. npouncraiouiaa 3Ko- 
HOMiiKa A McpiiKH cnacacT mhothx 
aMCpilKUHCKIIX ACByillCK ot noAo- 
Ghoto no/ioaccHiia, no3TOMy-TO 
r am h npnexan ck»aa. Kotab-to b 
npouinoM b Poccim HMncpiiamic- 
Ta nanoAoGiic Pam a HaKaaami Gbi, 
BO3M0747MO 3aCTABI1B npOBCCTII OC- 
TaTOK 3KH3HII nCBUOM U XOpc KBC- 
TpaTOB. Ho ccroAHa on, cmcsm>, 
HAcr no >KH3im n no kiiiiiam pyc- 
CKHX ACByuiCK. 


POfi flEH XOJIJIAH^EP 

aMepMKailCII, lopHCT 
cneuMiuiHci 
B oGaaCTM HHBeCTMUHOIIHOii 
GaHKoucKofi cc£iepi> 


Rf!P r»KO RPCM 






Nomenklatura Looters 


So what caused Russia’s economic collapse—theft, in one form or another. Russian 
government officials and their business partners used foreign and domestic wealth not for 
investment to grow the economy, but to grow their overseas bank accounts. 

Unlike capitalist systems, the Russian government continues to own large portions of 
major businesses, sometimes as high as 51%, years after the much ballyhooed 
privatization process run by Anthony Chubias. Privatization simply allowed a number 
of well connected individuals to obtain significant ownership interests alongside the 
usually larger government share. Together, the two groups exercise dictatorial control 
over the assets, finances and management of key companies, which are usually huge 
monopolies. 

Most of the monopolies receive subsidies from the federal, regional and local 
governments in the form of credits and tax breaks. The tax breaks are of a curious type: 
the government just does not enforce collection. Besides government subsidies, a 
monopoly’s capital comes from sales revenues and often a lot of bartered goods. Around 
70% of Russia’s gross domestic product is barter. 

In order to funnel off a monopoly’s wealth, its owners set up a number of closed 
corporations to act as middlemen for obtaining the company’s inputs and selling its 
outputs, including the barter goods. When a monopoly purchases inputs, it pays an 
exorbitant price to the middleman. When the monopoly sells its products or goods 
obtained through barter, the middleman pays the monopoly’s cost or creates an account 
payable that is often never paid, then sells the goods at the higher market price. It is no 
accident that the rewards from such a business scheme accrue to the middlemen. For 
those companies are owned by the monopoly’s executives, the government bureaucrats 
that oversee a particular industry, and the businessmen, or oligarchs, that acquired an 
ownership interest in the monopoly through the privatization process. Since the oligarchs 
paid fire sale prices for their shares, they can make much more looting a monopoly than 
turning it around. 

The people handling the day-to-day operations of the various middlemen corporations are 
all those 20 and 30 year old guys who are always bragging about being successful 
multimillionaire and billionaire businessmen. These cellular phone Russians are not 
entrepreneurs but the beneficiaries of simple nepotism. They are the relatives and family 
friends of the old nomenklatura. That good old boy and girl communist network that ran 
the Soviet Union into the ground and remained in tact after it collapsed. Today’s Russian 
yuppies continue to pretend to be the new power in the country, but, in fact, they are only 
fronts for the old line bureaucrats and former communists who still run the show. 

Russia’s businessmen and bureaucrats (perhaps the terms should be collapsed into 
bizcrats) invest their looted gains overseas at the rate of $12 to $15 billion a year. When 
a significant amount of the capital that flows into or that exists within an economy leaves 
without being invested in the creation of wealth, that economy is never going anywhere. 



And when foreign and domestic momentum investors realized new capital was not 
continuing to flow into Russia to buoy the stock and government bond markets, they 
cashed in their investments and went overseas causing the inevitable and repetitive 
financial collapses that occur in economies with endemic corruption. 



Follow the Money 


In 1973 when two American reporters investigating Richard Nixon could not figure out 
the intricacies of Nixon’s shady dealings, their confidential source told them to “follow 
the money”. That was good advice then as now to understand the recent devaluation, so 
lets follow the money from the International Monetary Fund to see what it reveals. 

So far the IMF has lent the Russian Government $4.8 billion of a $22.6 billion financing 
package in which the IMF is the main lender. Now, if you had billions of dollars, would 
you lend it to your government? If you had thousands of dollars, would you lend it to 
the government? Probably not. The men at the IMF are just as smart as you. They 
know, as you all do, the problems with the government and this economy. So why did 
they lend the money? One reason is that it is not their money. The money comes from 
other governments, mainly the United States, which in turn acquires the money from its 
citizens and corporations. In the US, unlike here, virtually every working person and 
corporation pays income taxes. In fact, most of the US Government’s revenues come 
from income taxes. In effect, the US government reaches into the pockets of its workers 
and businesses and sends billions of dollars to the IMF. 

The IMF then sends these billions of dollars to the Central Bank of a country like Russia 
when it appears that Central Bank may run out of hard currency. The IMF refills the 
Central Bank’s coffers in order to prevent wealthy, foreign financial institutions, such as 
investment banks, from losing money on their investments caused by a devaluation of the 
local currency. For example, when American investment banks bought securities in 
Russia, say debt issued by the government, they had to change dollars into rubles. Think 
of them as having paid, for instance, $1 to get 6 rubles. Investors then bought securities 
with their rubles because debt instruments, stocks and other securities in Russia are sold 
for rubles, not dollars. 

When investors believe, for various reasons, that the price of stocks, bonds and other 
securities will go up in Russia, they change lots of dollars into lots of rubles and buy lots 
of securities. When they believe that prices will go down, for various reasons, they sell 
their securities, which causes prices to go down, and take the rubles from the sales to a 
bank to get dollars. The bank may pay the dollars from its own pockets or sell the rubles 
for dollars provided by the Central Bank. The Russian banks pay dollars for rubles 
because months earlier they entered into contracts agreeing to make such payments. The 
American investor then sends his dollars home for investment after having made a nice 
profit. 

In 1996 and 1997, wealthy American and other foreign financial institutions paid billions 
in hard currency for rubles in order to buy Russian securities, which helped the markets 
go up. But then some of these investors became worried, for various reasons, or simply 
decided to sell at the high prices for a gain. As they sold, the market prices began to drop 
because there were more sellers than buyers. When these wealthy investors started 
taking their rubles to the banks to get dollars, the banks’ dollar accounts began to shrink, 



so the banks exchanged rubles for dollars from the Central Bank. Naturally, the Central 
Bank’s amount of dollars started falling. 


Other investors then began to fear that when they sold their Russian securities or when 
their Russian Government bonds matured there might be so few dollars left with the 
banks and the Central Bank that, despite bank agreements, the banks would pay fewer 
dollars for rubles. That is, when investors took their rubles to the ha nk s to buy dollars, 
the banks would not give them $1 for 6 rubles, but $0.66 or $0.33 or some other rate for 
6 rubles. So an investor who put in $ 1 million and made a $200 thousand profit would 
only receive back $800 thousand or $400 thousand—a big, big lose. 

All of this has happened over a period of time because it takes time for many large 
investors to leave a market. Most large investors reduced their ruble investments and 
transferred into dollars or dollar investments before the devaluation. The ruble was 
devalued because these investors could then make money from the devaluation instead of 
losing money, which would have happened if the ruble was devalued earlier. 

Foreign financial institutions were not the only ones who played this game. The large 
Russian commercial banks, such as those controlled by the famous oligarchs, also 
benefit from the IMF loans. They too invested in the markets, needed time to pull out 
and change their rubles into dollars provided, in part, by the IMF. 

The oligarchs’ banks also received another benefit from the IMF loans. As previously 
mentioned, when foreign investors initially paid dollars for rubles, Russian banks agreed 
to buy those rubles back at a future date with a certain amount of dollars, probably 
around $1 for 6 rubles. Without the IMF loans, Russia’s Central Bank would not have 
had enough dollars to keep the ruble from falling in value before the rubles were bought 
back and the ha nk s had time to change those rubles into dollars. To maintain the ruble’s 
value, the Central Bank used its dollars to buy rubles in the market. This kept a balance 
between the amount of rubles bought and the amount sold, so the value did not decline 
before the ha nk s wanted it to. 

An earlier fall in the value of the ruble would have hurt the banks because were the ha nk s 
to live up to their contracts and sell, for example, $ 1 for 6 rubles, those six rubles would 
only be able to buy perhaps $0.66 or even $0.33—a big, big lose and possibly bankruptcy 
for the oligarchs. On the other hand, the ha nk s could have defaulted on their contracts. 
However, many Russian banks received dollar loans from Western institutions and these 
institutions would have demanded payment that the banks could not have made because 
they did not have the dollars. Either way, the banks would have gone under financially. 
To prevent the oligarchs and other large banks from violating their agreements with 
foreign investors and from going bankrupt, the IMF quickly agreed to a loan package for 
Russia’s Government. 

So, the money lent to your government by the IMF came from Western taxpayers and 
flowed into the pockets of wealthy foreign and Russian financial institutions. Who then 
is going to pay it back—YOU ARE, whether in new taxes, increased tax collection, 



unemployment or a devalued ruble. You are going to pay, just as Western taxpayers 
paid. 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER 
COUNSELOR AT LAW 


545 East 14 th Street 
New York, New York 10009 
Telephone: (212) 982-5836 
Fax: (212) 982-5943 




KEY REGULATIONS FOR A FAIR ECONOMY 


Dear Sir: 

I have enclosed an overview of some key American laws 
that regulate business activities in the United States. The 
laws are grouped in five categories: Environmental 
Protection, Trade Regulation, Securities Regulation, Consumer 
Protection and Employment. In each category, I have summarized 
the laws, the present deficiencies or loopholes in each law 
and why they were enacted. 

The reason for loopholes in American business regulation 
is to secure the wealth and power of a relatively small number 
of families by permitting profits to be maximized as much as 
is socially acceptable. Since all business regulations in 
America have been enacted in an environment in which a small 
number of families control vast amounts of wealth, these 
families have been able to dilute the effectiveness of all 
regulations, even in the face of public outrage over some 
abhorrent event caused by industry’s pursuit of the 
maximization of profits. 

The vast concentration of wealth achieved in America’s 
previous free market of the nineteenth century and its 
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subsequent ineffectively regulated market of the twentieth 
century has resulted in 1% of American households owning 
approximately 34% of all the wealth in the United States while 
at the same time owning approximately 45% of all the financial 
wealth (securities, bonds, etc.). In comparison, the middle 
class, which comprises about 40% of America’s families, owns a 
little over 10% of the wealth, and the poorest 40% owns 
virtually nothing. 

The flaw in America over the years and today differs only 
in degree with the flaw in your country before the August coup 
and the potential danger for your counry since the coup — so 
many have too little because so few have too much. America has 
its group of families, who through their wealth, exercise a 
disproportionate influence over the political, economic and 
social life of the public; the Soviet Union had the Communist 
Party which did the same in your country. Now, however, for 
your country there is a transition: the former rulers and 
managers are trying to regain their position of influence and 
privilege by becoming wealthy. In other words, it appears that 
some persons in your country seek to create through a free 
market a small group of wealthy families that will rule Russia 
as a shadow government, just as a relatively small number of 
wealthy families run America. 

The vast concentration of wealth, and therefore power, in 
relativiely few hands can be mitigated with certain laws which 
at the same time do not destroy incentive, innovation or the 
ambition to achieve material well being. For example, an upper 
limit on the net worth for all households would avoid high 
concentrations of wealth and distribute your nation’s wealth 
more equitably; however, it would not destroy incentive as 
does an economic system which guarantees certain minimum 
payments regardless of productivity. A net worth limit of one 
million or two million U.S. dollars per household should 
provide more than enough incentive for persons (now owning 


virtually nothing) to'take risks, use their ingenuity and work 
long hours for the material rewards of success. Once a 
successful businessman, professional or any other worker 
reaches the net worth limit, he may retire with his wealth or 
continue working without material rewards but still earning 
all the psychological benefits that come from exercising his 
talents and knowledge. The limit on net worth would make it 
possible for many more persons to participate in and 
contribute to the creation of wealth in your country, avoid 
the growth of a monied ruling class and still offer material 
incentives to inventors, innovators and hard workers. 

Other regulations, besides a net worth limit, can also 
contribute to an equitable distribution of wealth, material 
well-being and a safe environment for your people providing 
the loopholes are avoided. The following are some of the key 
laws enacted in America with the publicized purpose of 
ensuring an equitable economy that creates material well-being 
for most its citizens within a safe environment. The reality 
of course is much different — the laws provide effective 
propaganda but ineffective regulation because of loopholes and 
lax enforcement. America’s market, while no longer free, is 
still unfair. 


1. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

Before 1970 Federal environmental protection efforts were 
scattered among numerous agencies. The two key programs were 
air and water pollution control, both of which were dismal 
failures. The air pollution program, for example, had failed 
to divide the country" into air quality regions, had dealt with 
only two pollutants and failed to approve any state air 
quality plan — regardless of effectiveness. 
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In 1970 all pollution control efforts were consolidated 
under a new agency, titled the Environmental Protection Agency 
(the "E.P.A.”). Also in 1970, amendments to the Clean Air Act 
required a 90 percent reduction in automobile emissions by 
1975 (in subsequent, legislation the automobile industry was 
able to weaken and delay these emission standards), ordered 
the E.P.A. to establish national ambient air quality 
standards, required states to produce air pollution control 
plans by 1975 that met Federal air pollution standards and 
allowed citizens to sue the E.P.A. for failure to enforce the 
law. 

Amendments to the Federal Water Pollution Control Act in 
1972 required industry to use the best practical technology 
for water pollution control by 1977 and the best available 
technology by 1983 and established as goals of the E.P.A. for 
the 1980’s: fishable and swimable waters and zero discharges 
of insufficiently treated wastes into America’s waterways. 

The major deficiency with these and other environmental 
regulations is lenient enforcement. Violations of pollution 
standards are rarely -detected. An American firm might be 
visited once a year by a pollution inspector. Furthermore, 
pollution standards are often violated, and the violators are 
not adequately punished. In 1983, 82 percent of discharges 
violated the regulations. Since the E.P.A. maintains a low 
level of enforcement and rarely takes polluters to court, 
polluters find it more profitable to pollute than to adhere to 
environmental standards. 

The reasons the clean air and clean water amendments were 
enacted were a series of events that outraged the American 
public. In the late 1960’s an oil well off the coast of Santa 
Barbara, California, burst, and 20,000 gallons of crude oil 
washed up on the beach. Also the Cuyahoga River in Ohio was so 
polluted that it caught fire. 
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2. TRADE REGULATION 

The lav; of trade regulation attempts to assure fair 
competition among businesses because it is in the public 
interest that quality, price and service in an open and 
competitive market for goods and services be the determining 
factors in the business rivalry for the customer’s dollar. 
There are two main areas of trade regulation laws: antitrust 
and unfair competition. 

The purpose of antitrust laws are to preserve or 
establish a competitive market, so no single buyer or seller, 
or groups of buyers or sellers, can control the price of goods 
or services solely by their actions. In a market where 
companys are allowed to collude, prices can be fixed, markets 
divided and boycotts executed in order to exploit more money 
from consumers. In a monopoly market, where there is only one 
seller of an item, that seller can limit production and, thus, 
raise the price a consumer pays. On the other hand, in a 
competitive market, price is set by supply and demand. 

Section I of the Sherman Antitrust Act prohibits 
agreements between companies that restrain trade. There are 
three key restraints on trade that are prohibited under 
Section 1. 

The first is price fixing, which is an agreement to 
affect or inhibit price competition. The prohibition covers 
agreements between sellers to establish maximum or minimum 
prices at which certain commodities or services are offered 
for sale, agreements between sellers to change prices of goods 
or services simultaneously or to fix the price at which its 
purchasers must resell its product. 

The second prohibition is market allocation or division 
whereby competitors agree not to complete with each other in 
specific markets, which may be defined by geographic area, 
type of customer or class of product. 
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The third prohibition is a boycott, which is an agreement 
among competitors not to deal with a supplier or customer. An 
example would be where General Electric, Whirlpool and 
Fridgidaire (competing manufacturers) agree not to deal with 
any wholesaler of their products who does not follow their 
pricing policy. 

The problems or loopholes in Section I of Sherman Act 
include inadequate penalties for violating the law. The fines 
for engaging in any of the prescribed acts are trivial 
compared with the profits made from the violations. For 
example, the avarage price fixing fine in the 1960’s was 0.21 
percent of the sales involved. In addition, prison sentences 
average only a few months. A businessman would logically 
conclude that the gains from violating the law far exceed the 
penalties, even if, he was unlucky enough to be caught. 

Another loophole in Section I is that intent to fix 
prices, divide markets or boycott has to be proven in court 
along with the fact that two or more businesses agreed to 
engage in such activities. Intent and agreements entered into 
in secret are very difficult to prove. This problem could be 
corrected by only requiring the result of business actions to 
be proved. If prices appeared fixed, markets appeared divided 
or boycotts to exist, then that would be sufficient for a 
conviction. a 

Another deficiency in Section I is that consumers are not 
allowed to sue companies violating the law. This is ironic 
since the purpose of the law is to protect consumers. 

Section 2 of the Sherman Act prohibits the unfair 
attainment of monopoly power or the abusive use of that power 
once attained. It does not prohibit all monopolies, even 
though, the economic reason for the law was to prevent a 
monopolist from using its power to produce fewer goods at a 
higher price. Two loopholes are that violation of Section 2 
requires proving in court a company intended to monopolize, 
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which is very difficult, and the penalties for firms convicted 
under Section 2 have been inadequate. The appropriate remedy 
for monopolization is divestiture; however, from 1890 to 1974 
the U.S. goverment has obtained substanial divestiture in only 
23% of all the cases it won. One possible solution to the 
lavf’s inadequacy is to make all monopolies illegal and require 
divestiture when the goverment wins a case. 

The Sherman Antitrust Act, enacted in 1890, grew out of 
an era of free markets in the late 1800’s that made possible 
the growth of large corporations (trusts) which exercised 
unprecedented power over many markets. The American Sugar 
Refining Company controlled 98% of its market, Standart Oil 
controlled 80% of its market, American Tobacco - 93%, U.S. 
Steel - 66%, Aluminum Company of America - 90%, and there were 
other large corporations controlling their respective markets, 
such as International Harvester and Nabisco. There were also 
trusts in the markets of leather, rope, buttons, glue, 
wallpaper, starch and salt. Consumers, small businessmen and 
farmers were forced to pay exorbitant prices for necessery 
goods because of the lack of competition in these markets. 
Initially, the states passed laws against trusts, and then the 
federal goverment passed the Sherman Act. Senator John Sherman 
said, "If we will not endure a King as a political power, we 
should not endure a King over production and transportation 
and the sale of the necessaries of life." 


UNFAIR COMPETITION 

The purpose of the law of unfair competition is 
to prevent businesses from taking unfair advantage of their 
competitors. The law prohibits the unauthorized use of trade 
secrets, trade symbols, copyrights and patents. A business 
would be unlikely to invest resources in research and 
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development unless its inventions, discoveries and proceses 
were protected by patents and trade secrets. Additionally, a 
business would not devote time and money to marketing its 
goods or services if its trade symbols were not protected. 
Furthermore, without copyright protection, the publishing, 
entertainment and computer software industries would 
be vulnerable to having their efforts pirated by competitors. 

A trade secret is information that is commercially 
valuable, guarded from disclosure and not common knowledge. 
Trade secrets may include a list of customers and contracts 
with suppliers. The law is violated when another person 
discovers a trade secret by a means other than independent 
research or inspection of the finished product. 

Trade symbols are protected under the Federal Lanham Act, 
which prohibits one business from passing off its goods or 
services as the goods or services of another business by using 
the other business’ trade symbol. In America, a business can 
register its trade symbol with the Federal Goverment, which is 
the easiest way to prove ownership and the exclusive right to 
use that symbol. 

Federal law provides protection to authors of original 
works under the Copyright Act. Protected works include 
literary, musical, dramatic, pantomimes, choreographic, 
pictorial, graphic, sculptural, motion picture, audio visual 
and sound recordings.*The law is violated when someone uses 
anothers copyrighted work without the owner’s permission. 

A patent is a grant by the Federal goverment of monopoly 
right to an inventor to exclusively make, use or sell his 
invention for a period of 17 years. A process, machine, 
manufactured object or composition of matter may be patentable 
if it is novel, useful and not obvious. The law is violated 
whenever someone makes, uses or sells a patented invention 
without permission of the patent holder. 

The laws of unfair competition do not have significant 
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loopholes because their main purpose is to protect businesses 
and, therefore, profits. 


3. SECURITIES REGULATION 

The primary purpose of Federal securities regulation is 
to prevent fraudulent practices in the sale and purchase of 
securities and thereby foster public confidence in the 
securities markets. There are two main statutes: the 
Securities Act of 1933, which focuses on the issuing of 
securities, and the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, which 
regulates the trading (buying and selling) of already issued 
securities. The 1933 Act has two main objectives: (1) to 
provide investors with necessary information concerning 
securities newly offered for sale to the public, and (2) to 
prohibit misrepresentation, deceit and other fraudulent acts 
and practices in the sale of newly issued securities. The 1934 
Act’s provisions (1) require most publicly held companies to 
register with the government and submit periodic reports, (2) 
prohibits the use of fraud in selling or buying securities, 
(3) prohibits the directors, officers, employees and others 
from using information not available to the general public in 
buying or selling securities (insider trading) and (4) 
regulates proxy solicitations and tender offers. 

The 1933 and 1934 Acts fail to regulate a number of 
securities sold to the public and the fines are small compared 
to the millions to be made in violating the acts. In addition, 
the maximum five year prison term provided for under the Acts 
is rarely imposed. 

Both the 1933 and 1934 Acts were passed in response to 
the American stock market crash in 1929 and the ensuing 
depression. During the late 1920s, there was a frenzy of 
activity on Wall Street. Stock prices continued to rise, and 
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nearly everyone was borrowing money to buy stocks advertised 
as being investments in credit worthy companies. In reality 
many of the stocks were worthless. Their prices kept rising 
because of market manipulation by brokers, traders and the 
companies themselves, officers and directors of such 
companies knew of their firm’s tenuous finances, so they sold 
their shares to unsuspecting members of the public. As the 
stock market reached unprecedented highs, many corporate 
executives, even of stable companies, acted on information 
they possessed but the public did not and sold their shares. 
With the stock market crash and resulting depression, many of 
the fraudulent schemes used to lure an unsuspecting public 
into buyng stock were exposed. The resulting scandals shocked 
America’s confidence in a free and orderly stock market. To 
restore the public’s confidence that the stock market would 
no longer be a predatory but a fair market, the 1933 and 1934 
Acts were passed. 

As stated above the trivial sanctions of the acts have 
not created a completely fair market. Listed below is a 
chronology of some insider trading for 1986-87. These are 
clear examples that' the two acts and subsequent law have not 
been effective i* c>r^ S'e t. 

May 12, 1986 SEC charges Dennis Levine of Drexel Burnham 
Lambert with making $12.6 million since mid-1980 from insider 
trading. SEC also names as defendant Bernhard Meier, Mr. 
Levine's broker at Bank Leu International in Nassau. 

May 13, 1986 Mr. Levine is arrested and charged with 
obstructing justice for attempting to destroy records. He is 
released on a $5 million bond. 

June 5, 1986 Mr. Levine pleads guilty to four felony 
charges and agrees to cooperate with the goverment in its 
investigation. Settling civil insider-trading charges, he 
agrees to pay $11.6 million. 
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July 1, 1986 SEC charges Robert Wilkis and Ira Sokolow, 

former investment bankers at Lazard Freres and Shearson Lehman 
Brothers, with exchanging confidential information with Mr. 
Levine. They settle with SEC. Mr. Wilkis allegedly made about 
$3 million from insider trading. Mr. Sokolow agreed to give up 
$120,000 in profits. 

July 3, 1986 David Brown, investment banker at Goldman 

Sachs, resigns amid SEC investigation. 

July 14, 1986 Ilan Reich, takeover lawyer at Wachtell, 

Lipton, Rosen & Katz, resigns amid goverment invesigation. 

August 19, 1986 Litton Industries Inc. sues Shearson 

Lehman and Mr. Levine, charging that Mr. Levine's insider 
trading made Litton pay more than necessary to take over Itek 
Corp. Suit seeks $30 million in damages. 

Sept. 4, 1986 Mr. Sokolow and Mr. Brown plead guilty to 

criminal charges of passing stolen information to Mr. Levine. 

Oct. 3, 1986 Mr. Reich is indicted by federal grand jury 

in the Levine case. 

Oct. 9, 1986 Mr. .Reich pleads guilty to two criminal 
counts for his role in the Levine case. Mr. Brown agrees to 
pay $145,790 to the SEC. 

Nov. 6, 1986 Mr. Sokolow is sentenced to a year and a day 
in prison for his role in the Levine case. 

Nov. 14, 1986 Ivan Boesky agrees to pay $100 million 

penalty for trading on insider information supplied by Mr. 
Levine from Feb. 1985 to Feb. 1986; agrees to plead guilty to 
unspecified criminal charges. (Boesky made over $1 billion 
from his activities.) 

Nov. 18-19, 1986 Drexel is identified as being under 
investigation for possible securitieslavr violations in 
connection with the Boesky probe. 

Dec. 18, 1986 FMC Corp., in a lawsuit similar to Litton 

Industries’, accuses Mr. Boesky and others with inflating the 
cost of the company’s recapitalization plan. 
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Dec. 23, 1986 Mr. Wilkins pleads guilty to four felony 

counts for his key role in the Levine case; Randall D. Cecola, 
formerly a junior financial analyst at Lazard, pleads guilty 
to two count of filing false tax returns and settles SEC 
charges of participating in the Levine scheme. 

Jan. 12, 1987 Mr. Brown sentenced to 30 days in prison on 
weekends and fined $10,000. 

Jan. 23, 1987 Mir. Reich sentenced to a year in prison. 

Jan. 28, 1987 Michael Davidoff, former head trader for 

Mr. Boesky, pleads guilty to one count of securities fraud for 
violating capital reguirements at Mr. Boesky's firm. Mr. 
Davidoff, who had close contacts with many Wall Street 
traders, agrees to cooperate with the goverment. 

Feb. 9, 1987 Mr. Wilkins sentenced to a year and a day in 
prison. 

Feb. 10, 1987 Mr. Cecola sentenced to six years' 

probation. 

Feb. 11-12, 1987 Three top Wall Street figures-Robert M. 

Freeman, a Goldman Sachs partner; Timothy L. Tabor, a former 
official at Kidder Peabody and Merrill Lynch; and Richard 
Wigton, a Kidder vice presidentarrested and charged with an 
information-swapping conspiracy that allegedly made Kidder 
millions of dollars in illegal profits. Mr. Freeman was also 
charged with trading for his own account on the information. 


4. CONSUMER PROTECTION 

In 1914 Congress enacted the Federal Trade Commision Act 
that created the Federal Trade Commission (the "F.T.C.”). 
Among some of the commission’s purposes were to protect the 
consumer from false and misleading advertising, false and 
misleading descriptive names of products and false or 
inadequate labeling of products. Much of the F.T.C.’s history, 
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however, has been one of favoring business over the consumer, 
whom the F.T.C. was suppose to protect. One period of 
exception occured in the 1970’s when the F.T.C. pursued 
aggressive consumer protection policies. With the election of 
Ronald Reagan, however, the F.T.C. dropped 25% of its pending 
cases against businesses and discontinued studies into 
over-the-counter drug advertising and automobile insurance. 
Under the Reagan administration, the F.T.C. became 
pro-business at the expense of the consumer. A graphic example 
was the "survival suit” case. Hundreds of survival suits had 
been sold to the Federal goverment and private buyers to save 
persons involved in ocean accidents. The suits leaked and 
people drowned instead of being saved. To repair the suits 
would have cost no more than a few cents per suit. The F.T.C. 
decided not to order a recall of the suits for repair. Its 
reasoning was that the free market would handle the problem 
because relatives of drowning victims would sue the 
manufacturer for damages, and the manufacturer would then 
recall the suits for repairs. 

Historically, the enactment of consumer protection laws 
in the U.S.A. have often been delayed. The Industrial 
Revolution in America in the late 1800’s resulted in a rapid 
growth in consumer products. False advertising of products was 
common, the addition of harmful substances to foods was common 
and medicines were mislabeled. It took from the early 1880’s 
until 1906 to enact a Food and Drug law. The reason the law 
was enacted was because Upton Sinclaire published "The 
Jungle”, a book detailing unsafe, unsanitary and unhealthy 
food produced by the meat packing industry. The book caused 
such an uproar among the public that President Teddy Roosevelt 
was forced to have legislation passed. The problem with the 
law was that it only listed certain substances that could not 
be added to foods. The food industry quickly switched to 
adding other unsafe substances that were not on the list. The 
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law did require the labeling of dangerous drugs in medicines 
but such drugs, such as opium, were still allowed to be sold. 
And the law still did not regulate advertising, that did not 
happen until 1938. 

Despite the passage of the Food and Drug Act in 1906, 
drugs could still be marketed without testing or government 
approval. In 1938 the Massengil Corporation marketed without 
testing a sulfa drug elixir that killed 100 people. The 
federal government quickly enacted a law requiring government 
approval of new drugs. Despite the 1938 legislation, drug 
advertisements were still misleading and numerous drugs were 
on the market that were of questionable safety and efficacy. 
In the early 1960’s a bill was passed requiring that drugs be 
proved safe and effective before being marketed. The reason 
the bill was enacted into law was once again public outrage 
over birth defects in new born children caused by the drug 
thalidomide. The pharmacentical industry still found ways to 
circumvent the law. Just recently it was learned that some 
American drug companies had bribed employees of the goverment 
to quickly approve some of their drugs as safe and effective. 

In the 1970’s the goverment created the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission to protect consumers from unreasonable risk 
of injury from hazardous products. Millions persons were 
injured each year using consumer products, 110,000 permanently 
disabled and 30,000 killed. During the 1980’s the Commission 
has been ineffective because of staff and budget cuts. 


5. EMPLOYMENT LAW 

In 1932 the Norris-LaGuardia Act prevented Federal courts 
from issuing injunctions against unions involved in 
non-violent labor disputes. Before the law’s enactment, 
company owners could prevent a union from picketing or 
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engaging in otherwise peaceful conduct by simply going to 
court to get an order (injunction) prohibiting the activity. 

If the union persisted in its activity, then the participants 
and union leaders could be jailed indefinitely and fined large 
amounts. 

In 1935 the Wagner Act provided workers the right to 
self-organization, to form, join and assist labor 
organizations, to bargain collectively through representatives 
of their own choosing and to engage in concerted activities 
for the purpose of collective bargaining or other mutual aid 
or protection. The act also prohibited employers from 
interferring with employees’ rights to unionize and bargain 
collectively, dominating a union, discriminating against union 
members, discriminating against an emplyoee because he has 
filed charges against an employer and refusing to bargain in 
good faith with the duly established representatives of the 
employees. 

After World War II an irrational fear of communism and 
the Soviet Union swept America. Business interests used the 
"red scare" to rescind many of labor’s rights guaranteed under 
prior laws by accusing unions of being pro-communist. In 1947 
the Taft-Hartley Act passed Congress. Among other provisions, 
the act prohibited closed shops, which required an employer to 
hire only union members; disallowed a union to boycott, strike 
or picket an employer with whom a union had no labor dispute 
in order to persuade that employer to cease doing business 
with the company that was the target of the labor dispute. In 
addition, the act reinstated Federal Courts with the power to 
issue injunctions prohibiting non-violent union activities. 
The Taft-Hartley act has had a major negative impact on 
organized labor. Although not the sole reason, it is a major 
reason for the decline of the number of unionized workers from 
25% of the work force in 1950 to 13% today. 

The preceding is just a cursory overview of some business 
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regulations in America, but the general theme holds true for 
other regulations as well. Regulations are enacted after long 
delays and usually only when some event or series of events 
create a public outrage. The regulations then enacted usually 
have loopholes or deficiencies or are ineffectively enforced 
because approximately 1% of America’s families have the wealth 
and thereby the power necessary to control legislation for the 
long term benefit of their profits. If similiar regulations 
were enacted in Russia without the loopholes your country 
would be far along the path to a fair market. 

I hope this has been helpful. If I can be of any further 
assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Very truly yours, 



ROY DEN HOLLANDER, ESQUIRE 


SUCCESSFUL PRIVATIZATION REQUIRES DIVESTITURE 


The current Government privatization program transforms state-owned monopolies 
operated by the bolshaya shyshka (old line directors and chief engineers) imo privately or 
publicly-owned monopolies operated by the same bolshaya‘shyshka. A distinction without 
a difference. 

Some state-owned monopolies have directors and chief engineers that can function as 
businessmen rather than "biscrats" (bureaucrats who are businessmen in name only). 

Many, however, lack initiative and lack the ability to make decisions, to motivate workers, 
to plan ahead and solve problems. 

The continuation of an enterprise under the leadership of many of today's directors and 
chief engineers, even in a quasi market economy, will end in wide spread bankrup'cles. 
Witness 1092, when enterprise directois exercised their political power to increase Central 
Ban* credits and exploited their "good of boy" (former Communist comrade) network to 
obtain no interest ioans from fellow enterprise bosses just to continue producing ever 
decreasing amounts of goods. 

Enterprise directors and chief engineers, like American corporate executives, will probably 
not relinquish the power, status and wealth of their positions without a push and 
compensation (often called a "golden parachute"). The golden parachute can consist of an 
attractive retirement pension funded by the government and the privatized enterprise and 
ownership shares in the enterprise. 

The push may come from the realization, already apparent, that the monopolies they lead 
need government subsidies in order to survive. But the Government does not have 
enough money, even in depreciated rubles, to provide what monopolies need to pay 
workers, suppliers and maintain production, let alone increase it. Workers and suppliers 
with less money buy less and demand decreases. Not even phantom credits (credits not 
backed by value) and an overactive printing press can replace the value lost when 


6 



production slumps. Approaching failure may convince incompetent directors and chief 
engineers or provide them with no choice but to turn over leadership to the younger 
(generally in their 30s and 40s) middle level managers who still have the drive and 
receptivity to learn a new way of doing business. 

Waiting for the failure of incompetent directors and chief engineers will result in higher 
inflation and lower production. A situation called "stagflation" (a stagnant economy with 
high inflation). Unable to meet its peoples' needs, Russia's only alternative, other than a 
new dictatorship, will be to borrow even more heavily from Western nations. Use the 
funds to buy needed imports and sell its natural resources in order to earn hard currency 
with which to service its debt. A situation fully agreeable to Western businesses, since 
they will then have another source of cheap raw materials and another market for their 
manufactured products. Russia will serve the same economic purpose as Latin America, 
.Africa and parts of Asia. 

Russia can take a step towards avoiding stagflation if many of the old comrades running 
state enterprises accept a golden parachute to retire comfortably to their dachas or agree 
to compromise and am a spin-off of a privatized monopoly. Large American 
conglomerates, corporations running many different businesses, have often found it more 
profitable to sell, that is, spin-off some of their businesses and allow their middle level 
managers to become the directors of a newly spun-off independent business. This allows 
the new enterprise to concentrate on making one business profitable. 

A Russian state-owned or privatized monopoly consists of many different businesses 
because of horizontal and vertical integration and the provision of ancillary (social, 
municipal, retail, etc.) goods and services to its workers and town's people. Horizontal 
integration means few, if any, other enterprises seil the same goods and services within a 
region. Vertical integration means the monopoly runs all or many of the operations from 
extracting raw materials to marketing the finished product to consumers. Ancillary goods 
.and services often include construction and management of apartments and rest homes for 
workers, manufacturing of furniture and other consumer goods, selling consumer goods, 
construction of roadways and transportation svsiems, provision of utilities, etc. 

Divesting Russia's monopolies into their constituent businesses will provide old line 
directors and chief engineers with a business to operate and will provide the younger. 
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middle level managers with businesses to operate that they are most familiar with and 
therefore most likely to operate successfully. 

Divesting or spinning-off a monopoly's constituent businesses will also stimulate 
competition. Since many of Russia's monopolies engage in ancillary production and 
servicing, the spinning-off of these businesses by all the monopolies will create a 
marketplace with different independent organizations providing the same types of goods 
and services. Divesting the vertically integrated businesses will have the same effect by 
creating many independent extractors of raw materials, processors of raw materials, 
distributors and suppliers of raw materials and processed raw materials, distributors of 
finished goods and retailers of finished goods. The divestiture of monopolies, however, 
will still leave horizontally integrated enterprises producing a finished product such as 
cars. But after its divestiture of vertically integrated and ancillary businesses, the 
horizontally integrated enterprise producing the finished product will have significantly 
less market power to prevent entrepreneurs from successfully starting their own 
competing production of a particular finished good. 

Besides accommodating old line directors and middie level managers with enterprises they 
can run, divestiture serves a more important function: the efficient allocation of resources, 
through con.petition. Efficient allocation means resources, all of which are limited, are 
used to satisfy the wants of people at the least possible cost. Monopolies do not allocate 
resources efficiently. Ir. a competitive market, competition will force the price of a good 
or service down to the point where it equals the cost of production plus a reasonable 
return. In a monopolized market, the price will stabilize at a point higher than this; there 
will be a monopoly profit. So a competitive market will provide goods and services 
desired by consumers at a lower cost than a monopolistic market; that is, a competitive 
market will allocate resources efficiently — a monopoly market will not. 

In a competitive market, every buyer who is willing to pay the competitive price of a 
.. product or service in order to obtain it will be able to do so because the product or service 
sells at their cost. In the monopolized market, the only buyers who obtain the same 
product or service are those ready to pay in excess of the competitive price. Those who 
would pay amounts equal to or higher than the competitive price, though not the full 
monopoly price, must substitute other products. Today, the wants of most Russians either 
go unsatisfied or partially satisfied because most Russians cannot afford to pay the 
monopoly price for many products and services. 



Other reasons for a marketplace with many competing enterprises include: . 
decentralization of economic power (economic democracy), reduction of the range within 
which private discretion may be exercised in matters that effect the welfare of others and 
increase opportunity for more people to exercise entrepreneurial talents. 

A couple of examples of quasi-divestiture in Russia include the Kalinin factory in 
Yekaterinburg and the Leninetz plant in St. Petersburg. Kalinin, a former producer of 
launchers and fuel systems for SS missiles, split up into units producing timber-felling 
equipment, tractors, fobd-processing and industrial-refrigeration plants. The Leninetz 
plant, which produces avionics for Migs, divided into 117 business units. The problem 
with these two examples is they still maintain a central control over all the separated units. 
True divestiture necessary for competition to efficiently allocate resources requires 
independent enterprises free from the anti-competitive dictates of any central control. 

A method for divesting Russia's large state-controlled monopolies easily flows from a 
privatizing scheme that uses worker-manager leveraged buyouts. Under this privatization 
procedure, workers and managers form a limited partnership that purchases a majority or 
more of the snares in a state-owned monopoly. The partnership pays for the shares with a 
debt instrument 'ssued to the Government and collateralized with a mortgage or security 
interest granted the Government. Citizens and other investors purchase the shares of the 
enterprise not bought by the limited partnership or the shares above 5 \% that the 
partnership decides to sell. To assure divestiture, the Government can refuse to accept a 
mortgage or security interest or any other method of financing the privatization unless the 
enterprise agrees to divest once privatized. 

Divesting or spinning-off one of the new privatized monopolys units or businesses would 
entail issuing shares in the spun-off unit to all the shareholders of the privatized monopoly 
on a pro rata basis. That is, each shareholder of the privatized monopoly before the spin¬ 
off would receive a number of shares in the spun-off unit determined by the number of 
shares owned in the entire monopoly. This way none of the shareholders wouid lose any 
value through divestiture because they would now own a proportional share of the new, 
spun-ofT enterprise. The spun-off enterprise would agree to assume its propoitional share 
of the debt issued to the Government and collateralize that debt with a mortgage or 
security interest in its own assets as a condition for becoming an independent enterprise. 



Divesting privatized monopolies will provide old line enterprise bosses with a doable 
challenge of transforming a discrete part of their former enterprise from a profitless 
business to a profitable one. It will allow younger middle level managers the opportunity 
to use their knowledge of a unit of a monopoly to turn it into a profitable, independent 
enterprise. In addition, Russia's economy will have a betting chance to avoid stagflation 
and reap the benefits of competition, which means the growth in production of 
manufactured and agricultural products and services needed for a modern industrial 
economy. , 
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A STRATEGY TO GENERATE HARD CURRENCY FROM RUSSIA'S FOREIGN 
DEBT AND INCREASE EXPORTS 


I. The Need for Hard Currency to Stimulate the Production of Goods and Prov ision of 
Service* for Export. 

When the United States economy slumped into a recession in 1990 and 1991, American 
buyers’ of goods and services, already heavily in debt and fearing a rise in unemployment 
as well as a decline in business, drastically reduced their purchase*, which left many 
businesses looking for new customers In response, the U S Administration expanded 
Government export programs to assist businesses in selling overseas to make up for the 
decline in sales in America Today in Russia buyers, which includes consumer*, 
businesses, farms and the government, have also dramatically reduced their purchases As 
a result, inventories have increased, production and services continuously decline and 
people survive on less If Russia instituted or expanded programs similar to those in the 
U S for stimulating export trade, then the production of goods and provision of services 
and the Bow of hard currency into Russia would increase 

In America, the U S Export-Import Bank ("Eximbank") conducts the key programs for 
facilitating the export of U S goods and services Eximbank helps U S exporters secure 
credit for their foreign buyers Often private lenders (hanks, trading companies, etc ) will 
not provide financing lo a foreign buyer because ihc perceived risk of non-payment or 
only partial payment is loo high Eximbank encourages private lenders to extend credit to 
a foreign buyer by providing a private lender with a guarantee lhal in the event the foreign 
buyer docs not repay the private lender. Eximbank will While the foreign buyer repays 
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the loan over a period of lime, the actual dollars provided by the private lender are paid 
directly to the exporter and not the foreign buyer This way the exporter is assured of 
obtaining payment for the goods or services it provides a foreign buyer Only Eximbank 
has to worry whether the foreign buyer repays the loan Under another program. 
Eximbank provides direct loans for the put chase of American goods by a foreign buyer 
Under the direct loan program. Eximbank transfers dollars directly to the U S exporter, 
not the foreign buyer, and then the exporter sends the goods to the foreign buyer The 
foreign buyer has to repay Eximbank over a period of time the amount Eximbank paid 
directly to the exporter plus interest 

Both programs asaire the U S exporter will obtain value for the goods or services sold 
overseas Eximbank ultimately assumes the risk that the foreign buyer will not pay (In 
such a case, Eximbank can sue the foreign buyer and alert companies worldwide not to 
deal with that buyer ) Perhaps a couple of diagrams will help 

Guarantee Program 

Guarantee j 

Eximbank- b Private Lende r b Exporter 

^ Goods or Services 
Foreign Buyer 



Hired l uan Program 


Eximbank b Exporter 


Goods or Services 


Foreign Buyer 
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Eximbank also provides American exporters with insurance against loss should a foreign 
buyer default on its obligation to pay the exporter for political or commercial reasons 
Many foreign buyers arc unwilling to assume a loan obligation under Eximbank's 
Guarantee or Direct Loan programs because commitment fees and interest payments 
increase the cost of the goods or services bought or the time to consummate the 
transaction is so short that a loan or guarantee docs not make sense Under the Insurance 
program an exporter can ship the goods or provide the services immediately and receive 
payment later If the buyer docs not pay, then the insurance will 

Another crucial Eximbank program for stimulating foreign trade is the Working Capital 
Program The program expands U S exports by encouraging private lenders to make 
working capital loans to U S businesses for export-related production and marketing 
activities Small and medium-sized enterprises arc often unable to obtain loans from 
private lenders needed to produce or market goods or serv ices overseas (This is 
especially true in Russia today where small struggling private firms cannot obtain financing 
because, among other reasons, they do not have the same extensive contacts with 
commercial bank executives as do large enterprises ) Eximbank will guarantee repayment 
of a loan provided by a priv ate lender to an exporter when the loan is used to purchase 
finished goods, materials, services and labor to produce goods or services for current or 
future expon sales, to market export products or services, to participate in trade fairs or 
conduct other promotional actmliet aimed at developing new overseas business All 
loans, however, must be secured by the exporter’s collateral which can be inventory and 
other goods purchased with the loan or accounts receivable that result from transactions 
generated by the loan Under the Working Capital program, the exporter and not the 
foreign buyer is liable for repayment of the loan 

Eximbank's programs dearly stimulate exports. but since one mayor aim of Russian 
exports is to acquire hard currency, a Russian Eximbank that provided similar programs 
would need hard currency for a Guarantee, Direct Loan. Insurance or Working Capital 
program (Section II of this paper will provide a suggestion for obtaining hard currency 
for a Russian Eximbank’s operations ) A Russian enterprise trying to earn hard currency 
from its exports is unlikely to accept rubles from a Russian Eximbank as payment for its 
exports but may accept rubies to finance its working capital Since a Russian Eximbank 
will have to deal largely in hard currency, Russian exporters must have the right to hold 
hard currency accounts without having to convert their profits into rubles, otherwise, the 
safety of using Russian Eximbank financing may not be sufficient to overcome the risk of 
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present exporting methods that result in exporters keepmg hard currency overseas In 
addition, the tax system would have to be reformed to eliminate the bias against hard 
currency income 

In addition to increasing exports, a Russian Eximbank. adequately financed with hard 
currency, might reduce a further increase in the billions of dollars already placed in 
offshore accounts by Russian exporters Some Russian exporters will choose the certainty 
of payment and financing from a Russian Eximbank rather than the risk of non-payment 
from a foreign buyer Since the Russian Eximbank and the private lenders it guarantees 
pay the Russian exporter directly and then collect from the foreign buyer, these hard 
currency payments made by the Russian Eximbank will not be secreted in offshore 
accounts unless the exporter, after receiving the funds in his bank account, requests the 
bank to transfer tile funds overseas Appropriate hanking legislation can keep track of 
where the money goes, which will probably be an account the exporter has already 
illegally made deposits into from export revenues 

Furthermore, the export transactions that involve a Russian Eximbank'* programs will 
provide valuable information Included in this information will be the identity of the 
importers the Russian exporta deals with Fot a Russian exporta to hide funds ovascas 
usually requires the assistance of the importer to set up an account wuh a financial service 
company in which the funds are deposited In America, a financial service company will 
not set up any account unless provided with an employer identification number <"Ells'*) 
that is issued by the U S Internal Revenue Service In addition, a deposit of over $10,000 
in any account will be reported to the US Treasury Department, indicating the depositor 
and the account name With the names of importas sold to by Russian exporters who use 
the Russian Eximbank's program, the U S Treasury Department through its agency, the 
Internal Revenue Service, could discova any accounts set up by the importa where the 
importer used its EIN or deposited more than $10,000 into an account that has a difTacnt 
EIN. which might occur whac the importa or Russian exporta set up an American 
corporation in whose name it acquired an EIN in order to set up an account without using 
the importer’s EIN In the situation whac the U S importer las agreed to transfa its 
payment to a bank located outside the U S but in a jurisdiction with hank secrecy laws, 
any transfa of ova $10,000 must still be reported to the U S Treasury Department Of 
course the U S Government would have to agree to provide assistance in tracking down 
these overseas accounts, but I am sure this could be w-oiked out. providing the Russian 
Government was serious about repatriating flight capital 
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II. Cicnrration of Hard Currency Tor a Russian F.iimbank's Operations. 

Russia's recently stated willingness to assume the foreign debt of the former Soviet Union 
means it will owe official creditors about $68 billion and private creditors, mainly 
commercial banks, over $18 billion (some estimates place the private debt at over $2$ 
billion) for a total of $86 billion 

Private creditors include commercial banks, which are private banks and other private 
financial institutions, foreign manufacturers, exporters, and other foreign suppliers of 
goods, and expon agencies that provide payment guarantees, loans and insurance 
Russia's debt to official creditors includes multilateral loans that came from international 
organizations such as the World Bank, regional development banks and the lnicnunur.il 
Monetary Fund ("IMF’) and bilateral loans dial came from governments, their agencies, 
autonomous bodies and governmental export credit agencies For 1662. Russia owed $20 
billion in total debt service but paid only $2 billion In 1693, it will owe $30 billion but 
estimates it can only pay $3 billion Through September 1962, Russian exports totaled 
$3? 2 billion and imports $3$ 5 billion, a surplus of $ I 7 billion not even enough to offset 
Russia’s payments on its foreign debt for last year At this rate. Russia will soon deplete 
itself of hard currency reserves that will leave it without a reliable medium for exchanging 
value 

Foreign governments and businesses will not accept rubles as payment for necessary 
goods such as agricultural products (Hour, bread and pasta production did not decline m 
1992 because of Russia's gram imports) or services such as technical assistance Without 
sufficient hard currency 1 . Russian banks and enterprises will no longer be able to store or 
exchange value through dollars, which will lease a rapidly depreciating ruble as the only 
medium of exchange, other than barter, for business transactions A similar situation 
occurred in Latin America where some countries' savings and investing fell drastically 
because it made more economic sense to spend currency immediately for tangible goods 
before the currency's value depreciated further Without savings or investments, 
businesses lack capital to linance production and services 

There is a lesson that can be learned from Latin America's debt problem of the 1980’s — 
simply refuse to pay anymore interest or principal on foreign debt Such a default by 
Russia would free up hard currency for the operations of a Russian Eximhank and can 
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even provide Russia with the opportunity to make money buying and selling its own debt 
owed to foreign banks 

III. Ktoaomk Opportunities Arising Out of Russia's Default on it Foreign Debt 

Once Russia declares it svitl no longer pay interest or principal on its foreign debt, its 
economic relations with the West and the rest of the world will not end Mexico began 
the Latin American defaults in 1982 when it said it would not be repaying its international 
bankers for a while The key phrase is 'for a while * Mexico and other Latin American 
countries did not renounce the debt, they admitted they owed the money but the debt 
services repayments would be needed to aid their economies and peoples Mexico. 
Venezuela. Chile and other countries continued their on-again and ofT-again talks with 
private and official creditors in an effort to resolve the debt issue Then in 1988. the Latin 
American countries and private creditors (mostly commercial banks) began resolving the 
default issue through buy backs 

Russia could follow the Latin American pattern by defaulting and then exhibiting a good 
faith effort to resolve the debt issue but resolve it differently than was done with I atilt 
America in order to assure that any resolution benefits Russia and not just Western 
governments or commercial hanks Such a policy would ultimately lead to buy backs and 
other transactions to resolve the debt owed to private creditors Buy backs and oilier 
transactions can be accomplished in the smart wBy, as presented below, or the foolish way 
as Latin America did •• foolish for Latin America that is I want to emphasize that the 
following solutions apply only to the approximately $18 or $25 billion dollars Russia owes 
commercial banks 

liny Hacks: Open Market and Negotiated 

There are two major types of buy backs open market, where purchases are made in the 
secondary market at whatever price the market has placed on the debt, and negotiated, 
where a defaulting country or its representatives would negotiate to purchase some of 
Russia's debt from commercial banks In negotiated buy backs, lenders (the commercial 
banks) agree to concessions so that a country can effectively repurchase its debt at below 
face value The old debt is usually repurchased with new debt issued by commercial 
banks, essentially a restructuring of live old debt 
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The secondary market, where open market purchases arc made, consists of trading debt 
securities (new issues. Brady bonds and distressed bank debt) in over the counter markets, 
primarily in New York and London Fourteen (14) commercial and investment banks 
account for most of the trading J P Morgan. Citicorp. Chase Manhattan. Bankers Trust. 
First Boston and Chemical Bank are among the biggest traders of such debt in the 
secondary market Some securities houses arc also involved The substantia] majority of 
transactions are still accounted for by commercial banks wishing to dispose of claims 
Trading houses indicate, however, that non-bank institutional investors seeking high- 
yidding assets and capital gains are increasingly active in the market as arc wealthy 
Americans, foreigners and professional traders (Institutions include corporate treasuries, 
pension funds, and other financial institutions - including 20 to 30 insurance companies ) 
In 1990. the trading volume was $100 billion Wall Street firms arc now trying to 
structure deals in the secondary market to offer something for the risk preferences of all 
investors One type of security is to repackage bank debt and Brady bonds uuo a multi¬ 
part security in which some parts have investment-grade status and others do not but have 
a higher yield Citicorp recently issued a thrcc-tiered Eurobond based on Mexican Brady 
bonds So the secondary market in private creditor country debt continues to expand with 
numerous securities houses able to purchase Russian debt in the secondary market 

The problem with open market and negotiated buy hacks is that unless the market price is 
sufficiently low. the debtor country would be better olT using its money to increase 
consumption and investment rather than buying back its debt For example, a country that 
already owes three times as much as it is likely to repay in full is unlikely to benefit from 
buying back its debt in the open market when the debt is selling above 33% of face value 
There is a complicated formula that can determine a range of prices that will benefit the 
debtor country whether it buy hack^dcbt in the open market or negotiates its buy backs 
Furthermore, contrary to popular belief, it is unclear that buy backs (open market cm 
negotiated) stimulate investment, therefore, any premium paid in any buy back may not be 
ofTsct by additional investments or the economic benefits flowing from the reduction in a 
country's debt The price for open market buy hacks depends on the secondary market If 
the market, which is largely the commercial banks, believes that a country' only intends to 
pay back a small portion of its debt or perhaps none at all and was not going to engage in 
any open market or negotiated buy backs, then the price of that country’s private creditor 
debt would drop This is not the case with negotiated buy backs because the moment a 
country nans negotiating, the price of its debt goes up 
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Negotiated buy backs may or may not use (he Body initiative U S Treasury Secretary 
Nicholas Brady introduced the initiative in 1989 Commercial banks may accept a large 
reduction in principal owed them by a debtor country In return, the debtor country would 
exchange some of its remaining old overdue debt for new debt at a longer term and 
reduced interest or banks could accept a new debt at the same amount but also with a 
longer maturity and a greatly reduced interest rate The new debt (called 'Brady* bonds) 
would be collateralized by U S Treasury Zero Coupon bonds and possibly guarantees 
from the U S Export-lntport Bank with the interest backed by the World Bank for a 
period For example, the Argentina accord calls for banks to exchange old loans for a new 
30-year bond equal to 35% of the loan amount, with principal payments backed by 
Treasury securities and an interest rate equal to the l.ondon interbank rate plus thirteen- 
sixteenths of a percentage point Alternatively, the banks may take a new bond equal to 
the (ace amount of the old loan, also collateralized by Treasury securities, but with a lower 
interest rate that would rise from 4 to 6% during the first ax years of a 30-bond and 
remained at 6% for the remaining life of the bond 

The Brady bonds trade in the secondary market at a higher price than the old debt traded 
because they are collateralized This is a problem for the debtor countries because any 
attempt to buy back more of their debt after a Brady transaction cither in the open market 
or negotiated deal will cost them more per unit of debt, although there may be less debt to 
purchase 

Another problem for a debtor country, whether before or alter a Brady transaction, is that 
the moment the commercial banks hear of a plan to restructure a developing country's 
debt, they raise the prices at which the debt trades in the open market and the price at 
which they will negotiate a buy back 

Were Russia to stop payment on its debt altogether and refuse to make good faith efforts 
to resolve the problem, its debt instruments would drop in price significantly because many 
banks would be selling the debt The mote the market believed Russia would not engage 
in steps to resolve its debt problem, such as a Brady buy back, the further the price for its 
debt would fall (Traders who had sold Russia's debt 'short" would make large profits in 
such a situation ) Speculators, generally the commercial banks, would only begin buying 
Russia's debt again if they believed Russia would engage in buy backs or sell its assets to 
pay down its debt Once tlse speculators, however, realized Russia was not going to 
further increase the burden on its people by exchanging its assets or money for debt at 
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overvalued price*. the speculator* would tell then debt holding* causing the [nice to drop 
again o» simply mark down the value of the debt if no buyers were available at the lower 
prices This cycle of the price of Russia's debt rising and falling would depend solely on 
whether the market believed Russia would engage in buy backs or sell its assets to pay 
down its debt 

Once prices have dropped, one possible strategy for Russia would be to purchase some of 
its debt (then trading at reasonable and not overvalued prices) by quietly providing 
environmental groups with the funds for debt for nature swaps The groups would buy 
the debt in the open market and exchange the debt for Russian bonds In addition, brokers 
or bankers in various jurisdictions could be used to discreetly purchase Russia's debt for 
Russia's account Russia could also engage in commodity-linked financing and debt for 
equity swaps since Russia probably would still be acquiring more in face value of debt for 
its assets then when everyone was expecting it to repay its debt or engage in a Brady or 
other type of buy back Russia could retire the debt it acquired when prices were low or 
hold on to it and. when economically appropriate, initiate a Brady restructuring, which 
would cause an increase in value of its debt in the open market Russia then could sell the 
portion of debt it is holding in the market for a gain to be used to service some of its 
existing debt Professional speculators in the sovereign dcbl market expect to realize 50% 
returns when a country does a Brady restructuring 

A corollary effect of Brady debt restructuring is that equity markets in the debtor country 
generally go up Prior to restructuring its debt, the govcmmcnl of Russia could invest in 
some of its viable businesses after privatization Assuming the market nscs following the 
restructuring the government could sell its holdings and use the gain to service its debt 

It makes no sense, however, for Russia to engage in a Brady or non-Brady negotiated buy 
back, debt equity swaps, commodity linked financing, debt for nature swaps or interest 
rate reduction bonds until Russia’s debt price hits bottom Otherwise. Russia would be 
paying out more to retire the same amount of debt because it would be overv alued having 
been driven up by speculators betting on a debt restructuring 
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IV. 


Additional Method! for Relieving Rimia'i Foreign Debt 

The following details the methods that Russia can lake to ease its private creditor and m 
some instances official creditor debt 

Encouragement of direct foreign investment into Russia will increase economic growl h 
and attract foreign currency which in turn can be used to buy back or service some of 
Russia's external debt whether owed to private or official creditors In addition. 
Russia's access to foreign technology in management expertise and markets will 
increase with direct foreign investment The key to encouraging direct foreign 
investment is to remove obstacles to potential foreign investors, such as restrictive 
regulatory regimes Mexico, for instance, overhauled its regulatory framework for 
foreign investment in the nud-l9*ffs In 1991 foreign investment, including 
repatriated flight capital, roughly doubled in Mexico over the previous two years 

Thailand in 1987 simply changed the implementation procedures of its legal 
framework for foreign investment It streamlined the numerous administrative rules, 
guidelines and standards into a more systematic framework that is now administered 
by a single government bureau that is directly under the authority of Ihc prime 
minister Foreign invertors save much time and effort because they can now complete 
the application procedures in one department Rules on the provision of incentives 
and the imposition of restrictions for foreign invertors wete also clarified 

The creation of a country mutual fund through an investment banker or brokerage 
house in a Western country allows investors in Ihc worid's major equity markets to 
conveniently invest in a country such as Russia The country fund would receive 
money from investors and its manager would decide what businesses to invest in or 
bonds to buy in Russia For a country fund to be successfully launched, the country to 
be invested in should have a well functioning domestic capital matket (stock and bond 
exchanges) and standards on information disclosure and accounting The International 
Finance Corporation, part of the World Bank Group, assists in the structuring and 
offering of country mutual funds 

Another form of direct foreign investment in developing countries is the ADR. which 
is a security issued against a deposit of non-U S company shares in a bust account 
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ADR* are traded on slock exchange* in Western countries Rcccm ADR offerings 
include the Chilean Telephone Company and Mexico's Tdmex privatization Tdmcx 
hired an investment banker to arrange for the sale of its ADRs in several major country 
stock markets, including the United Stales. Japan and England Over S2 3 billion was 
raised in 1991 by privatizing Telrnex The Chilean Companea de Tcicfonos used the 
same method of privatization and raised $98 million The danger in selling privatized 
companies overseas, however, is that foreign investment pools will buy enough stock 
to effectively control a privatized enterprise A solution is to limn the number of 
shares sold to foreign interests 

A third form of portfolio investment is outright foreign purchase of particular domestic 
equity shares Typically investors are concerned about adequate settlement 
procedures as well as information disclosure and accounting standards Domestic 
financial market reform has. therefore, the potential to increase considerably this type 
of flow, since developing country stock markets oflen offer lugh returns and 
considerable diversification potential 

2. Bond Collateralization 

New capital can be raised by Russia at reasonable rates by collateralizing bonds and 
then selling litem in the bond markets The funds raised by these bonds can go for 
debt service payments on both private and official creditor debt The security backing 
for these bonds can include receivables, bank accounts, real estate and any other assets 
of a public or private Russian entity The Mexican private copper company. Mexicana 
de Cobre. raised $16$ million in 1991 through a five-year loan secured by copper 
export receivables and hedged by copper swaps Mexico and Venezuela issued more 
than $2 A billion in 1990 international bonds, denominated in U S dollars and dan sc lie 
marks, sold in the Euromarkets and collateralized with telephone or credit card 
receivables 

3 DcbirEsmitySwaps 

In debt swaps (which arc a form of buy back), the creditor commercial banks cxchangc 
a portion of a country's debt in return for an amount of the country’s currency which is 
then used to invest in the country's businesses Another method is where a country 
privatizes a national industry and exchanges a part ownership in that industry for part 
of its debt held by the banks Debt-equity swaps offer foteign finance, an inflow of 
foreign technology and access to foreign markets 
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Argentina has achieved substantial progress in reducing its external commercial bank 
debt through debt-equity swaps connected to the privatization of its state 
telecommunications enterprise (ENTel) and national airline (Aerohneas Argentinas) 
Argentina obtained waivers from its creditors so as to permit commercial debt to be 
bought on the secondary market by foreign investors and exchanged for equity stakes 
in the enterprises The total amount of commercial debt exchanged (and thus 
extinguished) in the ENTeTs ottering and for Aerolineas Argentinas was equal to about 
IS percent of Argentina's commercial debt 

The United States Bank Security Pacific has gone into the business of switching debt 
for equity At first it changed part of its own debt portfolio into an equity venture 
capital portfolio through debt-equity swaps Through its New York office. Security 
Pacific now buys country debt for entrepreneurial investors and speculators, trades the 
debt through several countries at different exchange rates thereby adding value or find* 
investment opportunities in a country and converts the debt to equity Security Pacific 
makes a profit by charging its investors management fees for the entire process 
Russia might want to explore a potential agreement with Security Pacific, whereby 
Security Pacific would purchase pan of Russia's debt and Russia would agree to debt- 
equity swaps 

Of course, whether any debt-equity swap benefits Russia would depend on the price at 
which Russia's dcbl is swapped - the lower the better as explained earlier 

■) Commodity Linked Financing 

Commodity linked financing can aid in reducing a country’s external commercial hank 
debt, obtaining additional financing and protecting against the fluctuation in 
commodity prices The United States Bank. First Interstate and London’s Midland 
Bank have exchanged millions of dollars of Peruvian commercial bank debt for 
Peruvian products shipped to the United States The banks are alto trying to find new 
markets for Peru's products hi order to exchange additional debt for Peru's goods, 
which arc sold in the United States and Europe Here too. it is beneficial for Russia's 
debt to be trading at a steep discount because the amount of Russia's products 
exchanged for one dollar of debt would be less than were the dcbl trading at a higher 
price 
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In order lo obtain additional financing, even after default, a country can collateralize 
further borrowing with commodities This will increase a country's access to foreign 
toons at better rates than were the loans unsecured In addition, commodity linked 
financing (which is used by advanced industrial countries but little used by other 
countries because of a lack of familiarity with innovative financing techniques) can 
protect against steep declines in commodity prices 

For example, in late 1990 and during the first half of 1991. Mexico used financial risk 
management tools to protect Us crude oil export earnings (winch average about I 3 
million barrels a day) against a price drop The strategy covered a significant part of 
its export earnings during this period Mexico bought put options at different exercise 
prices, engaged in selling of oil futures, and used short-dated (up to one-year maturity) 
oil swaps to hedge its oil price risk Buying put options guaranteed a minimum price, 
and oil futures contracts and swaps guaranteed the seller and the buyer a specified 
price at some future date By using these contracts, Mexico effectively insured some 
minimum price of its mam export over the near future In addition, Mexico established 
a special contingency fund to protect against a decline in oil prices Mexico's overall 
strategy was to ensure that it received al least $17 a barrel, the price used as the basis 
for its 1991 budget As explained by the finance ministry, participation in the futures 
markets reassured investors that, regardless of oil price movements, the economic 
program and the budget would be sustained The strategy was quite successful for 
Mexico since oil prices fell significantly in early 1991 Not only did Mexico achieve 
more certainty ex ante about its oil earnings, but also it profited ex post as the gams 
from having ensured a minimum price exceeded the initial costs of buying the pul 
options There are numerous experts in risk management who could put together a 
hedging plan tailored for Russia's exports 

5 Debt for Nmuic Swaps 

Under debt for nature swaps. Russia can encourage environmental organizations 
throughout the world to purchase some of its debt at a deep discount from commercial 
bank prices by simply agreeing to convert a portion of the face amount of the 
purchased debt into long term local currency bonds held by Russia's environmental 
groups The interest on the bonds, paid in rubles, would be used by Russia's 
environmental groups to finance a variety of conservation projects When the bonds 
mature, the principal can become an endowment fund for Russia's environmental 
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group* By issuing bonds nuhcr ihnn cash. Russia reduces the threat of inflationary 
impacts 


The specific steps of a debt for nature swap follow 

The first step is to obtain approval in principle from the debtor country - specifically, 
from the government, the central bank, and a private conservation organization that 
will recave the fluids and manage the conversation program The host country must 
decide what exchange rate to apply in converting debt into local currency, what 
condition of payment to use in exchange for the debt, and whom to designate or 
accept as a local agent to control the funds and dispense the proceeds The 
conservation program agreed on is based on local priorities, it may include site-specific 
projects or a list of general conservation activities (e g . naming of pork managers) to 
be undertaken when the local agent deems them appropriate 

Next step, the debt to be acquired must be identified Potential swappers must shop 
for debt notes lhat are of the right denomination, arc acceptable to the debtor country 
government and have an acceptable maturation schedule If the debt is not donated, it 
must be purchased at an acceptable discount Once obtained, the debt must be 
converted into a local currency instrument by the host government's central bank, in 
the manner specified in the agreement Finally, (he conservation program may begin 

A twist on these type of swaps is that Russia might provide an environmental group 
the funds with which to purchase its debt from commercial banks This would prevent 
a run up in the market price or negotiated price for Russia's debt because the banks 
would be unaware that Russia was providing the fluiding as a means to buy back its 
debt Furthermore, commercial hanks in Ihc creditor countries benefit not just from 
the sale of debt that may never be paid but the positive public relations of preserving 
Ihc environment and changing the trend of countries sacrificing their natural resource 
base just to meet short-sighted economic needs The importance of such public 
relations to the banks is illustrated by Bank of America's recent announcement it 
would donate $6 million to fund debt for nature swaps in Latin America 
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6 [merest Rale Reduction Bo nd? 

Interest arrears could be refinanced by Russia paying a percentage, say 25%. in cash 
and exchanging the remaining percentage for bonds The bonds could be dollar 
denominated with a 10-year maturity and a 3-year grace period They would carry a 
below market interest rale (rales in the U S arc already at a 20-year low) for the first 
three years and a market rale afterward or a variable market rate with a cap and floor 
(that predetermines the upper and lower rale bounds) Any variation of the 
percentages, rates and maturity would depend on what can be negotiated given the 
markets perception of the likelihood of repayment or debt restructuring and whether it 
is beneficial to Russia 

V. f urther Implications of a Russian Default on its Foreign Debt 

Many American bankers, the ones indebted to Russia, and foreign governments indebted 
to Russia will argue that a mote senous Russian default on its foreign debt will diminish 
confidence in Russia's economy and politics, which will cause foreign aid and foreign 
investment to decrease Considering the impact and amount of foreign aid and foreign 
investment to Russia during 1992 and 1993. a further reduction would probably not be 
harmful and the amount of debt service saved could be used to obtain the benefits offered 
by a Russian Eximbank 

The West has offered Russia billions in foreign aid providing Russia met certain conditions 
such as reducing inflation by lightening credit available to enterprises and reducing the 
Government's deficit spending The less credit available to entetpnses and the lower the 
Government's deficit, the more money would be available to pay Russia's foreign debt A 
major function of the International Monetary Fund has always been to act as a collection 
agent for Western governments and commercial banks in the disguise of promoting 
economic growth in debtor nations The tightening of credit in a monopoly economy 
naturally increased prices dramatically and reduced production leading to a stagnating 
economy on the verge of hyper-inflation Without competition, a monopolist will cut 
costs by reducing production but try to maintain its profit margin by increasing prices 

The aid promised Russia has consisted of loans that profited Western enterprises at 
Russia's expense In 1992, the West apparently provided $18 billion in loans $13 9 
billion came from various governments as credits to finance Russian imports This money 
was paid directly to Western exporters, which profited Western exporters handsomely, but 
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of course. Russia now owes an additional SI 3 9 billion By the tune the amount is repaid. 
Russia will have paid much more than SI3 9 billion when interest payments arc included 
Oilier foreign aid has included mere postponement of interest payments or funds that have 
never been made available Balancing the benefits of the products purchased with Western 
credits and the stagflation impact on Russia's economy of the conditions required by the 
IMF plus the burden of diverting hard currency from productive uses to servicing Western 
debt, Russia would be better off to forego such economic enslavement Furthermore, the 
present conditions of Western economies and demands for domestic aid will dramatically 
hamper future loans to Russia West Germany face* an SSS billion investment in 1993 
alone to continue the rebuikfing of Pastern Germany 

A more serious Russian default on it foreign debt would probably not deter private foreign 
investment anymore than it is already Unclear and conflicting laws, overlapping and 
obstructionist bureaucracies, corruption and political uncertainty have been the main 
deterrents of private investments In 1992, private U S investment in Russia amounted to 
only S400 million and much of that has gone to service industries, not to the 
manufacturing base Russsa needs to develop listimates slate that Russia will need MO to 
$50 billion a year in private investment Such huge sums neither the West nor Fast will 
provide given the present risks, but Russia could provide signilicam percentages of needed 
investment itself by encouraging exports, trading in its foreign debt and repatriating ot 
reducing the amount of flight capital 
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